arXiv:2402.07607v1 [math.OA] 12 Feb 2024

IS EVERY PRODUCT SYSTEM CONCRETE?

S. SUNDAR

Abstract. Let G be a locally compact, second countable, Hausdorff topological group, and let P ⊂ G be a Borel subsemigroup with non-empty interior. Consider the following conditions.

(1) The group G is discrete and P is normal in G, i.e. gP g^{−1} = P for every g ∈ G. (2) The group G is abelian.

(3) The semigroup P is right Ore, i.e. P P^{−1} is a group, and there exists a ∈ P such that a is an order unit for P .

If one of the above conditions hold, we show that every product system of Hilbert spaces over P is concrete, i.e. every product system of Hilbert spaces over P is isomorphic to the product system of an E_0-semigroup over P .

AMS Classification No. : Primary 46L55 Keywords : Product systems, E_0-semigroups, Essential and Induced representations.

1. Introduction

One parameter product systems were originally introduced by Arveson (see [3] for the historical development) in his classification programme of 1-parameter E_0-semigroups. A remarkable result of him states that there is a bijective correspondence between the class of product systems over (0, ∞) (up to isomorphism) and the class of E_0-semigroups over (0, ∞) (up to cocycle conjugacy). From a purely mathematical standpoint, there is no reason to restrict ourselves to the semigroup (0, ∞). We can replace (0, ∞) by any semigroup with a measurable structure and still the notion of product systems and the notion of E_0-semigroups make perfect sense. It is then of interest to know whether Arveson’s bijective correspondence holds in general. The purpose of this paper is to pose this question and to answer them in the affirmative for a reasonably large class of semigroups. The special case when the semigroup involved is a closed convex cone in R^d (where d ≥ 2), or when the semigroup is a finitely generated subsemigroup of Z^d was considered earlier in a joint work with Murugan ([7] [8], [9]).

First, we introduce the objects of interest. Let P be a semigroup, and let B be a σ-algebra of subsets of P . We say that P is a measurable semigroup if the map

The Institute of Mathematical Sciences (HBNI), Taramani, Chennai. E-mail address: sundarsobers@gmail.com. 1

P × P ∋ (x, y) → xy ∈ P is measurable, and we say P is a standard Borel semigroup if (P, B) is a standard Borel space. The σ-algebra that we consider on the product P × P is the product σ-algebra. Let P be a measurable semigroup which is fixed until further mention.

Definition 1.1. Let ( {E(x)}_{x∈P} , Γ ) be a measurable field of non-zero, separable Hilbert spaces, where Γ is the space of measurable sections. Assume that an associative product is defined on the disjoint union ∐ x∈P E(x). Then, the measurable field {E(x)}_{x∈P} together

with the product is called a product system over P if (1) for x, y ∈ P , u ∈ E(x) and v ∈ E(y), uv ∈ E(xy), (2) for x, y ∈ P , there exists a unitary operator U_{x,y} : E(x) ⊗ E(y) → E(xy) such that U_{x,y}(u ⊗ v) = uv for u ∈ E(x) and v ∈ E(y), and (3) for measurable sections r, s, t, the map P × P ∋ (x, y) → ⟨r(x)s(y)|t(xy)⟩ ∈ C is measurable.

We use the letter E to denote the pair ( {E(x)}_{x∈P} , Γ ) , when ( {E(x)}_{x∈P} , Γ ) is a product system. Often, we suppress Γ from the picture. Let E = {E(x)}_{x∈P} and F = {F (x)}_{x∈P} be product systems over P . We say that E and F are isomorphic if for each x ∈ P , there exists a unitary operator θ_x : E(x) → F (x) such that (1) for x, y ∈ P , u ∈ E(x) and v ∈ E(y), θ_{xy}(uv) = θ_x(u)θ_y(v), and (2) {θ_x}_{x∈P} is a measurable field of operators. Next, we recall the notion of E_0-semigroups.

Definition 1.2. Let H be a separable Hilbert space. An E_0-semigroup over P acting on B(H) is a semigroup α := {α_x}_{x∈P} of unital, normal^∗-endomorphisms^1 of B(H) such that for every A ∈ B(H), the map P ∋ x → α_x(A) ∈ B(H) is weakly measurable, i.e. for every ξ, η ∈ H, the map P ∋ x → ⟨α_x(A)ξ|η⟩ ∈ C is measurable.

Let α and β be E_0-semigroups over P on B(H). We say that β is a cocycle perturbation of α, and write β ∼ α if there exists a family U := {U_x}_{x∈P} of unitary operators such that

(1) the map P ∋ x → U_x ∈ B(H) is weakly measurable,

1If H is separable, then any unital^∗-endomorphism is automatically normal.

(2) for x ∈ P , α_x(·) = U_xβ_x(·)U^∗_x , and (3) for x, y ∈ P , U_{xy} = U_xα_x(U_y).

