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Abstract

We analyze the Jacobson topology on the spectrum of transformation group C*-algebras for
proper G-spaces X in terms of the space Stab(X)”™ = {(z,G,,0) | z € X, 0 € G;}. We
show that Stab(X )~ can be topologized and equipped with a G-action in such a way that the
quotient space G\Stab(X )~ is homeomorphic to (Co(X) x G)~ via the well-known bijection
between these spaces from the Mackey-Rieffel-Green theorem.

We discuss several approaches to define such a topology on Stab(X )~ and show that the
resulting topologies coincide.

Zusammenfassung

Diese Arbeit liefert eine Beschreibung der Jacobson-Topologie auf dem Spektrum von Trans-
formationsgruppen-C*-algebren fiir eigentliche G-Radume X vermittels des Raums Stab(X )™ =
{(z,Gz,0) | z € X, 0 € é;} Es wird gezeigt, dafl auf Stab(X)~ eine Topologie und
eine G-Wirkung derart definiert werden konnen, dafl die aus dem Satz von Mackey-Rieffel-
Green bekannte Bijektion zwischen dem Bahnenraum G\Stab(X )~ und (Cp(X) x G)~ ein
Homoomorphismus ist.

Wir diskutieren verschiedene Ansétze zur Topologisierung des Raums Stab(X)~ und
zeigen, dafl sie dieselbe Topologie liefern.
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Introduction

The purpose of this thesis is to describe the spectrum of transformation group C*-algebras
Co(X) x G for proper actions. In particular, we want to describe the Jacobson topology on
these spaces in terms of the action of G on X.

Crossed products of the form Cy(X) x G for proper G-spaces X are very important in
the theory of operator algebras because their K-theory appears in certain special cases of the
Baum-Connes conjecture with coefficients. The topological structure of (Co(X) x G)~ is of
interest because it corresponds to the ideal structure of Cp(X) x G, the knowledge of which
can be helpful for the computation of the K-theory of this C*-algebra.

This work is based on a well-known result, going back to work of Mackey, Rieffel, and
Green, which states that, for a proper G-space X, there exists a bijection

ind%: G\Stab(X)~ — (Co(X) x G),

where the space Stab(X)™ = {(z,Gy,0) |z € X, 0 € é\x} is equipped with a suitable action
of G. This shows that it is possible to describe the spectrum of Cy(X) x G in terms of the
spectra of the stabilizer subgroups G.

We present several ways to equip Stab(X )~ with a topology such that the quotient topol-
ogy on G\Stab(X )~ coincides with the topology induced by the bijection ind®. The nicest
one, based on an idea by Siegfried Echterhoff, is to define a C*-algebra A such that the spec-
trum A is in a natural set bijection with Stab(X)™. Then Stab(X)~ can simply be topologized
by transferring the Jacobson topology from A.

To actually prove that Stab(X )™ carries a topology with the required properties we need,
however, a more tangible definition. This is obtained by viewing Stab(X )~ as a subset of
X x S(G)~, where S(G)"~ is the space of irreducible subgroup representations of G equipped
with the Fell topology, which can be described very concretely in terms of functions of positive
type. We use this topology to define a closure operation on Stab(X )™, but the corresponding
topology does not in general coincide with the topology induced from X x S(G)". In fact,
it requires a good deal of work to show that our closure operation satisfies the Kuratowski
axioms and therefore induces a topology on Stab(X )~ at all. But this can be done, and we
also show that this topology coincides with the topology induced from the spectrum of A as
above.

The definition of this closure operation is inspired by Baggett’s work in [Bag6§|, where he
analyzes the topological structure of the spectrum of semidirect product groups N x K with
N abelian and K compact. Since

(Nx K 2 C*(NxKY = (C*(N)x K" = (Co(N) x KY,

and since compact groups automatically act properly, this is a special case of our situation. In
his description of (N x K)~, Baggett works with cataloguing triples which correspond to the



elements of Stab(X)~. He also uses a convergence-like notion based on S(G)”, but he does
not supply a proof that this notion does actually yield a topology for the set of cataloguing
triples. Nonetheless, our proof that the map ind® is open with respect to our topology in
case of a compact group K is based on his ideas.

To prove that openness of ind® can be used to prove openness of ind® in the general
situation of a properly acting group G we use a theorem of Abels’, which states that every
proper G-space is locally induced from compact subgroups. This approach has also been used
by Echterhoff and Emerson in [EE], where they define a topology on Stab(X )~ for proper
G-spaces X that satisfy Palais’ slice property, denoted by (SP), which means that X is even
locally induced from stabilizer subgroups. The topology defined by Echterhoff and Emerson
under the assumption of (SP) is very convenient, because it is completely determined by the
G-action and does not require the space S(G)".

We prove that, provided that (SP) is satisfied, their and our topology coincide, and we
also discuss why it is not possible to transfer their definition, nor their proof that ind® is a
homeomorphism with respect to their topology, to the general case.

This thesis is organized as follows: In Chapter [I] we present some basic material which will be
needed all the time. Chapter [2| begins with a short presentation of the different approaches to
defining a topology on Stab(X )™, continues with background material for and the definition
of our topology on Stab(X)", and closes with the proof that this topology makes the map
ind“ continuous, and a description of Stab(X )™ in the special case that the map = — G is
continuous.

In Chapter [3] we use induction via bimodules to show how the fact that a proper G-space is
locally induced from compact subgroups can be used to reduce the analysis of (Co(X) x G)~
and Stab(X)~ to the situation that G is compact. Chapter [4| contains some results on
representations of compact groups K and the structure of L?(K), which will be used in
Chapter |5 to prove that ind® is open with respect to our topology. That chapter also
contains the proof of openness in the general case, which completes the proof that ind®
is a homeomorphism.

We then go back to the definition of our topology on Stab(X )~ and show in Chapter |§|
that it coincides with the topology induced from A In Chapter |7] we then turn to proper
G-spaces with Palais’ slice property, briefly present Echterhoff and Emerson’s methods, and
compare them with our approach. The Appendix [A] contains some additional definitions and
proofs.



Chapter 1

Definitions and tools

In this chapter we collect most of the basic material which is needed for this thesis. Everything
is kept quite short and restricts to the results which we actually need, but references for
background reading are given. The topics we discuss here are proper G-spaces, locally compact
groups and C*-algebras and their representations, crossed products and generalized fixed point
algebras, and induced representations of covariant systems.

All through this thesis we work with locally compact spaces and locally compact groups.
Recall that a topological space is said to be locally compact if every point has a neighborhood
basis consisting of compact sets. If the space is Hausdorff, this is equivalent to the condition
that every point has a compact neighborhood. As we deal with Hausdorff spaces most of the
time, we use the term “locally compact” when we mean “locally compact and Hausdorft”. If
a space is locally compact, but not necessarily Hausdorff, we will mention this explicitly.

If X is a locally compact space, then we denote by C.(X) the compactly supported
continuous functions on X, and by Cy(X) the continuous functions vanishing at infinity.

1.1 Proper G-spaces

In this section we introduce the notion of (proper) G-spaces, list some important properties,
and explain what it means that a proper G-space is locally induced from compact subgroups.

Locally compact G-spaces

Most of the following definitions are also valid for general topological groups and spaces, but
we don’t need that generality. See [Wil07] for a more extended treatment of this material.

Let G be a locally compact group, and let X be a locally compact Hausdorff space. Then
X is a locally compact G-space if there exists a continuous map

GxX—=X, (gx)—g-x

such that ez =2 and g (h-x) = (gh) -z for all z € X and all g,h € G. We will usually
write gx instead of g - « for all g € G and all x € X. For every x € X, the orbit through x
and the stabilizer subgroup at z are defined by

Gr:={gr € X | g€ G},



and
G, ={9€G|gr ==z},

respectively. The set of orbits is called the orbit space and is denoted by G\ X. It is equipped
with the usual quotient topology, which is defined to be the final topology induced by the
orbit map X — G\ X, x — Gz. The orbit map is continuous (by definition of the topology)
and open (see Lemma 3.25 in [Wil07]). The openness of the orbit map yields the following
useful description of convergence in G\ X:

Remark 1.1.1 (Lemma 3.38 in [Wil07]). Suppose that X is a locally compact G-space, that
x € X, and that (z,),en is a net in X such that ([x,]),en converges to [x] in G\X. Then
there are a subnet (z;);es and elements s; € G for all j € J such that s;z; — 2 in X.

If G acts on X and (z,),en is a net in X, then we denote the corresponding net of
stabilizer subgroups by (G,),en instead of (G, ), en. We modify the notation analogously
for several other objects associated to a net (z,),en in X, and it will hopefully always be
clear what we mean.

Proper G-spaces

The following lemma lists several properties that might be used to define proper G-spaces. It
is a slight extension of Lemma 3.42 in [Wil07].

Lemma 1.1.2. Let X be a locally compact G-space. Then the following conditions are
equivalent:

(i) The map G x X — X x X, (g,z) — (gz,x) is proper in the sense that preimages of
compact subsets of X x X are compact in G x X

(i1) If (zy)ven and (g )ven are nets in X and G, respectively, and if x,y € X are such that
x, — x and g,x, — y, then the net (g,),en has a convergent subnet;

(iii) For every compact subset K C X the set {g € G | g7' K N K # ()} is compact in G.

Definition 1.1.3. A locally compact G-space X is said to be proper if it satisfies any, and
hence every condition of the previous lemma.

It is not hard to deduce the following important properties of proper G-spaces from
Lemma [1.1.2] The proofs of (i)-(iii) can also be found in [Wil07]; statement (iv) follows
directly from Lemma [1.1.2] (ii) or (iii).

Proposition 1.1.4. Let X be a proper G-space. Then the following statements are true:
(i) The stabilizer group G, is compact for every z € X.
(ii) The orbit space G\ X is a locally compact Hausdorff space.
(iii) For every z € X, the map G/G,; — Gz, gG, — gz is a homeomorphism.
)

(iv) Let Y be locally compact (not necessarily proper) G-space. Then the action of G on
X x Y given by g(x,y) = (g, gy) for all g € G, (x,y) € X x Y is proper.



It follows immediately from the definition that actions of compact groups are always
proper. To get a slightly more general example, let H be a closed subgroup of a locally
compact group G. Then the action H x G — G, (h,g) — (gh™!) is proper, because the map

GxG—GxG, (hg)— (gh™',9)

is a homeomorphism, which implies that its restriction to H x G is proper.

Induced G-spaces

Definition 1.1.5. Let H be a closed subgroup of a locally compact group G, and let Y be
a locally compact H-space. Define an action of H on G x Y by h(g,y) := (gh™!, hy) for all
he H, ge G,and y € Y. The quotient G xgY := H\(G xY) is then a G-space with respect
to the action ¢'[g,y] :=[¢'g,y] for all ¢’ € G, [g,y] € G xx Y.

As shown in the end of the previous paragraph, the action of H on G is proper. Hence
it follows that H acts properly on G x Y, and thus the induced space G xg Y is a locally
compact Hausdorff space, see Proposition [L.1.4] (ii),(iv).

The following proposition gives a criterion for when a given G-space is induced from a
closed subgroup H. It is a corollary to a similar statement on general covariant systems,
which is proven in [Ech90a]. Recall that, if X and Y are locally compact G-spaces, then a
continuous map ¢: X — Y is called a G-map if ¢(gz) = gp(x) for all g € G, z € X.

Proposition 1.1.6. Let X be a locally compact G-space and let H be a closed subgroup of
G. The following statements are equivalent:

(i) There exists a locally compact H-space Y such that X is G-homeomorphic to G xg Y.

(ii) There exists a continuous G-map ¢: X — G/H.

If (i) holds, then the corresponding G-map ¢: G xgY — G/H is given by ¢([g,y]) = gH for
all g € G,y € Y. Given a map ¢ as in (ii), the corresponding H-space Y is the closed subset
Y := ¢ 1 ({eH}) of X, and the G-homeomorphism ®: G x Y — X is given by ®([g,y]) = gy
forallge G,y €Y.

It is shown in Lemma 1.2 in [EE] that, if H is a closed subgroup of a locally compact
group G, and Y is a locally compact H-space, then G acts properly on G Xy Y if and only
if H acts properly on Y. It follows in particular that every G-space which is induced from a
compact subgroup must be proper. Locally, the converse of this is also true, which is shown
in the following theorem of Abels:

Theorem 1.1.7 (Theorem 3.3 in [Abe78]). Let X be a proper G-space. Then for every
x € X there exist a G-invariant open neighborhood U, of z and a compact subgroup L, of
G such that there is a continuous G-map ¢, : U, — G/L, with p,(z) = eL,.

Remarks 1.1.8. (i) By the preceding theorem and by Proposition there is, for every
r € X, a G-homeomorphism ®,: G x_ Y, — U,, where Y, := ¢ '({eL,}). Notice
that x € Y.

(ii) If X is a proper G-space and L and Y are such that the statements of Proposition m
hold, i.e., Y C X is an L-invariant subset and X = G X Y, then Y is called a global
L-slice of X. If U C X is a G-invariant open subset, then Y C U is a local L-slice for
X if it is a global L-slice for the G-space U.



(iii) Let z € X, and let Uy, L,, and ¢, be as in Theorem Let y € Y. Then Gy < Ly,
because for every g € G, we have that

eLy = p2(y) = 2(9y) = 992(y) = gL,
and hence g € L,.

(iv) Palais proved in [Pal61] that if a Lie group G acts properly on a locally compact space
X, then the group L, from Theorem [1.1.7] can be chosen to be the stabilizer subgroup
Gy for every x € X. Then every € X has a G-invariant open neighborhood U,
which is homeomorphic to G X, Y, for a suitable Gy-slice Y. In [EE], Echterhoff
and Emerson say that a proper G-space X satisfies Palais’ slice property (SP) if it has
just this property. If now Y, is a G,-slice through some x € X, then (iii) implies that
Gy < G, for all y € Y,.. Under this assumption, Echterhoff and Emerson can formulate a
topology on the space Stab(X )™ such that the map ind”: G\Stab(X)™ — (Co(X)xG)"
becomes a homeomorphism, see Chapter [7]

(v) Not all proper G-spaces satisfy (SP). Suppose, for instance, that a compact group K
acts on a compact space X. Then the componentwise action of the product [], . K on
[I,,en X is automatically proper, but does in general not satisfy (SP).

In our applications of Abels’ Theorem we will often need the following statement which,
loosely speaking, says that it does not matter if we move a net in U, which converges to a
point in Y, into Y.

Lemma 1.1.9. Let X be a proper G-space, let x € X and let U, ¢, L, and Y, be as in
Abels’ Theorem. Suppose that (y,),en in U, converges to y € Y. Then there exists a subnet
(yj)jes such that there is a net (g;);jes in G which satisfies g; — e and g;y; € Y, for all j € J.

Proof. Let U(e) denote the collection of symmetric open neighborhoods of e in G. Then WY,
is open in X for every W € U(e) because the composition

G x Y,—L1oG xp, Y,—221,

of the quotient map ¢ and the map ®, from Remark (i) is open, and WY, is the image
of the relatively open subset W x Y, of G x Y,. So WY, is relatively open in U, and, as U,
is open, WY, is open in X.

It follows that for every W € U(e) there exists v € N such that y, € WY, forall p € N>,.
Hence we can define

Jo= (W) [Yu 2 v: g, € WY,),

and J becomes an upwards directed ordered set with (Wy,11) < (Ws, v5) defined by Wo C W1
and vo > vi. The map j = (W,v) — v defines a subnet (y;)jes of (y»)ven which satisfies
y; € WY, for every j = (W,v) € J. For every j = (W,v) € J we can thus choose an element
gj € W such that g;y; € Y. To see that g; — e let Wy € U(e) and choose vy € N such that
Jjo == (Wo,p) € J. Then, for all j = (W,v) € J>j, we have that g; € W C W)y, and we are
done. O



1.2 Locally compact groups and their representations

In this section we want to set up the notation and definitions on locally compact groups and
their representations which we will need later on. For details, proofs and background to this
material the reader can, for instance, consult [DEQ9] or [Fol95]; some of this is also covered
in [Wil07].

Haar measure and the modular function

Let G be a locally compact group. Then G has a (left) Haar measure, that is, a left-invariant
Radon measure, which is unique up to a strictly positive scalar. Equivalently, there exists a
non-zero positive integral on C.(G) which satisfies

/ f(gz)dzx :/ f(x)dx for all f € C.(G), g € G,
G G

which is called the (left) Haar integral, and is also unique up to multiplication with a strictly
positive scalar.
Since, for every g € G, the map

C.(G) > C, s /G F(g)da

also defines a Haar integral, uniqueness implies that there exists a number A(g) € R such
that

/ f(z)dx = A(g)/ f(zg)dx for all f € C.(G).
G G

The map A: G — Ry is called the modular function on G. It is independent of the choice of
Haar measure and is a continuous homomorphism. A group for which A(g) =1 for all g € G
is called unimodular; this is the case for all abelian, all discrete, and all compact groups.
Whenever we consider a compact group K, we suppose that it comes equipped with the
normalized Haar measure such that | 5 1ldk = 1. In case that we have several groups and Haar
measures around we sometimes use the notation [ f(g)dua(g) instead of [, f(g)dg.

Unitary representations

We now come to the definition of unitary representations of locally compact groups. The nice
representation theory of compact groups will play such an important role in this work that it
deserves some extra treatment — see Chapter [4] for this.

Again, let G be a locally compact group. A unitary representation of G is a homomorphism
o from G into the group U(V,) of unitary operators on a Hilbert space V, that is continuous
with respect to the strong operator topology, which means that G — V,, x — o(z)¢{ is
continuous for every £ € V,. The dimension of the space V, is denoted by dim, and is called
the dimension of 0. We often omit the term “unitary”.

The most important examples are the left and right regular representation, denoted by A¢
and ¢, respectively, which represent G on the unitary operators on L?(G) and are defined
by

A )9 = fla™'g)  forall feL*G), z,9€G,



and )
(65 )(g) = A(x)2 f(gz)  forall fe L*(G), z,9 € G,

Two representations o, 7w of G are said to be unitarily equivalent (notation: o = ) if there
exists a unitary operator U: V, — V. such that

Uo(z)U™' = n(x) for all x € G.

