arXiv:math/9809098v1 [math.OA] 17 Sep 1998

INTEGRABLE AND PROPER ACTIONS ON C -ALGEBRAS,
AND SQUARE-INTEGRABLE REPRESENTATIONS OF GROUPS

M arc A .Rieffel

Septem ber 1998

ADbstract. W e propose a de nition of what should be m eant by a proper action of a locally
com pact group on a C -algebra. W e show that when the C -algebra is com m utative this
de nition exactly captures the usual notion of a proper action on a locally com pact space.
W e then propose a de nition for the generalized xed-point algebra, and show that it gives the
desired algebra when the C -algebra is com m utative. W e then discuss w hen the generalized

xed-point algebra is strongly M orita equivalent to an idealin the crossed product algebra, as
happens in the com m utative case. F inally, we consider in detail the application of these ideas
to actions ofa locally com pact group on the algebra of com pact operators (necessarily com ing
from unitary representations), and show that this gives an attractive view of the sub Ect of
square-integrable representations.

There is a variety of situations In which actions of locally com pact groups on non-
com m utative C -algebras appear to be \proper" in a way analogous to proper actions of
groups on spaces. See forexample PP1,0P2,Ks, Rf/,Ma,Q0q9,RB,QR,Ab,E,GHT].
W e propose here a sin ple de nition which seem s to capture this idea reasonably well. W e
Indicate a variety of exam ples, but we only explore two basic ones in detail. Nam ely, we
show that when the C -algebra is comm utative our de nition does capture exactly the
usualde nition of a proper action on a space. Then we show that when the C -algebra is
the algebra of com pact operators on a H ibert space our de nition is very clossly related
to square-integrable representations (not necessarily irreducible) of groups, and gives an
attractive view -point on this venerable sub fct.

Ourde nition of proper actions is closely related to ideas of \integrable" actions w hich
occur in various places, especially in the literature conceming actions on von Neum ann
algebras CT ,Pa,S].W e give here a de nition of \integrable" actions for C -algebraswhich
appears to be the right analogue of that for von Neum ann algebras. W e see that every
proper action is integrable, but not conversely. But it is usefiil to see that som e of the
basic properties of proper actions com e just from the fact that they are integrable.

I had earlier given a tentative de nition of proper actions R f7], which was adequate
to treat som e Interesting exam ples. But that de nition assum ed the existence of a dense
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subalgebra w ith certain properties, and so was not intrinsic. T he de nition proposed here
is Intrinsic, and incluides my older de nition. But the de nition given here m ust still be
viewed as tentative, sihce I have not yet been able to relate it strongly to the crossed
product C -algebra for the action in the way done in R f7] (@nd there are m any other
agoects which also still need to be explored). However, I needed to sort out the issues
discussed here in connection with several of my progcts conceming quantization, and I
decided it was best to write up separately here what I had discovered. And even the
classical notion of proper actions on spaces is one of continuing strong interest BCH,
GHT].

The de nition of proper actions which we give here was strongly stim ulated by a recent
paper of Exel E] which in tum built on Rf/]). In fact our de niion alm ost appears
explicitly in [E]. The m ain di erence is that here we em phasize the order properties of
C -algebraswhik in [E ] the em phasis is on unconditional integrability. Tam also indebted
to E xel for som e quite helpfiil com m ents about these m atters.

W e w ill see that our de nition of proper actions is closely related to earlier notions of
Integrable elem ents discussed in [Ld, OP1,0P2,Qg, QR ]. It is also closely related to the
notion ofC valued weightson C -algebraswhich was introduced recently by K usterm ans
Ku]l, or fairly di erent reasons involving H aar m easures for quantum groups. (I thank
Kustemm ans for som e helpfiil com m ents on thism atter.) One can in tum ask what should
be m eant by proper actions of quantum groups. Integrable actions of a fairly wide class
of quantum groups (ham ely K ac algebras) acting on von N eum ann algebras are discussed
In section 18:9 of [S]. T he action of any com pact quantum group on a C -algebra should
be proper, and indeed in this case one obtains the kind of relations between the xed
point algebra and the crossed product algebra which one expects Ng]. One can also ask
about proper actions of groupoids on C -algebras, extending the notion of proper actions
of groupoids on spaces given in Rel.

In section 1 we dealw ith integrable actions, while in section 2 we discuss C -valued
weights. Section 3 is concemed w ith the goecialcase of algebras of continuous functions on
a locally com pact space w ith values in a C -algebra. In section 4 we com bine the earlier
m aterdial to de ne and discuss proper actions. T he functoriality properties of the situation
are discussed in section 5. W e also show there that the comm only used structure of C *—
algebras \proper over an action on an ordinary space" Ks, GHT ] falls not only within
our present context of proper actions, but, even m ore, w thin the context of R f7], where
strong M orita equivalence ofthe generalized xed-point algebra w ith an idealofthe crossed
product algebra is established. In section 6 we de ne the generalized xed-point algebra
for our present setting, and discuss when it is strongly M orita equivalent to an ideal in
the crossed product algebra. Section 7 is devoted to actions on the algebra of com pact
operators, and their relation to square-integrable representations. Then In section 8 we
continue that discussion by considering the orthogonality relations. Substantial parts of
sections 7 and 8 can be viewed as expository, treating well-know n m aterial from a slightly
di erent point of view .

1. Integrable A ctions.



T hem aterialdiscussed here isvery close tom aterialon integrable actions in the von N eu—
m ann algebra literature. See for exam ple de niion 2: of CT ], the Introduction to [Ld],
Pal, and 1820 of [S]. Here we stress the C -algebra version of integrable actions, so that
we can contrast it w ith the notion of proper actions which we discuss in the next section.
Since every proper action is integrable, this section also develops those facts about proper
actions which hold because they are integrable actions.

Let G be a Iocally com pact group, equipped w ith a choice of left Haarm easure. Let
be a (strongly continuous) action ofG on a C -algebra A . @A sin pl but useful exam ple
to keep In m ind during the follow ing discussion is the case 0f G = R acting on the one-
point com pacti cation, R, of R by translation, leaving the point at in nity xed, and so
actingon A = C (R). But In general we do not assum e that A has an identity elem ent.)
N otice that orgiven a 2 A the function x 7 ; (@) has constant nom , and so can not be
Integrable over G (unlessa = 0) when G is not com pact. N evertheless, our ain is to give
m eaning to 7

x (@)dx;
G
at least for som e actions and somea$ O.

It is convenient initially to place this m atter in a m ore general context. Let X be a
locally com pact space (g.G) and x on it a positive Radon m easure (eg. Haarm easure),
to which we w ill not give a particular symbol. C onsider the C *algebra B = C, X ;A ) of
bounded nom -continuous functions from X to A. W e can surely integrate functions of
com pact support. But there m ay be other fuinctions, even ones of constant nom , whose
Integrals we can m ake sense of indirectly.

For the case of G and , we dentify a 2 A wih the function x 7 x@ nCyG;A).
T his gives an isom etric inclusion of A as a C *-subalgebra of Cy, (G ;A ) (consisting entirely
of functions of constant nom ), whose In age we will denote by A . So we see that it
m ay be usefl n our m ore general case of X to consider eventually various subalgebras
ofB . For exam ple, our considerations can be applied to the lnduced C *-algebras studied
for instance In QR ]. Here one has both an action on A and an action, , on a space
M , and one considers the subalgebra of C, M ;A ) consisting of the functions £ such that
f(,'m)= Em).

For any positive 2 L! (X ) de ne a linearmap,p , from B to A by

Z
p )= fk&) &)dx:

It is easily seen that p is positive, In fact com pletely positive KR 2], and ofnom k k;.
W e would like to have the exbility of having range over characteristic finctions of
com pact sets, or over continuous fiinctions w hich approxin ate them . It is thus convenient
for us to set, for use throughout this paper,

B=BX)=f 2L X): has com pact support and 0 1g:
W enotethatif 2 B then 2 L!(X),sothatp isde ned. A lso,B isan upward directed

set under the usual ordering of functions, and if 1; , 2 B wih ; 2, thenp | P,
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for the usual ordering of positive m aps. Thus fp g ;p is an increasing net of com pletely
positivem aps from B intoA .Let £ 2 B (the positive part ofB ). Then fp (f)gg isan
Increasing net of positive elem ents of A . Even if this net isbounded, we can not expect it
to converge in A . But bounded increasing nets of positive elem ents do converge (for the
strong operator topology) if they are in a von Neum ann algebra (514 of KR2]). Thus if
we view p as taking values in the doubledual (or \enveloping") von Neum ann algebra,
A® ofA (see 3.7 of Pe2)]), we w illhave such convergence. Let us exam ine this situation
a bit m ore generally.

1.1 De nition. LetN be som e von N eum ann algebra, and ktP = fp gbe an increasing
net of positive m aps from a C*-algebraB toN . W e say that b2 B* is P ‘ounded if the
net fp ()g isbounded above. Let M ;f denote the set of P bounded elem ents. For each
b2 M ;f Et '’ () denote the least upper bound offp )gin N . W e callthem apping '
from M | toN the Jeast upper bound ofthe net P .

+

It isevident thatM ; isa hereditary cone in B* , and that ’ » is \Iinear" and positive.
Now forany hereditary coneM * in a C -algebra B we have the follow ing structure. (See
752 0of KR2]or5:d2of Pe2]) LetN = fb2 B :bb2 M “g.ThenN isa left idealin B
(not necessarily closed). Let M be the linear span ofM * . ThenM = N N (linear span
ofproducts),andM \ B* =M * . In particular,M isa hereditary -subalgebra ofB . If
! ijsan additivemap from M © toM * foreven someC -algebraM , and if’ (ra)= r’ (@)
forr 2 R and a 2 M *, then the usual proof for scalarvalued weights show s that ’
has a positive linear extension to M , which is unique. An im portant slippery point in
connection w ith allthis isthat ifa 2 M , it does not follow in generalthat pj2 M (even
ifa= a ). Thisdi culty already occurs w ith ordinary weights. See the exam ple follow ing
theorem 2.4 of Pel]. Thism akes it awkward to de ne an \L'-nom " on M using ’ . In
Theorem 8.9 we willgive a sim ple explicit exam ple in which this di culty occurs exactly
in our context, nam ely for an integrable action on the algebra of com pact operators.

Retuming to our situation of an increasing net P = fp g with least upper bound ',
we see that / p» extends to the linear span, M p , 0ofM | . Then i isclkarthat Hrb2 M »
the net fp ({©)g converges strongly to "p» (o). It is not di cul to verify that if each p
is com pletely positive, then ' p is also. This suggests the follow ing de nition, where we
m om entarily allow values In a C -algebra rather than a von Neum ann algebra. This
de niion isessentially 1:1 of Kul]withC =M @A).

12 De nition. ByaC -valied weighton aC -algebra B wem ean a function, ’ , whose
dom ain is a hereditary coneM * in B* , and whose range is contained in C* for som e
C —algebra C, such that

1) " wa)=r’ @) Pra2M " andr2 R",

2) "T@+b="@+ "' bra;b2M *.
W ewillsay that ’ is com pktely positive if the unique positive extension of’ to the linear
span,M ,ofM * is com pletely positive, in the sense that foralln, if (b;) isann nm atrix
of elam ents of M which is positive as an element ofM , B ), then the m atrix (" (oi5)) is
positive asamatrix in M , (C ). Ifthe values are in a von Neum ann algebra, we w ill refer
to ’ as an operatorvalied weight on B .

In the case in which /¥ com es from an increasing net of positive m aps as above, w ith
4



values in a von Neum ann algebra N , it is natural in view of standard de nitions in the
literature (see 5:1: of Pe2]), to m ake the ollow ing de nition:

1.3 De nition. An operatorvalued weight * on aC -algebraB,wih domain M * and
range in N , is said to be nomn al if there is an increasing net fp g of bounded positive
linearm aps from B into N such that

1) M " = fb2B"' :fp (a)g isbounded aboveg,
2) " (o) lubfp bgorb2M *.

W e retum to the situation in which B = C, X ;A).

l4De nition. LetB = C, X ;A),and tP = fp gbe asde ned earlier. T he elem ents
in the linear span of the P -bounded elem ents w ill be called the order-integrablk elem ents
ofB .

This de nition is closely related to Exel’'s de nition of pseudo-integrable elem ents E ],
the di erence being that we em phasize the order structure rather than the unconditional
Integrability. Tt is di erent from the de nition given In 7:8:4 of Pe2]. Rather we will see
that the Jatter is very close to our de nition of proper actions given in the next section.

By considering the continuity ofthe p ‘s we obtain the follow Ing altemative character-
ization of positive order-integrable elem ents in this case:

1.5 P roposition. An ekment £ 2 B* is order—integrablke i there is a constant, k, such
that

kp )k kek Kk
forevery 2 L' G)\L'@G) with 0. Equivakently, we can om it the condition 0.)
W ith a possble change in the constant k¢, we cbtain:

1.6 Corollary. For every order-integrabk ekment £ 2 B there is a constant, k¢, such
that

kp )k  kek Kk
rall 2L'G)\ L' @G).

1.7 N otation. W e w ill denote the hereditary -subalgebra of order-integrable elem ents
by M x, and the left dealfa 2 A :aa 2 M ygby Ny . We denote the associated
operatorvalied weight w ith values in A ®, and its unique extension toM x ,by " x . I is
naturalto alsodenote "y (f) orf 2 M x by

Z
"x ()= f x)dx;

as long as the integral is interpreted as sin ply m eaning ' y (£).

W e will later nd the follow ing fact useful
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1.8 Proposition. Let £ 2 M x ,and kt ! 2 A9 the dual space of A . Then the function
x 7T ! (f x)) is integrabk (in the ordinary sense) on X , and
Z
PEx))dx= ! ("x (£));

where ! is viewed as being in the predualofA @,

P roof. By the de nition of M y and by the standard decom position Pe2] of elem ents of
A% i term s of positive elem ents, it su ces to treat the case of positive a and positive ! .
T he function in question is continuous, so m easurable. For 2 B we have

Z

E)EX)Ax= 1 () kikke;

where k¢ isas in Corollary 1:6. Then a short argum ent using the m onotone convergence
theorem show s that the fiinction is integrable. The weak— topology on A® coincides w ith
the ulra-weak operator topology (3:5:5-6 of Pe2]), so the equality m ust hold.