Note that ∼ is an equivalence relation on the set of E_0-semigroups on B(H). Let α be an E_0-semigroup over P on B(H), and let β be an E_0-semigroup over P on B(K) where K is another separable Hilbert space. We say that α and β are cocycle conjugate if there exists a unitary operator U : H → K such that for x ∈ P and A ∈ B(H), α_x(A) = U^∗β_x(UAU^∗)U. Product system associated with an E_0-semigroup: Just like in the 1-parameter case ([3]), we can associate a product system with an E_0-semigroup. Let α := {α_x}_{x∈P} be an E_0-semigroup over P acting on B(H), where H is a separable Hilbert space. For x ∈ P , let E(x) be the intertwining space of α_x, i.e. E(x) := {T ∈ B(H) : α_x(A)T = T A for all A ∈ B(H)}. Recall that E(x) is a Hilbert space with the inner product defined by ⟨S|T ⟩ = T^∗S. Moreover, E(x) is separable. Let

Γ := {f : P → B(H) : f(x) ∈ E(x) and f is weakly measurable}.

Then, E_α := ( {E(x)}_{x∈P} , Γ ) is a product system over P . The product rule on E_α is the usual composition of operators. The verification that E_α is a product system is exactly the same as in the 1-parameter case. The product system E_α is called the product system associated with α. Arguing as in the 1-parameter case, we can prove the following proposition.

Proposition 1.3. Let H, K be separable Hilbert spaces. Let α, β be E_0-semigroups over P acting on B(H) and B(K) respectively. Then, α and β are cocycle conjugate if and only if E_α and E_β are isomorphic.

More details concerning the proof of the above proposition, in the special case when P is a closed convex cone, can be found in [8].

Definition 1.4. A product system over P is said to be concrete if it is isomorphic to the product system associated with an E_0-semigroup over P .

We can now pose the question of interest.

Problem: Let P be a standard Borel semigroup. Is every product system over P concrete?

The author believes that it is too ambitious to expect a positive answer for a general measurable semigroup. We are not even assuming that the semigroup is cancellative.

Probably, an easy counter example can be constructed with some non-cancellative semigroups (the author is yet to work out such an example and does not know the answer yet in this case). Even for cancellative semigroups, it may be too much to expect the answer to be yes. For example, there are Polish groups that has no non-trivial unitary representation. Maybe a counterexample can be constructed with subsemigroups of such exotic Polish groups. Nevertheless, we could hope for an affirmative answer in the locally compact case. We present a reasonably large class of such semigroups for which the answer turns out to be yes.

It is not difficult to prove that a product system is concrete if and only if it has an essential reprsentation on a separable Hilbert space (see [3] for a proof in the 1-parameter case, and the proof works in the general situation). The notion of representation of a product system is recalled below.

Let P be a measurable semigroup, and let E := {E(x)}_{x∈P} be a product system over P . Let H be a Hilbert space. A map ϕ : ∐ x∈P E(x) → B(H) is called a representation of

E on H if (1) for x ∈ P , u, v ∈ E(x), ϕ(v)^∗ϕ(u) = ⟨u|v⟩, and (2) for x, y ∈ P , u ∈ E(x) and v ∈ E(y), ϕ(uv) = ϕ(u)ϕ(v). Let ϕ be a representation of E on H. We say that ϕ is measurable if for any measurable section s of E, the map P ∋ x → ⟨ϕ(s(x))ξ|η⟩ ∈ C is measurable for every ξ, η ∈ H. A representation ϕ is said to be essential if for every x ∈ P , [ϕ(E(x))H] = H (for a subset S ⊂ B(H), [SH] denotes the closure of the linear span of {T ξ : T ∈ S, ξ ∈ H}). We can restate our problem as follows.

Problem: Let P be a standard Borel semigroup, and let E be a product system over P . Does there exist a separable Hilbert space H and a representation ϕ of E on H such that ϕ is essential and ϕ is measurable?

Before we proceed further, let us mention the examples of semigroups for which the above problem is solved in the literature. It is known that every product system over a semigroup P is concrete if eithier P = (0, ∞) ([2], [4], [11], [6]) or if P is a closed, pointed cone in R^d ([7]) or if P is a finitely generated subsemigroup of Z^d ([8]). The classical case is when P = (0, ∞) which started the subject. In this paper, we improve on these results by proving the following theorem.

Theorem 1.5. Let G be a locally compact, second countable, Hausdorff topological group, and let P ⊂ G be a Borel subsemigroup with non-empty interior. Assume that

(C1) either the group G is discrete and P is normal in G, i.e. gP g^{−1} ⊂ P for every g ∈ G, or (C2) the group G is abelian, or (C3) the set P P^{−1} is a subgroup of G, and there exists a ∈ P such that a is an order unit for P , i.e. ⋃_∞ n=1 P a^{−n} = P P^{−1}.

Then, every product system of Hilbert spaces over P has a representation ϕ on a separable Hilbert space such that ϕ is measurable and ϕ is essential. In particluar, every product system over P is concrete.

A quick summary of the ideas and the sequence of steps involved in the proof are described next.