The collection of equivalence classes of unitary representations of G (with limited cardinality
of the involved Hilbert spaces) is denoted by Rep(G). For the sake of readability we will not
make a notational difference between a representation o of G and its class in Rep(G).

Subrepresentations and irreducible representations

When working with group representations it is often desirable to split a given representation
up into “smaller” ones, and of course it is also interesting to know which ones are “smallest”.
This is implemented with the following notion of subrepresentations and irreducible repre-
sentations. If o is a unitary representation of GG, then a closed subspace M of V, is called
invariant for o if o(x)M C M for all z € G. If M is a nonzero invariant subspace for o, then
there is a representation |y of G on M given by oy (z) = o(x)|ar for all z € G.

A unitary representation 7 of G is said to be a subrepresentation of o, or to be contained
in o, notated by m < o, if there exists an invariant subspace M < V, such that 7 = o|y.
We are often a bit sloppy and also use this notation if 7 is just equivalent to o|y;. A unitary
representation o of a locally compact group G is said to be irreducible if it does not admit any
invariant subspaces other than V,, and {0}. Otherwise, o is called reducible. If G is compact,
then every irreducible representation of G is finite-dimensional, and every representation of
G is a direct sum of irreducibles.

The collection of unitary equivalence classes of irreducible representations of a locally
compact group G is called the spectrum of G and is denoted by G.

Schur’s Lemma

The following criterion for irreducibility is fundamental, and many of the results which we
will present in Chapter [4] are based on it. Whenever m and o are unitary representations
of a locally compact group G, then C(m, o) denotes the set of all T' € B(V;.V,) that satisfy
Tn(g) = o(g)T for all g € G. If 0 = 7 we just write C(w) instead of C(m, o).

Lemma 1.2.1 (Schur’s lemma). Let m and o be irreducible representations of a locally
compact group G.

(i) = is irreducible if and only if C(7) contains only scalar multiples of the identity.

(ii) If 7 and o are equivalent, then C(w, o) is one-dimensional; otherwise, C(w, o) = {0}.

The dual of a representation

We will later, when we want to decompose the space L?(K) for a compact group K, need the
following notion of the dual of a given representation: Let ¢ be a unitary representation of
G. Recall that the Hilbert space dual of the space V, of ¢ is given by

Vo ={¢" 1 €eVo}



with the linear operations and the inner product given by

N At = A+ )", vy = v,

for all A\, u € C and &,n € V. The dual representation o*: G — U(V,}) of o is now given by
c*(g)&* = (0(g)&)* for all g € G and & € V.

1.3 (*-algebras and their representations

We now introduce some material on representations of C'*-algebras and the topologies of the
spaces Rep(A) and A. For precise definitions and proofs the reader may consult, for instance,
[Dix77] or [Mur90]. Some of the terms and notations of Section like equivalence
of representations or subrepresentations, can be transferred directly to C*-algebras, and we
do so without further notice.

The spaces Rep(A) and A

In the following let A be a C*-algebra. A representation of A is a *-homomorphism A — B(V')
for some Hilbert space V. We denote by Rep(A) the set of all unitary equivalence classes of
nondegenerate *-representations, and by A the spectrum of A, i.e., the subset of all unitary
equivalence classes of irreducible *-representations of A.

To define topologies on these sets, we first introduce topologies on the sets Z(A) of closed
two-sided ideals in A, and on Prim(A) := {kerw | 7 € A\}, the primitive ideal space of A.

For every I € Z(A) let U(I) :== {J € Z(A) | J\ I # 0}, then {U(I) | I € Z(A)} forms a
sub-basis for the Fell topology on Z(A). The Fell topology on Rep(A) is defined as the initial
topology via the map Rep(A) — Z(A), m — kerm. Restriction to Prim(A) respectively A
yields the usual Jacobson topology. Recall that the Jacobson topology can also be defined
directly via the closure operation given by

R:= {JePrim(A) y ﬂIgJ}

IeR

for every R C Prim(A). This leads us to the concept of weak containment, which will give a
convenient description of convergence with respect to the Fell topology:

Definition 1.3.1. An element m € Rep(A) is said to be weakly contained in a subset R of
Rep(A) if

ﬂ ker o C ker .

0€R

This is denoted by m < R. If R = {o}, we simply write 7 < g. Two subsets R, S of Rep(A)
are said to be weakly equivalent if p < S for all p € R and 0 < R for all 0 € S.

The following two results are Propositions 1.2 and 1.3 in [Fel64], and they characterize
convergence in Rep(A) in terms of weak containment:

Proposition 1.3.2. Suppose that A is a C*-algebra, that (m,),en is a net in Rep(A) and
that 7 € Rep(A).



(i) Then m, — 7 in the Fell topology if and only if 7 is weakly contained in every subnet
of (ﬂ-l/)l/GN .

(ii) If m, — m, then m, — p for every p € Rep(A) which is weakly contained in 7.

It is useful to keep the following fact in mind, a proof of which can, for instance, be found
in Paragraph 3.3.8 of [Dix77].

Remark 1.3.3. For every C*-algebra A the spectrum Aisa locally compact (not necessarily
Hausdorff) space.

The spaces Rep(G) and G

If G is a locally compact group, then the unitary representations of G' correspond to the
non-degenerate representations of the group C*-algebra C*(G) (see page [12), and so Rep(G)
and G can be identified with Rep(C*(G)) and C*(G)", respectively. Hence, the preceding
concepts of the Fell topology, the Jacobson topology, and weak containment all carry over to
the group situation.

In case of a compact group there is a nice criterion for convergence of a net of represen-
tations to an irreducible representation. It is taken from [EE], but since it is very important
to some of our work, we will also present the proof in the end of Chapter

Lemma 1.3.4 (Lemma 4.8 in [EE]). Let K be a compact group, let (m,),en be a net in
Rep(K), and let 0 € K. The following statements are equivalent:

(i) mp — o3

(ii) There exists an index vy € N such that ¢ <7, for all v € N>,,.

Weak containment in terms of positive functionals

A very useful characterization of weak containment for representations of C*-algebras can be
obtained using positive functionals which are associated with *-representations. Analogous
results can be obtained for group representations (without passing to the group C*-algebra)
using functions of positive type, but we will only need and discuss these in the context of
subgroup representations, see Section The following material is based on [Fel60].

Definition 1.3.5. Let A be a C*-algebra. Then a positive functional ¢ is said to be associated
with an element m € Rep(A) if there exists an element £ € V; such that

p(a) = (r(a)s, )

for all @ € A. If R C Rep(A), then ¢ is associated with R if there exists ¢ € R such that ¢ is
associated with p.

Remark 1.3.6. If o, 7, and ¢ are as in the previous definition, then ||| = ||£]|?, because if
(uy)yen is an approximate unit for A, then

ol = im p(uy) = lim{m(u )€, €) = (€, €) = [/

The following result is a special case of Fell’s Equivalence Theorem for convergence of
representations, which is Theorem 1.2 in [Fel60].
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Proposition 1.3.7 (Lemma 2.2 in [Fel62b]). Let A be a C*-algebra, let B C Rep(A) and let
m € A. Then the following conditions are equivalent;:

(i) m is weakly contained in B;

(ii) There exists a nonzero positive functional associated with 7 which is a weak* limit of
finite linear combinations of positive functionals associated with B;

(iii) Every nonzero positive functional ¢ associated with 7 is a weak* limit of a net of positive
functionals (p,),en associated with B such that [|¢,|| < |||l for all v € N.

In case that 7 is a general element of Rep(A), one has to work with “a net of finite sums
of positive functionals” in (iii).

1.4 Crossed products and generalized fixed point algebras

We give a short account of some aspects of covariant systems, in particular of transformation
group C*-algebras, which we need in this work. Background material can be found in [Ech]
or [Wil07]. We also discuss generalized fixed point algebras and some of their properties; this
treatment is based on [EE].

Covariant systems, covariant representations, and crossed products

A covariant system (A, G, «) consists of a C*-algebra A, a locally compact group G, and a
strongly continuous homomorphism o: G — Aut(A), i.e., the map g — a4(a) is continuous
for every a € A. A covariant representation of (A, G, «) is a pair (p,U), where p: A — B(V)
is a *-representation and U is a unitary representation of G on the same Hilbert space, such
that

o(as(a)) = Uyr(a)U;

for all s € G and a € A. We say that (o,U) is nondegenerate if ¢ is nondegenerate, and
denote the set of all nondegenerate covariant representations of (A4, G, «) by Rep(A4, G).

For the construction of the crossed product A x, G we start with C.(G, A) and turn this
space into a *-algebra by defining convolution and involution by

frg(s) = /Gf(t)at(g(tls))dﬂ(t% Fr(s) = Als™Has(f(s7H)"

for all f,g € C.(G,A) and all s € G. If now (p,U) is a covariant representation of (4, G, «)
on some Hilbert space V', then we can construct a *-representation of C.(G, A) on the same
Hilbert space by defining the integrated form

0% U(f) = / o(£())Usdpa(s)

G

for every f € C.(G, A).
Since every *-representation p: A — B(V},) induces a covariant representation of (4, G, «)
on the Hilbert space L?(G, V,), we are not talking about the empty set here, and can define

I £l :==sup{|le x U(f)|| | (0,U) is a covariant representation of (A, G, «)} (1.4.1)

11



for every f € C.(G, A). This defines a norm on C.(G, A), which is called the universal norm.
The completion of C.(G, A) with respect to this norm is a C*-algebra, which is called the
crossed product of A by G and is denoted by A x, G. It is a useful fact that the crossed
product A X, G contains C,(G, A) as a dense subset.

Another possibility to obtain the crossed product is to define

1l = /G 1£(5) da(s)

for every f € C.(G,A). This also is a norm on C.(G, A), and the crossed product is the
enveloping C*-algebra of the completion Li(G, A) of C.(G, A) with respect to ||-]|1.

Using the first definition, it follows directly from that every integrated form o x U
of a covariant representation (g, U) can be extended to a *-representation of A x, G.

For nondegenerate *-representations, there is also a converse to this statement which uses
the canonical inclusions ¢4 and tg of A and G into the multiplier algebra M (A x, G) given

(ca(a)f)(s) = af(s), (fra(a))(s) = f(s)as(a)
(L) f)(s) = ar(f(t™'s)), (fra(®))(s) = At f(st™) (1.4.2)
for all f € C.(G,A), a € A, and s,t € G. These formulas extend to A x, G.

If now ® is a nondegenerate *-representation of A x, GG, then ¢4 and 1 can be used to
induce the representations

0:=Pouy, U:=do.p

of A and G, respectively. A calculation shows that (g, U) is then a nondegenerate covariant
representation of (A, G, a) and that ® = o x U.

Remark 1.4.1. Since this is a special case of induction via bimodules as described in Sec-
tion [3.3] below, the maps

Rep(A xq G) — Rep(A), o x U — o

and
Rep(A xq G) — Rep(G), o x U — U

are continuous.

The group C*-algebra C*(G) of a locally compact group G

To every locally compact group G we can associate the covariant system (C, G,id), and the
resulting crossed product C x;q G is nothing but the group C*-algebra C*(G). The covariant
representations of (C, G,id) correspond to the unitary representations of G, and the integrated
form of a unitary representation U of G is just given by

id xU(f) = /G F(5)Usdpa(s)

for every f € C.(G).
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Transformation group C*-algebras

Transformation group C'*-algebras constitute an important class of examples for crossed prod-
ucts, and in the special case that they arise from a proper G-space X, they are our main object
of study in this work.

Suppose now that X is a G-space. Then the action of G on X gives rise to an action of
G on Cp(X) via left translation defined by s - f(t) := f(s~'t), and we can form the crossed
product Cy(X) xy; G. Since we won’t consider any other action on Cp(X) we omit the It and
simply write Cp(X) x G.

It is shown in Section 2.3 in [Wil07] that C.(Gx X) is a dense *-subalgebra of C.(G, Cy(X)).
The formulas for convolution and involution then read

frglsz) = /ftw g 1) dp(t),
fs2) = AL s in)

for all f € C.(G x X), s € G, and x € X. In case of a proper G-space X it is well known,
and we mention it in Example that Co(X) % G is a Cy(G\X)-algebra with fibre over
each Gz given by Cy(Gz) x G. In the following we show how this fact can be obtained from
a very general construction of Cp(G\X)-algebras.

Generalized fixed point algebras

The material of this and the following section is taken from [EE], where one can also find
references to older and partly more general treatments of generalized fixed point algebras.
These algebras are the basis of our description of Stab(X )™ as the spectrum of a C*-algebra,
and they are also essential for Echterhoff and Emerson’s work on proper G-spaces with Palais’
slice property.

Assume that X is a proper G-space and that GG acts on a C*-algebra B with an action
B: G — Aut(B). If the set

{FeCyX,B)|VgeG,zeX: F(gz) = By(F(x)) and Gz — ||F(x)| € Co(G\X)}

is equipped with pointwise addition, multiplication, involution, and the supremum norm, it
becomes a C*-algebra which is denoted by Co(X x¢ B).

Lemma 1.4.2 (Lemma 2.2 in [EE]). The C*-algebra Cy(X xg B) is a Cy(G\X)-algebra,
where the fibre over each orbit Gz is given by the fixed point algebra B%=.

In the proof it is shown that Cp(X x5 B) is a Co(G\ X )-algebra with fibre over G given by
Co(Gz x g B), and that such a fibre is isomorphic to B% via the evaluation map F + F(z).

To use this for a description of Cy(X) x G we consider the following situation: Let a locally
compact group G act on itself by left translation and equip K := K(L?(G)) with the G-action
given by Ad(p): G — Aut(K), where g is the right regular representation from Example
Then the crossed product Cy(G) xy; G can be described as follows:

Remark 1.4.3. The extended version of the Stone-von Neumann Theorem (see Theorem C.34
in [RW98]) yields an isomorphism

M x XC: Cy(G) xy, G — K,
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where M is the representation by multiplication operators. Since the right translation action
rt of G on Cyp(G) commutes with 1t, it induces an action rt of G on Cy(G) Xy G which is given
by rty(p)(h) = rte(p(h)) for all ¢ € C.(G,Co(G)), g,h € G. A calculation shows that

M x X% (xtg(¢)) = 0%(g) (M % A%(¢)) “(g7")

for all g € G and ¢ € Cy(G) ¥y G. If K is a compact subgroup of G, then it follows that
an element ¢ € Cy(G) xy; G = K is contained in the fixed point algebra KX if and only if
¢ € Co(G/K) x G, so we obtain an isomorphism

Co(G/K) x G =KX, (1.4.3)
which will be used in the explicit description of ¥ in Lemma See [EE] for details.

If now X is a proper G-space and the C*-algebra B from Lemma and the text
preceding it is replaced by K with the G-action given by Ad(g), then Echterhoff and Emerson
prove that

Co(X) X G = C[)(X X@,Ado IC) (1.4.4)
Combined with Lemma this yields that Cp(X) x G is a Cp(G\X)-algebra with fibre
at an orbit Gz given by Co(Gz) x G = K% . Echterhoff and Emerson also give a concrete
description of these fibres, see Lemma [7.3.1]
We will consider a special case where there is an easier description of the generalized fixed
point algebras Cy(X xg B):
Topological fundamental domains

For reasons of compatibility with later usage of this material, it is for the moment inconvenient
to call our G-space X. So we name it Y for now.

Definition 1.4.4. Let Y be a (not necessarily locally compact) G-space. A closed subspace
Z CY is said to be a topological fundamental domain for Y if the map Z — G\Y, z — Gz
is a homeomorphism.

Echterhoff and Emerson prove the following nice consequence of Lemma [1.4.2

Proposition 1.4.5 (Proposition 2.7 in [EE]). If Z C Y is a topological fundamental domain
for a proper G-space Y, and if B is any G-algebra, then there is an isomorphism

Co(Y xg B)={f € Co(Z,B) | Yz € Z : f(z) € B}
given by F'— F|z.

We are of course interested in the following special case, where G acts on K = K(L?(G))
via Adp as above.

Corollary 1.4.6. Suppose again that Z is a topological fundamental domain for a proper
G-space Y. Then

Co(Y) 3 G = Co(Y xaade K) Z{f € Co(Z,K) | V2 € Z: f(z) € KE=}. (1.4.5)

Proof. The first isomorphism is as in (L.4.4), the second one comes from Proposition [1.4.5]
above. O
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1.5 Induced representations of covariant systems

The concept of induced representations of covariant systems is of central importance in this
work because it gives rise to the bijection ind® between our cataloguing space G'\Stab(X )™
and the space we want to analyze, namely (Cp(X) x G)~.

Suppose that (A,G,«) is a covariant system and that H is a closed subgroup of G.
There exists a right-Hilbert A x, G-A x,),, H bimodule (see, for instance, Appendix B.1 of
[EKQROG]). Using the methods of Section |3.3|on induction via bimodules, this can be used to
induce representations of A X, H up to representations of A x,G. In our situation it will be
more useful to have a concrete realization of induced representations of crossed products, as
given by Blattner in [Bla61]. To avoid technicalities, we restrict our treatment to the special
cases we actually need, although most of the statements below are also true in more general
situations.

Nice treatments of this material which deal both with the bimodule approach and with
Blattner’s realization, are given in [Ech] and [Wil07]. The case of group representations is

also dealt with in [Fol95].

Proposition/Definition 1.5.1. Let (A, G, «) be a covariant system, let H be a compact
subgroup of G, and let (g, U) be a covariant representation of (A, H, «|f) on a Hilbert space
Vir. Then

Hinqu :={£ € L*(G,Vy) | Vg€ G,h € H: &(gh) = Uy-1&(9)}

defines a Hilbert space with inner product given by

(&1,&) = / (&1(s),&(s))vyds  for all &,& € Hinau- (1.5.1)
G
On this space we can define a covariant representation (r,ind% U) of (A, G, a) by
(m(@)é)(g) = olag-1(a))é(g) foralla € A, £ € Hiau, g € G,
((indf U)g)é(s) = &(g~'s)  forallg,s € G, £ € Hinau.