A s Indicated above, we are interested in subalgebras of B. The m ain de nition of this
Ssection is:
1.9De nition. LetB = Cp, X ;A) asabove, and ket C be a C *-subalgebra ofB . W ewill
say that C is an integrablk subalgebra ifC \ M x isdense in C.

W e ram ark that thisde nition can even be applied to operator system s, ie. selfad pint
subspaces, and m ight eventually be usefil there. O urm ain application ofthisde nition is
to the case ofan action 0fG on A, and the subalgebra A 0fB , de ned above, consisting
ofthe functionsx 7 4 (@). HereX = G,andwesstM * =M [ \ A , and sin ilarly for
N ,M ,and’ .Butwe often tacitly identify A with A

110 De nition. The action ofG on A is said to be integrabk ifA is an Integrable
subalgebra ofCy, G ;A ), that is, ifM isdense in A .

W e rem ark that this de nition is very close to that given in the sentence before 1820
of [B] for the setting of a K ac algebra acting on a von Neum ann algebra. The case of a
group acting on a von N eum ann algebra is then discussed in 1820 of [S].

A question which T have not been abl to resolve is w hether, given an integrable action

0ofG on A, and given a closed subgroup H 0fG , the restriction of toH must alwaysbe
ntegrable. T his question is closely related to the notion of \strongly subgroup integrable"
Introduced In de nition 2.17 of R 6] and discussed there.

T he ollow ing observation about integrable actions ism otivated by wellknown consid-
erations in topological dynam ics conceming wandering sets. (See Theoram 6:15 of W 1.)

1.11 P roposition. Let ke an action ofG on A . Suppose that G is not com pact. T hen
every —invariant state on A hasvalie 0 on allofM . In particular, if is integrabk
then there are no -invariant stateson A .

Proof. Let ! be an -invariant state on A, and ta 2 M . By Proposition 18 the
function x 7 ! ( x @)) = ! @) must be integrable. Since G is not com pact, ! @) = O.



W e now retum to the case of a general action . By transport of structure, each
extends to an autom orphisn of A%, stilldenoted by 4, though the corresponding action
0ofG w illusually not be continuous for the nom . W e w ill let @AY denote the xed point
subalgebra of A ® for this action.

Now forany a 2 M ¥ and x 2 G thenet £ . ( £ @))gs2g must have , (' (@)) as
lub. Let L, denote the usual kft translation operator on functions on G de ned by
Lyf)y)= f&x 'y). Then orf 2 L' G) wehave , = 1 r.Furthemore, Ly on B
is clearly an order autom orphism of B. Thusthe lub.off , ( £ (@))gmust stillbe ’ @).
Consequently (" @))= ' (@).W e have thus obtained:

1.12 P roposition. The operatorvalied weight / has valies in A ©)

W enow exam ine the action of on elementsofM .Let denotethem odular function
of G, w ith the convention that

z z z z
fy)dx= ( ) fx)dx; f Hdx= f&) & bdx:

For x 2 G lt Ry be the operator of right translation on functions on G de ned by
Rxf)y) = £(x ). W e choose this convention both because then Ry is an order auto-
m orphism ofB (not necessarily preserving the L'-nom ), and because a sin ple calculation
showsthat orf 2 L' G) and a 2 A we have

f(x@)= ® ! g.:@):

A rguing aswe did for P roposition 1:12 we cbtain:

1.13 Proposition. Leta2 M .Then ,@)2M forany x 2 G, and

T (x@)= ® T @:

1.14 Corollary. The kft idealN is carried into itselfby

Proof. Ifa2 N thenaal2M ,sothat @) x@ = x@a)2M forany x2 G .

Tt isnaturaltode nean A 9 =waled Innerproduct on N by
ha;bi ="' (a b):

Note that N willnot in generalbe a right m odule over A ®) , so that N need not be
a Hibert C -module. One can extend N to get a Hibert C -m odule by passing to a
suitable von N eum ann subalgebra of A®, but we w ill not pursue thism atter here. In any
case, we do have a corregponding nom on N de ned by kha;ai k'=?, where the nom in
this expression is that of A @,

1.15 N otation. Forx 2 G we de ne an operator, U,,on N by

Uga= &) 2 ,@):
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A sin ple calculation show s that Uy is \unitary" in the sense that
Hi,a;Ugbi = ha;bi

fora;b2 N . W e obtain in this way a group hom om oxphian from G into the group of
\unitary" operators on N . It is not clear to m e how often this hom om orphism will be
strongly continuous for the nom de ned above. T his seem s to be quite a delicate m atter
to ascertain in various exam ples. T his is closely related to:

1.16 Q uestion. Underwhat circum stances w i1l it be true that forevery nitem easure
of com pact support on G we have @ 2N ifa2N (where is the integrated fom
of )7

W e can show that thisistrue fora2 M , but we w ill not pursue thism atter here.
Foruse In the next section we now exam ine to som e extent what integrability m eans in
the com m utative case.

1.17 Proposition. Let e an action of G on the locally com pact space M , and so on
the C algebra C; ™ ) of functions vanishing at in nity. If on G M ) is integrablk,
then every -orbitin G is clsed, and the stability sulgroup of each point ofM  is com pact.

P roof. Suppose the -orbitofm o2 M isnot closed, so that i hasa lim it point n which is
not in the orbit. Choose £ 2 C. M )" (functions of com pact support) such that £ n) > 1.
LetU=fm 2 M :fm)> 1lg,sothatU isa neighborhood ofn. By the pint continuity of
the action, we can nd a sym m etric open precom pact neighborhood O ofe; (the identity
elem ent 0of G ) and a neighborhood V ofn such that o (V) U .Choose a sequence fx5g9

chosen, et Cy be the closure of the union of the Xy o2 forj k. Then Cy isa com pact
set. Thus ¢, m() is a com pact subset of the orbit ofm y, and so can not have n in is
closure. Thuswe can nd xy4+1 2 G such thatx,; 2Cy and ,' @) 2 V.

Xk+ 1

N otice that since O is sym m etric, all the setsleo are dispint. But ify 2 O, then

J

1 1 1
oy o)=L Tmo)2U;

so that
( xjyf)(mO) 1:

That is, the function x 7 ( 4 (£)) m o) is non-negative, and has value 1 on each ofthe
dispint sets x,0 , which allhave the sam e non—zero H aarm easure. T hus this fiinction can
not be integrable. Iffwe view evaluation atm ¢ asa continuous linear functionalon A , then
from Proposition 18 it ©llowsthat £ 2M * .ButM isahereditary -subalgebra, which
in the com m utative case m eans an ideal. Thus ifM were dense it would have to contain
CcM™ ). Thus isnot integrable.

W enow show that stability groupsare compact. Letm 2 M ,andpik £2 C. M )* such
thatfm)> 1.Letgx)= f( Xl (m )). Then there is a com pact sym m etric neighborhood
O ofeg; onwhichg 1. Let G, denote the stability subgroup ofm . Then g(xs) = g (x)
forx 2 G,s2 Gy . IfG, isnot compact, it is easily seen from this that g can not be
Integrable.



I have not noticed sim ple conditions which are sim ulaneously necessary and su cient
for tobe integrable. It isnot su cient just to have the orbitsbe closed and the stability
subgroups be com pact. This is seen by the follow ing exam ple, which is a slightly m ore
com plicated version of the exam ple at the very end ofPhilip G reen’s article [G ].W em ake
our exam ple yet slightly m ore com plicated than needed here so that we can also use it in
the next section to illustrate a point there.

1.18 Exam ple. The spaceM isa closed subset ofR >, and the group G isR . The action is
free, w ith allorbitsclosed. The orbit spaceM = isa com pact Hausdor space consisting of
a countable num ber of points, w hich is discrete except for one lim it point. T his lim it orbit
is the \y-axis" £(0;s;0) :s 2 Rg, with the action ofR on it being by translation. W e
denote thisorbit by O ,and we ketp = (0;0;0), which is one of its points. W e label the
other orbitsby strictly positive integers, n, and we denote the n-th orbitby O , . Part ofthe
data specifying these orbits consists of a strictly decreasing sequence fl, g of real num bers
which converges to 0. Let py = (0,;0;0). Then p, willbe in O, . Up to equivariant
hom eom orphisn the exam ple w ill be independent of the choice of fly, g. H owever, it does
depend on the next piece of data, which is an assignm ent to each n of a strictly positive
integer, L, , which should be thought of as a \repetition number". H owever, the exam ple
w illbe independent of the choise of the next piece of data, which is an assignm ent to each
n of a strictly decreasing nite sequence fcIj‘g of length L, wih b+1 < c‘j1 < b,. Let
q‘j‘ = (cfj‘;O;O). Each ofthepojntsq‘j‘, j= 1;:::;L,, willbe in the orbit O, . At one place
below it is convenient to set ¢ = by, . W e specify O, and the action by saying where
takesp, . Fort2 R we st

8
b 750) £2 ( 1 ;nlk:

% &, isi0) s2 ( n;+1);t=s+L,@n+ 1):

S @ isi0) s2 ( njnlt=s+ j@n+ 1);

) =
£ ®n 1 Jj< L,;vodifL, = 1:

q s)c‘]?+ sc‘j?+l;ncos( sy;nsin( s)) s2 (0;1]; t= s+ n+ j@n+ 1);

0 j L, 1, =mh:

* MY/

If one contem plates the facts that whenever points of m are in the x-y-plane and not
about to leave it they m ove parallel to the y-axisw ith unit speed, and that, asn increases,
the y-coordinates where points enter and lave the xyplane go to 1 and +1 , one
sees that this action is Indeed Ppintly continuous, and that the properties stated at the
beginning are satis ed. In particular, orany £ 2 C. M ), the support of £ willm eet any
given orbit in a com pact set, and thus

Z
£(xm))dx

willbe nite foreachm 2 M .

Choossnow an £ 2 C. © FF , supported strictly inside f0g [ 1=2;1=2] £0g, and such
that its integraloverO ,ie. f£( +( ))dt, = 1. Extend f toa function in C. R? f0g)*,
still denoted by f, In such a way that the support of £ is contained in the disk of radius
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1=2 about the origin, and that for some " > 0 this extended f is independent of the x-
coordinate. W e restrict £ toM and stilldenote £ by £. Then as soon asn is Jarge enough
thatb, < ", the restriction of f to 0, will, on G, look like L, + 1 copies of £ w ith dispint
supports. Consequently, for each large n we have

Z
£( tfon))dt= L, + 1:

In other words, for lJarge enough n,

Z
on O

t(f)dt:
L,+1 onO,.

In particular, if the sequence fL, g isnot bounded, then f isnot integrable, so thatM  is
not dense, and so the action isnot Integrable. O n the other hand, ifthe sequence fL, g
isbounded, then one can check that is integrable.

W e ram ark that by exam Ining the foliations of the plane Wwhich com e from actions of
R), as studied In W n], we obtain an abundance of exam ples of integrable actions on
Ci ™M ) such that M = is not Hausdor (but the actions are free, with closed orbits).
T hus, Integrability does not iIm ply that M = isHausdor .

Anyway, we are left with:

1.19 Question. W hat are conditions just In term sofan action ofa group G on a space
M which are sin ultaneously necessary and su cient ©r on C ; M ) to be Integrable?

W e conclude this section w ith an in portant property of integrable actions w ith respect
to tensor products. M any special cases of this property are em ployed in the literature.
(See eg. 1821 of [B].)

1.20 P roposition. Let and lkeactionsofG on theC -alebrasA andB, and kt
denote the corresponding action on their m axim al, or m inim al, tensor product, A B . If
is integrablk, then so is

P roof. It does not hurt to adpin a uni to B if it does not have one. So we assum e that
B isunial.Leta2 M * . Then

( ) @ 1lg)= @ 1 kik Kk

with our earlier notation. Thusa 1z 2M © . Butranyb2 B' wehavea b
Kck(@ 1s).SihceM ©  ishereditary, it llowsthata b2 M © .SihceM isdense
In A by assum ption, it follow s that M isdenseinA B.

10



2. Strict C *-w eights.

W e recall that if is an action of G on a locally com pact space M , then  is said
to be proper ifthemap Mm;x) ! Mm; xm)) from M G toM M is proper, in the
sense that prein ages of com pact sets are com pact. It iswellknown Bo] that in this case
the orbit space, M = , w ith the quotient topology from M , is locally com pact H ausdor .
The functions In C; ™M = ) can be viewed as functions in C, M ) which are -invariant.
Here Cy, M ) is the algebra ofbounded continuous functionson M , and it is the m uliplier
algebra ofC; M ). It iswellknown (24 O.E Pn]) that ifh2 C. M ), and ifwe st

h)@m)= h(, ' m))dx
foreverym 2 M , then (h)jsaﬁmctjonjlgcl M=) CpM ). Itisnaturalto wrie
h) = x h)dx;

but asbefore, the integrand is not integrable in the usualsense ifG is not com pact. But if
we consider h) or 2 B asin theprevious section, it iseasily seen that () converges
to (h) In the strict topology, that is, k () converges to k () in @@niform ) nom for
every k 2 C; M ). See the discussion early in section 1 of R f/]. For the de nition and
basic properties of the strict topology see [La,Pe2].

T here are a num ber of situations In which an action of a group on a non-com m utative
C -algebra seem s to be proper In som e sense. I tried to give an appropriate de nition in
R f7]. The de nition given there was adequate to treat som e interesting exam ples, but
it assum ed the existence of a dense subalgebra w ith certain properties, and so was not
Intrinsic. T propose here a tentative intrinsic de nition, which is essentially one aln ost
explicitly suggested by Exel in section 6 of E ]. The di erence is that here we em phasize
the order properties, paralleling the developm ent in our rst section, w hile E xelem phasizes
unoonditional integrability.

A s suggested by the above discussion, this m atter leads to weights with values In C —
algebras. W e m entioned in the previous section that such weights have recently been
Introduced by Kustem ans Ku] for use iIn connection w ith quantum groups (though so
far T have not seen how to use his \reqularity" condition in the present context). M uch
as we need here, he treats weights on a C algebra B wih valuesin M @) for another
C algebraA. HereM (A ) denotes themultiplier algebra Pe2] ofA ) O ur basic context
is as follow s:

2.1 De nition. Let B and A be C -algebras, and ket P = fp g be an increasing net of
positive operators from B intoM @A ).W e say thatb2 B* is P -proper ifthe net fp ()g
converges in the strict topology to an element, ), ofM @A ). W e denote the st of
P proper elements ofB* by P .