The first proof in the 1-parameter theory which is quite involved was due to Arveson. A different proof, in the one parameter case, was due to Liebscher ([6]). A simpler proof was found by Skeide in [11]. Arveson himself came up with a short proof in [4]. For the exact relationship between the last two proofs, the reader is referred to [10]. For a product system E over (0, ∞), Skeide presented a construction in [11] (essentially an induced construction) that allows us to define an essential representation of E starting from an essential representation of E|_N . Here, E|_N stands for the product system restricted to N. The conclusion in the 1-parameter case is immediate as it is elementary to see that every product system over N has an essential representation.

Here, we generalise this trick beyond the 1-parameter case which is one of the key steps in the proof of Thm. 1.5. Let G be a locally compact, second countable, Hausdorff group, and let P ⊂ G be Borel subsemigroup with non-empty interior. Assume that P P^{−1} is a group. Suppose E is a product system over P , and Q is subsemigroup of P . We denote the product system restricted to Q by E|_Q. Then, under the assumption that QQ^{−1} is a closed subgroup and Q is cofinal, i.e. P Q^{−1} = P P^{−1}, we show that we can ‘induce’ an essential representation of E|_Q to an essential representation of E. It is now clear that under (C3), Thm. 1.5 follows. To tackle the case when G is abelian, we show the existence of a countable semigroup Q such that Q − Q is closed. This reduces proving Thm. 1.5 to the case when G is discrete.

The second crucial step that allows to prove Thm. 1.5 under the assumption that G is discrete is the following theorem.

Theorem 1.6. Let P be a countable, discrete (every subset is measurable) semigroup. Assume that P is left reversible, i.e. for a, b ∈ P , aP ∩ bP ≠ ∅. Suppose (P_n) is a sequence of subsemigroups such that (P_n)_n ↗ P . Suppose E is a product system over P , and let E_n the restriction of E to P_n. If E_n is concrete for every n, then E is concrete.

With the notation of Thm. 1.6, suppose ϕ_n is an essential representations of E_n. Invoking Banach limits, we construct a representation ϕ of E on a Hilbert space (nonseparable) that has a separable, reducing subspace on which ϕ is essential. The proof of Thm. 1.5 is completed as follows. As already observed, we are only left with proving Thm. 1.5 when G is discrete and P is a normal subsemigroup. In this case, we show that we can write P as an increasing union ⋃ n≥1 P_n where each P_n is a normal subsemigroup for which Condition (C3) of Thm. 1.5 is satisfied. As we have already proved Thm. 1.5 under (C3), we can apply Thm. 1.6 to finish the proof.

Notation: For us, N = {1, 2, · · · } and N_0 := N ∪ {0}.

2. Induced representations

As mentioned earlier, the inspiration for this section comes from Skeide’s work ([11]). For the rest of this section, let G be an arbitrary locally compact, second countable, Hausdorff topological group, and let P ⊂ G be a Borel subsemigroup, i.e. P is a Borel set which is also a subsemigroup. We assume that P is right Ore, i.e. P P^{−1} is a subgroup. This ensures that P is left reversible, i.e. given a, b ∈ P , aP ∩ bP ≠ ∅. The converse holds if P has identity. Assume that P has non-empty interior. Since P has non-empty interior, P P^{−1} = Int(P )Int(P )^{−1}. Consequently, P P^{−1} is an open subgroup. Thus, we may assume P P^{−1} = G.

For x, y ∈ P , we say x ≤ y if there exists a ∈ P such that y = xa. Since P is left reversible, given x, y ∈ P , there exists z ∈ P such that z ≥ x and z ≥ y. A subset F ⊂ P is said to be cofinal if given x ∈ P , there exists f ∈ F such that x ≤ f. Since P P^{−1} = G, if F ⊂ P is cofinal, then it is clear that given x ∈ G, there exists f ∈ F such that f ≥ x.

Proposition 2.1. There exists a sequence (s_n) ∈ Int(P ) such that {s_n : n ∈ N} is cofinal and s_n ≤ s_{n+1} for every n.

Proof. By assumption {Int(P )a^{−1}} is an open cover of G. Since G is second countable, there exists a sequence (t_n)_n in Int(P ) such that G = ⋃_∞ n=1 Int(P )t^{−1}_n , i.e {t_n : n ∈ N} is cofinal. Set s_1 = t_1 and define s_n inductively as follows: for n ∈ N, pick s_n ∈ Int(P ) such that s_n ≥ t_n and s_n ≥ s_{n−1}. This is possible since Int(P ) is left reversible. By definition, (s_n)_n is increasing. Since s_n ≥ t_n and {t_n : n ∈ N} is cofinal, it follows that {s_n : n ≥ 1} is cofinal. □ For a closed subgroup K, we denote the homogeneous space of left cosets of K by G/K. For x ∈ G, we denote the left coset xK by [x].

Proposition 2.2. Let Q ⊂ P be a Borel subsemigroup such that K := QQ^{−1} is a closed subgroup of G. Assume that Q is cofinal. Then, the quotient map π : G → G/K has a Borel cross section κ : G/K → G such that κ(G/K) ⊂ P .