We often denote the representation 7 x ind% U by ind% (o x U).

This construction is a special case of induction of covariant representations from a closed
(not necessarily compact) subgroup H of G. In that more general situation one has to work
in some modular functions and has to make some precautions to ensure that the integral in
exists. For us, the compact case will be sufficient.

We continue with the presentation of several important and useful results on induced
representations.

Proposition 1.5.2. Induction of representations preserves unitary equivalence, direct sums,
and containment of representations.

The following result on induction and containment of irreducible representations of com-
pact groups will be used many times in this work and plays a crucial role both in the proof
that our definition of convergence in Stab(X )™ is valid, and also in the proof of openness of
s 1G
ind™.
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Theorem 1.5.3 (Frobenius Reciprocity Theorem). Let K be a compact group, let H be a
closed subgroup of K, let ¢ be an irreducible representation of K, and let 7 be an irreducible
representation of H. Then 7 < |y if and only if 0 < indg 7. More precisely, the multiplicity
of 7 in o|y equals the multiplicity of ¢ in ind% 7.

The following theorem says that induction can be performed in “steps” or “stages”.
Theorem 1.5.4. Let (A, G, a) be a covariant system, let L < H < G be compact subgroups,
and let o x U be a representation of A x L. Then

ind¥ (o x U) ~ ind% (ind? (o x U)).

The following statement is an immediate consequence of the fact that induction via bi-

modules is continuous (see [Ech]).

Theorem 1.5.5. Let (A, G, «) be a covariant system and let H < G be a compact subgroup.
Then the map
Rep(A x H) = Rep(A x G), o0 x U — ind% (0 x U)

is continuous with respect to the Fell topologies.

Since we will have to deal with varying subgroups, we need a refined version of this, see
Proposition in the section on subgroup representations. We close this section with some
examples which we will need later on. For more general examples the reader may consult the
literature.

Examples 1.5.6. (i) In case of a trivial covariant system (C, G, id), the construction from
Proposition/Definition reduces to the case of induced group representations.

(ii) If G is a locally compact group acting properly on a locally compact space X, then, for
every x € X, every compact subgroup H of G, and every unitary representation o of
H, induction of the representation ev, xoy of Cy(X) x H yields the representation
781 = ind% (ev, xoy) = P x ind$ oy
of Cp(X) x G, where P? is given by

P (p)E(g) = eva(g™ - ©)&(g) = plgz)é(9)

for all p € Co(X), £ € Hindoy, and g € G. If we only induce up to G, then it follows
from the definition of P* that

P* x indgx oy = evy X indff oH.

Notice that we write ev, not only for the point evaluation representation of Cy(X) on
C, but also if ev, acts as multiples of the identity on any Hilbert space.

(iii) Suppose again that X is a proper G-space, that x € X and that H is a closed subgroup
of G;. Let oy € H and o0 € G, be such that oy < o|g. By Frobenius reciprocity
theorem, this implies that ¢ < indg”” opg. If we only induce up to G, we have

P*(p)€ = eva(p)€ = p(2)€
for all p € Cp(X) and all £ € Hinge,,. This shows that P? leaves subspaces of Hind sy,
invariant, and thus o < indff og implies that

evy XNo < evy X ind%’” OH.

We will use this observation in the proof of Proposition [2.4.2
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Chapter 2

The space Stab(X ) and continuity of
ind®

This chapter begins with a short motivation why we consider the space Stab(X)~ at all and
a short overview of several ways to obtain a topology on it. In Section we introduce the
concepts of subgroup C*-algebras and their representation spaces, which in Section will
be used to define a topology and a G-action on Stab(X)". That section closes with a short
discussion of the Mackey-Rieffel-Green theorem which states that induction of representations
yields a bijective map ind® between the orbit space G\Stab(X)™ and (Cy(X) x G)". To show
that there is hope that the map ind® becomes a homeomorphism with respect to the quotient
topology on G'\Stab(X )™ and the Jacobson topology on (Cy(X) x G)~, we give in Section [2.4]
the proof of continuity of ind®. To see that ind® is also open we will have to work much
more, which we will do in the following chapters.

Section [2.5| contains some statements on Stab(X )~ in case that the stabilizer map x — G
is continuous.

2.1 The space Stab(X)"
Why Stab(X)"?

Suppose that X is a proper G-space. It is our aim to find a description for the spectrum
of Cyh(X) x G and its Jacobson topology. A classical theorem based on results by Mackey,
Rieffel, and Green states that, if S is a section for the orbit space G\ X, then there exists a
bijection
| Go = (Co(X) x G, o = ind,_(evy x0) = 7, (2.1.1)
z€S
see Example (ii) for the notation and, for instance, [Ech| for a proof. This motivates us
to make the following definition:

Definition 2.1.1. Let X be a proper G-space. Define
Stab(X) := {(2,Gq,0) | 2z € X, 0 € G,}.

There is some redundancy in writing down the stabilizer subgroup G, here, but this
notation will be useful when we view Stab(X )™ as a subset of X x S(G)~, where S(G)~ is
the space of irreducible subgroup representations from Definition below.
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Notice that the definition of Stab(X )~ could be made for general locally compact G-spaces
X, but since all our applications need the assumption of properness, we restrict ourselves to
the treatment of proper G-actions.

To get closer to the domain of the map in (2.1.1]), we define an action of G on Stab(X)~
by g(x,Gz,0) = (92,Ggsz,go) for all g € G and (x,G,,0) € Stab(X)", where go is given
by go(h) := o(g thg) for all h € Gy = gG,g~'. At this point, this is not really a G-
action in our sense because we lack a topology on Stab(X)~, but this will be mended in
Section [2.3] where this material will be discussed in detail. We denote the class of an element
(x,Gy,0) € Stab(X)™ in the orbit space G\Stab(X )~ by [z, G5, 0].

Combining this with the map in , we obtain a bijection

G\Stab(X)™ = (Co(X) x GY, [z, Ga, 0] — 77,

which we denote by ind®.

Some ideas for defining a topology on Stab(X )™

Of course, the knowledge of the bijection ind® motivates us to define a topology on Stab(X)~
in such a way that the quotient topology on G'\Stab(X )~ coincides with the topology induced
by ind“ from the Jacobson topology on (Co(X) x G)~. As mentioned before there are several
ways to do this. The most elegant is certainly the following approach, the idea of which was
communicated to me by Siegfried Echterhoff.

Let X be a proper G-space and suppose that G acts on K := K(L?(G)) via Ad(p) as in
the text preceding Remark Then define

A:={feCy(X,K)|VzeX: f(z) ek} (2.1.2)

We will show in Chapter |§| that A is a Cy(X)-algebra with fibre K= at every 2 € X. Using
Proposition on the structure of the spectrum of a Cy(X)-algebra and Echterhoff and
Emerson’s decomposition of the fibres K=, which we present in Lemma we obtain

A= H(’CG””)A = H @ K(Hingo) = H K(Hinao) = H {ig}, (2.1.3)

zeX zeX Ueé\w zeX zeX
UEGz UEGz

where i, is the unique irreducible representation of K(Hi,q.), namely the inclusion into
B(Hindgos)- It is clear that the right hand side equals Stab(X )~ as a set, so we can equip
Stab(X )~ with a topology by transferring the Jacobson topology from A. This procedure
shows that Stab(X )~ can be topologized in a very natural way.

However, to prove that Stab(X )~ carries a topology as desired, we will use the space S(G)~
of irreducible subgroup representations of GG equipped with the Fell topology, as indicated in
the introduction. The preliminaries for the construction of this topology and its definition
are given in the following sections. In Chapter [6] we will prove that this topology coincides
with the topology obtained via A as above.

Echterhoff and Emerson show in [EE] that, under the assumption of Palais’ slice property,
one can define a topology on Stab(X )~ in terms of open neighborhood bases. We present
their approach in Chapter [7] and also show that their and our topology are the same if Palais’
slice property holds.
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2.2 Subgroup (C*-algebras and subgroup representations

In this section we give a short account of the concept of the subgroup C*-algebra C*(S(G), A)
associated to a covariant system (A, G, «a), its representation space Rep(S(G), A), and of a
useful description of the topology on Rep(S(G), A). This is the stuff that our topology on
Stab(X )™ will be made of. First, we need a topology on the set of closed subgroups of a given
locally compact group.

The space % (G)

The space £ (G) of closed subgroups of a given locally compact group G can be equipped
with the Fell topology, which can be more generally defined on the set of closed subsets of a
topological space X. Fell introduced this topology in [Fel62a].

Let X be any topological space and let ' (X) denote the set of all closed subsets of X.
For every finite collection F of open subsets of X and for every compact C' C X define

U(F,C)={Ke€(X)|VFeF:FNK #0and CNK = 0}.

These sets form a basis for the so-called compact-open topology or Fell topology on % (X),
which turns €(X) into a compact (not necessarily Hausdorff) space.
If X is locally compact there is the following nice description of convergence in €(X):

Lemma 2.2.1 (Lemma H.2 in [Wil07]). Let X be a locally compact (not necessarily Haus-
dorff) space. A net (K,)yen in €(X) converges to K € ¢ (X) if and only if the following
conditions hold:

(i) if k, € K, and k € X satisfy k, — k, then k € K;

(ii) for every k € K there are a subnet (K;);cs and elements k; € K; such that k; — k in
X.

Combined with the above, it now follows that ¢’ (X) is a compact Hausdorff space whenever
X is alocally compact (not necessarily Hausdorff) space. If we consider the situation of closed
subgroups or closed subspaces of locally compact groups or spaces, respectively, we get the
following easy, but important result:

Corollary 2.2.2. Let G be a locally compact group and let V' be a finite-dimensional, hence
also locally compact K-vector space. Then the spaces

H(G) :={K € ¢(G) | K is a closed subgroup of G}
and
H (V) ={W e%€(V)| W is a subspace of V'}

are closed in €(G) and € (V), respectively. In particular, ¢ (G) and J# (V) are compact
Hausdorff spaces.

Proof. The proof is a direct application of Lemmal[2.2.1] In the group case the details are given
in Corollary H.4 in [Wil07]. We illustrate the idea in the vector space situation. Suppose that
(W.)ven is a net in J# (V) which converges to an element W € ¢ (V). Then W is a closed
subset of V', and it is left to show that W is a vector subspace of V. It already follows from
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the group case that W is a subgroup of V. Let now w € W and X\ € K. By Lemma M(ii),
there exists a subnet (W;);es of (W, ),en such that there are elements w; € W; for every
J € J such that w; — w in V. Since Aw; € W for every j € J and Aw; — Aw in V, it follows
from Lemma [2.2.1fi) that Aw € W. Thus, W € #(V), and we have proven that ¢ (V) is a
closed subset of the compact Hausdorff space € (V'), as required. O

The following application of the previous results to nets of stabilizer subgroups will be
important when we define convergence in the space Stab(X)~ later on.

Lemma 2.2.3. Let G be a locally compact group that acts on a locally compact Hausdorff
space X. Let (z,),en be a net in X which converges to an element x € X. Then the net
(Gy)ven of stabilizer subgroups has a subnet which converges to a subgroup of G,.

Proof. Since the space £ (G) is compact, we can, after passing to a subnet and relabeling,
assume that (G,),en converges to an element H in % (G). We show that H < G5. Let
g € H. By Lemma ii) we can, after passing to a subnet and relabeling again, assume
that there are elements g, € G, for every v € N such that g, — ¢g. Now, as g,x, = z, for all
v € N, the net (g,z,),en converges both to gx and to x. Since X is Hausdorff, this implies
that gr = x and thus g € G, as required. O

Subgroup C*-algebras of covariant systems and subgroup representations

The following description of subgroup C*-algebras and subgroup representations is based on
Section 2 of [Ech92], but to keep this exposition short, we reduce the general treatment which
is given there to the setting we need. The case A = C is also treated in [Fel64].

In the following let (A, G, «) be a covariant system. We start by defining the set

S(G) = {(H,h) € #(G)x G | h € H.

It follows from Lemma2.2.1)on convergence in % (G) that S(G) is a closed subset of £ (G) x G
and thus is a locally compact Hausdorff space. It is shown in [Ech92] that C.(S(G), A)
becomes a normed *-algebra if convolution, involution, and the norm are pointwise given by
the operations on C.(H, A) (for every H € # (G)) as in the definition of crossed products on

page Explicitly, this gives

(Fog)(Hh) = (F(H,-)*g( / JUH, tyau(g(H, 1)t
FHB) = O () = Ag(h~! ),
Il = s IFE)h= su /|le|Adz
LeX (G)

for all f,g € C.(S(G),A) and for all (H,h) € S(G). Note that in the third line the symbol
|I|l1 stands both for the norm on C.(S(G), A) and the one on C.(L, A) for every L € ¢ (G).
Let Li1(S(G), A) denote the completion of C.(S(G), A) with respect to ||-||;.

We now show that every pair (H,p), with H € J#(G) and ¢ € Rep(4, H), can be
interpreted as a *-representation of L, (S(G), A). Let (H, o) be such a pair. For every function
F € C.(S(G),A) define Fgy € C.(H,A) by Fg(h) := F(H,h) for all h € H. Then the
map F' — Fpy extends to a norm decreasing *-homomorphism of L;(S(G), A) onto a dense
subalgebra of L;(H, A), and

o(F) :=o(Fg) for all F € L1(S(G), A)
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defines the desired *-representation of L;(S(G), A).

Definition 2.2.4. The enveloping C*-algebra of Li(S(G), A) is called the subgroup C*-
algebra of (A, G, «) and is denoted by C*(S(G), A).

The pairs (H, ¢) with H € #(G) and g € Rep(A, H) are called subgroup representations
of C*(S(G),A). We denote the space of all subgroup representations of C*(S(G), A) by
Rep(S(G), A) and give it the topology induced from Rep(C*(S(G), A)).

The subspace of all subgroup representations (H,p) with o € H will be denoted by
(S(G), Ay~

It is shown in Proposition 2 in [Ech92] that the irreducible representations of C*(S(G), A)
all come from elements of (S(G), A)".

The topology on Rep(S(G), A) makes it possible to investigate the continuity of induction
processes where all involved subgroups can vary. The following Proposition, which is part of
Corollary 2 in [Ech92], will be essential in our proof that the map ind“ is continuous.

Proposition 2.2.5. Let (4, G, a) be a dynamical system. The map

ind: {(K, (H,0)) € #(G) x Rep(S(G), A) | H < K} — Rep(S(G), A),
(K,(H, )~ (K,ind} o)

1s continuous.

A description of the topology on Rep(S(G))

In case of a trivial covariant system (i.e., if A = C) the spaces Rep(S(G)) and S(G)™ consist
of pairs (K,0), where K € K(G) and o € Rep(K) or o € K, respectively. In [Fel64],
Fell characterizes the topology on Rep(S(G)) in terms of a topology on the function space
F(G) == Upex (e C(H). We skip the formal definition of the Fell topology on .#(G) and
restrict ourselves to the following criterion for convergence:

Lemma 2.2.6 (Lemma 3.2 in [Fel64]). Let G be a locally compact group. Let (f,),en be a
net in .# (G) and let f € .#(G). Let H and H, be the domains of f and f, for every v € N,
respectively. Then f, — f if and only if the following conditions hold:

(i) H, — H in ' (G);

(ii) for each subnet (f;)jes of (fu)ven and each choice of x; € H; and x € H with z; — x
it follows that fj(x;) — f(x).

A function f € Z(G) is said to be of positive type and associated with an element
(H,0) € Rep(S(G)) if the domain of f is H and if there exists a vector { € V, such that
f(h) = (o(h)§, &) for all h € H.

Theorem 2.2.7 (Theorem 3.1." in [Fel64]). Let (H,,0,),en be a net in Rep(S(G)) and let
(H,0) € Rep(S(G)). Then (H,,0,) — (H,o0) if and only if the following holds: For every
function ¢ of positive type associated with (H, o) and each subnet of (H,,0,),cn there exist
a subnet (Hj,0;) e of that subnet and for each j € J a finite sum ¢; of functions of positive
type associated with (Hj,o;), such that ¢; — ¢ in F(G).
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Remarks 2.2.8. (i) If (H,o0) is irreducible, then each ¢; can be chosen to be a function
of positive type associated with (H;, o) instead of a finite sum of such functions.

(i) If H < G and (0y,),en and o are representations of H, then (H,0,) — (H,o0) in
Rep(S(@G)) if and only if 0, — o in Rep(H ). This follows directly from Theorem 1.5 in
[Fel60], which is basically a “constant group version” of Theorem above.

(iii) Suppose that (H,,0,) — (H,0) in Rep(S(G)). Then the above theorem combined with
Proposition [1.3.2) (i) implies that (H,,0,) — (H, o) for every o € Rep(H) which is
weakly contained in o.

Compact subspaces of Rep(S(G))

When we define our topology on the space Stab(X)™ it will be very important to control
subgroup representations which are in some sense dominated by a fixed subgroup representa-
tion. For this we introduce the following notation, which will be used all over this thesis: If
(L,p),(H,o0) € Rep(S(G)), then

(L,0) < (H,0) = L<Hand o< ol

Proposition 2.2.9. Let G be a locally compact group. Let (H, o) € Rep(S(G)) be such that
o is finite-dimensional. Then the space

Rep(S(G))<(m,0) := {(L, 0) € Rep(S(G)) | (L, 0) < (H,0)}
is compact (not necessarily Hausdorff) in Rep(S(G)).

Proof. Let (Ly, 0v)ven be anet in Rep(S(G))<(n,0)- We show that this net has a convergent
subnet. We know from Corollary that 2 (G) is compact, so we can pass to a subnet and
relabel to assume that there is L € J#(G) such that L, — L. It is clear from the description
of convergence in .# (G) from Lemma that L, < H for all v € N implies that L < H.