It isclearthat P, isa cone, and that » is \lnear" on P .

For use In dealing w ith this de niion we now recall several of the basic facts about
the strict topology which Kustem ans obtains, In a form suiable for our needs here. The
considerations here parallel som ew hat the strong and weak operator topologies. A an all
novelty is our explicit de nition ofthe \weak-strict" topology. (It hasbeen used in plicitly
In earlier work.)

11



22De nition. Wesaythatanetfm gin M @A) converges in the weak-strict topology to
n2M @) ifthenet fam ogconvergesn nom toancrevery a;c2 A . By polarization it
su cesto consider fa m agand a na.W ewillsay that a net fm g isweak-strict C auchy
if for every a;c 2 A the net fam og in A is nom € auchy. A gain, it su ces to exam ine
thenetsfam agfPra2 A.

Tt is clear that if a net is strictly convergent, or is strictly Cauchy, then it is also so
w eak-strictly.
2.3 P roposition. Let fm ghke an increasingnetin M @ )" which converges weak-strictly
ton2M @). Thenm n rall . In particular, fm g islbounded in nom .

Proof. Fix any g,andsstk = n m ,andk =m m ,. Then the net fk g is
eventually positive and converges weak-strictly to k. Thus forany a 2 A thenet fa k ag
is eventually positive and converges in nom to a ka. Thus a ka ispositive foralla 2 A.

Then i isnot hard to see that k ispositive. (See Lemm a 4:1 of [Lal.)

In lemm a 93 of Ku]Kustem ans uses the uniform boundedness principle several tin es
to show that in the above proposition it su cesto assum e that fm g isweak-strict C auchy.
T his observation can be usefiil In connection w ith the follow ing proposition.

2.4 P roposition. (See 94 and 95 of Kul.) Let fm gbe an increasingnetin M @)
which is weak-strict C auchy and is bounded in nom . Then fm g is strictly Cauchy, and
so converges strictly (and so weak-strictly) to an ekement of M @ )" .

Proof. Let K beabound on fm g.Then fora2 A and > we have
km m Jak® k@m m )'Pkkm om )TPak?

Kka m m )ak:
Thus fm ag isnom C auchy. By taking ad pints we see that fam g too is nom -C auchy.
Thus fm g is strictly C auchy, and so converges to a positive elem ent ofM @A ), shceM @)
is strictly com plete [Lal.
2.5 P roposition. (Lemma 94 of Kul.) Let fm gbe a net ofelements of M @A )*, and
ktm 2 M @)" be such thatm m forall . Iffm g convergesweak-strictly tom , then
it does so strictly.
Proof. Forany a 2 A we have, as above,

k(m m Jak®* km m ) PkK’km m )ak?

km kka @m m )ak;

For a on the other side, take ad pints.

T here is a usefiil altemate characterization of the P -proper elem ents in temm s of linear
functionalson A . It is related to the de nition of “—integrable elem ents given on page 269
of Pe2], which originated in ©OP1, OP2]. But we call attention to the note at the end
of PP 2] which points out that the de nition in Pe2] is too strong, since it should only
consider the dual, B %, of B (in the notation of Pe2]), not ofM (B ). For som e later variants
see DR ] and its references. W e w ill use the fact that each elem ent of A% has a canonical
extension toM (A ), cbtained by view ing A as the predualofA® and M @) as canonically
embedded n AP (proposition 3.12.3 of Pe2]).

12



2.6 Theorem . LetP = fp gle an increasing net of positive operators from B toM @),
and tb2 B* . Then b is P proper if and only ifthere isanm 2 M @)* such that for
every positive linear functional, !, on A, viewed also as a positive linear fiinctional on
M @A), thenetf! (o b))g convergesto ! m ).

P roof. Suppose that b is P proper. For any bounded linear functional ! on A and any
bounded net fn gin M (A ) which converges strictly tom 2 M @) thenet f! (n )g con-—
verges to ! (m ). This follow from the fact that ! can be approxin ated in nom by linear
functionals of the form !, dened by !y @) = ! @ au) oru 2 A. (See eg. the proof
of theoram 3129 of Pe2].) From this it follow s that if b is P proper, then f! o @©)g
convergesto ! ( p ().

Suppose conversely that there isanm 2 M @)" as in the statem ent of the theorem .
For any positive ! and any c2 A ket !. bedened by !c@) = ! (cac). Since ! is
positive, ! @ ({)) converges by hypothesis to !.m ), that is, ! (c p (©)c) converges to
!{cmc).Butnow cmc2 A.LetQ ) denote the quasi-state space Pe2] ofA , consisting
of those positive ! 2 A% such that k!'k 1. Note that Q @) is weak—* com pact. For any
d 2 A Jt d denote d viewed as a finction on Q @A), so that d is continuous (and a ne).
W ith thisnotation, (c p (©)c)” is an increasing net of continuous positive finctions on
Q @A), which aswe saw above converges pointw ise to the continuous function (cmc)” .
By D ini's theoram it follow s that the convergence is uniform . But Q @A) detem ines the
nom ofelements of A" . It ©llows that the net fc p (b)og converges in nom to ¢ m ¢,
that is, fp ()g converges weak-strictly tom . From P roposition 2.5 it follow sthat fp (©)g
converges to m strictly. Thus b is P proper as desired.

T he follow ing lem m a ism otivated by, and very closely related to, proposition 6:6 of [E ]
and to the comments in 7:8:4 of Pe2] and 24 of PP1]. See also lemma 3.5 of Rg] and
lemma 4:1 of Kul.

277 Key Lemm a. Let P = fp g e an increasing net of positive operators from B to
M (@A). Then the ooneP; of P proper ekm ents of B is hereditary.

Proof. Let b 2 Pg yand ety 2 B with 0 Iy b. The net fp ()g is bounded above
by P roposition 2:3, and so the net fp (x)g is bounded above. Since the latter net is
Increasing, to show that ky 2 Pg it su ces by Proposition 24 to show that fp (x)g is
weak-strict Cauchy. Now forany a 2 A and any >

a P o) p Ha=a (P pllko)a a (e p)b)a:
But fp (o)g converges strictly, and so is weak-strict C auchy.
A coording to the properties of hereditary cones given in section 1, ifwe set
Qp = fb2 B :bb2 Ppg;

then Qp isa left dealin B . Let Pp denote the linear span ofP, . Then Pp = Q, Q5p,
P, \B" = P; ;and p extendsuniquely to a positive linearm ap from Pp intoM B).

Tt is clear that every P “proper positive elem ent is P -bounded. T hus P; M p iIn the
notation of the previous section. Furthem ore, since any non-degenerate representation
of B extends uniquely to one of M (B ), under which a strictly convergent net is strong
operator convergent, p willbe the restriction ofthe weight ' » to the P -proper elem ents.
T he above considerations suggest:
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2.8 De nition. Let A and B be C -algebras. By a C -valued weight on B towards A
wemean a C -weight on B (e nition 12) with valuesin M @). Let P* denote the
dom ain of .W e say that is ower sem i-continuous if wheneverb2 P* and fb g is an
ncreasing net n B which converges in nom to b, then thenet £ (b )g converges strictly
to (). W esay that isstrict ifthere isan increasing net fp g ofbounded positive m aps
from B toM @) forwhich

1) P" = fb2 B* : thenet fp (b)g is strictly C auchyg.

2) ()= strictdinfp ©)gorb2P* .

IfB = A wewill ust say that isa lower sem i-continuous, or strict, C —-valued weight

onA.If ()= 0only when b= 0,we say that is faithful

W e rem ark that we do not require that P be dense, unlke de niion 32 of Kul. Nor
do we require com pkte positivity. W e will assum e it explicitly when we need it.). The
exact relationship between our de nition of \strict" weights and K ustem ans’ de nition of
low er sam icontinuous weights In de nition 32 of Ku] rem ains to be worked out. W e note
that n Kul]each p is required to be \strict" asde ned in [La]. This has som e technical
advantages, but in P roposition 4:11 we w ill see that we have an even stronger property in
our group-action case.

2.9 P roposition. (Basically 3:5 of Kul.) Any strict C -valued weight from B toward A
is Iower sem i-continuous.

Proof. Letband fb gbeasin thede nition above of lower sam icontinuiy. By P roposition
25 it su ces to show weak-strict convergence. Let a2 A, and et "> 0 be given. Choose
so that
ka D)a ap b)a k< "=2:

Choose g such that if > ( then
kap ©)a ap b )a k< "=2:

Since we have

ap b )a a b)a a a ;
it follow s that or > o we have
ka ©)a a bak< "

W e rem ark that in the situation describbed above we can not expect that (o ) will
converge to (o) In nom . A simpl exampl, which we will use again later, goes as
follow s:

2.10 Exam ple. Let G = Z act by translation, r OB itself, and so on C; (Z). For each
n 1choose f, 2 C; (Zz) such that kf, k; l=nbut | x(fy)= lstrictly nM C: (Z).
Let Dbe the (proper) action of Z by translation in the rstvariablon Z N, and so on
B =C; Z N). LetP = fp g come from as at the beginning of Section 1, with
corresponding .Let g2 B bede ned by gm ;n)= £, (m). It iseasily seen that g isP —
proper, and that (g)= 1.De neg; toagreewith g forn  jand have value 0 otherw ise.
T hen the increasing sequence fg;g convergesto g n nom ,while £ (gj)g convergesto (g)
strictly, but not In nom .
14



3. Thecase ofC, X ;A).

T hroughout this section we et B = C, X ;A ), and we assum e that we have a positive
R adon m easure speci ed on X , In term sofwhich thep ’sarede ned asnear the beginning
of Section 1. W e now denote the hereditary cone of P -proper elem ents by P; , wih
corresponding x ,Px and Qyx . W e consider here som e agpects which are special to this
situation.

A s discussed In the previous section, Qx willalways be a left idealin B. W e now
consider action on the right. Let £ 2 Qx andm 2 M @A),sothatfm 2 B.For 2 B we
have 7

p (fm) fm) = m fx) fxmn K)dx=m p (£ £f)m ;

and we know that am p (f £f)ma converges up In nom to am (f f)ma. Thus
p ((fm) (fm )) convergesw eak-strictly tom (f £)m , and so converges strictly by P ropo—
sition 2.5. By de nition it ollows that fm 2 Qyx , sothat Qx isa right M @ )-m odule,
and

x m £f fm)=m x (f £)m:

Letalsog2 Qx . Then g fm 2 Px ,and so (g fm ) is the strict lim it of fp (@ fm )g.
Consequently fora 2 A we have the nom Il its

axgfm)=lmap @fm)=1lm @ @G f))m = a x @ £f)m

Thus x (G fm )= x @ f)m .Finally, sihce every element of Py isa nite linear combi-
nation ofelements of form g £ for £;92 Q x , we see that we have obtained:

3.1 Proposition. BothQy and Py are rightM @ )-m odulks, and
x fm)= x (f)m

forf 2 Py andm 2 M @).

W ecan now de nean M @ )-valued innerproduct on Q x by
hf; gix = (£ 9) :

This evidently makes Qx into a right C -module over M @A). (Ses, eg. [La] for the
de nition.) Consequently we have the follow ing version of the C auchy-Schw arz inequality
(proposition 2.9 of R £2], or proposition 1.1 of [Lal):

3.2 Proposition. For £;92 Qx we have
9 Eg9 k EDHk @9

inM @).Consequently the expression kfky = khf;fiy k'=? de nesa nom on Q .

W e will Jater have use for the follow ing technical consequence.
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3.3 P roposition. W ith notation as alove, forany 2 B and any £f; g2 Qx we have

kp (£ g)k 4khf; fiy k khg; gix k :

Proof. By polarization

X3
4kp (£ gk kp ((€+ f'g) (E+ £k
k=0
X3
k (E+ £q9) €+ Fg))k 4 kfky + kgkg )? ;
k=0

w here for the last inequality we have used the last part of P roposition 32. Now replace £
by f=kfkyx and g by g=kgkyx to obtain the desired inequaliy.

W e deduce next the application of T heoram 2.6 to the present case.

34 Theorem . Let£ 2 B* . Then £ 2 Py ifand only ifthereisanm 2 M @)" such
that or every positive ! 2 A% the finction x 7 ! (f (x)) is integrabk in the ordinary sense
and

Z

D (E(x)dx= ! () :

Proof. Iff 2 Px then by Proposition 1.8 the function x 7 ! (f (x)) is integrable and
the above equation holds by the com m ent just before D e nition 2.8.

Conversely, if m exists as in the statem ent of the proposition, then forany 2 B we
have &)! (f &)) '(f x)). Slheex T ! (f (x)) is integrable and the ’'s converge up to
1 pointw ise, we can pass to a suitable sequence of ’sto which we can apply the m onotone
convergence theorem to conclude that thenet f! (o (f))g convergesup to ! m ). W e are
now exactly in position to apply Theorem 2.6.

4. P roper A ctions.

W enow retum to the case ofan action ofa group G on a C *-algebra A . A s suggested

earlier, we can view A asenbedded in Cp, (G;A) by sending a 2 A to the function x 7

x (@) . W e can then apply our earlier discussion to this subalgebra. H owever, for our later
discussion of m orphisn s we need a slight generalization of this situation. The action
extends to an action, stilldenoted by ,onM @ ), which need not be strongly continuous.
Ifweview M @) as included in A®© Pe2], this action is Just the restriction of that on AQ
used In section 1. We let M @A ). denote the \ -essential" part of M (&) for this action,
that is, the C *subalgebra of elem ents on which  is strongly continuous. Then we can
extendp toM @A) by the sam e formula as befre.

16



41De nition. Wesaythatn2 M (A).)" is —proper ifthereexistsanm 2 M (@A) such
that the net fp (n)g ,y converges strictly to m , where now

Z
p @)= x) x @)dx:

W e denote the hereditary cone of -proper positive elem ents by P'*  (notice that Lanm a
2.7 applies here), and the corresponding strict C *-weight from M @ ) towards itselfby ™ .
WeltP' = P" \ A, a hereditary cone in A . W e have the corresponding left ideals Q¢
and Q ,and -subalgebraP® and P ,and we lt be the restriction of © to P

W e ram ark that, In contrast to Rg, QR ], our restriction to the -essential part of
M @A) isrequired in order forp to be de ned by an ordinary integral. For exam ple, w hen
A = C; R) and is the action of R by translation, M @ ). consists of the uniform Iy
continuous bounded fiinctions. But there exist functions in C, R) \ L; R) which are not
unifom Iy continuous. For such a function g our de nition ofp (g) will not m ake sense
as it stands. But x 7 ! ( x (@)) willbe integrable for every nie measure ! . One can
develop a m ore com plicated de nition of p to handle this kind of situation, but so far I
have not seen a need for this.