Proof. Let (s_n)_n ∈ Int(P ) be a cofinal sequence and for each n ∈ N, let t_n ∈ Q be

such that t_n ≥ s_n. Then, {t_n : n ∈ N} is a cofinal set. Hence, ∞⋃ n=1 P t^{−1}_n = G. We can

also assume t_n ≤ t_{n+1} for every n. Set A_1 := P t^{−1}_1 , and let A_k := P t^{−1}_k \P t^{−1}_{k−1} for k ≥ 2. Then, G = ∐_∞ k=1 A_k.

Define a map ϕ : G → P by setting ϕ(x) = xt_k if x ∈ A_k. Then, ϕ is a Borel map. Let κ_0 : G/K → G be a Borel cross section. For the existence of such a cross section, we refer the reader to Thm. 3.4.1 of [1]. Define κ := ϕ ∘ κ_0. Then, κ is a Borel cross section of the quotient map π : G → G/K such that the range of κ is contained in P . The proof is complete. □ Let E := {E(x)}_{x∈P} be a product system over P . Let d be the dimension function, i.e for x ∈ P , d(x) = dim E(x). For x, y ∈ P , let U_{x,y} : E(x) ⊗ E(y) → E(xy) be the unitary operator defined by U_{x,y}(u ⊗ v) = uv.

Let Q ⊂ P be a cofinal subsemigroup such that K := QQ^{−1} is a closed subgroup of G. Let σ be an essential representation of E|_Q on a separable Hilbert space H. Further assume that σ is measurable. For a ∈ Q, let σ_a : E(a) ⊗ H → H be the unitary operator defined by σ_a(u ⊗ ξ) = σ(u)ξ. For [x] ∈ G/K, define Δ([x]) := ∐ y∈P,[y]=[x] E(y) ⊗ H. Define an equivalence relation on Δ([x]) as follows: for y, z ∈ [x], u ∈ E(y) ⊗ H and v ∈ E(z) ⊗ H, we say u ∼ v if there exists a, b ∈ Q such that ya = zb and

(U_{y,a} ⊗ 1)(1 ⊗ σ^∗_a)u = (U_{z,b} ⊗ 1)(1 ⊗ σ^∗_b )v.

Denote the set of equivalence classes of Δ([x]) by H_{[x]}. Then, H_{[x]} has a natural vector space structure and also has an inner product that makes H_{[x]} a separable Hilbert space. To see this, pick y ∈ [x] ∩ P . Let i : E(y) ⊗ H → Δ([x]) be the ‘natural inclusion’ and let q : Δ([x]) → H_{[x]} be the quotient map. Then, q ∘ i : E(y) ⊗ H → H_{[x]} is a bijective map. Now, impose the vector space structure and the inner product structure on H_{[x]} after identifying it with E(y) ⊗ H via the map q ∘ i. It is not difficult to prove that the vector space structure as well as the inner product is independent of the chosen representative.

Let a ∈ P , u ∈ E(a) and [x] ∈ P/Q be given. Let θ([x], u) : H_{[x]} → H_{[ax]} be the bounded operator defined by θ([x], u)[v ⊗ ξ] = [uv ⊗ ξ]. Note that for a, b ∈ P , u ∈ E(a) and v ∈ E(b), (2.1) θ([bx], u)θ([x], v) = θ([abx], uv). Also, for a ∈ P , u, v ∈ E(a), (2.2) θ([x], v)^∗θ([x], u) = ⟨u|v⟩. Proposition 2.3. Let a ∈ P and denote dim E(a) by d. Let {e_i}^d_{i=1} be an orthonormal basis for E(a). Then, for every [x] ∈ G/K, d∑ i=1 θ([x], e_i)θ([x], e_i)^∗ = 1.

Proof. Fix [x] ∈ G/K. We can assume x ∈ P . We simply denote θ([x], e_i) by θ(e_i). Thanks to Eq. 2.2, {θ(e_i)}^d_{i=1} is a family of isometries with mutually orthogonal ranges. It suffices to show that ⨁_d i=1 θ(e_i)H_{[x]} coincides with H_{[ax]}, or it suffices to prove that a total subset of H_{[ax]} is contained in ⨁_d i=1 θ(e_i)H_{[x]}.

Note that {[uv ⊗ ξ] : u ∈ E(a), v ∈ E(x), ξ ∈ H} is total in H_{[ax]}. Let u ∈ E(a), v ∈ E(x) and ξ ∈ H be given. Let {v_j}^m_{j=1} be an orthonormal basis for E(x). Then, [uv ⊗ ξ] = ∑ i,j ⟨uv|e_iv_j ⟩[e_iv_j ⊗ ξ] = ∑ i,j ⟨uv|e_iv_j ⟩θ(e_i)[v_j ⊗ ξ]

∈ d⨁ i=1 θ(e_i)H_{[x]}. Hence the proof. □ Let d be the dimension function, i.e. d(x) = dim E(x) for x ∈ P . We now impose a measurable structure on { H_{[x]} } [x]∈G/K which is a field of separable Hilbert spaces.