For every v € N, let V,, denote the space of g,. Since g, < oz, for every v € N, we
can without loss of generality assume that each space V), is a 0|, -invariant subspace of V.
Since V, is finite-dimensional, Corollary tells us that # (V) is compact. Hence, we
can pass to a subnet and relabel to assume that there exists a closed subspace V <V, with
V, = Vin # (V). It remains to show that V is o|p-invariant and that (L,, 0, ) en converges
to (L, (o|r)|v) in Rep(S(G)).

For o|z-invariance of V' let [ € L and £ € V. By the description of convergence in J# (QG)
and (V) in Lemma [2.2.1](ii) we can pass to a subnet and relabel twice to assume that there
exist elements [, € L, and &, € V, for all v € N such that [, — [ in G and &, — £ in V.
Since

lo(l)&y — o (D&l < llo(l)s — o (L)Ell + o (L)€ — o (1)E]l
<& =&l + lo(t)€ — a(D)E]| (2.2.1)

in V, for every v it follows from &, — ¢ and from strong continuity of o that o (I, )&, converges
to o(l)¢ in V,. As o(l,)&, is contained in V,, for every v € N, it follows from Lemma [2.2.1{i)
that o ()¢ is contained in V', which shows that V' is o|z-invariant.

It is clear that (L, (o|r)|v) < (H,0), and to show that (L,, 0,) — (L, (o|z)|v) we apply
Fell’s characterization of convergence in Rep(S(G)) as given in Theorem [2.2.7] For this
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suppose that ¢ is a function of positive type associated with (L, (o]1)|v), and choose n € V'
such that ¢(k) = (o(k)n,n) for all k € L. Suppose that we have passed to a subnet of
(Ly, 0v)ven, and relabeled. As above, we apply the description of convergence in J# (V;), so
we can pass to a subnet and relabel again to assume that for every v € N there exists an
element 7, € V,, such that , — n in V,. For every v € N set

ov: Ly = C, k= (0, (k)nu, ) = (a(k)nw, mu),

then every ¢, is a function of positive type associated with (L,, g,), and, since g, < o|r,, it
is also associated with o|;,. We apply Lemma to see that ¢, — ¢ in .Z(G), and since
we already know that L, — L, it suffices to show (ii) of Lemma Suppose that we have
passed to a subnet and relabeled. Let k € L and k, € L, for all v € N be such that k&, — k.
We have

|90(k) - Sol/(kl/” = ’<O-(k)77777> - <U(ku)771/,771/>|'

It follows as in (2.2.1)) that o(k,)n, — o(k)n in V,, so it follows from continuity of the scalar
product that ¢, (k,) — ¢(k), as required. O

We will also need the following lemma on convergence in S(K)~ for a compact group K:
Lemma 2.2.10. Let K be a compact group. Suppose that (K,,0,)ven, (K',0"), (Hy, 01)ven,
and (H',¢') in S(K)~ satisfy the following conditions:

(i) (Ky,00) = (K',0"),
(ii) (Hy,00) — (H',0),
(iii) (Hy,00) < (Ky,0,) forall v e N.
Then (H', o) < (K',¢").

The proof, the idea of which was suggested to me by Siegfried Echterhoff, uses the concept
of characters associated to finite-dimensional representations on compact groups, so we include
the definition and some properties here. For details, the reader may consult [DEQ9] or [Fol95].
Let K be a compact group and let o be a finite-dimensional representation of K. Then the
character x, of o is defined by

Xo (k) = tr(o(k))
for all k € K, where tr is the usual trace. Notice that x, only depends on the class of o.
If o is a finite-dimensional unitary representation of K such that ¢ < ¢, then ¢ = Q@O”VQL,
and it follows easily that

XU:XQ—FXUIVL'
2

Using the fact that every representation of a compact group can be decomposed into irre-
ducibles, this leads to

Xo = Z mult(7, o)X, (2.2.2)
TGI?

where mult(r, o) denotes the multiplicity of 7 in 0. As {x, | 7 € K} is an orthonormal system

in L?(K), (2.2.2) implies that

(s xr) = /K xo (k)X (R)dk = mult(, o) (2.2.3)
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for every T € K.
The following lemma shows that convergence in S(K)" implies convergence of the corre-
sponding characters and is the key to the proof of Lemma [2.2.10

Lemma 2.2.11 (Lemma 7.1-B in [Bag68]). Let K be a compact group, and let (K,,0,),en
and (K',0’) be in S(K)~ be such that (K,,0,) — (K’,0’). Then there exists a subnet
(Kj,0j)jes of (Ky,0,)uen such that x,, — X0 in F (K).

The following statement on continuity of integration on .#(K) is a consequence of the
more general Proposition 3.1 in [Fel64], but there is a more direct proof in the compact case
which we present in Appendix For every f € .Z(K) let D(f) denote the domain of f.

Proposition 2.2.12. Let K be a compact group. Then the map
FE)=C 1 [ oo

1S continuous.

Now we have collected all ingredients for the proof of Lemma [2.2.10] so let’s put them
together and see what comes out:

Proof of Lemma[2.2.10. Since H, < K, for all v € N and K, — K' in J# (K), it follows
immediately from the characterization of convergence in ¥ (K) that H' < K'. Tt is thus left
to show that o' < o'|g/. By it suffices to show that (x|, x,/) € N. Notice that the
character of the restriction o’|g is just the restriction of the character, i.e., Xo'| 1 = Xo' |17

By passing to subnets and relabeling twice, if necessary, we can use Lemma to
assume that x,, — X0 and Xx,, — Xy in F(K). The characterization of convergence in

Z(K) from Lemma implies that x,,|m, — Xo/|gr and

(XJV|HV)X79V — (XO'/|H/)X7Q/

in .#(K). Now Proposition [2.2.12] yields that

| e 0 W, () = [ (g G ()

and since g, < 0, |y, implies that

/ Xou (W) Xu W) dpizr, () € N

for all v € N, it follows that

O ) = [ e (g () €

and hence o' < o'|g. O
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A G-action on Rep(S(G))

The space Stab(X )™ for a proper G-space X will be equipped with a G-action. Since Stab(X )™
will be defined as a subset of X x S(G)~, it makes sense to start with a G-action on Rep(S(G)).
Here, we don’t need the assumption of properness of the action yet.

Definition 2.2.13. Let X be a locally compact G-space. For every g € G and for every
(H,0) € Rep(S(G)) define g(H, o) := (gH, go), where gH := gHg~! and go € Rep(gH) is
given by go(h) = o(g~thg) for all h € gH.

Lemma 2.2.14 (Lemma 2.7 in [Fel64]). The operation of G on Rep(S(G)) defined in the
previous definition is a continuous group action.

Remark 2.2.15. For later use we note that, for all (H, o), (L,0) € Rep(S(G)) and for all
g € G we have that (H, g) < (L, o) implies g(H, ) < g(L,0).

2.3 A topology and a G-action for Stab(X)"

We now come back to the space Stab(X)™ from Definition We view Stab(X)™ as a
subset of the space X x S(G)” and use this identification to define a closure operation on
it, for which we prove that it satisfies the Kuratowski axioms and thus induces a topology.
This topology will, however, in general not coincide with the relative topology induced from
X x S(G)". We will also use the space X x S(G) to define a G-action on Stab(X )™ . Once
we have that Stab(X)~ is a G-space we will discuss the Mackey-Rieffel-Green theorem a bit
more thoroughly than we did in the beginning of this chapter.

The topology on Stab(X )™

We define our topology on Stab(X)™ in terms of a closure operation. We consider S(G)~ to
be equipped with the relative topology induced from Rep(S(G)).

Definition 2.3.1. Let X be a proper G-space and let A C Stab(X)~. Define A4 to be the
set of all (x, G, 0) € Stab(X)~ for which there exist an element (H,op) € S(G)” and a net
(v, Gy, 00)ven in Asuch that (H,op) < (Gg,0) and (2, Gy, 0,) = (2, H,og) in X xS(G)~,
in short,

(xy,Gy,00) = (2, H,on) < (z,Gg,0).

We often write (x, L, 0) < (y, H, o) for elements (x, L, 9) and (y, H,o) in X x Rep(S(G))
which satisfy x =y and (L, o) < (H,0).

Remark 2.3.2. Retain the notation of the previous definition. Then an element (z, G, o) of
Stab(X )™ is contained in A if and only if there exists (H,og) € S(G)~ with (H,opn) < (G, 0)
such that (z, H, op) is contained in the closure of A as a subset of X x S(G)™, i.e., the closure
of A in Stab(X)™ is

{(:C,GI,U) € Stab(X)™| 3(H, o) € S(GY : (H,on) < (Ga,0) A (z,H,on) € ZXXS(G)A} :
In this notation it becomes clear immediately that the closure of A in Stab(X)™ is in general

quite different from the closure of A in X x S(G)”. We will see in Section below that
things become easier if the stabilizer map = — G is continuous.
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Proposition 2.3.3. Let X be a proper G-space. Then the operation () from the previous
definition defines a closure operation on Stab(X)™, that is, complements of closed sets form
a topology on Stab(X)".

Proof. We have to show that (-) satisfies the Kuratowski closure axioms (see for instance
[Kel75], Theorem 8 in Chapter 1), i.e., we have to show that

i) 0=0,
(ii) A C A for all A C Stab(X),

(iii) AUB = AUB for all A, B C Stab(X)",
(iv) A=A for all A C Stab(X)".

Condition (i) is obviously satisfied, and Condition (ii) holds because for every element (z, G, o)
in Stab(X)~, the constant net (z,, Gy, 0,)eny With (z,,Gy,0,) = (z,Gy,0) for every v € N
converges to (z,Gz,0) in X x S(G)".

In Condition (iii), the inclusion “2” is clear, and “C” follows because, for all subsets
A, B C Stab(X)", every net in AU B has a subnet which lies completely in A or completely
in B.

In Condition (iv), the inclusion “2” follows from (ii), so it is left to show that A C A for
every A C Stab(X)". Let A C Stab(X)" and let (x,G,,0) € A. By definition of (-), there
exist (H,oy) € S(GY” with (H,o0g) < (Gz,0) and a net (z,,G,,0,),en in A such that

(xl/aGlMO—l/) - (l’,H, GH) < (x7GmaU)

in X x S(G)". For every v € N, there now exist (H,,op,) € S(G)” with (H,,oq,) < (G,,0,)
and a net (2., Gy, Ou ) uen, in A such that

(«TV,;M Gu,ua Ul/,u) ﬁ> («Tua H,, UHV) < (371/7 Gy, UV)

in X x S(G)". It suffices to prove the following statement:

(46) There exists an element (H, og) € S(G)” with (ﬁ,aﬁ) < (Gg,0), such that a subnet
of (x,, H,,0m,)ven converges to (x, H,o5) in X x S(G)".

Since each (x,,H,,0,) is contained in the closure of A with respect to the topology on
X x S(G)", (#%) implies that (z, H, o) is contained in the double closure of A in X x S(G)".
Since the Kuratowski axioms hold for the closure operation of any given topology, it follows
that (z, H, o) is contained in the closure of A in X x S(G)~, and by Remark we then
have (z,G,,0) € A in Stab(X )", as required.

We first prove (¢&) in the special case that all elements x,, x,,, lie in a slice at z. To do
this, we apply Abels’ Theorem (Theorem and the remarks following it to find an open
G-invariant neighborhood U, of z, a compact subgroup L, < G, and a local L,-slice Y, for
x such that U, = G x, Y. Suppose now that z,,z,, € Y, forall v € N, up € M,. By
Remark [1.1.8] (iii) this implies that G, < Le, G, < Lg, and Gy < Ly for allv € N, pp € M,.

From (G,,0,) = (H,op) in S(G)~ we have by continuity of induction (Proposition [2.2.5)
that

indg o, — indjf op (2.3.1)

26



in Rep(L;). Using Frobenius reciprocity theorem and induction in steps (Theorems and
i we can conclude that oy < o|gy implies o < indgz oy and thus indéz o < indj op.

Let m € f/; be an irreducible subrepresentation of indéz o, then also m < ind%’” oy, and it

follows from ([2.3.1)) together with Proposition that
indéf/ o, — T

in Rep(L;). Now Lemma implies that, without loss of generality, we can assume that
< indé“; o, and hence, by the Frobenius reciprocity theorem, that o, < 7|g, for all v € N.
Since o, < 0y|m,, we also have oy, < 7|y, for all v € N. This shows that (H,,om, )ven
is a net in Rep(S(G))<(r, r)- As 7 is irreducible and hence finite-dimensional, we know by
Proposition that Rep(S(G)) <(L,,x) 18 compact. By passing to a subnet and relabeling

we can assume that there exists (H, p) in Rep(S(G))<(r,,x) such that (H,,on,)sen converges
to (H, o) in Rep(S(G)). Let oz be any irreducible subrepresentation of g, then

(Hy,om,) = (H,05)

in S(G)". Now (Gy,0u)ven, (H,om), (Hy,omH,)ven and (ﬁ,ag) satisfy the assumptions of
Lemma |2.2.10} which then yields that

(ﬁlvaﬁ) < (H’UH) < (vaa)’

which proves (#®) in the special case that all x,,z,, are contained in a slice Y, at x.

For the proof of (#») in the general case we may without loss of generality assume that
Ty, xyy € Ugforallv € N, p € M,. By passing to subnets and relabeling, where necessary, we
can by Lemma assume that there exists a net (g,)yen in G with g, — e and g, x, € Y,
for all v € N. Since, for every v € N, we have that g,x, , — g,x,, we can apply Lemma
again to find nets (¢,,.)uen, in G such that g, , — e and g, 9,20, € Y, for all v € N and
w € M,. By continuity of the G-action on X x Rep(S(G)) we have that

gV(xl/7Gl/7o-V) — (xu-Ha UH) < (x,GI,O')

and
gu,ygu(xu,m Gu,u; Uu,y) 5 91/(331/,Hua UH,/) < QV(xw Gy,00)

for every v € N, so the special case of (#») implies that, after passing to subnets and relabeling,
if necessary, there exists (H,05) < (G, 0) such that

gv(xy, Hy,0m,) — (:E,f[,aﬁ)
in X x S(G)". As g, — e, this implies that
(zy, Hyom,) — (v, H,05),
which completes the proof of (¢») and of the proposition. O

Convergence of nets in Stab(X)~ and G\Stab(X )~ can be formulated as follows, where
the latter is just an application of the openness of the orbit map Stab(X )™ — G\Stab(X)™
as in Remark [L1.1]
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Remark 2.3.4. (i) Let X be a proper G-space. A net (z,,Gy,0,),en in Stab(X)™ con-
verges to (z,Gy,0) € Stab(X)™ if and only if every subnet of (z,,G,,0,),en has a
subnet (xj,Gj,0;) ey such that there exists an element (H,og) € S(G)" satisfying
(H,om) < (Gy,0) and (z;,Gj,05) = (x,H,om) in X x S(G)".

Notice that it can in fact happen that different subnets of (x,, Gy, 0, ),en converge to
different subelements of (z, G5, 0) in X x S(G)".

(ii) A net ([z,, Gy, 00])ven in G\Stab(X )~ converges to an element [z, G, o] with respect
to the quotient topology if and only if every subnet of ([z,,Gy,0.]),en has a subnet
([z;,Gj,05])jes such there are representatives (x, Gy, 0) of [z, Gy, 0] and (2, G}, 0;) of
[z, G}, 05 for every j € J such that (z;,Gj,05) = (z,Gy,0) in Stab(X)".

Continuity of the G-action on Stab(X)™

Let X be a proper G-space. Combining this with the G-action on Rep(S(G)) from Defini-
tion we obtain a G-action on X x Rep(S(G)). As the G-action on Rep(S(G)) respects
irreducibility it follows that S(G)~ is a G-invariant subset of Rep(S(G)). Since for all z € X
and g € G we have that g G, = gG,g~ ' = Ggu, we get that g(z, Gy, 0) = (g2, Gys, go) is
contained in Stab(X)™ for all ¢ € G and (z, G5, 0) € Stab(X)". Hence, in the algebraic sense,
Stab(X)™ is a G-invariant subspace of the product G-space X x S(G)", and the action is the
one we already mentioned in Section [2.1} It is left to show that this action is continuous with
respect to the topology on Stab(X) .

Suppose that (z,,Gy,0,)veny and (z,Gz,0) in Stab(X)", and (H,on) € S(G)” are
such that (z,,G,,0,) = (v, H,oy) in X x S(G)” and (H,opy) < (Gz,0). If now (g,)ven

converges to ¢ in G, then it follows from continuity of the G-action on X x Rep(S(G)) and
from Remark 2.2.T7] that

gu(xuu GZM UV) — 9(33: H7 UH) S g(% G.Iv U)?

which implies that the G-action respects convergence in Stab(X)~ and is hence continuous.
If now (z,Gy,0) € Stab(X)™ and g € G, then it follows from the definition of the G-
action that go is equivalent to o via the unitary o(g~!). Hence, the stabilizer group G(2,Gar0)
coincides with G,.
We denote the class of an element (z,G;,0) € Stab(X )™ in the orbit space G\Stab(X )~
by [z, G, 0]

The Mackey-Rieffel-Green theorem

We can now give a more precise formulation of the Mackey-Rieffel-Green theorem than the
one we provided in Section To every element (z, G, 0) € Stab(X )~ we associate the rep-
resentation ev, o of Co(X) x G,. As shown in Example [1.5.6(ii), the induced representation
indgz (evy x0o) is given by 77 = P% x indgz o with

P*(p)¢(g) = p(gx)é(9),  ((indG, 0)(s))E(g) = &(s™"g)

for all p € Cy(X), € € Hindo, and g,s € G. By Proposition 4.2 in [Wil81], these induced
representations are irreducible, so we obtain a map

ind: Stab(X)™ — (Co(X) x G), (z, Gy, 0) s 727 (2.3.2)
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It is a consequence of Proposition 2.2.5 in [Ech90b] that induction is compatible with the
G-action on Rep(S(G)) from Definition Here, if (z, G4, 0) is an element of Stab(X )™
and g € G, then a unitary equivalence of 7% and 79%97 is implemented by the operator
W Hindo — Hind(go) With W¢(s) = £(sg) for all £ € Hingo, s € G.