W e now give an exam ple to show that even for the case of a proper action of G on
a space M , there can be m any positive -integrable elements in C; M ) which are not

-proper.

42 Example. LetM = R, tG = 4Z and ket Dbetheaction ofG on M by translation.
This is a proper action. Let g, be the function on [0;1]de ned by

nt or0 t 1=n

) =
on 1 otherw ise.

N ote that the sequence fg,g Increases to  (g;1,, the chamEgtem'stjc function of (0;1]. Let
h; = g1, and forn 2th, =9, g, 1. Thusg, = Ijlzlhj.ftjseasjyseenthat
khp,k; = 1=n. Let k, be the re ection ofl't,‘ about t = 1, extended to be 0 outside
0;2]. Then k, 2 CcR), kknk; = 1=n, and °_, ky converges up to (). Let L, be

3
translation by 4n. Set

where we note that the convergence is uniform . Since kk,k; = 1=n, i follows that
f2C; R).Then i iseasily seen that £ is —jntegra]@]e. But ifwe identify M = with the
fundam entaldom ain [0;4), then it iseasily seen that ,,. x (f) is (;2), which isnot in
M @).

W e ram ark that a related exam ple appears asexample 24 of FM T 1.

W e now have the corresponding version of Theorem 3.4. It relates our situation to
de nition 34 of Rgland section 1 of DR .
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43 Theorem . Letn2 ™M @A))" . Then n 2 P* ifand only ifthere isanm 2 M @A)*
such that for every positive ! 2 A9 viewed also as a linear functionalon M @), the
function x 7 ! ( 4 (0)) is integrable on G and

Z

(x@))dx= ! @):

P roof. Supposethatn 2 P* and ! 2 A, It ©llow s from P roposition 18 and the com m ents

made Just beforeDe nition 28 that x 7T ! ( x @)) is Integrable, w th integral ! ( m )).
Suppose conversely that x 7 ! k= @)) is ntegrable for allpositive ! 2 AY and that
thereisanm 2 M @)" suchthat ! ( ,())dx= ! m) orall!.Much as in the proof

of P roposition 1:8, the net f! o (h))g convergesto ! (m ) as ranges through B. From
P roposition 2:6 it ©llow s that p (n) converges tom strictly. Thusn 2 P'* as desired.

Exel E]de nesa 2 A to be -ntegrable if orallb 2 B the ﬁmctjﬁnsx T b @)
and x 7 x (@)b are unconditionally integrable (m eaning that the net £ . b x @)dxg for
E ranging over precom pact subsets of G isnom Cauchy, and sin ilarly for b on the other
side). The integrals, as b ranges over A, then de ne an element of M (A ). For general
a2 A it isnot cleartom e whether this mpliessthata 2 P . But for positive elem entswe
have:

4.4 Proposition. Leta2 A" . Then a is —integrablke in Exels sensei a2 P'.

P roof. Suppose that a is -integrable In Exel's sense. Exel points out (before 62 of E])
that a isthen Integrable in the sense used in O Jlesen and P edersen discussed above (though
they only consider positive elem ents). So ifa 2 A" then we can apply Theoram 4.3 to
conclude thata 2 P * .

Conversely, ifa 2 P* then forevery b2 A thenet flp (@) : 2 Bg isnom Cauchy
by de nition, and sin ilarly for b on the other side. The subnet obtained by restricting
the f’s to be characteristic finctions of precom pact subsets 0of G is clkearly co nal, so this
subnet too is Cauchy. Sim ilarly for b on the other side. Thus a is -integrable In Exel’s
sense.

W e ram ark that it follow s by linearity that any elem ent of P is -integrable in E xel’s
sense.

W e tentatively m ake the follow ing de nition, which is the m ain one ofthis paper. T he
reason that this de nition is tentative w illbe explained in section 6.

45 De nition. Theaction o0fG on A isproper ifP isdense in A.

W e will see Jater in P roposition 6.8 that every action has a canonical proper part,
nam ely its restriction to the closure of P

W e show now that allofthe exam ples successfillly treated by the de nition of R f/] are
exam ples ofproper actions in the sense ofD e nition 4.5. (See RBland M ] for further such
exam ples in addition to those already described In R £7].) This already gives a substantial
supply of interesting exam ples. The main theoram of [E ] provides yet a further class
of exam ples, associated to C -algebraic bundles over locally com pact A belian groups, to
which De nition 4.5 applies.
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4.6 P roposition. Ifthe action o0fG on A is proper in the sense of de nition 12 of
R £7], then it is proper in the sense ofDe nition 4.5 above.

Proof. W e recall that if is proper in the sense of de nition 12 of R f7], then there is
a dense -—subalgebra Ay of A such that ifa;b 2 Ay then the function x 7 a , () is
Integrable on G, and fora;b2 Ay thereisanm 2 M @A) such that forevery c2 Ay we
have Z

Cc yx @ bdx= an:

(T here ism ore to the de nition, but this su ces for our present purposes.)

Wechin thatAy Q ,sothatA? P .SihceA? (lnear span ofproducts) is dense
in A because A is, L will ollow that isproper in the sense ofD e nition 4:5.

So suppose that a 2 Ay. By hypothesisthere isanm 2 M @A) such that

Z

C y@adx= an

forevery ¢ 2 Ag. Fora given c 2 Ay the function x 7 ¢ x @ a) is by assum ption
integrable on G, and so we can nd an increasing sequence £ ,g in B (G) such that
f o X)c x@ a)gfgonverges pointwise to ¢ x @ a). By the Lebesgue dom inated conver—
gence theoram , ¢, (X) x (@ a)dx converges in nom to an . Then cp | @ a)c Increases
up toan ¢ in nom . Thusm 0 since A is dense. Furthem ore ¢ | (@ a)c an ¢ for
allc2 Ay, and it Pllows thatp ., (@ a) m . Since our sequence £ ,g can include any
given elem ent ofB, it Pllowsthatp @ a) m frall 2 B, sothata a is -integrable.

F inally, it is easily seen that the collection of /s in A forwhich cp (@ a)c converges to
an ¢ isnom closed. But it contains Ay, and thus it isallofA . Hence, thenet fp (@ a)g
converges up to m in the weak-strict topology. But we saw In P roposition 2:4 that this
Inpliessthat p (@ a) converges strictly tom .

W enow want to show that ifA is com m utative, then our de nition ofproper action on
A capturesthe usualnotion ofproper action on a space. This isa som ew hat subtle m atter,
as seen by exam ining Exam ple 1:18. In fact, already G reen’s original exam ple G ] w illdo
| he was concemed w ith closely related m atters. H is exam ple isthe case of Exam ple 1:18
in which fL, g isthe constant sequence L, = 1. In thiscase isan integrable action. But
for £ as constructed in Exam ple 1:18 we have

Z
1 onO
2 onO, forn 1,
which is not continuous on M = . Thus is not proper as an action on C; ™M ), much

asGreen [G]showed that isnot proper as an action on M . (A s G reen suggests there
G 1, the study of the transfom ation group C -algebras for actions of the kind described
In Exam ple 1:18 m ight be of som e interest.)

4.7 Theorem . Let e an action ofa locally com pact group G on a locally com pact space
M ,andsoonA =C; M ). Then asaction on A is proper in the sense ofDe nition
45 ifand only if asan action on M is proper.
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Proof. If onM isproper, then from the discussion at the beginning ofSection 2 it follow s
that C. M ) consists of -proper elements, so that on C; M ) is proper. Equivalently,
de nition 12 of R f7] applies, so we can invoke P roposition 4:6.

Suppose, conversely, that is proper as action on A . W e show that then isproper
asaction on M . W e can assum e that the -orbitsin M are closed, and that the stability
subgroups are com pact, for otherw ise  on A is not even integrable, by P roposition 1:17.
Since P is assum ed dense, and is an ideal in this com m utative case, it containsC- M ).

Letusshow rstthatM = isHausdor .A sm entioned in section 1, this doesnot follow
from Integrability of .Letm ;n 2 M and suppose they are In di erent -oroits. Since the
orbit ¢ (n) jsdos?l,wecan ndf2C.M ) suchthatfm)> Owhief( g )) = O.
Sincef 2P ,F = x (£)dx exists and is continuous. Clearly F m ) > O whileF (n) = 0.
Thus F is a continuous function on M = which ssparatesm and n. Sincem and n are
arbirary, it ollows that M = is Hausdor . So we assume from now on that M = is
Hausdor .

Suppose now that on M isnot proper. It iseasily seen from the de nition that there
isthen a com pact subset, K ,0fM such thatfx2 G : 4 K )\ K = ;g isnot precom pact.
Thus we can choose a net fk g of elem ents of K and a net fx g of elem ents of G such
that 4y k ) 2 K foreach , but the net £fx g is not precom pact. By the com pactness
of K K wecan nd a subnet £f(x ;k )gofthenet fx ;k )gsuch thatk ! kg and

« k) ! k) orpontsky and kJ ofK . SinceM = isHausdor , it ©llows that k, and
k8 are In the same -orbit, sothereisay 2 G wjthk8= y ko). Ifwe replace each X by
v 'x) 'ywe ndthat . k) L ko-

Choose £ 2 Co.M )" such that £ ( y 1 Ko))dy = 1. Since the orbit of kg is closed, it
m eets the support of £ in a com pact set. Since the stability subgroup ofky is com pact, we
can nd a com pact subset C 0ofG such that

Z Z
£f(y1 Kko))dy= £(y1 ko))dy= 1:
c G

Let denote the characteristic function ofC,so 2 B. Then

Z
© (f)) ko) = f(y1 ko))dy= 1:
c
Now p (f) iscontinuous,and so e (f))k )! land @ (£))( ., k) ! 1.But
Z Z
© EN(,: &)N= £ xq &)dy= £( 1 ())dy:
C x C

Since the net fx g is not precom pact, it is not eventually contained in CC . So we can
nd a subnet, which we stilldenote by fx g, such thatx 2CC ! orall .Then C and
x C aredispint foreach , so

z z z
£y k) £y &k )dy+ £y &)dy;

G C x C
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which convergesto 1+ 1= 2. Thus
Z
Iim nf £(,: k))dy 2:

R R
Since f( 1 (ko))dy= 1, we see that y (f)dy is not continuouson M , so  as action
on A isnot proper, a contradiction.

W e conclude this section by show ing that the C *-weights in the present context have
slightly better continuity properties than we encountered earlier. W e rst need:

4.8 P roposition. Let ke an action ofG on A, and ket 2 B. For any baunded approx-
Im ate identity fe g for A, thenet fp (e )g converges strictly in M @A) to ( (x)dx)1.

Proof. W e 1rst ram ark that ifh is a continuous function from a com pact space K to A,
then forany "> Othereisa ¢ such thatkhx) e hx)k< "PHrallx2 K andall > ,.
The sam e is true ore on the m’qptofh(x). T his ollow s by using the com pactness ofK

to approxin ate h by a nite sum " sh (x4) where £’ yg is a suitable partition of unity on
K .Now lt K denote the (com pact) support off.Let "> 0 and c2 A be given. Then
Z Z
® ) cf x)dx) = ®)c xle) odx
Z
= ®x) x( x1 (©e x 1 (@)dx:

W hen we apply the above ram ark to the function x 7, 1 (©),we seethatwecan nd o
such that 7

kecp € ) c( x)dx)k< "for > g:

Taking adpints, we ocbtain the corresponding result for c on the other side.

49 De nition. A completely positive map p from B to A is said to be non-degenerate
if for som e bounded approxin ate ddentity fe g forB the net fp (e )g converges strictly to
rl2M @) Prsomer2 R*.

This is just the de nition at the top of page 49 of [La] exospt that we do not require
that kpk = 1. Because we here require that p be com pktely positive, we can apply som e
ofthe results in [La]. In particular, by Lemm a 53 of [La]we w illhave r = kpk.

N otice now that P roposition 4:8 states that each p is non-degenerate, for 2 B.

410D e nition. W ewillsay thata strictC -weight from B toward A isnon-degenerate
if there is an Increasing net P = fp g of com pletely positive maps from B to A as in
De nition 28 such that eventually each p is non-degenerate.

A coording to Corollary 5:7 of [La], if p is non-degenerate, then p extends uniquely to
a completely positivemap p from M B) toM @A) such that p(ly g,) = kpkly @), and
p is strictly continuous on bounded subsets of M B ). Thism akes possible the follow ing
strengthening of the lower sam icontinuiy property stated in P roposition 2:9, when  is
non-degenerate.
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411 Proposition. Compare with 3:5 of Kul].) Let e a strict C -weight from B

toward A, and assum e that is (com pktely positive and) non-degenerate. Let b 2 P; ’

and ket fb gbe a net in B which converges strictly to b and is such that b b for each
. Then thenet £ (b )g converges strictly to (o).

P roof. T he proof is the sam e as that for P roposition 2:9 exospt that now we use the strict
continuity ofp in order to choose ( such that for 0

kap b)a ap b )a k< "=2:

5. Functoriality, and C *-algebras proper over a space.

In considering functoriality it is useful for us to treat \m orphism s" [La, W r]. Let A
and B be C*-algebras. A m oxphian from B to A is a hom om orphisn from B toM @)
which is non-degenerate in the sense that B )A isdense In A . Then extends uniquely
to a hom om orphisn, ,from M B )toM @ ),which is strictly continuous on bounded sets
Lal. If and areactionsofG on A and B, then we say that isequivariant if

(x0)= x( O)

forallx 2 G and b2 B, where here hasbeen extended toM (@A ). The extension of
toM (B) is then seen to be equivariant in the usual sense. The follow Ing proposition is
basically proposition 1.4 of QR ]once Theoram 2.6 above is taken into acoount.

5.1 Proposition. W ith , and asabove, wehave P ) P ,and

T (o)== ( Mm)

foralln 2 P .

Proof. It is easily seen that ™M @B k) M @A)e. Letn 2 PP . By de nition the net
fp ()gisbounded and convergesto ~ (n) strictly. Thus £ (o (n))g converges strictly to
(" @).But (e @)=p ( @)).

The next lemm a should be com pared carefully w ith the de nition of hereditary (on-
closed) subalgebras in VII4.1 of FD I.