Pick a Borel cross section κ : G/K → G such that the image of κ is contained in P . Let {e_1, e_2, · · · } be a countable family of measurable sections such that {e_i(x)}^{d(x)}_{i=1} is an orthornormal basis for E(x) for each x ∈ P . Let {ξ_1, ξ_2, · · · } be an orthonormal basis for H. Call a section s : G/K → ∐ [x]∈G/K H_{[x]} measurable if the map

G/K ∋ [x] → ⟨ s([x]) | |[e_i(κ(x)) ⊗ ξ_j]⟩ ∈ C is measurable for every i, j. Denote the set of measurable sections by Γ. Then, it is not difficult to see that ( {H_{[x]}}_{[x]∈G/K} , Γ ) is a measurable field of Hilbert spaces over G/K.

Let μ be a quasi-invariant measure on G/K. For s ∈ G, let τ_s : G/K → G/K be the map defined by τ_s([x]) = [sx]. We can choose the measure such that there exists a continuous function ω : G × G/K → (0, ∞) such that d(μ ∘ τ_s) dμ ([x]) = ω(s, [x]). We refer the reader to [5] for the existence of such a quasi-invariant measure. Let

L := {f ∈ Γ : the map G/K ∋ [x] → ||f([x])|| ∈ [0, ∞) is square intergrable w.r.t. to μ}.

Define an inner product on L by setting ⟨f|g⟩ := ∫ G/K ⟨f([x])|g([x])⟩dμ([x]). Then, L is a separable Hilbert space.

Let a ∈ P and let u ∈ E(a) be given. For f ∈ L, define

ϕ(u)f([x]) := ω(a^{−1}, [x])^{12} θ([a^{−1}x], u)f([a^{−1}x]).

We leave it to the reader to verify that ϕ(u)f is a measurable section. It follows from Eq. 2.2 that ϕ(u)f ∈ L. Again, by Eq. 2.2, for a ∈ P , u, v ∈ E(a) and f ∈ L, (2.3) ⟨ϕ(u)f|ϕ(v)f⟩ = ⟨u|v⟩⟨f|f⟩. The above equation implies that ϕ(u) is a a bounded operator. Eq. 2.3 and Eq. 2.1 implies that ϕ is a representation of E on L. We call ϕ the induced representation of E associated with σ.

Proposition 2.4. The representation ϕ is measurable and is essential.

Proof. The verification that ϕ is measurable is left to the reader. The fact that ϕ is essential follows from Prop. 2.3. □ The following theorem is now immediate.

Theorem 2.5. Let G be a locally compact, second countable, Hausdorff group, and let P ⊂ G be a Borel subsemigroup with non-empty interior such that P P^{−1} = G. Let Q ⊂ P be a cofinal subsemigroup such that QQ^{−1} is a closed subgroup of G. Let E be a product system over P . If E|_Q is concrete, then E is concrete.

Remark 2.6. Suppose P = G and Q = K is a closed subgroup. Let E be the ‘trivial’ product system over G, i.e. E(x) = C for every x ∈ G, and the multiplication is the usual multiplication of complex numbers. Then, measurable essential representations of E correspond to strongly continuous unitary representation of G, and measurable essential representations of E|_Q correspond to strongly continuous unitary representation of K. If σ is a strongly continuous unitary representation of K, then the representation ϕ constructed above is nothing but the usual induced representation of G associated with σ.

3. An application of Banach limits

In this section, we prove Thm. 1.6. We start with a preparatory result.

Lemma 3.1. Let P be a discrete, countable semigroup. Let E := {E(a)}_{a∈P} be a product system of Hilbert spaces. Suppose E has an essential representation. Then, it has an essential representation on a separable Hilbert space.

Proof. Let ϕ : E → B(K) be a representation of E on a Hilbert space K which may not be separable. Set A := C^∗{ϕ(E(a)) : a ∈ P }. Note that A is a separable C^∗-algebra. Consequently, there exists a separable, closed subspace H ⊂ K such that H and H^⊥ are invariant under A. Then, the representation ϕ leaves H and H^⊥ invariant. The fact that ϕ is an essential representation of E on K together with the fact that ϕ leaves H and H^⊥ invariant imply that its restriction to H is again an essential representation. □

Remark 3.2. Let P be a measurable semigroup. Assume that P is left reversible, i.e. aP ∩bP ≠ ∅ for every a, b ∈ P . Let E := {E(a)}_{a∈P} be a product system over P . Suppose ϕ : E → B(K) is a representation. Observe that for a, b ∈ P , ϕ(E(b))K ⊂ ϕ(E(a))K if a ≤ b (Recall that we say a ≤ b if b = ac for some c ∈ P ). Set

K_∞ := ⋂ a∈P ϕ(E(a))K. Then, K_∞ is reducing for the set {ϕ(u) : u ∈ E(a), a ∈ P } of operators. Moreover, the representation ϕ restricted to K_∞ is essential. The proof is left to the reader. For the 1-parameter proof, the reader can refer to Prop. 3.2.4 of [3]. We call K_∞ the essential part of ϕ and K^⊥_∞ the singular part. Note that since {ϕ(E(a))K}_{a∈P} is a decreasing family of subspaces K_∞ = ⋂ n≥1 ϕ(E(s_n))K for any cofinal sequence (s_n). Thus, to show E has an essential representation on a Hilbert space, it suffices to construct a representation on a Hilbert space K such that K_∞ ≠ 0.