It follows that the map ind from factors through the orbit space G'\Stab(X)™, and
the following theorem states that the resulting map can be used to catalogue the elements of
(Co(X) x G) using the quotient space G'\Stab(X):

Theorem 2.3.5 (Mackey-Rieffel-Green). Let X be a proper G-space. Then the map in
(2.3.2)) factors through a bijection

G\Stab(X )™ — (Co(X) x G)", [x,Gy, 0] — 7,
which we denote by ind®.

We don’t give the classical proof of this result, but indicate how it can be obtained by
means of some of the results we encounter in this thesis anyway: Using the fact that Cp(X)xG
is a Cyp(G\ X )-algebra and Echterhoff and Emerson’s description of the fibres (see page[14|and
Lemma , it follows that

(Co(X) =Gy = ] (K% = IT (K(Hinao))™ = I {io},

GzeG\X [2,Gg,0]€G\Stab(X )™ [2,Gz,0]€G\Stab(X)™

compare ([2.1.3) in Section

2.4 Continuity of ind®

The proof of continuity of ind® in case of a proper G-space X consists basically of an ap-
plication of Proposition [2.2.5| on continuity of induction and is quite similar to the proof of
Theorem 2.5-B in [Bag68|]. To be able to apply continuity of induction correctly, we need the
following lemma. Its proof is not difficult but slightly technical, and since it is not essential
for the general understanding at this point, we transferred it to Appendix [A3]

Lemma 2.4.1. Let X be a proper G-space and suppose that the net (z,,G,,0,)en in
Stab(X)" converges to an element (z, H,op) € X xS(G)” in X x S(G)". Then (ev, X0, ),en
converges to evy xog in (S(G),Co(X))".

Proposition 2.4.2. Let X be a proper G-space. Then the map
ind®: G\Stab(X)™ = (Co(X) x G), [z, Gy, 0] — 7°°

is continuous with respect to the quotient topology on G'\Stab(X )™ and the Jacobson topology
on (Co(X) x G .

Proof. By the universal property of the quotient topology on G\Stab(X)™ it suffices to prove
continuity of the map

ind: Stab(X)™ — (Co(X) x G)™, (x,Gy,0) — 7°.

Let thus (z,,Gy,0.),en be a net in Stab(X)~ which converges to (x,Gy,0) in Stab(X)".
We show that 7%v7» — 7%7 by proving that every subnet of (7%*?"),cn has a subnet which
converges to 7.
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Suppose we have passed to a subnet and relabeled. By the definition of convergence in
Stab(X )~ we can do this again to assume that there exists an element (H,og) € S(G)~ such
that (H,op) < (Gg,0) and (2,,Gy,0,) — (z,H,on) in X x S(G)". By Lemma [2.4.1] above
this implies that ev, xo, — ev, xog in (S(G),Co(X))", which by continuity of induction
implies that

indgu (ev, X0y,) —= ind% (ev, xo),
which, in short notation, is just %% — 7%7H ag representations of Cy(X) x G. By Propo-
sition [L.3.2[(ii) it is only left to show that 7*7 is weakly contained in 7*°#. We even get
containment: By choice of (H,op) we have that oy < o|g, which by the Frobenius reci-
procity theorem is equivalent to o < indflz og. As shown in Example (iii), this implies
that
evy Xo < evy X indff o = indflz (evy Xom),

which, after using induction in steps, yields that
7 = indgm (evy x0) < ind%(ev, xoy) = 80

which completes the proof. O

2.5 Stab(X)" for actions with continuous stabilizer map

As mentioned in Remark our topology on Stab(X)™ is usually quite different from the
one induced from X x S(G)~, which makes it difficult to say anything about the topological
properties of Stab(X )™ . But if the stabilizer map is continuous, the situation becomes much

easier. The idea for the proof of “(iii)=(i)” has been used several times before, for instance
in [Ech94] and [Bag6§].

Proposition 2.5.1. Let X be a proper G-space. Then the following statements are equiva-
lent:

(i) The stabilizer map X — #(G), z — G, is continuous;

(ii) Our definition of convergence in Stab(X )~ coincides with the convergence in Stab(X )™
induced from the topology on X x S(G);

(iii) Stab(X )" is Hausdorft;
(iv) Stab(X)" is a locally compact Hausdorff space and the G-action is proper;
(v) G\Stab(X)" is a locally compact Hausdorff space.

As indicated in the beginning of this chapter, the space Stab(X )™ is, for any proper G-
action on X, homeomorphic to the spectrum of a C*-algebra A. This implies that Stab(X )™,
and hence also G\Stab(X )™, are always locally compact (not necessarily Hausdorff) spaces.
Also, once we have proved that G\Stab(X)" is homeomorphic to (Co(X) x G)~, we get local
compactness (but not the Hausdorff property) of G\Stab(X)~ for free. But in the situation

of this proposition these statements can also be obtained independently.
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Proof of Proposition[2.5.1. We prove the following implications:

(1)=(i1)=(ii))=(1), (1)+(ii)+(ii))=(1v), (iv)=(iii), (iv)=(v), and (v)=-(iii).

(i)=-(ii): Suppose that x — G, is continuous. Let (x,,Gy,0,)ven and (z,G.,0) be
in Stab(X)". It follows from the definitions that (z,,G,,0,) = (v,G5,0) with respect to
X x S(GY" always implies convergence in Stab(X ).

Suppose now that (z,,G,,0,) — (x,Gs,0) in Stab(X)", i.e., for every subnet there
exist a subnet (x;,Gj,0j)jcs of that subnet and an element (H,op) < (Gg,0) such that
(zj,Gj,05) = (x,H, o) in X x S(G)". Since # (G) is Hausdorff, the continuity assumption
implies that H = G, and by irreducibility we have that o < ¢ becomes oy = ¢. This shows
that every subnet of (z,, Gy, 0,),en has a subnet which converges to (z,G,,0) in X x S(G)~,
which means that (z,,G,,0,) = (x,Gs,0) in X x S(G)".

(ii)=-(iii): Suppose that statement (ii) holds. Let (x,,G,,0,),en be a net in Stab(X )™
which converges to (z1,G1,01) and (x2, G2, 02) in Stab(X )~ and hence, by (ii), in X x S(G)".
As X is Hausdorff we immediately get that 1 = xo.

Since the proper G-space X is locally induced from compact subgroups, we can assume
that there exist a compact subgroup L, of G and an L,-slice Y; at z, such that U, = G x_ Y,
is an open neighborhood of z. By Lemma and by continuity of the G-action on Stab(X )™
we can without loss of generality assume that x, € Y, and thus G, < L, for all v € N. But
then we have (z,,G,,0,) — (v,Gy,04) for i € {1,2} in X x S(L,)", which is Hausdorff
because L, is compact, see Theorem 7.2 in [Bag68]. It follows that o; is equivalent to o3, so
Stab(X)~ is Hausdorff.

(iii)=(i): By contraposition. Suppose that x — G, is not continuous. By compactness
of #(G) and by Lemma we can find a net (z,),en, an element x € X, and a proper
subgroup H < G, such that , — z in X and G, — H in 2 (G). It follows directly from
Fell’s characterization of convergence in Rep(S(G)) given in Theorem that

(xy,Gy, 1) = (2, H,1x) (2.5.1)

in X x S(G)", where 1, denotes the trivial representation of G, for all v € N, and 1p is
defined accordingly. By definition of convergence in Stab(X )~ we get that

(xlla GV7 11/) _> (JI, GCCJ U)

in Stab(X )~ for every o € G, that satisfies 15 < o|g. By the Frobenius reciprocity theorem,
this is true for all elements of

S = {Jeé; \ Ugind%lH}.

We show that S contains at least two distinct elements. It is clear that 1z is contained in
1, |m exactly once, which by Frobenius reciprocity implies that 1, is contained in S also
exactly once. But since H is a proper subgroup of G, the representation indgz 1y is at least
two-dimensional, so there has to exist some other element of S.

Thus, we can choose two distinct elements o, o € é\x such that (z,,G,,0,),en converges
both to (z, G, o) and to (z, G, ¢) in Stab(X )™, which shows that Stab(X )™ is not Hausdorff.

(1)+(ii)+(ili)=-(iv): Suppose now that the three equivalent conditions (i), (ii), and (iii)
hold. Then Stab(X )~ is Hausdorff. By (ii) we can consider Stab(X )~ to be a topological
subspace of X x S(G)". Recall that, by definition, the space S(G)~ is homeomorphic to
the spectrum of the subgroup C*-algebra C*(S(G)) and therefore locally compact (but not
necessarily Hausdorff).
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We now show that Stab(X )™ is closed in the locally compact (not necessarily Hausdorff)
space X x S(G)". Let (z,,G,,0,),en be a net in Stab(X )™ and let (z, H,on) € X x S(G)~
be such that (x,,Gy,0,) = (z,H,oq) in X x S(G)". By continuity of the stabilizer map and
since # (G) is Hausdorff it follows as above that H = G, and oy € G,. Hence, (z, H, o) is
contained in Stab(X )", which implies that Stab(X )~ is a closed subspace of X x S(G)~ and
thus locally compact.

The properness of the G-action on Stab(X )™ follows from Proposition (iv) because
G acts properly on X and Stab(X)™ is a closed G-invariant subspace of the product G-space
X x S(G)".

(iv)=-(iii): This is trivial.

(iv)=(v): Suppose that Stab(X)~ is a proper G-space. By Proposition [1.1.4] (ii), this
implies that the orbit space G\Stab(X )~ is a locally compact Hausdorff space.

(v)=-(iii): By contraposition. Suppose that Stab(X )" is not Hausdorff. Then there exist a
net (z,, Gy, 0,)ven in Stab(X)™ and two distinct elements o, o € é\x such that (z,,Gy,0,)ven
converges both to (z,G,, o) and to (x, G, 0) in Stab(X)". Since, for every g € G, the equality
9(x,Gy,0) = (x, Gy, 0) would imply that g € G, and hence equivalence of o and p, it follows
that [z, Gz, 0] # [r,Gs, 0] in G\Stab(X)".

This shows that the net ([x,,G,,0.]),en converges to the distinct points [z, G,, o] and
[z,Gg, 0] in G\Stab(X )™, and thus G\Stab(X )" is not Hausdorff. O
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Chapter 3

Induction via bimodules

In this chapter we give a short introduction to right-Hilbert bimodules and show how they
can be used to induce representations between C*-algebras. Introductions to right-Hilbert
bimodules can be found in [Lan95] and [RW9S], but our outline is mostly based on [EKQRO06],
where the categorical approach to the induction procedure is given.

After discussing the basic definitions and the process of inducing representations in Sec-
tions we present in Section the Morita equivalence of Cy(G xpg Y) x G and
Co(Y) x H for a locally compact group G and a closed subgroup H < G which acts on a
locally compact space Y. In Section we show how this result can be used to pass from
Stab(X)~ for a general proper G-space X to Stab(Y')” for a K-space Y, where K is a compact
subgroup of G.

3.1 Basic definitions

Hilbert bimodules

Let A and B be C*-algebras. A (right-) Hilbert B-module is a complex vector space X
equipped with a right B-module structure and a B-valued positive definite sesquilinear form
(-,yp: X x X — B satisfying

(x,y : b>B = <$7y>Bb> <x7y>*B = <y7$>B

for all z,y € X, b € B, such that X is complete in the norm defined by ||z| = ||(z, z)p|/'/?
for all z € X. We denote a Hilbert B-module X by Xp and usually write zb instead of x - b
for all x € X and all b € B. Left-Hilbert B-modules are defined accordingly.

A right-Hilbert A-B bimodule is a Hilbert B-module X which also carries a nondegenerate
left A-module structure (nondegenerate means that AX = X) such that

a-(x-b)=(a-x)-b, (a-z,y)p = (z,a" - y)B forallae A, be B, z,y € X.
We denote a right-Hilbert A—B bimodule X by 4 Xp.

Examples 3.1.1. (i) Let A and B be C*-algebras. Then B is a Hilbert B-module, denoted
by Bp, with respect to the operations b - ¢ = bc and (b,c)p = b*c for all b,c € B. If
p: A — M(B) is a nondegenerate *-homomorphism, then Bp becomes a right-Hilbert
A—B bimodule, where the left action is given by

a-b=yp(a)b forallae A, be B.
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In particular, if ¢ is the identity map on B, this shows that B can be seen as a right-
Hilbert B—B bimodule.

(ii) Assuming the convention that the inner product on a Hilbert space is conjugate linear in
the first and linear in the second variable, every Hilbert space H is a Hilbert C-module.
If now A is a C*-algebra and 7 is a nondegenerate representation of A on a Hilbert
space H, then the operation a - £ = 7(a)¢ gives H the structure of a right-Hilbert A-C
bimodule.

Definition 3.1.2. Let A and B be C*-algebras, and let X be a right-Hilbert A—B bimodule
which also carries the structure of a left Hilbert A-module, such that

Alw,y) z=a-(g,2)p  forallzy,z € X,

and such that both 4(-,-) and (-,-)p are full, i.e., 4(X,X) = A and (X, X)p = B. Then X
is called an A—B imprimitivity bimodule. If such an X exists, then A and B are said to be
Morita equivalent.

Isomorphisms of Hilbert bimodules

Suppose that A and B are C*-algebras, and that X and Y are right-Hilbert A—B bimodules.
We say that X and Y are isomorphic if there exists a bijective map ®: 4 Xp — 4Yp satisfying

(i) ®(ax) = a®(x),
(ii) ®(zb) = P(x)b,

(iii) (®(2), ®(y))B = (=, ¥)B

foralla € A, b € B, x,y € X. Isomorphism of right-Hilbert A—B bimodules defines an
equivalence relation. If 4 Xp and 4Yp are imprimitivity bimodules, then an isomorphism &
between them automatically respects the 4(-,-)-structure, because for all 2,2/, € X we have

alz,a’) - @(€) = ®(afz,2) - €)
=®(z-(@,6)p) = 2(x) - (2. {)B
= 0(2) - (P(z), 2(£)) 5 =4 (B(x), 2(2)) - (&)
Example 3.1.3. Let A be a C*-algebra and let m; and 72 be nondegenerate representations

of A on Hilbert spaces Hy and Hs, respectively. Then it is easily checked that Hy and Hs are
isomorphic as right-Hilbert A—C bimodules if and only if 7y and 7o are unitarily equivalent.

3.2 The category C

We now show how one can set up a category whose elements are C*-algebras and whose
morphisms are isomorphism classes of right-Hilbert bimodules. The composition of morphisms
will be given by balanced tensor products, which we will now define.

Proposition/Definition 3.2.1. Let A, B, and C be C*-algebras, and let 4 Xp and gY¢ be
right-Hilbert bimodules. Then the algebraic tensor product X ®Y is a pre-right-Hilbert A-C
bimodule with operations given by

a-(z@y)=az®y, (2Qy) b=2®y-b
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forallac€ A, be B, x € X, y€ Y, and

(z@y,2' @y)c =y (x,2)p-¥)c

for all z,2' € X, y,y' € Y. The completion is denoted by X ® Y and is called the balanced
tensor product of 4 Xp and gYe.

Theorem 3.2.2 (Theorem 2.2 and Lemma 2.4 in [EKQRO06]). There exists a category C whose
objects are C*-algebras, and in which the morphisms from a C*-algebra A to a C*-algebra B
are given by the isomorphism classes of right-Hilbert A—B bimodules. The composition of two
morphisms [X]|: A — B and [Y]|: B — C is given by the isomorphism class of the balanced
tensor product X ®p Y. The identity morphism on a C*-algebra A is the isomorphism
class of the standard right-Hilbert bimodule 4A4, and the equivalences in C are exactly the
isomorphism classes of imprimitivity bimodules.

The problem that the morphisms from a C*-algebra A to a C*-algebra B do not in
general form a set can be handled by limiting the cardinality of the C*-algebras and modules
in question. For example, given two C*-algebras A and B, one can consider only right-Hilbert
A-B bimodules with cardinality smaller than the larger of the cardinalities of A and B.

3.3 Inducing representations via bimodules

As seen in Example the unitary equivalence classes of nondegenerate representations of
a C*-algebra A coincide with the morphisms from A to C in the category C. We denote this
class by Rep(A) as on page @], and, to emphasize that we are dealing with Hilbert spaces in
this case, we denote its elements by [4Hc] or just [H]. This interpretation of Rep(A) allows
us to use composition of morphisms in C to induce representations from one C*-algebra to
another.

Proposition/Definition 3.3.1. Let A and B be C*-algebras and let 4 X p be a right-Hilbert
A-B bimodule. Then there is a map

ind™ : Rep(B) — Rep(A), [H] > [H]o[X]=[X ®p H]
which is bijective if X is an imprimitivity A-B bimodule.

Proposition 3.3.2 (Proposition 6.26 in [Rie74]). If, in the situation of the preceding propo-
sition/definition, Rep(A) and Rep(B) are equipped with the Fell topologies, then the map
indX is continuous. In particular, if X is an imprimitivity A-B bimodule, then ind* is a
homeomorphism.

Remark 3.3.3. By taking direct sums of right-Hilbert bimodules we can define sums of
morphisms in C. This operation is commutative and obeys the distributive law with respect
to composition, which implies that induction of representations preserves direct sums. Thus,
if X is an imprimitivity A-B bimodule, then the map ind* from Proposition/ Deﬁnitionm
restricts to a homeomorphism between B and A.

Example 3.3.4. Let A and B be C*-algebras and let p: A — M(B) be a nondegenerate
*-homomorphism. Then induction via the right-Hilbert A-B bimodule 4Bp from Exam-

ple (i) coincides with the map
Rep(B) — Rep(A), m— T o,
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where 7 is the extension of 7 to M (A), because for every [H] € Rep(B) we have [B®p H| =
[aHc), where the action of A on H is given by aé = p(a)é for alla € A, { € H.

3.4 The Morita equivalence of Cy(G xgY) x G and Cy(Y) x H

As seen in Theorem and Remark (i), a proper G-space X is locally induced from
compact subgroups, that is, for every x € X there exist a G-invariant open neighborhood Uy, a
compact subgroup L, < G, and an L, -invariant subset Y, C U, such that U, is homeomorphic
to G xr, Y,. We will show in this section that the C*-algebras Cy(Y;) x L, and Co(U,) x G
are Morita equivalent, which by Remark implies that they have homeomorphic spectra.
This material is based on Section 3.6 in [Wil07].