52 Lemm a. Let H be any hereditary -sulalgebra, possibly not closed, of a C *-algebra
C. Then HCH H. LetD ke the cosure HCH ) , where HCH means linear span.
Then HCH \ C" isdense in D ¥ . Furthem ore, the csure, H, ofH in C is a hereditary
C *-sulalgebra of C .

P roof. Here, in contrast to FD ], by \hereditary" wem ean that H isthe linear span of its

positive part H* , and that H* is a hereditary cone in C in the sense we used earlier. Let

c2C" andh2H.Thenh ch kcih h, sothath ch 2 H. By lnearity it ©llow s that
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this is true for any ¢ 2 C . By polarization it then follow s that ifh;;h, 2 H and c2 C,
then hich, 2 H .

Now supposethatd2 D * . By considering an approxin ate identity orD , and approx—
In ating itselem entsby elem ents of H CH , we can approxin ate d by elem ents of form b db
whereb2 HCH .Butthenb do2 HCH)\ C™ .

Finally, it is clear that H CH H . But as indicated in VIT4.1 of FD ] thisdoes In ply
that H is hereditary In our sense, sihce H is closed.

Tt iseasily seen that ifthere isan equivariantm ap from a G -space Y toa G -gpace Z and
if the action on Z isproper, then the action on Y m ust be proper. W e have the follow ing
generalization to the non-com m utative case:

53 Theorem . Let and ke actionsofG on C*-algebrasA and B, and suppose that
is proper. If there is an equivariant m orphism from B to A, then is proper.

Proof. Let bean equivariantm orphian from B toA . Since isnon-degenerate, B )A @B)
isdense in A. Since isproper, P isdenseinB,andsoc @ )A (P ) isdense in A.
But ® ) P byProposition 51. ThusP  AP° isdense n A.But P isa hereditary
<subalgebra N M @A) by Key Lemma 2.7. ThusP" AP P by Lemma 52. Since
P.=P \A,itollowsthatP isdenseinA.

5.4 Corollary. Let e a proper action of G on a C*alggbra A, and kt I ke an -
invariant idealin A, so that dropsto an action, ,on A=I.Then is proper.

5.5 P roposition. For , A and I as just akove, the action de nedby on I is proper.

Proof. Shce P is dense in A, the linear span P IP must be dense n I. But i is
contained m P by Lenma 52. ThusP \ I isdensein I. In fact, from Lemma 52 we
scethatP \ I" isdense in I" . Each elem ent ofM (A ) determ ines an elem ent of M (I) in
the evident way. Letc2 P \ I, and lt (c) also denote the corresponding elem ent of
M (I). It is easily seen that fp (c)g converges strictly to 0 inM I).

An increasingly im portant way of getting aspects of propemess to bear on an action
of a group on a C *-algebra is to have an equivariant m oxphisn from a com m utative C *—
algebra w ith proper action, whose In age is central. This technique seem s to have been

rst Introduced by K asparov, In section 3 of K s]. Form ore recent occurences see GHT ]
and the references therein. Such a m orphisn is a special case of the situation of T heorem
53, so that we Inm ediately obtain:

5.6 Corollary. Let be an action of G on a C*-alpebra A . Let ke a proper action of
G on a lcally compact space Z, and so on C1 (Z). If there is an equivariant m orphisn
from C; (Z) to A whose imn age is contained in the center ofM @), then  is proper.

T he de ciency of this corollary is that, as we discuss in the next section, we have not
seen how to establish strongM orita equivalence betw een the generalized xed-point algebra
and an ideal In the crossed product in the general situation of our present de nition of
propemess. However, we now show that, even in the absence of the requirem ent that the
In age of the m orphisn be central, the situation of C orollary 5.6 falls w ithin the perview
of de nition 12 of R f/], where we were able to establish this M orita equivalence. The
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fact that centrality is not needed seem s to be a new ocbservation. O ur proof can be viewed
as a variation of the proof of theoram 3.13 of K s], with som e Ingredients also from [ g].
W e will not Include discussion of the fact that if the action on Z is also fiee, then the
strong M orita equivalence is w ith the whole crossed product, but see the discussion of
\saturation" in R f7].

5.7 Theorem . Let e an action ofG on a C*alebra A . Let e a proper action of
G on a cally compact space Z, and so on C1 (Z), and ket e an equivariant m oxphism
from C; (Z) toA . LetAy denote the linear span of ( C-(Z ))A ( (C.(Z)), which isa dense
-sulbalgebra of A . Then Ay satis es the conditions ofde nition 1.2 of Rf7], so that is
proper in the sense ofthat de nition. Thus the genemmlized xed-pointalgebra (in the sense
of R{7]) is strongly M orita equivalent to an ideal in the reduced crossed product algebra.

P roof. For notational sin plicity we sometinesom it below, and confuse wih . Let
a;b2 A and £;92 C. (2 ), and consider the function

Since  is proper, this function has com pact support. From this it is easily seen that if
a;b2 Ay, then the function x 7T a 4 () has com pact support, and so is in L' G;A), as
willbe tsproduct with  '72. This says exactly that condition 1 ofde nition 12 of R f7]

W e tum now to condition 2. By essentially the sam e argum ent as in the proof of
Theoram 53, using the fact that C. (Z2) P ,we nd that A, P . For the elem ent
ha;bip ofM @) which is required by condition 2 forany a;b2 Ay we take (@ b). (See
P roposition 112 for the -invariance.) Then forc2 Ay we have

Z

cdwa;bip = Im x)c « (@ bydx:

But as seen above, x T ¢ x @ b) has com pact support, and so the net of integrals is

eventually constant, and has 1im it
Z

C x (@ b)dx;

as required by condition 2. Now condition 2 also requires that cda;bip be again in Ay for
as;b;c2 Ay, that is, that ha;bip 2 M @A) in the notation of R f/]. Tt is easily seen that
it su cesto show that ifa;b2 A and iff 1;£,;91;9, 2 C. (Z ), then f1af, b)) 2 Ay.
But by the argum ent from the proofofcondition 1 above we see that this elem ent is given
by 7

fi alfz x@)) « 0 x@)dx:

Let K denote the support of the integrand, which is com pact. Let S denote the support
ofgp,and etL =  (5). Chooseh 2 C.(Z) such that h lonL.Then Pbrx 2 K we
have 4 (@)= x (@2)h.Consequently the above expression can be rew ritten as

Z

H0 alfz x@1)) x 0 x(@@)dx)h;
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which ism anifestly in Ag.
Tt isnot clkeartom e how Thom sen’s de nition ofa K “proper action, given in 9.1 of [T ],
relates to our present considerations, though it has som e relation to GHT ].

6. Strong M orita equivalence.

In this section we w illde ne the \generalized =xed-point algebra" for a proper action,
and then discuss the question of when this generalized xed-point algebra w illbe strongly
M orita equivalent to at least an ideal In the crossed product algebra, m uch as happens in

Rf/]. (In the case of commutative A = C; X ) we know R f7] that it will be strongly
M orita equivalent to the entire reduced crossed product algebra exactly if the action on
X is free.) Our discussion w ill not be entirely satisfactory, as there are som e technical
obstacles which I have not been able to overcom e. But I will present here the partial
results which IThave m anaged to obtain.

WeltM @A) denote the subalgebra ofelementsin M @) which are xed by .From
P roposition 1:12 we In m ediately cbtain:

6.1 P roposition. The range of iscontained in M @)

By view ing elements of M (A ) as constant finctions on G and applying P roposition
3.1 we ocbtain:

6.2 Proposition. Leta2 P and ktm 2M @) . Thenma andam arrin P , and
fma)=m @); (am ) = (@)m :
Ifa2Q thenam 2 Q

W e note that this proposition In plies that the range of isan idealin M @) (@nd
clearly a -—ideal).

Tt is clear from Proposition 3:1 thatP and Q areright M @A) -modules. Then is
alm ost a generalized conditionalexpectation from P ,asde ned in de nition 4:12 of R £2].
T he only property which is not clear isthe -density of P? in P asde ned in property
5 ofde nition 4:12 of Rf]. Ido not know how often it holds. (T he relative boundedness
of property 4 ofthe de nition follow s from the fact that forb2 P themap a7 b ab)
isde ned on allofA and is positive, and so is bounded.)

W e ram ark that the KSGN S construction of Ku] can, of course, be carried out in our
Soecial case. Because of the above conditional expectation property of , the KSGNS
construction for is In this case essentially the \induction in stages" construction of
theorem 6:9 of R2], applied toQ asleftA rightH ibert-M @A) -modulusing ,andA
asleft-M @A) rightH ibert-A -m odule in the canonicalway. By 3:7 of K u]the construction
gives a non-degenerate representation of A . The proof of non-degeneracy basically uses
P roposition 2:12 above.

Tt isat st sight not entirely clear what one should take as the \generalized xed-point
algebra". Our guiding principle will be our desire, jist expressed, that it be strongly
M orita equivalent R 2, R 4, R{5] to at least an ideal In the crossed product algebra. O ne
possibility is to take the generalized xed-point algebra to be the closure of the range of

. W enow give an exam pl to show that already when A is com m utative this does not
accord w ith our guiding principle.
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63 Example. LetG,A and beasin Exampl2.10. Then i iseasily seen that A G is
isom orphic to the C —direct—sum of a countable num ber of com pact operator algebras. ks
prin itive ideal space is thus a countable discrete set, and so it cannot be strongly M orita
equivalent to a unitalC -algebra, since strongly M orita C -algebras have hom eom orphic
prim itive ideal spaces (corollary 3.3 of Rf3]). But et gbe asin Example 2.10. It is seen
there that (g) = 1. So the closure of the range of isa unitalC -algebra, and thus
cannot be strongly M orita equivalent to A G . O f oourse the di culy is that in this
case we want the generalized xed-point algebra to be contained in C; N ).

T he appropriate de nition seam s to be a bit subtle. ShceP = Q Q ,we can de ne
anM @A) —wvalued innerproducth; ip ,on Q by

ha;bip = @ b) :

By P roposition 3.1 this behaves correctly for the right action of M @A) .But shceP =
Q Q , the span of the range of this innerproduct is just the range of , and so by the
above exam ple this span w ill not be approprate as the generalized xed-point algebra.
Instead, it seem s that we m ust restrict this innerproduct to P Q .That is, we set:

6.4 De nition. Let bean action of G on A . The generalized xed-point algebra of
is the nom closure of the linear span ofthe elem ents of M @A) ofthe fom

ha;bip, = @ b)

fora;b2 P . W ewilldenote it by D

T his accords w ith the de nition given in R f/], aswellasw ith de nition 1.5 0f QR ]. It
is clear from Proposition 62 that D isan ddealin M @A) . W e ram ark that just for the
purpose of stating this de nition we do not need to assum e that is proper.

W e now proceed to show that at least when A is com m utative this de nition places the
generalized xed-point algebra where we want it.

6.5 Proposition. Let ke a proper action of G on a comm utative C*algebra A =
Ci1 M ).LetM = le the orbit space, with its quotient locally com pact H ausdor topoloqgy.
For £f;92 P we have

fg)2Cy M= ):

P roof. O fcourse (fg) 2 Cp, X= ). The only issue isthe vanishing at In nity. Let™ O
be given. W e can nd com pact K M suchthat fm)j " form 2K . The Inage, K-,
ofK nM = iscompact.Letm 2 M wihm 2 K-.View evaluation atm asa state ofA,
so that we can apply Theorem 34.Then x T (£g) ( xl(m)) is integrable on G, and

Z Z
i (€g) m)j F(, g, tmNEx " P, m)Ex "k @k

G G

That is, hf; gip )7 "k (@)k; form 2 K-, as desired.
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W enow tum to the question of strong M orita equivalence. It isnaturalin view of R f/]
to take P (suitably com pleted) as the equivalence bin odule. W e know that it is a right
D -module.W e restrict toP the innerproduct de ned above on Q . It then hasvalues
In D by de nition. W e consider the corresoonding nom kak = khaj;aip kz . Then the
com pletion, P , for thisnom isa right Hibert D -m odul [La], which is full in the sense
that the span of the range of the innerproduct isdense in D  (pbecause we de ned D
that way).

T hus we have the corresoonding algebra, B P ), ofbounded (adpintable) operators on
P ,and is idealE of \com pact" operatorson P R 2, La] generated by the \rank-one"
operators ha;bix de ned by

ha;bip ¢c= ahb;cip

AwaysE isstrongly M orita equivalent toD R £]. W hat weneed to do isto relate E to
the (reduced) crossed product algebra A * G . Soweexam netheextenttowhichA * G
actson P . W ebegin by considering the action ofG .

Foreach x 2 G we de ne an operator, U,, on P by the sam e orm ula as in N otation
1.15. That thisoperator carriesP into itself follow s from the follow ing m ore general fact:

6.6 Proposition. Let ke a nite measure of compact supporton G. Forany a 2 P

de neUaby 7

U a= Uxad &);
G

in term s ofthe C -nom ofA.ThenU a2 P,, and

7
Ua=( & dg) @ :

P roof. Tt su ces to prove this for the case in which ispositiveand a2 P * . Now for
2 B we have

Z Z
1
p U a)= x) x( )z y@)d (y))dx
Z Z Z Z
1 1
R ®) wy@dxd @)= () °Z ®y 1) x@ ¢ Hdxd @)
Z 7
1
= ( &y " @ TdE) x@dx:
D enote the inner integral by . It isin Cg G), and we can rew rite the above as
p U a) = p y@). Ifwe scale  so that (y) 7d (y) is a probability m easure, then
2 B. Furthemn ore, the collection of such 'sisco nalin B, shce given 1 2 B
we can choose such that it has value 1 on (support( 1)) (support( )) !, so that

has value 1 on support( 1). Consequently p (U a) must converge strictly to (a). Then
in view ofhow we scaled , we obtain the desired conclusion.

R
N ote that if does not have com pact support, ) 7d (y) may not be nite.
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6.7 Corollary. The action carriesP into itself.

Let m e ram ark that I do not know whetherU carriesQ into itself in general.
W e can now clarify a rem ark m ade afterD e nition 4.5.

6.8 Proposition. Let P denote the nom cbsure ofP in A. Then P is a hereditary
C *-subalgebra of A which is carried into itselfby , and on which the action  is proper.