Proof of Thm. 1.6: Let P , P_n and E be as in the statement of Thm. 1.6. Let (s_n)_n be a cofinal sequence in P which is increasing. After renumbering, we can assume that (i) for every n ∈ N, s_n ∈ P_n, and

(ii) for every n ∈ N, there exists t_{n+1} ∈ P_{n+1} such that s_{n+1} = s_nt_{n+1}. Set t_1 := s_1.

Let E_n be the product system E restricted to P_n. Let ϕ_n : E_n → B(H_n) be an essential representation of E_n on a separable Hilbert space H_n. Let K_0 ⊂ ∏_∞ n=1 H_n be the set of sequences {ξ_n}_{n≥1} such that {||ξ_n||}_{n≥1} is bounded. Fix a state ω on ℓ^∞(N) that vanishes on c_0(N). Define a semi-definite inner product ⟨ | ⟩_∞ on K_0 by setting ⟨ξ|η⟩_∞ := ω ( {⟨ξ_n|η_n⟩}^∞_{n=1} )

for ξ, η ∈ K. We mod out the null vectors and complete to obtain a Hilbert space which we denote by K. Since ω vanishes on c_0(N), it follows that for ξ := {ξ_n}_{n≥1} and η := {η_n}_{n≥1} in K_0, the equality

(3.4) [ξ] = [η]

holds in K if ξ_n = η_n eventually.

Let a ∈ P and let u ∈ E(a) be given. Choose N ≥ 1 such that a ∈ P_n for n ≥ N. Define ϕ(u) : K → K by setting

(3.5) ϕ(u)[ξ] = [η]

where η is any sequence such that η_n = ϕ_n(u)ξ_n eventually. Note that ϕ_n(u) makes sense when n ≥ N. We leave it to the reader to verify that ϕ is a representation of E on K.

We claim that the essential part K_∞ is non-zero. Note that s_n = t_1t_2 · · · t_n for every n. For every k, choose a unit vector u_k ∈ E(t_k). For n ≥ 1, let

v_n := u_1u_2 · · · u_n.

For n ≥ 1, let ξ_n ∈ H_n be a unit vector, and set η_n := ϕ_n(v_n)ξ_n. Then, [η] is a unit vector in K.

Let n ≥ 1 be given. For k ≥ n + 1, let w_k := u_{n+1}u_{n+2} · · · u_k. Let γ := (γ_i)_i be any sequence in K_0 such that γ_k = ϕ_k(w_k)ξ_k for k ≥ n+1. Then, for k ≥ n+1, η_k = ϕ_k(v_n)γ_k. By Eq. 3.5, we have

[η] = ϕ(v_n)[γ].

Thus, [η] ∈ ϕ(E(s_n))K for every n ≥ 1. Consequently, [η] ∈ ⋂ n≥1 ϕ(E(s_n))K. Thanks to

Remark 3.2, [η] ∈ K_∞. Thus, the essential part of ϕ is non-zero. The conclusion follows from Lemma 3.1 and Remark 3.2. □

4. Proof of Thm. 1.5

In this section, we prove Thm. 1.5. We start by proving that product systems over a few elementary semigroups (including the silliest one) are concrete. The next four results are certainly well known to the experts. However, the presentation given here can be considered new.

Proposition 4.1. Every product system over the trivial group {0} is concrete.

Proof. Let E be a product system over the trivial group {0}. This means that E is a Hilbert space which is also an algebra over C such that the multiplication map E ⊗ E ∋ x ⊗ y → xy ∈ E is a unitary operator. For x ∈ E, let ϕ(x) : E → E be the operator defined by ϕ(x)y = xy. Then, ϕ defines an essential representation of E on E. The proof is complete. □

Proposition 4.2. Let E = {E(n)}_{n∈N} be a product system over N. Then, E is concrete. Every product system over N_0 is concrete.

Proof. Let H be an infinite dimensional Hilbert space, and let U : E(1) ⊗ H → H be a unitary operator. For ξ ∈ E(1), define T_u : H → H by setting T_u(ξ) = U(u ⊗ ξ). Let {e_i}_{i∈I} be an orthonormal basis for E(1). Define a unital, normal^∗-endomorphism of B(H) by setting α(A) := ∑ i∈I T_{ei} AT^∗_{ei} . Let F := {F (n)}_{n∈N} be the product system associated with the E_0-semigroup {α^n}_{n∈N} . Then, F (1) = {T_u : u ∈ E(1)}. Thus, F (1) and E(1) have the same dimension. It is clear that two product systems over N are isomorphic if and only if the corresponding fibres at 1 have the same dimension. Thus, E and F are isomorphic. In other words, E is a concrete product system. Note that N is a cofinal subsemigroup of N_0 . The last conclusion is immediate from Thm. 2.5. □ The following is a corollary to Prop. 4.1 and Thm. 2.5.