Co(G xx Y) as an induced algebra

Let H be a closed subgroup of a locally compact group G, and let (A, H, «) be a covariant
system. Then the induced algebra of the system (A, H,«) and G is defined as

ind%(A) ;= ind% (A4, o) :== {F € C,(G,A) | Vs € G,h € H: F(sh) = ay-1F(s)
and G/H — R>o, sH — ||F(s)|| € Co(G/H)},
which coincides with the generalized fixed point algebra Cy(G xgy A) from page when

H acts on G via hg = gh™! for all h € H, g € G as on page The group G acts on
ind%(A) = Co(G x g A) by left translation.

Example 3.4.1. Let G be a locally compact group and let H < G be a closed subgroup
which acts on a locally compact Hausdorff space Y. Then the map

0: C()(G XH C()(Y)) — C()(G XH Y)

given by
6(F)([s, y]) = F(s)(y)
for all FF € Co(G xg Co(Y)), [s,y] € G xg Y is an isomorphism. The calculation

5(g-F)ls,yl = (g-F)(s)(y) = F(g~"s)(y) = 6(F)([g~"s,9]) = 6(F) (g™ '[s,9]) = (9-6(F))[s,y]

for all F' € Co(G xg Co(Y)), g,s € G, and y € Y, shows that J is covariant with respect to
the G-actions on Cy(G x g Co(Y)) and Co(G x g Y). It thus follows that

ind%(Co(Y)) x G = Co(G x Co(Y)) X G = Co(G xpgY) xG. (3.4.1)

Morita equivalence for induced G-spaces

It is proved in Corollary 4.17 in [Wil07] that ind%(Co(Y)) x G and Co(Y) x H are Morita
equivalent. This is a consequence of Raeburn’s symmetric imprimitivity theorem from [Rae8§],
which was inspired by Green’s work in [Gre78], and the proof of which is also given in
[Wil07]. We present a modified version of Corollary 4.17 from [Wil07] which is adapted to
the identification from above.
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Proposition 3.4.2. Let G be a locally compact group and let H be a closed subgroup of
H which acts on a locally compact Hausdorff space Y. View Ey := C.(G x (G xg Y)) and
By := C.(H xY) as dense subalgebras of Co(G xg Y) x G and Cy(Y') x H, respectively, and
let Zy:=C.(G xY). For all c € Eyg, w,z € Zy, b€ By, s,t € G, h € H, and y € Y define

N

cow(sy) = /G Ac(¥e(t, [s, yl)wlt s, y)duc(t) (3.4.2)

wblsg) = [ Au(h) (s k)b hy)dien ()
rolw )t s) = Al [ wlsh, by T AT dun ()
(w,2)p, = Am(h)? /Gw(tl,y)z(t_lh, h~ly)dua(t). (3.4.3)
Then Zj is an Ey—By pre-imprimitivity bimodule, and its completion Z is a Co(G xgY') x G-

Co(Y) x H imprimitivity bimodule.

As outlined in Section [3.3] on induction of representations via bimodules, the existence of
the Co(G xg Y) x G-Cy(Y) x H imprimitivity bimodule Z implies that there is a homeo-
morphism

ind?: (Co(Y) x HY™ — (Co(G xgY) x GY .
For every o € (Co(Y') x H)™, the induced representation is given by
ind? o = [V,] o [Z] = [Z ®cy vy Val.
By definition of the balanced tensor product, its action on Z ®c,y)xu Vp s given by
(ind? p)e(z@v) =c-2z®v (3.4.4)

for all c € Co(G xgY) X G, z € Z, and v € V,, where c- z is the extension of the operation
defined in (3.4.2]).

3.5 The reduction to the compact case

In this section we present a proposition which allows us to use the fact that proper G-spaces
are locally induced from compact subgroups to reduce the proof of openness of ind® to the
situation of compact group actions. The idea for this reduction procedure is taken from [EE],
where it is used for proper G-spaces with Palais’ slice property. First, we need one more map:

Lemma 3.5.1. Suppose that X is a proper G-space, and that H < G is a closed subgroup
and Y C X is an H-space such that G xg Y is homeomorphic to X via [g,y] — gy as in
Proposition Then the inclusion Stab(Y')” < Stab(X )~ induces a continuous bijection

v: H\Stab(Y')™ — G\Stab(X)", [y, Hy, o] — [y, Hy, o].

It can also be shown that the map ¢ is open, and hence a homeomorphism. But once
we have proved that ind® is a homeomorphism for a compact group K (for which ¢ is not
needed), the openness of ¢ is a direct consequence of Proposition below, and so we omit
the proof.
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Proof of Lemma[3.5.1. Recall from Remark [I.1.§[iii) that G, < H, and thus H, = G, for all
y € Y. By this and by definition of the group actions on the Stab(-) -spaces it follows that
the canonical map Stab(Y)” — G\Stab(X )~ factors through the map ¢ as given above. It is
easy to see that ¢ is injective.
Let now [z,G,, 0] € G\Stab(X)". Find g € G and y € Y such that z = gy, then
[2,Go,0] = [9(y, Gy, g7 '0)] = [y, Gy g~ 0] = ly, Hy, g~ ")),

which shows that ¢ is surjective. Let now (y,, Hy, 0, ),en be anet in Stab(Y)™ which converges
to an element (y, H',0’) in Y x S(H)". Then, as Y C X, and by the definition of convergence
in S(G)” (see Theorem it follows that (y,, Hy,,0,) — (y,H',0’) in X x S(G)", too.
This implies that the inclusion of Stab(Y')” into Stab(X)~ and hence also the canonical map
Stab(Y)”™ — G\Stab(X)~ are continuous. It now follows from the universal property of the
quotient topology on H\Stab(Y)™ that ¢ is continuous, too. O

Proposition 3.5.2 (Proposition 3.13 in [EE]). Let X be a proper G-space, let K < G be
a compact subgroup, and let Y C X be such that Y is a K-space and G X Y is homeo-
morphic to X as above. Let Z be the Cy(X) x G-Cp(Y) x K imprimitivity bimodule from
Proposition [3.4.2] Then the diagram of bijective maps

K\Stab(Y)" ——~ G\Stab(X)"

ind® i lindc

(Co(Y) %KY — (Co(X) % G

commutes.

Proof. Recall that the modular function Ag is constantly one because K is compact. We
just write A instead of Ag. Let (y, Ky,0) € Stab(Y)". Let 7% denote the representation
7 = indgy (evy x0) in (Co(Y) x K)~, write 7¢ for 797 := indIG(y (evy x0) in (Co(X) x G),
and denote their respective Hilbert spaces by HX and H. Recall that

HE ={¢ e I2(K,V,) |Vl € K,k € K : £(kl) = o(I7M)E(R)},

and that
TR (f)E(k) = /Kf(z,k:y)g(z—lk)dz (3.5.1)
for all f € C.(K xY), ¢ € HX, and all k € K, see Example [1.5.6(ii). The space H® and

the representation 7¢ are defined accordingly. We have to show that ind? (7%) is unitarily
equivalent to 7€, i.e., we need a unitary operator

Q: Z Qcy(vynk HX - H¢
which intertwines ind? (7%) and 7¢. Define
_1 _
Bz 0 €)(0) = Mo [ ok kn)éh)an (352)
for all z € Zg = C.(G xY), £ € HX and all g € G. We have to show that
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(i) @ is well-defined, i.e., it maps into HE,
(ii) @ preserves inner products,
(iif) @ intertwines ind? (7%) and 7¢.

It follows from (i) and (ii) that ® extends to a norm preserving operator from Z ®c¢(y)x x HE
to HY, and since ind?(7n¥) and 7€ are irreducible, (iii) then implies that ® is a unitary
operator, as required (Corollary 6.1.9 in [DE09)]).

Proof of (i): Let z € C.(G x Y) and let ¢ be a continuous element of H%. Then ®(z ® )
is a continuous function which has compact support in G, because z has compact support in
G xY, and and for all g € G, | € K we get

Bz 0 €)(o1) = Al [ (ol ky)é(h)ak
—A(g)é/KZ(gkl,ky)é(kl)dk

NOR. /K 2k~ ky)o (7)) dk

1

S NORY RN EOL
— o702 6)(g),

where the step from the first to the second line follows by replacing k£ by kIl and using that
K is unimodular and that [ € K.
Proof of (ii): Let w,z € C.(G x Y) and let ¢ and 7 be continuous elements of H¥. Then

(@(z®8),2(w®n))ya
_ /< (z®)(9), 2(w ®1)(9))y, dg

= /A </ 2(gk™ !, ky)f(k)dk/ w(gl™, ly)n(l)dl>vg dg

/GA // 2(gk= 1 ky)w(gl™ ", ly) (€(k),n(1))y, dkdldg,  (3.5.3)

and, with the action of Co(Y) x K on HX given by 7¥,
<Z®§,w®’l7> 0 (Y) wx HE
< W)y )
- K), dk
/K< (2, w) Co(Y)xK ~ n(k) v

£k (z w>CO(Y)>4K) (k)>vf, dk

<£ /K 2,W0) ¢ (vyare (L KY)1 (zlk)dl> dk

Vo

/K/K< / 2(g~ 1, ky)w (1l,l1ky)dgn(l1k)>%dld’f
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//K/<§ g~ kyw (”lvl’lky)n(l’lk)%adgdldk

(o / /K / (g ky)w(g™ K by) (€(k), n(1)) y, dg dl dk
9ke ! /K /K /G A~ 2 (gh T ky)w(gl™ Iy) (€ (k) n(D)y, dg di d,

=
Q

=
@

which is equal to 3) by Fubini. This shows (ii), and it follows that ® extends to the whole
space Z Qcy(v)xK H .
Proof of (iii): Let F € C.(G x (G xg Y)), 2 € Zy, £ € HX and g € G. We show that

(@ 0 ind”(x")(F)) (2@ £)(9) = (n“(F) 0 @) (z @ £)(9)-

We have
(® 0 ind?(x™)(F)) (2 ® )(9)
@g)MF 2®¢
Alg é/ (F - 2)(gk™L, ky)E(k)dk
ELD A, 1// ok k) (t gk, ky) A(t) 3 di £(k)dk, (3.5.4)
—[gy]
and

(G (F) o ®) (2@ €)(g)
= 19(F)(®(2®8))(g)

/G F(t, gle,y])®(z @ £)(tg)dt

= /F(t, [g,y])A(t‘lg)_Q/ 2(t gkt ky)&(k)dk dt,
G K

which, using multiplicativity of A and applying Fubini, equals (3.5.4]). This implies (iii), and
the proof is complete. O
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Chapter 4

Representation theory of compact
groups and ideals in L?(K)

In this chapter we will first present the Peter-Weyl Theorem and related results, then we
will show how subrepresentations of the left regular representation A of a compact group
K correspond to ideals in L?(K). In Section we show that, for a general locally compact
group G and a compact subgroup K < G, the space L?(G) can be written as a space induced
from L%(K). We apply this result in Section to analyze what happens if we restrict
continuous elements of L2(K) to a closed subgroup H of K, which will be very helpful in
the proof of openness of ind® for a compact group K. In Section we supply the proof of
Lemma [1.3.4] on convergence of representations of a compact group to an irreducible limit.

4.1 The Peter-Weyl Theorem

We start with a short review of some important facts on compact groups, then we present
the idea of matrix elements. We close the section with the Peter-Weyl theorem. For a careful
treatment of the material of this section the reader may consult [DEQ9] or [Fol95]; part of the
notation is also influenced by [EE].

Basic facts on representations of compact groups

Recall from page [7] that compact groups are always unimodular, that is, the Haar measure
is always left and right invariant. We will always work with normalized Haar measure p, so
that p(K) = 1. Representations of compact groups have several very useful properties:

Theorem 4.1.1. Let K be a compact group. Then every irreducible representation of K is
finite-dimensional, and every unitary representation of K is a direct sum of irreducible ones.

Definition 4.1.2. Let K be a compact group, let o and ¢ be unitary representations of K
with o irreducible. We define the isotype V,(o) of o in p to be the closed linear span of all
irreducible subspaces of V,, on which p is equivalent to o.

The following proposition, which is a consequence of Schur’s lemma (Lemma [1.2.1]), shows
that the space of every unitary representation ¢ of K decomposes into the isotypes of the
irreducible representations which are contained in p.
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Proposition 4.1.3. Let K be a compact group, let o be a unitary representation of K and
let o and o’ be irreducible representations of K. Then V,(c) L V,(c’) whenever o and ¢’ are
not equivalent. For every irreducible subspace M of V,(¢), the restriction o|ys is equivalent
to o.

Matrix elements

Definition 4.1.4. Let K be a compact group and let ¢ be a unitary representation of K.
For any choice of u,v € V, define

O K—=C, 21— (o(z™ M, v).

These functions are called matrix elements for o. If e;,e; are members of an orthonormal
basis for V, then we write ¢f; instead of ¢f, . .
(2N

It is easy to check that equivalent representations o and ¢’ have the same set of matrix
elements. If K is a compact group, o is a representation of K, and (e;);es is an orthonormal
basis for V,,, then the entries of the matrices of o(k) and the dual representation o*(k) with
respect to this basis are given by

oij(k) = (o(k)ej, ei) = (o(k™)ei, e5) = (p;?j(k)

and
oij(k) = (0" (k)ej, ei)vy = ((0(k)e;)", e )vy = (ei, o(k)ej)v, = ¢f;(k) (4.1.1)

for all k € K and all ¢, j € J, see the definition of the dual representation on page
Since matrix elements are continuous functions and thus in particular elements of LP(K)
for every p € N, we can define a map

¢: PV-eV; = LA(K)
rek
by
$(v @ W) = \/do (4.1.2)

~

for all elementary tensors v ® w* € V, ® V' for every o € K.
The matrix elements of irreducible representations satisfy the following relations in L?(K),
which underly most of the following results:

Lemma 4.1.5 (Schur Orthogonality Relations). Let o and ¢’ be irreducible representations
of a compact group K. Then

(i) f o # 0’ in K, then ¢(Ve ® V}) and ¢(V,» @ V) are orthogonal subspaces of L*(K);

(ii) If {e; | j € N<g,} is any orthonormal basis for V;, then {\/d,¢f; | i,j € N<g,} is an
orthonormal basis for ¢(V, @ V.J).

Corollary 4.1.6. Let o and o’ be irreducible representations of a compact group K such
that o # o’ in K. Let {e; | j € Neg,} and {f; | | € N<g_,} be orthonormal bases for the
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spaces V, and V. Then convolution and involution of the corresponding matrix elements as
elements of L?(K) are given by

er*xem = 0
1

O * P = d*5jms0§’n
(o
(o) = 7

for all 4, j,m,n € N¢g, and all k,l € N¢g ,.

The proof consists of easy calculations based on the Schur Orthogonality Relations.

The isomorphism @ __V; @ V) = L*(K)

The correspondence between the spaces P,z V> ® V" and L?(K) deserves some more atten-
tion. A calculation using Schur’s Orthogonality Relations shows that the map ¢ from
is norm preserving (this is why we need the factor v/d,). It is shown in Chapter 5.2 in [Fol95]
that ¢ is also surjective, so altogether it is a unitary isomorphism between @Te rVroVE
and L*(K), where @ _ ciz Vr ® V7 is endowed with the canonical Hilbert space structure.

Combining the formulas from Corollary with the definition of ¢ we can transfer
convolution and involution from L*(K) to @, cig Ve ® V7 as follows:

Proposition 4.1.7. Let K be a compact group and suppose that o and ¢’ are irreducible
representations with o # o’ in K, and that {e; | j € Neg,} and {f; | | € N<g,} are
orthonormal bases for V,, and V.. Then the formulas

(ei@e))*(fr® fi) = 0,
* * 1 *
(e; ® ej) * (em ®€,) = \/75]'”161' ® en,
g
(es®ej)"” = ej®e;

for all 7,j,m,n € N¢g4, and all k,l € Ngg, define a convolution and an involution on

D, V- ® V7 such that it is isomorphic to L?*(K) as a *-algebra.

Notice that the * denotes both the elements of the dual space V. and the involution here,
but since we probably won’t run into this ambiguity again, we don’t worry about dissolving
it here.

The formulas in Proposition imply that, if o € K and e € V, is a unit vector, then
Vo®e* (resp. e®@ V) are left (vesp. right) ideals in @ V> @V, and V, @ V' is a two-sided
ideal. We will pursue the issue of ideals in L?(K) further in Section below.

The Peter-Weyl theorem

We now define representations A*® and o®® of K on D, V-@V; such that M@~ AK and
0% ~ o modulo the unitary equivalence ¢ defined above. Let idy: K — U(V), k — idy
denote the trivial representation on any Hilbert space V.
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Proposition 4.1.8. Let K be a compact group and define unitary representations A€ and
P of Kon @ V- @V} by

NE® . — @ T ®idy.., oft® = @ idy, @7
rek rek

Then MS® ~ \E and o%® ~ oX, where the unitary equivalence is given by ¢.

These characterizations of the left and right regular representation are also used in [EE].
We can now state the following version of the Peter-Weyl Theorem:

Theorem 4.1.9 (Peter-Weyl Theorem). Let K be a compact group. Then the following
statements are true:

(i) The Hilbert spaces and *-algebras L?(K) and € _ ciz Vr ® V' are unitarily isomorphic
via the map ¢ as defined in . If, for every 7 € K , we have an orthonormal basis
{e] | i € N<g, }, then

{(Vdrpij | T€K, i,j €Neg,}

is an orthonormal basis for L?(K).

(ii) For every T € K and every unit vector e € V; the following holds: V; ® e* is invariant
under M® and M@y, o+ is unitarily equivalent to 7; analogously, e ® V* is invariant
under o®%, and ¢**®|.gy>+ is unitarily equivalent to 7*. The multiplicity of T (resp. 7*)
in M@ (resp. o%®) is d,.