Proof. DenoteP by B . It isclkarthat B isa C *-subalgebra of A, which from Corollary
6.7 is carried into itselfby .SinceP ishereditary, it follows from Lemma 52 thatB is
hereditary.

W e now show that the action on B isproper. For clarity of argum ent we denote this
restricted action by .Leta P'. Tt su cesto show thatthena2 P ©.Sihcea2P*,
thereisanm 2 M @A) such that the net fp (a)g converges strictly to m . It is easily
sen thatp @) 2 B oreach ,shcea 2 B. Forc2 B thenet foo (@)g isin B and
converges n nom toan . Thusan 2 B. Sinilarly mc 2 B . That is, m nom alizes B,
and so detem ines an elem ent, say n, ofM (B ). The above steps then show that fp @)g
converges strictly ©rB ton.Thusa2 P' as desired.

W e ram ark that the above proposition does not adequately capture the notion of the
w andering subset of an action on an ordinary space. Forexam ple, et M Dbe the onepoint
com pacti cation of R, with action o0fG = R by translation, leaving the point at In niy

xed. T he wandering subset isR, on which the action is proper. But ifwesstA = C M )

w ith corresponding action , then it is easily checked that P = £0g.

Since is the restriction to P of the of section 1, it follow s as in Notation 1.15
that U, is \unitary" forthe D -valued inner product on P

H ow ever, we also need the representation x 7 U, 0ofG on P to be strongly continuous
for the nommn k k on P . Ihave not sucoeeded In show ing that this holds in general,
though it can be shown to hold In m any exam ples. This kind of question is known to be
di cul even in the case of ordinary weights (in contrast to traces). Seelemma 31 0f RV ]
for a fairly restrictive hypotheses, \reqularity" (also discussed in Kul), under which one
can prove this strong continuity for weights.

It is natural to expect that U is strongly continuous on vectors of the form Uga where
a2P andg2 C.(G) and where we view g asthemeasure = gx)dx. W e now show
that this is the case. But this then reduces our question to:

6.9 Q uestion.. W ith notation as above, is the linear span of the elem ents of P of the
form Ujafora2 P and g2 C.(G),densein P forthenom from theD -valued inner
product?

610 Lemma. Let be any nite complkx measure of compact support on G and kt
a;b2 P .Then
ko;U aipk 4k ®bkk (@ a)kk ki ;

where k k; denotes the total variation nom of

Proof. Let 2 B. Then by P roposition 3.3 and the \uniariy" ofU

ke bUga)k 4k ©Obkk @ a)k:
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C onsequently
ke U a)k 4k (Obkk (@ akk k :

Butp (o U a) converges strictly to Hho;U aip . T he desired inequality follow s.

6.11 P roposition. Suppose thata 2 P isofthe form Uy (d) ord2 P and g2 C-.G).
Then the function x 7 Uya is continuous for the nom on P com ing from the D —valued
inner product de ned by

P roof. Since Uy (d) isde ned in term s of the nom ofA , a standard calculation show s that
Ux Ugd) = Uy, 4 (@) where Ly is the usual left translation on function on G . C onsequently
forany b2 P ,

kho; U aip ho;aip k= kho;Uga aip k
= kojU g, 4 ydip k 4k b bkk (@ dkkLyg gk; :
But it is a standard fact that L is strongly continuous on L' G ). From this the above
nequality show s that U is \weakly continuous". T he \strong continuiy" then follow s In
the usualway from the fact that U is \unitary". That is,

kU, ak®

khiya a; Uga aipk
kha;aip N, a;aip ha;Ugaiy, + mjaip k
2kl Uyia; aip k

A sourequivalencebin odule we should surely take the part of P on which U is strongly
continuous for the nom from , which the above proposition m akes clear is still dense
In A if isproper. But since T have not seen how to overcom e the m ain obstacl, which
we w ill discuss shortly, I w ill avoid the added notational com plexity this would require in
view ofthe lack ofan answer to Q uestion 6.8. W e w i1l just continue to dealw ih P itself.
N ote also that ifG is discrete the issue of strong continuiy does not arise.

W e now tum to the action of A . The left action, L., of P on itself com m utes w ith the
right action ofD .Letb2 Q .SinceQ isa lft idealin A, the positive linear functional
a7 (o ab) isde ned on allofA, and o is continuous (lemma 6.1 of [La]). T hus there
is a constant, K , such that

k (aabk Kkak;

and this rem ains true when a and b are restricted to be In P . Then this says that
KhL,b; L.bip kK kak® ;

so that the -hom om orphism L ofP intoB (P ) is continuous, hence ofnom 1. W e have

thus obtained:
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6.12 Proposition. Fora 2 P the operator L, on P is a bounded operator for the
D —wvalued inner product, and in fact kL k  kak. Thus L, extends to a continuous -
hom om orphign from the cosure in A ofP intoB @ ).

H ow ever, in generalIdo not seew hy the representation L on P need be non-degenerate,
ie.why Lp (P ) need be dense in the nom from , although again this can be shown
to be true or m any exam ples. T his question is closely related to the question m entioned
in the comm ents follow Ing P roposition 62.

On the otherhand, U and L do satisfy the usual covariance relation. Fora;b2 P  and
X 2 G we have

Upy @ab) = ()7 x@) =1L . @UxDb;

x

so that

UxLa: L X(a)Ux .

Thus ifU is strongly continuous (forexam ple ifG isdiscrete) and ifthe representation L of
A isnon-degenerate, then by the usualuniversalproperty Pe2]we obtain a non-degenerate

—representation of the crossed product algebra A G on P . W e willnot repeat here
the discussion from R 6] which indicates that we should actually obtain a representation
ofthe reduced crossed product algebra, since we have m ore serious di culties. Nam ely, we
need to know that the algebra E of com pact operators, which is strongly M orita equivalent
toD , iscontained iIn (the in age of) the crossed product algebra. For this it su ces to
show that whenever a;b 2 P then ha;bir , de ned above, is in A G. Now at least
sym bolically, forc2 P ,

hajbiz c= albjcly = a xb) x@dx= a yb) &) Uy @dx :

So we want the function x 7 a x b) ) > to be the kemelfiinction for an operator
which lies in A G. In Rf7] this was achieved simply by assum ing that this kemel-
fiilnction is in L' G ;A) fora and b in a dense subalgebra, m uch as discussed in T heorem
5.7 above. But under our present m ore general hypotheses one can nd exam ples where
a;b2 P but the above kemel-finction isnot in L' G ;A ). This does not m ean that such
a kemel-function could not still represent an elem ent of A G . But T have not seen how
to prove that it does in general.

7. Square-Integrable R epresentations.

In this section we study the special case In which the algebra A is the algebra K of
com pact operators. Then M K ) = K ©, which very much sin pli esm atters. (For certain
considerations a m ore general setting would involve C -algebras A such that M @) is
m onotone com plete Pel.) The strict topology on M (K ) coincides w ith the ultra-strong-
operator topology (o. 76 of Lal]). Every bounded increasing net of selffadpint elem ents
nM (K ) converges in the strong, so ultra-strong— and strict, topologies (lemma 6:1:4 of
KR1]), and so for an action ofa locally com pact group G, every integrable elem ent is
proper. That is,P = M  wih the notation of the previous sections.
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W ew illshow that proper actions are closely related to square-integrable representations
ofG . W hik this isnot surprising, it tums out to provide an attractive view point on square—
Integrable representations.

Let K be realized as the algebra, K #H ), of com pact operators on a H ibert space H .
Every autom orphisn of K is given by conjugation by an elem ent of U #H ), the group of
unitary operators on H , and this unitary operator is unique up to a scalar muliple of
modulus 1. Thus if isan action of G on K , it is given by a progctive representation
of G on H . For our purposes this can be handled m ost easily R 3] by passing to the
corresponding extension group. T hat is, let

G =f®;u)2G U®M): x@) =uau ' bralla2 K g:

Let T denote the group of com plex numbers of m odulus 1. Then we have a short exact

sequence
ortt! G ' G! O

where themap from T isgiven by t 7 (g ;tIy ), while themap from G is given by
x;u) 7T x.From the topologieson T and G we obtain a locally com pact topology on G

m aking the exact sequence of groups a topological exact sequence. Themap x;u) 7 u
gives an ordinary uniary representation ofG on H . T he corresponding action on K will
be the pultback to G oftheaction ofG.By passingtoG wecan in thisway always
assum e that comes from an ordinary representation. Because T is com pact, it is easily
seen that this passage does not a ect whether the action on K is proper.

Thus from now on we always assum e that we have an ordinary unitary representation,
U,o0fG, on a Hibert space H = Hy, and that isthe corresoonding action on K . Our
Inm ediate goalis to nd necessary and su cient conditions on U such that isproper.

Supposenow thata2 P*,a$ 0. Since a isa com pact operatorand P * isa hereditary
cone, it follow s that each ofthe spectralprofctions ofa, and each of their subpro ctions,
isinP* .ThusP containsenough rank-one pro fctionsto generate a C -subalgebra ofK
containing a. Consequently for m any purposes we can focus on the rank-one profctions
nP*.Letpbesuch,and ket be a unit vector spanning the range ofp. Forany ; 2 H
wewillwrite h ; & for the rank-one operator determ Ined by and . For convenience
w e take the innerproduct on H to be linear in the second variable. Thuswe set

h; & o= h ;oi

for y2H .Thenp=h ; & .Sihcep2 P ,there isa constant k such that
Z
(7:1) %) » Pz KTy

for 2B.Thusforany 2 H
Z Z

K’k ¥ ®h , ) ; idx= ®) U, ; idx:

Because of the de nition of B it llowsthatx 7 W, ; iisth If G).
31



7.2 Notation. Forany ; 2 H we de ne the corresponding coe cient function ¢ by

c x)=HhJ, ; i:

W ith thisnotation, and with now any vector in the range ofp, we see from the above
that there is a constant k such that

(7:3) ke k, kk k

forany 2 H.
Suppose now thatg2 L G )\ L2 G),and ket U4 denote the integrated form ofU . Then
it ollow s that

forevery 2 H . Consequently,
(7:4) kUy k  kkgky:

Suppose, conversely, that 2 H and that we know that an inequality of form 7:4 holds
rallg2 L'\ L? G ). Running the above argum ent backward, we obtain 7:3, and then
71,s0thatp2 P . W e have thus cbtained:

7.5 P roposition. LetU ke a unitary representation ofG on H , w ith corresponding action
onK =K @H).Let 2H,andketp=h ; &¢.Thenp 2P ifand only ifthere isa
constant, k , such that
ke k;, kk k

forevery 2 H , or equivalently, such that
kUy k  kkgk,

Prevery g2 L'\ L2 @G).

7.6 De nition. W ewillcalla vector satisfying these equivalent conditions (ie.7.3 and
74) a U-bounded vector. W e w ill denote the set 0f U -bounded vectors by By .

This de nition is related to the de nition of bounded elem ents in H ibert algebras
D RflPj4Cm ]. Com pare also w ith C onnes’ treatm ent of square-integrable representations
of foliations beginning on page 573 of Cn]. For a recent variation see de nition 1.3 of
Bil.) It is clear that By is a linear subspace, possbly not closed, n H . If 2 By and
x2 G,then or 2 H
@, ; ¥)=MW,Ux ; i=c (x):

T hus
(7:7) kay, ;ko= &) ke ki:

Consequently By is carrded into itselfby U .
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7.8D e nition. W ewillsay that a unitary representation U ofG on H issquare-integrablke
ifBy isdenssein H .

T his is exactly the special case or groups of Combes’ de nition in 1:7 of Cm ] for left
H ibert algebras.

W e w ill see that this de nition is equivalent to the m ore traditionalde nitions in those
situations w here they have been given. But conditions 73 and 74, which do not seem to
have been especially em phasized before, are very convenient. In view ofour discussion jist
before 7:1 of the fact that ifa 2 P* then all its spectral progctionsmust be n P, we
alm ost Im m ediately obtain from P roposition 7:5:

7.9 Theorem . Let U ke a unitary representation of G on H , with corresponding action
onK H ). Then isproper ifand only ifU is square-integrabl.

W e now begin to show the relation w ith the usual de nitions of square-integrable rep—
resentations given In the irreduchble or cyclic cases P, Ro, DM ,M ,Pj Cal. Let 2 By.
De ne an operator, T , from L'\ L? G) Into H by

T @=1Ug():

The de niion of By saysthat T isbounded for the L?-xnom , with kT k  k . Further-
m ore, ifwe denote by L the left reqular representation of G on L? G ), we have

T Lx9) = ULxg( ) = Ung( )=Ux (T @)):

Thus T extends to a bounded intertw ining operator from L? (G ) to H , which we still
denote by T . Since U is assum ed to be non-degenerate, it is clear that the closure of
the range of T is exactly the cyclic subspace In H generated by . Ifwe now form the
polar decom position of T , then the partially isom etric term w illbe a unitary intertw ining
operator from som e closed invariant subspace of L? (G ) onto this cyclic subspace. (See
VIl3.14 of FD].) W e thus obtain:

7.10 P roposition. Let U e a unitary representation of G, and et 2 By . Then the
restriction of U to the cyclic subspace generated by  is unitarily equivalent to a subrepre—
sentation of the keft reqular representation of G .

To clarify the situation a bit m ore, we note the follow Ing analogue of P roposition 5.1,
which ©ollow s iInm ediately from 7.4:

7.1 Proposition. Let U and V ke two unitary representations of G, and et T ke a
bounded intertw ining operator from U to V . Then

T@By) By:

7.12 Corollary. Let U be a unitary representation of G, and kt P ke the profction
operator onto a U —invariant subspace. Then P By ) By .

T he Pollow ing proposition is alm ost Im m ediate from D e nitions 7.8.
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7.13 P roposition. The direct sum ofa (possibly in nite) fam il of square-integrable uni-
tary representations of G is square-integrablk.

From Corollary 7:12 and the usualprocess of decom posing a representation into a (pos-
sbly in nite) direct sum of cyclic representations, we inm ediately obtain one direction
of:

7.14 Theorem . The square-integrabk representations of G are exactly those which are
unitarily equivalent to a (possibly in nite) direct sum of copies of subrepresentations of the
Eft regular representation of G .