Proposition 4.3. Let G be a locally compact group, Hausdorff, second countable group. Suppose E = {E(x)}_{x∈G} is a product system. Then, E is concrete.

Proof. In Thm. 2.5, let P = G, and let Q = {e}. □

Proposition 4.4. Let P be a subsemigroup of a discrete group G. Suppose that P is singly generated, i.e. there exists a ∈ P such that P = {a^n : n ∈ N}. Then, every product system over P is concrete.

Proof. Note that either P is isomorphic to N or P is a subgroup of G. The conclusion is immediate from Prop. 4.2 and Prop. 4.3. □

Definition 4.5. Let P be a semigroup, and let a ∈ P . We say that a is an order unit of P if given x ∈ P , there exists n ∈ N such that x ≤ a^n, i.e. given x ∈ P , there exists n ≥ 1 and y ∈ P such that a^n = xy. We say P has an order unit if there exists a ∈ P such that a is an order unit of P

The following proposition is a corollary to Thm. 2.5 and Prop. 4.4.

Proposition 4.6. Let G be a locally compact, second countable, Hausdorff topological group, and let P ⊂ G be a Borel subsemigroup with non-empty interior such that P P^{−1} is a subgroup. Suppose P has an order unit a. Then, every product system over P is concrete.

Proof. Since P has non-empty interior, P P^{−1} = Int(P )Int(P )^{−1}. Thus, P P^{−1} is an open subgroup of G. Without loss of generality, we can assume that P P^{−1} = G. Let a ∈ P be an order unit, i.e ⋃_∞ n=1 P a^{−n} = G. We can assume that a^{−1} /∈ P . Otherwise, P is a group, and we are done by Prop. 4.3. Let Q := {a^n : n ≥ 1}. In view of Thm. 2.5, it suffices to prove that the cyclic group generated by a is closed in G.

Let (m_k) be a sequence of integers such that (a^{mk} ) → x ∈ G. Since a is an order unit, x ∈ Int(P )a^{−r} for some r. Then, a^{mk +r} ∈ Int(P ) eventually. If m_k + r < 0 for some k, then, a^{−1} ∈ Int(P ) which is a contradiction. Thus, m_k ≥ −r. In other words, (m_k)_k is bounded below. Applying the same argument to the convergent sequence (a^{−mk} )_k, we see that (−m_k)_k is bounded below, i.e. (m_k) is bounded above. Thus, there exists a subsequence (m_{ki} )_i such that (m_{ki} )_i is a constant sequence. Hence, x ∈< a >. The proof is complete. □.

Proposition 4.7. Let G be a locally compact, second countable, Hausdorff topological group. Suppose that G is connected. Let P ⊂ G be a Borel subsemigroup with non-empty interior. If P is normal in G, then every product system over P is concrete.

Proof. Since P is normal, P P^{−1} is a group. In view of Prop. 4.6, it suffices to prove that P has an order unit a ∈ P . Let Ω := Int(P ). Fix a ∈ Ω. The fact that P is normal implies Ω is normal. The normality of Ω implies that ⋃_∞ n=1 a^{−n}Ω and ⋃_∞ n=1 Ωa^{−n} are subgroups. Moreover, ⋃_∞ n=1 a^{−n}Ω and ⋃_∞ n=1 Ωa^{−n} are open. Since G is connected, G = ∞⋃ n=1 Ωa^{−n} = ∞⋃ n=1 a^{−n}Ω. Hence a is an order unit for P . □

Proposition 4.8. Let G be a discrete countable group, and let P ⊂ G be a semigroup that is normal in G, i.e. gP g^{−1} = P for every g ∈ G. Then, P is right Ore. Also, there exists a sequence of subsemigroups (P_n)_n such that

(1) for every n ∈ N, P_n is right Ore, (2) for every n ∈ N, P_n has an order unit, and (3) the sequence (P_n)_n ↗ P .

Proof. The fact that P P^{−1} is a subgroup follows immediately from the normality assumption on P . Let (s_n)_n be an increasing cofinal sequence in P . For n ≥ 1, let

P_n := {x ∈ P : there exists k ∈ N such that x ≤ s^k_n}.

The normality of P ensures that P_n is a semigroup, and G_n = P_nP^{−1}_n is a subgroup of G. Moreover, s_n ∈ P_n is an order unit of P_n. Thanks to the normality of P , P_n ⊂ P_{n+1}. The fact that (s_n)_n is cofinal implies that ⋃ n≥1 P_n = P . □.

The following result is a corollary to Prop. 1.6, Prop. 4.8 and to Prop. 4.6.

Corollary 4.9. Let G be a discrete countable group, and let P ⊂ G be a semigroup that is normal in G. Then, every product system over P is concrete.

We have now proved Thm. 1.5 except for the locally compact abelian case which we prove next.

Theorem 4.10. Let G be a second countable, locally compact abelian group, and let P ⊂ G be a Borel subsemigroup with non-empty interior. Then, every product system over P is concrete.