The proof of (i) follows from the results on P __z Vr ® V" and ¢ above and the fact that

{e] | TGIA(, i,j € Neg. }

is an orthonormal basis for P . V> ® V. The statements of (ii) follow from the definition
of M@ and @,

4.2 Minimal ideals in L*(K)

It is now quite easy to analyze the ideal structure of L?(K) for a compact group K in terms
of @, e Vr @ V. As a starting point we take the following proposition:

Proposition 4.2.1. Let K be a compact group and let V be a closed subspace of L?(K).
Then V is a left (right) ideal if and only if it is invariant under A% (o).

In [Fol95], Theorem 2.43, this proposition is formulated for L!(K). Since K is compact
and we have assumed that [} 1dk = 1, we have that L*(K) C L'(K), which implies that
Folland’s proof can be transferred to this situation.

Combining our version of the Peter-Weyl Theorem with Proposition [4.2.1] we see that the

minimal left (right) ideals of L?(K) = D,z Vr ® VI are exactly the spaces of the form

Vy ® €e* (resp. e ® V) for every o € K and every unit vector e € V. The minimal two-sided
ideals are exactly the spaces V, ® V. for every o € K, and V, ® V* is the isotype Vyx (o) of
o in \K.
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It also follows that every left (right) ideal P € L?(K) is an invariant subspace for A% (o/),
and so the Peter-Weyl Theorem implies that P decomposes into the minimal left (right) ideals
which correspond to the irreducible subrepresentations of A*|p (resp. o |p).

The following observation will be important in the proof of openness of ind%:

Remark 4.2.2. The preceding observations imply in particular that every minimal left, right,
or two-sided ideal of L?(K) is finite-dimensional and contains continuous functions only.

Projections onto minimal ideals

If o € K and {e; | i € N<g, } is an orthonormal basis for V,,, then the projection of the space

®D.cz V- ® V7 onto the minimal two-sided ideal V,; @ V! is given by convolution with

dcr
b= VIS el
=1

This is easily verified using the formulas from Proposition We also give a description of
these projections in the L?(K)-notation: Suppose that o € K and that I is the corresponding
minimal ideal of L?(K), i.e., I is the image of V, ® V* in L?(K) under the isomorphism ¢
from above. Then the projection onto [ is given by convolution with

e &
b= o) = 4o S0 0% B 4,3k = dotr(o) = oo, (420)
=1 =1

where x,+ is the character of ¢* as on page

4.3 L*(G) as an induced space

The following description of L?(G) will be used in Section on restriction of continuous
functions, and it also underlies the proof of Lemma (Lemma 3.1 in [EE]). In their proof
of this lemma, Echterhoff and Emerson also give the definition of the isomorphism below, and
Baggett uses a similar construction in Paragraph 5.2 in [Bag68].

Let G be a locally compact group and let H be a compact subgroup of G. In this section

~

we want to use the isomorphism L?(H) = D, Vr ® V] to establish an isomorphism
L*(G) = @ Hinar @ V. (4.3.1)
reH

To this end, we will induce A7 ~ \.® = @TeﬁT ® idyx up to G, and then show that
ind% M = D.ci ind% T®idy is equivalent to A&, To prove the existence of the isomorphism

in (4.3.1) we decompose it as follows:
L*(G) & Hypgzn = Hipgzne = €D Hinar @ V' (4.3.2)
reH

In fact, all these isomorphisms will be implemented by unitaries, that at the same time
implement the corresponding unitary equivalences

AY & indf A & ind% A9 & @ indf 7 @ idy; .
reH
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The isomorphism Hj 4,1 = L*(G)
According to Proposition/Definition the induced Hilbert space H;,q u is given by
Hipqan = {6 € LX(G,L*(H)) | Vh e H,g € G: &(gh) = NLié(9)}-

We want to define a unitary operator P: Hy,q # — L?(G). We do this by giving an explicit
formula for P(£) for continuous elements & of H;, 4z, and by supplying an inverse operator.
Set

P(&)(g) :=&(9)(en) (4.3.3)
for all £ € Hyyq\v N C(G,C(H)) and all g € G. To obtain an inverse operator for P, define

Qn)(g)(h) := n(gh)

for all n € C.(G), and all g € G, h € H. Tt is easily checked that Q(n) € H,,q u for each
n € Ce(G). For all £ € Hy g v NC(G,C(H)), g € G, and h € H we compute

(Qo P)(€)(9)(h) = P(€)(gh) = E(gh)(en) = NLa&(9)(en) = E(g)(h),

so we have (Q o P)(§) = £ for all continuous £ € Hj g z. A similar calculation shows that
(PoQ)(n) =nfor all n € C.(G). A computation using the definition of the scalar product
on H, q,# shows that P and () are isometric on the dense subsets of continuous elements
of Hyqxu and L*(G), respectively. It follows that P and @ can be extended to Hi,g\m
and L?(G), respectively, and that Q o P = idHind \H and P o @ = idz2(g). Being isometric
surjections, the operators P and () are unitary, and since they are inverse to each other it
follows that @) = P*.
A short calculation shows that P intertwines A and indg M as required.

The isomorphism H; j\# = H q\#.0

Let ¢g: @TG gVre Vi — L?(H) be the unitary isomorphism defined in (4.1.2]) applied to
H. This induces a canonical unitary isomorphism ind ¢z between

Hygrme = {6 € LG Vr @ Vy) [Vhe H g€ G: &(gh) = \,"Té(9)}

reH
and the space Hj,q #. For continuous elements of H; 4z this isomorphism is given by
((ind ¢x)€)(g) = ¢n(£(9)) (4.3.4)
for all § € Hipgne NC(G, D, .5 Vr@ V) and all g € G. The unitary ind ¢p intertwines A
and A\,
The isomorphism @ __5 Hinar ® V) = Hypg m0

By definition, A® = D, cig T ®@idy, .. Since induction preserves direct sums and commutes
with amplifications (Proposition 9.18 in [Echl) it follows that

indf A\® ~ @ ind%(r ® idy») ~ @ ind% 7 ® idy»
Teﬁ TEﬁ
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and
~Y ~Y *
Hijq e = @ Hing(roidy:) = @ Hinar @ V7.
TEI/‘} Teﬁ

Explicitly, this isomorphism maps an elementary tensor £ ® w* € Hipqr ® V' with continuous
¢ to the element
G-V, oV g—£&(g) @w* (4.3.5)

of Hind AH,® -

The isomorphism @ _5 Hinar @ V) = L*(G)

Combining the results of the preceding paragraphs we obtain a unitary isomorphism between
69761? Hing»®@V* and L?(G). To get an explicit formula, fix 7 € H and let {Quw* € Hipg, @V
be such that £ € C(G,V;). As seen in (4.3.5)), this elementary tensor is mapped to

G-V, VY g—&(g) @w"
in Hi q\#me. To this we can apply the isomorphism ind ¢ from (4.3.4)) as follows:

ind ¢m (g — &(9") ® w*)(g) = ou(é(g) ® w*)
= (h = Vd-(r(h™")&(g), w))
= (h = \/d-(&(gh), w)) (4.3.6)

for all ¢ € G. Applying the isomorphism P: H; 4z — L*(G) from ([#.3.3) to (4.3.6), we
obtain the function

g = \/E@(g)v w)Vr

in L2(G). In short, we have a unitary isomorphism
v: @ Hinar @V — L(G), (4.3.7)
reH

which, for each elementary tensor £ ® w* € Hing, ® V¥ with continuous &, is given by

V(€@ w)(g) = Vdr (E(9),w)

for all g € G. It also follows that v intertwines __ 5 ind% r ® idy» and P

4.4 Restriction of continuous elements of L*(K)

Let now H be a closed subgroup of a compact group K. The results of the previous section,
applied to K instead of G, imply in particular that each subspace Hj,q, ® V* is invariant for
M and hence a left ideal in L?(K). We now analyze what happens if we restrict continuous
elements of L?(K) to H. The results of this section are based on the work of Baggett in
Paragraphs 5.1 and 5.4 in [Bag6§].
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Restricting ideals in L*(K) to L*(H)
We start with the following observation:

Lemma 4.4.1. If M is a finite-dimensional left ideal in L?(K), then all elements of M are
continuous, and

Mg :={flu | f € M}
is a closed left ideal in L?(H).

Proof. Being finite-dimensional, M is a finite sum of minimal left ideals of L?(K). By Re-
mark [4.2.2] the minimal left ideals contain continuous functions only, so this is also true for
M. By Theorem |42_1| it now suffices to show that M|z is a closed invariant subspace for A7,
Being a finite-dimensional vector space, M| is closed, and since M is invariant under MK it
follows immediately that

ML) = O (D)l € Mg
for every h € H and every f € M, which shows that M|y is invariant under A\, O

We can describe the restriction of a continuous function quite explicitly when we use the
isomorphisms v: @ .5 Hinar @V} — L?*(K) from ([#.3.7) and ¢y : D,czgVreVy — L?(H)
from (4.1.2):

Lemma 4.4.2. Let 7 € I;T, let £ € Hing, be continuous, and let w* € V*. Then the restriction
of v(¢ ® w*) € L3(K) to H equals ¢y (£(er) @ w*).

Proof. The definitions of the isomorphisms v and ¢z give

W& @ w*)| i (h) = Vdr(§(h), w) = V/dr (r(h™)é(ex), w) = pu(E(ex) @ w*)(h)
for all h € H. ]

Roughly speaking, the lemma says that restriction of continuous functions from L?(K) to
L?(H) can be implemented by evaluating elements of €_ cii Hindr ® V' at the unit element
ex of K, which means that a continuous element { ® w* € Hjnqr @ V' restricts to the element
Elek) @u* € Ve @ VE

The following corollary contains two more precise statements on restriction, which will be
used in the proof of openness of ind”.

Corollary 4.4.3. Let K be a compact group and let H be a closed subgroup.

(i) Let o € H and suppose that M is a left ideal of L2 (K') which is contained in Hypgq,® V.
Then
Mg :={flg | f € M is continuous}

is a closed left ideal in L?(H) which is contained in V, ® V*.

(ii) If M is a minimal left ideal in L?(K), then M|y defined as in Lemma is also
minimal in L?(H).
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Proof. (i): It follows directly from Lemma that M|y is contained in V, ® V¥, which
implies that M|y is a finite-dimensional and hence closed subspace of L2(H). It follows as in
the proof of Lemma that M|y is invariant for A and thus a left ideal.

(ii): Suppose that M is a minimal left ideal in L?(K). Then M is finite-dimensional
and contains continuous functions only, so M|y can be defined as in Lemma It is a
consequence of the description of L?(K) as D,z V- ® V) that L*(K) decomposes into left
ideals of the form Hi,q, ® f* with 7 € H and f* a unit vector in V.

By minimality of M, we can thus choose o € H and a unit vector e* € V¥ such that
M C Hingo ® €*. It then follows by the above description of restriction that M|y C V, ® e*.
By Lemma M| is a closed left ideal, so minimality of V,®e* implies that M|y = V,®e*
is a minimal left ideal in L?(H). O

Application to representations

Translated into the language of representations, the previous corollary reads as follows:

Remark 4.4.4. If M is as in (i) of Corollary then there exists n € N such that
)\H|(M|H) = no.
If M is minimal, then it follows from (ii) of Corollary m that there exists o € H such that

M) = 0

The second statement is a slight refinement of Lemma 5.4-B in [Bag68], because we show
that \# \( M|y) 18 not just equivalent to a multiple of o, but to o itself.

In the proof of openness of ind® it will be necessary to construct, for given (K, o) € S(K)"
and H < K, an element oy € H with o < o|g. For this we need one more lemma, the
proof of which is based on the following fact, which is Theorem 1.2 in [Mac55].

Theorem 4.4.5. Let G be a locally compact group and let 7, 0 € Rep(G). Suppose that
T € B(V,,V,) intertwines 7 and g, i.e., o(g)T = Tn(g) for all g € G. Let N := (kerT)*

and L :=1im7. Then N and L are invariant subspaces for 7 and p, respectively, and 7|y is
unitarily equivalent to o|r.

Lemma 4.4.6. Let H < K be a closed subgroup, let M be a minimal left ideal in L?(K).
Then

Mty < W)
Proof. Define T: M — M|y, f+ flg. Then
(T o (M an)lm) () (H@) = F(B71) = (A1) (R) o T) ())(D)

for all f € M and for all h,l € H, which shows that T intertwines (A|3/)| and )\H\(M|H).
Since T is surjective, the above theorem implies that A\¥ |( M|y) 18 equivalent to the restriction
of (A¥|a)|z to (ker T')*, which shows that M (1)) 18 a subrepresentation of (A |x/)|m, as
required. O
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4.5 A convergence lemma for nets in Rep(K) with limit in K

As promised, we now include the proof of Lemma [1.3.4] which was used in the proof that
our closure operation on Stab(X )~ satisfies the Kuratowski closure axioms, and which will
also be used when we compare our topology on Stab(X )~ with the one defined by Echterhoff
and Emerson in [EE] under the assumption of Palais’ slice property. Notice that its proof
is completely independent of the results we obtained for the topology on Stab(X ). For the
convenience of the reader, we restate the lemma here:

Lemma 4.5.1 (Lemma Lemma 4.8 in [EE]). Let K be a compact group, let (m,),en
be a net in Rep(K), and let o € K. The following statements are equivalent:

(i) mp — o3
(ii) There exists an index vy € N such that ¢ < 7, for all v € N>,,.

The proof requires some facts about containment and weak containment, which we put
into the following lemma. We will not need all implications stated here, but leaving them out
makes things seem incomplete.

Lemma 4.5.2. Let K be a compact group, let 7 € Rep(K), and let o € K. The following
statements are equivalent:

(i) o <,
(ii) Vo @ V} € ker;
(iii) o <.

Proof. As seen above, the space V, ® V' can be identified with a subset of C'(K) and hence
of C*(K). It is an immediate consequence of the Schur Orthogonality Relations that o is the
only element of K which is nontrivial on V, ® V7, i.e., which satisfies V, ® V} € kero.

(i)=(iii): This follows directly from the definitions and requires neither the compactness
assumption nor the irreducibility of o.

(iii)=-(ii): By contraposition. Suppose that V, ® V. C ker 7. It follows immediately that
kerm ¢ ker o, because otherwise we had V, ® V5 C kern C kero, which would contradict
Vo @ V) Z kero.

(ii)=-(i): Suppose that V, ® V. Z kerm. Since 7 is a direct sum of irreducible represen-
tations, and since o is the only element of K which is nonzero on Ve ® V¥, it follows that 7
contains o as a direct summand. O

Proof of Lemmal[{.5.1 Recall from Proposition that 7, — o if and only if ¢ is weakly
contained in every subnet of (7, ),en.

(i)=(ii): By contraposition. Suppose that for every v € N there exists y € N>, such that
o is not contained in m,. We construct a subnet (7;);jes of (m,),en which does not weakly
contain o. Set

J:={(v,p) e N XN |p>vand o £m,},

then J is an upwards directed ordered set with respect to componentwise ordering, and

J—= N, j=,p)—p
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defines a subnet (7;)jes of (m,)ven such that o £ 7; for all j € J. By Lemma this
implies that
Vo @ Vy C [ kerm,
Jj€J

and hence, as V, @ V} Z ker o, it follows that

ﬂ ker m; Z ker o,

jeJ

i.e., 0 is not weakly contained in (7;);cs.
(ii)=(i): Choose vy € N such that o < 7, for all v € N with v > 1. By Lemma
and by definition of weak containment it follows that

kero O kerm,

for every v € N»,,. Let now (m,,)jes be any subnet of (7m,),en. Find jo € J such that
vj > vy for every j > jo. Then

kero D m ker m,; 2 ﬂ kerm,,,
Jj=Jo Jjed

i.e., o is weakly contained in (7,;);e, as required. O
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Chapter 5

The map ind® is a homeomorphism

In this chapter we will prove that the topology on Stab(X)™ from Definition and
Proposition makes the map

ind?: G\Stab(X)™ = (Co(X) x GY, [z, Gy, 0] — 77

a homeomorphism in case of a proper locally compact G-space X. We have already seen in
Section that ind® is continuous. It is left to work out the much more complicated proof
that ind“ is also open. In Section we prove some first results concerning the X- and the
A (G)-component of ind® in case of a proper G-action. In Section we consider a compact
group K acting on a locally compact space Y and prove that ind™ is open in this situation.
Openness of ind® can then be combined with the results on reduction to the compact case
from Section to prove openness of ind® in the general case of a proper group action. This
is done in Section [5.3|

We close the chapter with a short discussion of our assumptions and an application of our
results on actions with continuous stabilizer map from Section [2.5]to the space (Co(X) 3 G)".

5.1 First steps towards openness of ind“

Let G be a locally compact group which acts properly on a locally compact Hausdorff space
X. Suppose that (m,),en converges to m in (Co(X) x G)". By the Mackey-Rieffel-Green
Theorem ([2.3.5)) we can choose ([z,, Gy, 0.])ven and [z, Gy, 0] in G\Stab(X )™ such that

T=7"" = P%x indgz o and T, =T = P™ % indgu o
for all v € N. We show in this section that there are a subnet ([z;, G}, 0;])jes and repre-

sentatives (xj,Gj,05)jes such that z; - 2 in X and G; - H < G, in % (G). This is a
consequence of the following two results:

Lemma 5.1.1. Retain the notation of the preceding text. Then Gz, — Gz in G\ X.

Proof. As described in Remark 1.4.1}7 the canonical inclusion ¢ (xy: Co(X) — M (Co(X) % G)
induces a continuous map Rep(Cp(X) x G) — Rep(Cy(X)), mapping o x U to g. Combined
with the above assumptions this gives that P* — P* as representations of Cp (2( ).