Proof. W emust show the converse. T he crux isto show that the left reqular representation
of G is square-ntegrable. Let 2 C.(G).Forany g2 L'\ L? G) we have

Z Z
Lo )&= gky) ¢ Ndy= Ry9)E® T )Wdy= Ry 9) &);
where R,9) X)= (v) =29 (xy) so that R is the unitary right-reqular representation, and
J isthe Tom ita{Takesakioperator KR]de nedby J )§)= () 2 ( ). Thus

KLy k= kR; gk, kJ kkgks:

M ore generally, we see that if 2 I?G)and kJ k <1 ,then 2 B..) Shce C.G) is
dense in L2 G ), this show s that L is square-integrable. T he appearance of J in the above
calculation indicates that som ething som ew hat Interesting is happening. W e w ill pursue
thism atter shortly.

From Corollary 7:12 it follow s that every subrepresentation of L is square-integrable.
T he proof is then com pleted by P roposition 7:13.

Them ost comm on de nitions of square-integrable representations jist involves the con-—
dition thatc 2 L?(@G) Prsome ; 2 Hy (@ndc 6 0). Our tihy contrbution to this
aspect is to point out now that by using the basic notion of the graph of an unbounded
operator, we can avoid explicit use of the theory of unbounded operators and their polar
decom position when dealing w ith this condition. A very sim ilar argum ent, nvolving an
irreducibble representation, appears in the appendix of GM P ].

7.15 Proposition. Let U ke a unitary representation of G on H. Let ; 2 H, and
suppose that ¢ 2 L?(G). Let H denote the cyclic subspace generated by , and replace
by its profction in this subsgpace. Then the restriction of U to the cyclic subspace H

generated by (the new) isunitarily equivalent to a subrepresentation of L.

Proof. W e can assume that H = H . Note that ifc O forsome 2 H then = 0,
since  iscyclic. Let
D=f 2H :c 2L%G)g;
=f(;c): 2Dg:
Then isa closed subspace of H L2 (G).Forsuppose f ,g isa sequence n D such that
n convergesto 2 H and c | converges to h 2 L? (G ). Then from the de nition ofc .

we see that fc | g converges uniform ly pointwisetoc .Thusc = h,soc 2L%2@G).
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Tt is easily chedcked that isa U L invariant subspace of H L2 (G ). Consider the
operator Q wih domain H de ned by

T (;07 e )T ¢ o

where the second arrow is the orthogonal proction from H L?@G) onto . Then Q
is clearly a nom -decreasing operator which Intertwines U and L. IfQ = 0 then is
clearly orthogonaltoD . ThusQ is inctive on the closure, D , 0fD , which isa U —-invariant
subspace. From the polar decom position ofthe bounded operatorQ we obtain an isom etric
intertw ining operator from D to L? G ). C learly H D.

W e ram ark that ifU is irreducible, then Q isalready a m ultjple ofan isom etry from D .
IfG isuninodular, then kc k, = kc k; nall ; 2 H . From this i ©llow s easily that
By = H in this case (or irreducible U).

W e also ram ark that if N denotes the operator 7 O or ©as above, then N is a
nom -decreasing intertw ining operatoron H , and thatQ = cy .But

cy ®K)=Hyx ;N i=HIN ; i=g ;;
soN 2 By in view ofthe properties ofQ .

IfU is irreduchble, then N must be a muliple of an isom etry from H . In particular,
every elem ent of H would be in the range ofN , so that ¢ 2 L?@G) orall 2 H .W hen
this is com bined w ith part iii of the restatement in BT ] of theorem 3 of DM ], this says
that if is\adm issble" BT ], then 2 B .

T he next proposition tiesthe situation abitm ore closely to the discussion ofthe previous
sections. Its proof is an inm ediate application of the de nitions.

7.16 Proposition. Let U ke a unitary representation of G on H , with corresponding
action onK,and ¥t ; 2H .Thenh ; gd2Q =N )i 2B.

The left reqular representation of G comes from the action of G on C; (G) by keft
translation, which is proper, together w ith the invariant unbounded (for G not com pact)
traceon C; (G ) oconsisting ofH aarm easure. T his suggests that perhaps we ocbtain square—
Integrable representations from other proper actions and invariant traces. But the occur—
rence of the operator J in the proofofT heorem 3:14 should wam usofpossble di culies.
On the other hand, because traces are \m easuretheoretic" we will see that we can deal
w ith integrable actions { the full force ofbeing proper is not im portant here.

Let Dbean action of G on aC -algebra A . W e recall KR2,Pe2] that a trace on A,
possbly unbounded, is a function from A" to [0;1 ]with the expected properties. T he
correct setup for us here appears to involve the follow ing de nition. (See DM 1.)

7.17 De nition. Let beatraceon A. Then is said to be -sam iHnvariant for the
action if

(x@)= & ' @
oralla2 AT andx2 G.
Much asearlier,wesetM ' = fa2 A" : @) <1g,N =fa2A :taa2M "g,and
M = spanM *. ThenM =0N2,andM \A*" =M *,and extendstoM . Notice
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that if is -sem iHnvarant or ,then M * is carred into itselfby , and sim ilarly for
N andM

W e recall (proposition 6:1:3 of Pe2]) thatif isa lowersam icontinuoustrace (orweight)
on A , then the GN S construction works to produce a non-degenerate -representation ofA .
W e denote its H ibert space by H , but do not use speci ¢ notation for the representation
(ie.weusemodul notation). Each elementa 2 N  determm ines an elem ent ofH , but our
notation w ill not distinguish between elem ents of N and their magesin H . The rst
parts of the follow ing theorem are basically wellknown.

7.18 Theorem . Let e an action of G on a C -alggbra A, and Bt ke a -sami-
invariant lower sem i-continuous trace on A, with GN S representation on H . De ne a
unitary representation U of G on H by

Uy@) = & % @)

fora2 N . Then U is strongly continuous. Furthem ore, every ekment of M \ M  is
U Jtounded. If is integrablk, then U is square—integrablke.

Proof. W e ram ark that N m ay be very sn all, even jist £f0g. But because is a trace,
M isatwo=sided idealin A,asisthen N . (See 62:1 of Pe2].)

By the sem icontinuity of theimageofM InH isdense (see7:4:d of D), and the
representation of A on H isnon-degenerate. Fora2 M ,b2M *,and x2 G we have

H, @bl = (x@))= 672 @) 7

by proposition 522 of Pe2]. Butc?7  B~?d'™?) is a positive linear fiinctional de ned
on allofA, so continuous. From this and the fact thatM  isthe span ofM ¥ we see that
U isweakly continuous. Thus U is strongly continuous since it is unitary.

Suppose now thata 2 M * \'M and that g 2 L'\ L? (G ). Assume further that g
has com pact support. Since U is strongly continuous, the integrated fom , Uy, is de ned.
T hen

1=2

kUgak? = ha;Uy; @i = @ g g @aT?)

@k 124 5@k  @kk Y@ 9k ;

sihncea2 M *.But oreach x 2 G we have
Z

T x)ig 9xI TP®) 3EOgEx)Fy TP ®kgkekg( x)k= kgk:

Thusk "2 (g gk kgk% . Putting this together, we cbtain
kU gak? @)k kgks :

Sinceany g 2 L1\ L? (G) can be approxin ated by ones of com pact support, sin ultaneously

in L' and L2 nom , this nequality holds ©rallg2 L'\ L? (G ). This says that a as vector

in H isU-bounded. Thus we see that every element of M * \ M is U bounded. Since
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M isthe span ofM ¥, and similarly orM , it ©llow s that every elem ent of M\ M
is U -bounded.

Suppose now that isintegrable. To show thatU issquare-integrable it su cesto show
thatM \M isdensein H .SinceM isan idealand M  is hereditary, we see that
M M M M \M .Weschow thatinH every element ofM can be approxin ated
by elementsofM M M . Since, asnoted above, M isdense in H , thiswill conclude
the proof.

Let I denote the nom <losure ofM in A, sothatI isan -nvariant ddealin A . Since
M is assum ed dense in A, it ©llows that M IM isdense in the C algebra I. But
M IM M shceM ishereditary. ThusM \ I isdense In I. A lthough we don’t
need it here, we note that we have essentially proven the follow ing analogue of P roposition
55:

7.19 P roposition. Let ke an integrabk action of G on A, and kt I be an —invariant
idealin A . Then the action o0ofG on I is integrablk.

W e continue with the proof of Theorem 7:8. Pick a positive approxin ate identity
ofnom 1 for I. SihceM \ I isa dense -subalgebra of I, we can approxim ate the
approxin ate identity by elements of M\ I to cbtain a selfad pint approxim ate identity
ofnom 1 consisting ofelem entsofM \ I.W e can then square this approxin ate dentity
to obtain one which is positive. W e denote the resulting approxin ate dentity in M \ I
by fe g.

Letb2 M ". Thenebe 2M \M .Weshow that fe be g converges to b in H
Now , using heavily that istracial, we have

Ko ebek’= (@ 2bebe +b’bf)= ) (B Reke b))

Butb'™ 2 N andsoal (B ?ab ™) is a positive linear fiinctional de ned everyw here
on A, and so continuous. Since 2e be e’ be? converges to b in nomm , we see that e be
does Indeed converge to b in H

It is not at all clear to m e how much of the above can be done if isonly a weight
instead of a trace. A sm entioned before Q uestion 6.9, even the question as to w hether the
unitary representation U is strongly continuous seem s quite delicate.

Let now betheproperaction ofG onA = C; (G) by righttranslation, so ( x (f)) ¥) =
f(yx).Let bethetraceon A de ned by Bt Haarm easure. Then is -sam i-nvariant
for . Thuswe obtain what we already know :

7.20 C orollary. The right reqular representation of G on L? (G ) is square-integrabk.

But we know that the left-regular representation too is square-integrable. (It is equiv—
alent to the right regular representation.) Even m ore, the left action of a subgroup of
G on L? (G) should be square-integrable. W e can relate this to Theorem 7:18 as ©llow s.
Let Dbe an action of G on a C -algebra A, and ket Dbe a trace on A which we now
suppose to be actually -invariant. Suppose that d is an unbounded positive invertible
operator a liated with A in the sense of W oronow icz W o]. (See also Baaj Bal.) Forour
purposes this m eans that we have a morphian, say , from D = C; R) to A (that is,
a -homomorphisn from D intoM @) such that O )A isdense n A) together wih a
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strictly positive 2 C R) Where C R) denotes the algebra of possbly unbounded con—
tinuous function on R) acting by pointw ise m ultiplication as an unbounded operator on

Ci R)wihdomainDgyg= C.R). Then d is de ned to be the closure of the operator on

A wih domain ({Og)A de ned by

dat ("la)= ( (")a

for’” 2 Dgy,a2 A. Let C denote the range of , and st Cyp = ([Og). For our present
purposes we require that d be central, that is, that C ZM @A), where ZM @) denotes
the center of M @A ). Now carries ZM (A ) into itself, and d can be represented by an
unbounded continuous fiinction on them axim al ideal space of the center. From thispoint
ofview it isclearwhatwemean by , (@) orx2 G.

721 De nition. W e say that a central positive operator d a liated with A, via the
m orphign from C; R) to A, is -sam iHinvariant for if the range of is carried into
tselfby , and

forallx 2 G.
A s one exam ple we have:

7.22 P roposition. Let e a proper action of G on a locally com pact space M , and so
onA =C; M ). Assume that M = is paracom pact. Then there exists a central positive
invertibke operator a liated with A which is -sem i-invariant for

P roof. W e in itate the construction of \B ruhat approxin ate cross-sections". Foreach -
orbit choose an elem ent 0ofC. M )" which is not everywhere 0 on that orbit. T he in ages
in M = of the sets where these functions are non—zero form an open cover of M = . By
paracom pactness there is a locally nite subcover. Let b denote the sum of the functions
for this suboover. So b is a continuous positive fiinction, w ith the property that its support

m eets the preinage in M of any com pact subset of M = in a com pact set, and it is not
everyw here 0 on any orbit. De ne a function h on M by
Z
hm)= b(,"m)) ) dy:

T he integrand has com pact support oreach m , so h iswellde ned. From the properties
ofb it is clear that h is positive, continuous, and now here 0, so invertible. Furthem ore,
forx 2 G we have

(x0) @)= Db(, (, @) ' dy= &hfm):

Thush is -sam iIHinvariant. (T he requirem ent on dom ains is easily checked.)

It is natural to wonder w hether there are interesting extensions of this construction for
non-com m utative A ’s.
W e now continue the general developm ent.
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Forc2 ZM @A)" dene .onA" by
c@)= (@= @%x=a""):

It is clear that . isa trace on A. Note that ifa 2 M then ca 2 M since ca =
a'®?ca’™ kckaandM ishereditary. ThusM _ M . It iseasily seen that shee is
low er sem icontinuous, so is .

Now let d be a central positive operator a liated w ith A, by m eans of the m orphism

from D toA and 2 C R). Analogously to what we did in the previous sections let
B(Cy)= fc2 Cq :0 c 1lg, with its usual upward directed order. Then f 4 :c 2
B (Cq)g is an increasing net of lower sem icontinuous traces on A, and so we can de ne 4
to be their upper bound. Thus 4 isa lower sem icontinuous trace on A . Fora 2 A* and
o 2 C, wehave

a(®a)= Iin  (doga)= Im  @’doxa’’) =  ((de)a)
w here ¢ ranges over B (Cy) . In particular, C oM M .

W e are assum ing that d is Invertdble. Tt is then easy to see that ocomes from 4 by
the above procedure usingd '. Thatis, = (4q)q: . In particular, CoM ., M .Now
Co=C3, 0

CoM = CM CéM , CoM
ThusCoM = CoM _.By a calculation which is com putationally sin pler than that near

the end of the proof of Theorem 7:18 one seesthat CgM  isdense n H . Onemust jast
notice that the fact that Cy isIn M @) rather than A causes no di culties. From what
we have seen, CoM isalsodense in H . Let usde ne an operator, T, from H , to H
by rstde ningiton C¢oM Dby

T (@) = @ 2c)a:

P P
O ne checks that this iswellde ned as follow s. G ven ciay = c(j)ag, choos=c2 Cy such
that cc; = ¢ and o] = ¢} ralli;j. Then
X 1=2 X X 0_0
T( caj))= @ “0 cai=T( cay):
T hen
hga;Tgai = (dga)a,ar) = hgarjgaziy:

Thus on its dom ain T is isom etric. But its dom ain and range are dense in H | and H
respectively. So T extends to a unitary operator between them .