Proof. Since P has non-empty interior, we can assume P − P = Int(P ) − Int(P ) = G. This does not result in any loss of generality. Note that for a subset F ⊂ G, if F is cofinal w.r.t the pre-order determined by Int(P ), then F is cofinal w.r.t. the pre-order determined by P . Thus, it suffices to consider that case when P is open. Thus, let P ⊂ G be an open subsemigroup such that P − P = G.

Let (s_n)_n be a cofinal sequence in P . We can assume that s_n ≤ s_{n+1}. Note that, by passing to a subsequence, we can assume that s_n /∈ −P . Otherwise, the cofinality of (s_n)_n implies that P = G in which case we are done by Prop. 4.3. For n ∈ N, let

K_n := {x ∈ G : there exists k ∈ N such that −ks_n ≤ x ≤ ks_n}.

Note that K_n is an open subgroup (and hence closed), K_n ⊂ K_{n+1}, and ⋃_∞ n=1 K_n = G.

Case (i): Suppose that the sequence (K_n)_n stabilies. Choose N such that K_N = G. In this case, s_N is an order unit of P , and we can apply Prop. 4.6 to conclude the result.

Case (ii): Assume that the sequence (K_n)_n does not stabilise. Then, by passing to a subsequence, we can assume K_n ≠ K_{n+1}. This, in particular, implies that rs_{n+1} /∈ K_n unless r = 0, i.e. s_n + K_{n−1} is not of finite order in the discrete group K_n/K_{n−1}. Let Q be the subsemigroup generated by {s_n : n ≥ 1}. Clearly, Q is a cofinal semigroup. Let H := Q − Q. We claim that H is closed in G. Since {K_n}_{n≥1} is an increasing open cover, it suffices to prove that H ∩ K_n is closed for each n. Since for r ≠ 0, rs_k /∈ K_n for k > n, H ∩ K_n = { n∑ k=1 m_ks_k : m_k ∈ Z}. Let n ≥ 1 be given. Let (x_r)_r be a sequence in H ∩ K_n such that (x_r)_r → x. Since K_n is closed, x ∈ K_n. Write, for r ≥ 1,

x_r := n∑ i=1 m^{(r)}_i s_i

where m_i ∈ Z. Since K_{n−1} is a clopen subgroup of K_n, K_n/K_{n−1} is discrete. This forces that the sequence (m^{(r)}n s_n + K_{n−1})_r is eventually constant. By assumption, s_n + K_{n−1} is not of finite order. Hence, the sequence (m^{(r)}n )_r is eventually constant.

Then, the sequence ( ∑_{n−1} i=1 m^{(r)}_i s_i)_r converges in K_{n−1} (note that K_{n−1} is closed in K_n).

Proceeding recursively, we can conclude that for every i ∈ {1, 2, · · · , n}, the sequence (m^{(r)}_i )_r is eventually constant. Hence, H ∩ K_n is closed for every n. Consequently, H is closed. Thus, Q is a countable, cofinal semigroup such that Q − Q is closed. Appealing to Thm. 2.5 and Corollary 4.9, we can conlcude that every product system over P is concrete. □

References

[1] William Arveson, An invitation to C^∗-algebras, Springer-Verlag, New York-Heidelberg, 1976, Graduate Texts in Mathematics, No. 39.

[2] , Continuous analogues of Fock space. IV. Essential states, Acta Math. 164 (1990), no. 3-4, 265–300.

[3] , Noncommutative dynamics and E-semigroups, Springer Monographs in Mathematics, Springer-Verlag, New York, 2003.

[4] , On the existence of E_0-semigroups, Infin. Dimens. Anal. Quantum Probab. Relat. Top. 9 (2006), no. 2, 315–320.

[5] Gerald B. Folland, A Course in Abstract Harmonic Analysis, Studies in Advanced Mathematics, CRC Press, Boca Raton, FL, 1995.

[6] Volkmar Liebscher, Random sets and invariants for (type II) continuous tensor product systems of Hilbert spaces, Mem. Amer. Math. Soc. 199 (2009), no. 930.

[7] S. P. Murugan and S. Sundar, On the existence of E_0-semigroups—the multiparameter case, Infin.

Dimens. Anal. Quantum Probab. Relat. Top. 21 (2018), no. 2, 1850007, 20.

[8] S.P. Murugan and S. Sundar, E^P_0 -semigroups and Product systems, arxiv/math.OA:1706.03928. [9] , An essential representation of a product system over a finitely generated subsemigroup of Z^d, to appear in Proceedings, Mathematical Sciences, Indian Academy of Sciences, arxiv/math.OA:1709.08152.

[10] Michael Skeide, Existence of E_0-semigroups for Arveson systems: making two proofs into one, Infin.

Dimens. Anal. Quantum Probab. Relat. Top. 9 (2006), no. 3, 373–378.

[11] , A simple proof of the fundamental theorem about Arveson systems, Infin. Dimens. Anal.

Quantum Probab. Relat. Top. 9 (2006), no. 2, 305–314.