Now suppose that is an action of G on A, that is —-nvariant, and that d is -
sam iHnvariant for . In particular, carriesC g Into itselfand is an autom orphisn of the
directed set B (Cg). Then orc2 B (Cy) and a2 A* we have

dcx @)= (x(( 51 (do))a))

(1 dda)= ® ' dy:©@a)= ® T4 | @:
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On taking the lim it over B (Cy) we obtain

aly@= & Y q@);

that is, 4 is -sam iZnvarant for
W e can now apply Theorem 7:18 to conclude that the unitary representation V. on H
com ing from  is square-integrable if is ntegrable. O fcourse V isde ned by

d

Vi@ = &) 7 c@):
At the sam e tim e we have the unitary representation U on H de ned by
Uy (a) = x (a):

But consider the uniary operator T de ned several paragraphs ago. For c 2 Cy and
az2M wehave

U, (T (@) = Uy (@7%0a)= ,(d?0da)= ,d %) 4 @)

&) AT L@ @ =T (& T @)= T Vy(@):

Thus T is an intertw ining operator, and the two representations are equivalent. W e have
thus dem onstrated:

723 Theorem . Let ke an action ofG on aC -algebra A, and et ke an -—invariant
Jower sem i-continuous trace on A . Let U be the corresponding unitary representation of G

on H . If isintegrable, and if there is a centralpositive invertibke operator a lated to
A which is -sem i-invariant, then U is square-integrablk.

W ewill see a re ection of this theoram in the next section. Upon applying P roposition
722 we obtain:

7.24 Corollary. Let e a proper action of G on a lcally com pact space M such that
M = is paracom pact. For every positive -invariant Radon measure on M the corre—
sponding unitary representation of G on L? M ; ) is square—integrablke.

A sone (unsurprising) application ofthe earlier T heorem 7:18 we can consider the canon—
ical trace on the algebra of com pact operators, whose GN S H ibert space is the space of
H ibert{Schm idt operators.

7.25 Corollary. Let G ke a unin odular group and ket U ke a square-integrabke repre-
sentation of G on H . Let le the corresponding action on K #H ), which is integrabl.
Then the corresponding unitary representation on the space of H ibert{Schm idt operators
is square-integrablk.
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8. The O rthogonality R elations.

In this section we exam Ine w hat the orthogonality relations for square-integrable repre—
sentations look like from the vantage point of the previous section.

Let U be a representation of G on H , and ket be the corresponding action on K =
K #H). Then M (K ) consists of the bounded operatorson H , and M (K ) isexactly the
algebra of Intertw Ining operators forU. Let and 2 By . From Proposition 75 and
polarization it follow s rapidly thath ; &# 2 M , and so the Integral

Z

converges in the strong operator topology to an operator n M K ) . From the vantage
point of this paper, the orthogonality relations are concemed w ith identifying to some
extent this intertw ining operator. The reason isthat forany ;! 2 H we have

Z Z

h sh; &)dx ;!'i= Hi, ; i} ;!idx
82)
=hc ;c iy

so that any answer w ill say som ething about the iInnerproduct of the coe cient functions.
Ttisquiteclearthat if and ocom e from two subrepresentationsw hich aredispint thaveno
non-zero intertw Ining operators) then 8l mustbeOand soc , and ¢ mustbe orthogonal.
Since any two representations can be viewed as subrepresentations of their direct sum , we
obtain:

8.3 P roposition. (The \ ustorthogonality relation".) Let U and V e representations of
G on Hy and Hy . Suppose that U and V are dispint. Then forany ;! 2 Hy with

U “oounded, and forany ; 2 Hy with V Joounded, the coe cient functionsc, and c
are orthogonalin L? G ).

So we concentrate on the \second orthogonality relation” . W e introduced after T heorem
79 the bounded operators T for 2 By. Letuscaltulate T . For 2 H and g 2

L'\ L? G) we have
hg; T i=hLg ; i= hgjc i:

T hus
T = C

For ; 2By and ;! 2 H i Pllowsthat
T ;!i=h ;c /i:

From 82 we then obtain:
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8.4 P roposition. Let U ke a unitary representation of G. For ; 2 By we have
Z
<@ ; ﬁ% )Jdx=T T

W e now exam ine what this says for the left reqular representation, L, ofG . Let h 2 By, .
From the calculation in the proofof Theorem 7:14,butnow wih g2 C. (G ), we see that,
at the level of functions,

Thg= R;,9:
In interpreting this, note that J is an isom etry, so that Jh 2 L? G). The operator R j,,

which is initially de ned only on, say, C. (G ), isbounded, by our assum ption on h, and so
extends to a bounded operator on all of L?2@G).W ith this understanding, we have

Ty = RJhZ

T he second orthogonality relation forthe left regular representation can then be considered
to be the ollow iIng statem ent:

8.5 Theorem . For £;g2 By, we have
Z
x (f;gix )dx = RJfRJg:

W e ram ark that this is closely related to the result in example 2:1 of R f/] where the

there is not uniary).

W e w ish to consider next the case In which U is irreduclble. But we 1rst m ake some
observations about the general case which willbe usefiil for that puyose. Forany ; 2
By, the operatorT T on L?G) ntertwines L . Forany g2 L'\ L? G) we have

T Tg=TUy; =LsT =g c:

N ote that this inplies that ¢ is in the closure of the range of T T . Note next that

c & ')=c ®),sothatc ish L?G; 'dx)aswellasin L?@G),whereby  ‘dx
we denote right Haarm easure. Now rany ’ 2 L?G) and 2 L2G; 'dx)wehave
z
o ®)j= 3 ')  'x)dyj kK kk ( Dkg:

T his saysthat convolution iswellde ned and pintly continuous from L 2G) LG ; Ldx)

toL! G).Butif’; 2 C.@G),then’ 2CG) C; G).SnceC.G) isdense In
L2 @G), it ©llows that ’ 2C G)Prall’ 2L2G)and 2L%2@G; ‘ldx).
In particular, or ; 2 By and forany ’ 2 L? G ), the fanction ’ c is continuous.

But we saw abovethatg ¢ =T T gfrg2 L'\ L?G). Let fg,g be a sequence in
L'\ L? G) which convergesto ’ . A's seen above, g, C oonverges uniorml to’ ¢ ,
but it also oonvergesjnLZ—nonn toT T ’. (Themain concem here is the fact that ¢
need not be in L' G).) W e thus obtain:
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8.6 P roposition. Let U ke a unitary representation of G. Forany ; 2 B and any
" 2L°@G),
TT'="'T c ;
and ' c 2C; G)\L?@G). Thus the range of T T oonsists entirely of fiinctions in
Ci1 G).
W e now consider the case in which U isan irreducible representation ofG . In this case,
since By isan invarant subspace, fmustbedense in H as soon as it contains one non-zero

vector, which wewillassume. Let ; 2 By . Since T T is an intertw ining operator, it
must be a scalarm ultiple of the identity operator. W e denote the scalarby ( ; ), so that
TT = (; )&:

W e wish to obtain a m ore revealing expression for .W e follow the general outline of the
treatm ent given In [C a], but our details are m ore elem entary because of our use ofBy .

By suitably nom alizing , we can arrange that T is an isometry. Then T T is a
pro-fction operator on L? G ), Intertw ning L . T he restriction of L to the range of T T
is a subrepresentation of L which is unitarily equivalent to U . A s seen above, the range
of T T oonsists entirely of continuous functions. But now, since T is an isom etry, this
range is a closed subspace of L2 (G). But T T is given by right convolution by ¢ . W e
have thus cbtained:

8.7 P roposition. Let U ke a square—integrablk irreducible representation of G . For any

2 By nomm alized so that T is an isom etry, right convolution by ¢ is a profction of
L2 (G) onto a cbsed subspace consisting entirely of continuous finctions, on which L is
unitarily equivalent to U .

Let H denote the range ofthe isometry T . Wotethatc =T sothatc 2 H )
Forevery /' 2 H andevery x 2 G we;eeabovethat
"®)="' ¢ &= <c & 'y) )dy= hL,c ;’i:

T he second equality saysexactly thatH isa \reproducingkemelH ibert space" on G , w ith
reproducing kemel ¢ . The third equality says that themap x 7 Lyc is a \coherent
state" or H . (See A1 Por a recent review of coherent states, with m any interesting

exam ples.)
Suppose now that ;! 2 By . Then from 82 but with the roles of the vectors inter—
changed, and from the de I%J'tjon of ( ;! ),weZobtajn
(!; )h; i=hcjc i= o e @dy= c. e  Ndy
Z
= ¢ We. ) v Hdy=h ¢ ; e i=n T ;. 2T o014
T hus we have
('; )=k k*n T ; 2T 14
N otice that this is allwellde ned, since as seen above,
T =c¢c 2L°G)\L?@G; ‘'dx)

sothat '™?¢c 2 L?(G). In conclusion, we obtain:
43



8.8 Theorem . Let U ke a square—integrabk irreducibke representation ofG . Let 2 By,
nomm alized so that T isan isometry. Then or ; 2 By we have

V4
Lh; £)dx=%k k*n 21 ; T iy .

W e ram ark that ifwe choose and <o that
h =217 ; U7 i=k E;

then we obtain 7,
<0 ; &)dx= Iy :

T his is just another way ofw riting the fam iliar \resolution ofthe identity" from the theory
of coherent states.

If G is unin odular, we see that the right-hand-side of the equation of Theorem 8:8
sim pli esto

k k*h ; if;
and now k ¥ isthe fam iliar form aldin ension of U . (See D RfL].)

If G is not unin odular the right-hand-side of the equation of Theoram 8:=8 is a bit
unattractive because the vectors and innerproduct of the right-hand side are taken in
L? G),notH . But the considerations Just before the statem ent 0of T heorem 8.8 show that
if 2 By then T 2 1?2 G). Thus we can de ne an unbounded operator, K , w ith
dense dom ain By by

K ' =k k?T It

Then one can check that K is a positive operator, and the right-hand side of the equation
of Theoram 8:8 can be rew ritten as

h ;K iF = K 2 ;K 72 iy, :

This isthe form given In theorem 3 of DM ], or theoram 43 of [Ca], ortheorem 2 of BT ].
W e om it the details about dom ains and the fact that K is independent of the choice of
But one can check that, as expected from DM ], K is ! —sem invariant, re ecting the
situation for the left reqular representation seen earlier.

W e ram ark that in M o] M oore has given orthogonality relations for factor square-
Integrable representations. But his orthogonality relations are not for the coe cient func-
tions as de ned here. So it isnot clear to m e how his resuls relate to those given here.

W e conclude this section by show ing that the possible di culty m entioned before D ef-
inition 12, nam ely that it m ay happen thata 2 M but pjZ M , actually occurs even in
the present setting of square-integrable representations.

Let G be the \ax + b" group. So G isR R* with product given by

is) @;t)= @+ sg;st):

Them odular finction ofG is (o;s)= s !. It isweltknown that G hastwo nequivalent
square-integrable irreduclble representations. W e consider one of them . It has m any
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m odels. For our purposes the m ost elem entary approach to what we need seam s to be
given by theorem 2 of BT ], so we use the m odel used there. The H ibert space isH =
L2 R* ;dt=t), and the representation is given by

( ;s ) =ePEd (sb);

where by de nition e(t) = exp (2 it). Let K denote the unbounded operatoron H de ned
by
K )=t ©:

One can check that K is ! “nvariant.
Applying theorem 2 of BT Jand T heoram 8.8 above to this particular situation, we nd
that, up to m ultiplication by a positive scalar,
Z

«(T)dx=TrK 'T)I
G

for any positive com pact operator T , where isthe action of conjigation by .Asin our
earlier discussion of the irreducihble case, this gives essentially an ordinary weight. W e can
now study thisweight independently ofthe fact that it com es from a group representation.

To sin plify our analysis, we m ake the change of vardiables r = e “. Then our H ibert
space becom es L? R) for Lebesgue measure, and D = K ! is the operator of pointw ise
muliplication by t 7 €. W e denote ourweight by . It isnow given by

T)=TrDT):

SinceD isunbounded, wem ustm ake precise what thism eans. W e can do this conveniently
In tem s of spectral progctions of D . For our purposes the follow ing works well. For
each integer n 1 Jet E, denote the orthogonal proction onto the subspace of L? R)
consisting of the functions supported in [ n; n+ 1][ h 1; n]. Thus the E,’'s are
m utually orthogonaland sum to I. For each n the operator D E, is a bounded positive
operator. For any positive bounded operator T we take (T) tom ean

X
T)= TrOE,T):

Tn particular, is lower sam icontinuous. WeltM " = fT 2B H )" : (T)< 1 g, and
we ltM Dbe the linear span ofM * . Forourdiscussion of square-integrable representations
we arem ost interested in the restriction of to the algebra K #H ) of com pact operators.

8.9 Theorem . W ith notation as just above, there are S;T 2 K #H ) such that S;T 2 M *
but § TijzM *.

Proof. Foreach integern 1lset , =  1;nppand o = [ ,; n+1;sWhere denotes
\characteristic function". Thus , and , are unit vectors in the range of E,. The
follow Ing steps are m otivated by the exam ple ollow jn% theorem 24 OJ'E) Pel]. Choose a
sequence fa,g of numberswith 0 a, 1 such that a, < 1 but a111=2 =1 . For
instance, a, = n 2. Let P, and Q, denote the rank{1l profctions which are 0 on the
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orthogonal com plem ent of £ ,,; g, whereas w ith resgpect to the basis £ ,; ,g they have

m atrices
2\1=2
an @n ay)
dn

respectively. Then @, Q,)? hasm atrix

a. 0
0 a, '
so that P, Q , Jhasm atrix
a’ 0
0 a?

Forany integer k with kj 1 sestdy = D y; i ifk land dy = IO ;

ki if

k 1. Thus, disregarding k = 0, we see that fd,,g goes to 0 rapidly ask ! 1 ,and to
+1 mpidlyask! +1 .Wecan ussthebasisf ,; ngtoevaluate on P, and Q,, and

a quick calculation show s that
Pn)=andy, + 1 ay)d n;

Qn)=4d n;

(Fn an)=arlq=2(dn + dq):

P P
Set S = dann and T = dlen,wherethesumsarebrn 1. Since fd, g grow s
rapidly for positive n, the sum s converge in nom , and S;T 2 K # )" . From the above

calculations and the properties which we required of fa, g we see that

X X
)= a, + d,'@ ad ., <1;
X
T)= d,'d, <1
ThusS;T 2 M * .However
X X
B TIHI= a %+ al?d. 'd, = 1:

Thusp TizM *:
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