Now the canonical inclusion j: Co(G\X) — M (Cy(X)) given by j(f)(y) = f(Gy) for all
f € Co(G\X) and all y € X induces a continuous map

Rep(Co(X)) = Rep(Co(G\ X)), 0 — 00 .
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(P* 0 5)(f)é(g) = i(f)(92)&(9) = F(Gx)&(g) = evaa()E(9)

for all f € Co(G\X), € € Hyngo and g € G, and analogously for P for all v € N, it follows
that evgy, — evg, as representations of the commutative C*-algebra Cy(G\X). Since G\ X
is a locally compact Hausdorff space, this implies that Gz, — Gz in G\ X. O

Combining this result with Lemma [2:2.3] on the convergence of the stabilizer subgroups
of a convergent net in X, we obtain the following proposition:

Proposition 5.1.2. Let G be a locally compact group acting properly on a locally compact
Hausdorff space X. Let (m,),en converge to 7 in (Cy(X) x G)~. Then there exist a subnet
(7j)jes, elements (xj,Gj,05)jes and (x, Gy, 0) in Stab(X)", and a subgroup H < G, such
that

T =m"7 and =m0

for all j € J, and ; = = in X and G; — H in J#(G).

Proof. Let (z,G,,0) be a representative of [z, Gy, 0]. By Lemma above we know that
Gz, — Gz, so Remarkyields a subnet ([z;, Gy, 07])ier, and representatives (z7, Gy, 01)icrL
such that z; — x. It then follows from Lemma that there exist a subnet (x;,Gj,05)ecs
and H < G, with G; — H. O

5.2 Openness of ind® for a compact group K

This section contains most part of the work for the proof of openness of ind“. Since we have
to use several results from the representation theory of compact groups, we restrict ourselves
to actions of compact groups here. The material of this section is based on the work of
Baggett in [Bag68], but the reduction to group representations below and our description of
restriction of continuous functions in L?(K) to closed subgroups from Section allow some
simplifications.

So we suppose now that a compact group K acts on a locally compact Hausdorff space
Y. As before, let (m,),en converge to m in (Cp(Y) x K), and suppose that we have found
(Y, Ky, 00)ven and (y, Ky, o) in Stab(Y')” with

m=7%7 = PY X indgy o and T, = o = PY% % ind?u oy

for all v € N. We have already seen that it is not too difficult to obtain some first open-
ness results for the Y- and the .# (K)-component of ind®. We now have to worry about
convergence of the subgroup representations (K,,0,),en.

Reduction to group representations

The integrated form tc«(gy: C*(K) — M(Co(Y) x K) of the canonical inclusion ¢ from
Remark induces a continuous map Rep(Cy(Y') x K) — Rep(C*(K)) = Rep(K), which
maps a representation 7 x U to U. Hence, the above assumption that 7% — %7 implies
that indf o, — indgy o in Rep(K).
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Let ¢ € K be such that ¢ < ind%y o. It then follows from Proposition that
ind%y o, — 0. As seen in section the left regular representation A% of K is equiva-
lent to ind%y MSv forallv € N , and so o, < MSv for allv € N implies that ind%y o, is
equivalent to a subrepresentation of A for every v € N. Hence we can choose closed M-
invariant subspaces (P,),cn of L?(K) such that ind%y o, is equivalent to A |p, for all v € N.
Let P, be a minimal left ideal of L?(K) associated to o, i.e., P, = V,®e* for some unit vector
e € V,. Then g is equivalent to \*|p,.

We now construct a positive functional associated with g so that we can apply Fell’s
characterization of convergence in terms of positive functionals from Proposition[I.3.7] Recall
that P, contains continuous elements only, and let ~ be a nonzero element of P,. Define

@: C*(K) = C, F s (o(F)h,h) = \E(F)h, h),

then ¢ is a positive functional associated with g as a representation of C*(K). By Propo-
sition [1.3.7iii) we can, after passing to a subnet and relabeling, if necessary, find a net of
positive functionals (¢!,),en, each ¢!, associated to indf o, as representations of C*(K),
such that ||¢),|| < ||| for all v € N and such that ¢}, — ¢ in the weak™ topology.

Choose, for every v € N, an element h!, € P, such that ¢/, is given by

1 CF(K) = C, F = ((indg, 0,)(F)hy,, hy) = (A (F)hy,, h).

In what follows we work out the following idea: Using the net (h!,),cn we construct a space
Z < L*(K) such that A¥|z is equivalent to ¢ and the following holds: For every element g € Z
we find continuous elements g, € P, which converge uniformly to g. As seen in Section
the restriction of any continuous element g of Z to K, lies in the left ideal of L?(K,) associated
to o, and in the same way the restrictions g, |k, are related to o, for all v € N. We will
use this fact combined with the convergence g, — ¢ to prove that (K,,o0,) — (H,op) for a
suitable element (H,op) < (K, 0). First, we need a modification of the elements h,,.

Lemma 5.2.1. Retain the above assumptions. Let I := V, ® V, denote the minimal two-
sided ideal of L?(K) which contains h. Let p; € C(K) be the projection onto I as defined in
[#.2.1). For every v € N define h,, := p; * h), and

©,: C*(K) = C, F s \E5(F)h,, h,).

Then h, € P,NI and ||h,||2 < ||h||2 for every v € N, each ¢, is a positive functional associated
with indgy oy, and @, — ¢ in the weak* topology.

As, on the finite-dimensional ideal I, the L?-norm is equivalent to the maximum norm,
and since all the functions involved here are contained in I and in particular continuous, it
follows that there exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that [|h,|c < ¢[|h||oo-

Proof of Lemma[5.2.1 Being invariant subspaces for A all P, are closed left ideals in L?(K)
by Theorem Since I is a two-sided ideal it follows directly that h, € P, NI, and hence
that ¢, is associated with indgu o, for every v € N. Moreover we can use that

1R 13 = LIl < llell = NIRll3

to see that
[hulle = llpr * B ll2 < ||R])2
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for all v € N, because convolution with p; is a projection. For the proof of convergence of
the net (¢,),en to ¢ we use the fact that

NE G =n+¢
for all n,{ € C(K). It follows that, for every F' € C(K):
p(F) = (AN (F)h, k) = (F % (pr * h), pr + h)
= (pr = (F = (pr + b)), h) = (A (pr * (F % pr))h, )
= @(pr* (F xpr)) = lim ], (pr * (F xpr))
= 1191<AK(p[ « (Fx pr)hiy, ) = i ((pr + (F % pr)) = hy,, )

= lim(F * (p; * h.),p* h.) = im\E(F)(p = b)), pr * h.)

Since C(K) is dense in C*(K) and all positive functionals are continuous it follows that
o(F) = lim, ¢, (F) for all F € C*(K), which completes the proof. O

Proposition 5.2.2. Retain the above assumptions. Then there exists a AX-invariant sub-
space Z of L?(K) such that

(i) AX|z is equivalent to o,

(ii) for every g € Z there exist continuous elements g, € P, for all v € N such that g, — ¢
uniformly.

Proof. As seen above, we can assume that h, € P, N[ for all v € N, where I =V, ® V],
which in particular implies that all h, are continuous, and that there is a constant ¢ > 0 such
that ||hy]lco < ¢||h|lco- Now {h, | v € N} is a closed bounded subset of the finite-dimensional
space I, hence it is compact. After passing to a subnet and relabeling we can thus assume
that there is v € I such that h, — v uniformly. Define

Z = {M\S(Fw | FeC*(K)}.

Notice that Z is finite-dimensional, because v is contained in the A*-invariant finite-dimensional
subspace I. For every F' € C*(K) we have that

<>‘K(F)va> = hgn<)‘K(F)hu7hu> = ligncp,j(F)
= ¢(F) = (\X(F)h, h).

Since cyclic representations are equivalent if and only if the positive functionals coming from
their cyclic vectors are the same (Theorem 5.1.4 in [Mur90)]), it follows that A*| is equivalent
to M| p, where

P:={\N(F)h | F e C*(K)}.
But as P, is an invariant subspace for AX and h € P,, we have that AX(F)h € P, for all
F € C*(K). This shows that P is an invariant subspace of P,, which implies that P = P, by
minimality of P,. We now have that \X| is equivalent to o, which shows (i).

Let now g € Z and choose F € C*(K) with ¢ = A (F)v. Define the net (g,),en by
gy =K (F)h, for every v € N. As h, € P, for every v € N and as each P, is M invariant,
it follows that ¢, € P, for all v € N. Since h, — v and everything takes place in I we can
conclude that g, — ¢ uniformly. O
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Proof of openness for a compact group K
We now give the proof of openness of the bijection ind® in case of a compact group K.

Theorem 5.2.3. Suppose that K is a compact group acting on a locally compact Hausdorff
space Y. Then the map ind®: K\Stab(Y)™ — (Co(Y) x K)~ is open.

Proof. Suppose that (m,),en converges to m in (Co(Y) x K)~, and let ([y,, Ky, 00])ven and
ly, Ky,o] be in Stab(Y')" such that 7 = 7% and 7, = 7% for every v € N. To prove
that [y, K, 0,] = [y, Ky, 0] in K\Stab(Y')" in the sense of Remark we first pass to a
subnet and relabel.

As seen in Proposition [5.1.2] we can, after passing to a subnet and relabeling again, assume
that there exist representatives (y,, K,,0,)ven and (y, Ky, o) in Stab(Y')", and a subgroup
H < K, such that

m=7%7 = PY x indﬁy o and T, = w7 = PY% % indgu oy

for all v € N, and such that y, -y in Y and K,, - H in ¥ (K). We have to find an element
ol € H such that og <o|lg and (K,,0,) — (H,op) in S(K)".

As in the beglnmng of Section [5.2| choose closed A% -invariant subspaces (P )ven of L*(K)
such that 1ndK o, is equivalent to )\K |p, for every v € N, and let g € K be an irreducible
subrepresentation of ind% K, O

Let Z be a subspace of L?(K) as constructed in Proposition Being equivalent to

0, the representation A|z is an irreducible subrepresentation of md K, O Thus we can view

Z as a minimal left ideal in Hinqo ® V7, which by Corollary [4.4.3] 3 and Remark [4.4.4) implies
that Z|k, is a minimal left ideal in L?(K,) and

AKy’(Zh{y) =o0.

Again by Corollary it follows that Z|y is a minimal left ideal in L?(H), so oy := )\H‘(Z\H)
is an element of , and by Lemma we get that

o =Xz < (Nlizin))|, = ol

It is now left to show that (K,,0,) — (H,on) in S(K)". We use Fell’s criterion for conver-
gence of subgroup representation pairs given in Theorem Let f € Z|g, then

v: H—C, h— (og(h /fh z) f(x)dpm ()

is a function of positive type associated with (H, o). Suppose that we have passed to a
subnet of (K,,0,),en and relabeled. To construct functions of positive type associated with
the elements (K, 0,) we first go back to the level of L?(K) and apply Proposition To
this end choose g € Z such that f = g|g. Then there exists a net (g,),en of continuous
elements g, € P, such that g, — g uniformly. For every v € N define

M, = {h|k, | h € P, is continuous},
then by Remark [£.4.4] there exists for every v € N a number n, € N such that

K
A V’MV = Ny,0y.
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For every v € N set f, := g,|k,, then f, € M, and

bt Ky = C, ko {(n00) () for fu) = /K fo (k™ ) o (@) dpe, (2)

is a function of positive type associated with n,o,, and hence a finite sum of functions of
positive type associated with o,. To apply Fell’s criterion for convergence in Rep(S(K))
from Theorem we now have to show that ¢, — 1 in the Fell topology on % (K) as
characterized in Lemma [2.2.6]

We already know that K, — H in J¢(K). Suppose that we have passed to a subnet of
(¥y)ven and relabeled, and that we have chosen elements k, € K, for all v € N and k € H
such that k, — k. We have to show that ¢, (k,) — (k). Define

h: H—=C, l— f(k)f(1)

and
hy: K, = C, L f,(k; ') f, ()

for every v € N. We first show that h, — h in . (K). Suppose again that we have passed to
a subnet and relabeled, and that we have chosen elements [, € K, for allv € N and [l € H
such that I, — [. Using that f = g|g and f, = gu|k, for all v € N we get that

(L) = h(D)] = | fu(ky ') fu (L) = F(RTHD) £(1)]

= |gu(k, )gu(lu) - g(k‘_ll)g 0]

This tends to zero because g, — ¢ uniformly. It now follows from Proposition [2.2.12] on
continuity of integration on .# (K) that

|wu<ky>—w<k>|=‘ Fo ) o ) e, (s /f K1) dm)‘

| [ - [ h(e)dun (1)

tends to zero. This proves that ¢, — ¢ in .#(K), which implies (K,,0,) — (H,opy) in
S(K)" and thus (y,, K,,0,) = (y, Ky,0) in Stab(Y')”, which completes the proof. O

5.3 Openness of ind“

Let G be a locally compact group which acts properly on a locally compact Hausdorff space
X. We already saw in Section [2.4] that the bijection

ind“: G\Stab(X)™ — (Co(X) x G~

from the Mackey-Rieffel-Green Theorem is continuous with respect to the quotient topology
on G\Stab(X)~ and the Jacobson topology on (Co(X) x G)~. We now prove that ind“ is
also open, and hence a homeomorphism.

To achieve this, we will use the fact that the proper G-space X is locally induced from
compact subgroups, combined with the openness of ind® in case of a compact group K acting
on a locally compact Hausdorff space Y. The following remarks will be useful for the proof
of the theorem.
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Remarks 5.3.1. (i) If U C X is a G-invariant subset, then G\Stab(U)~ C G\Stab(X)".

(ii) IfU C X is a G-invariant open subset, then Cy(U) is a closed G-invariant ideal in C(X).
Since taking (full) crossed products gives an exact functor between the category of G-
C*-algebras and the category of C*-algebras (see Proposition 4.8 in [Ech]), this implies
that Co(U) x G is a closed ideal in Cy(X) x G. Combined with the fact that closed
ideals of a C*-algebra correspond to open subsets of the spectrum (see Proposition 3.2.2
in [Dix77]), we obtain that (Co(U) x G)~ is an open subset of (Co(X) x G)".

Theorem 5.3.2. Let X be a proper G-space. Then ind® is open.

Proof. We show that images of open sets are open. Let thus W C G\Stab(X)~ be an open
subset. Let V be the pre-image of W in Stab(X)~. For every (w,Gy,0) € V suppose that
Uy is a G-invariant open neighborhood of w, that L,, < G is a compact subgroup, and that
ow: Uy — G/Ly is a continuous G-map as supplied by Abels’ Theorem (Theorem .
Then, with Y, := ¢, '({eLy}), we have for every (w,Gy,0) € V that w € Y, and that
G %, Y is homeomorphic to U, via [g,y] — gy. We then have that

w= |J G\Stab(U,) nW
(w,Gw,0)EV
and thus
ind“(W)= | J nd®(G\Stab(U,y)” NW).
(w,Gw,0)EV

It thus suffices to show that the sets
ind® (G\Stab(U,)~ NW)
are open in (Co(X) x G)~ for every (w,Gy,0) € V. Let thus (w,Gy,0) € V. By Proposi-

tion there is a commutative diagram of bijective maps

Ly\Stab(Y, )™ —“—> G\Stab(Uy, )"

indLw i iindc

(Co(Ya) % L) —= (Co(U) G

where ind“* and ind“ are the usual Mackey-Rieffel-Green maps, ind? is the homeomorphism
coming from the Morita equivalence of Cy(Y,,) X L,, and Cy(U,) x G from Section and
¢ is the bijection from Lemma Since ¢ is continuous, ind? is a homeomorphism and
ind“ is open by compactness of Ly, it follows immediately that the restriction of ind® to
G\Stab(U, )" is open.
Since W is open in G\Stab(X )", the intersection G\Stab(U,)~ N W is relatively open
in G'\Stab(U, )™, hence ind¥ (G\Stab(U, )~ N W) is relatively open in (Co(Uw) ¥ G)”. But
s (Co(Uy) % G) is open in (Co(X) x G)” by Remark [5.3.1f(ii), it already follows that
ind® (G\Stab(U,)~ NW) is open in (Co(X) x G)~, which completes the proof. O

Altogether we have now obtained our main result:
Theorem 5.3.3. If X is a proper G-space, then the bijection
ind“: G\Stab(X)™ — (Co(X) x G~

from the Mackey-Rieffel-Green Theorem is a homeomorphism with respect to the quotient
topology induced from Stab(X )™ on G\Stab(X )™ and the Jacobson topology on (Co(X)xG)".
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5.4 Discussion of assumptions

We have now proved that (Co(X) x G)~ = G\Stab(X)~ for any proper G-space X, where
X is a locally compact Hausdorff space. This might be a good place to contemplate where
we actually need these assumptions.

We used properness to make Abels’ Theorem available, which tells us that proper G-spaces
are locally induced from compact subgroups. The reduction of the proof of openness of ind®
to the case where G is compact relies heavily on this fact.

After reading the proof of openness in the compact case above it is obvious that it only
works in case of a compact group K, since we use the representation theory of compact groups
like the Peter-Weyl Theorem, the minimal ideal structure, and the Frobenius Reciprocity
Theorem all over the place.

The assumption that X is Hausdorff is implicitly used in many places, for instance when
we use that the orbit space of a proper G-space X is Hausdorff. It appears explicitly when
we prove that whenever z,, — x, there is a subnet (z;);e such that G; - H < G,.

5.5 Proper actions with continuous stabilizer map

A nice application of our result is that it leads to a new proof of the well-known fact that, given
a proper G-space X, the spectrum (Cp(X) x G)~ is Hausdorff if and only if the stabilizer map
x — (G is continuous. Results of this kind have been obtained, for instance, by Echterhoff in
[Ech94], by Baggett in [Bagb6§|, and also by Williams in [Wil82].

Theorem 5.5.1. Let X be a proper G-space. Then the stabilizer map X — J#(G), x — G,
is continuous if and only if (Cy(X) x G)~ is Hausdorff.

Proof. We already proved in Proposition that continuity of the stabilizer map is equiv-
alent to the fact that G\Stab(X)~ is Hausdorff. As seen above, this is equivalent to
(Co(X) x G)” being Hausdorff, which completes the proof. O
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Chapter 6

A (C*-algebra with spectrum
Stab(X )

In the beginning of Chapter [2| we mentioned that, for every proper G-space X, there exists
a C*-algebra A, the spectrum of which is in one-to-one correspondence to Stab(X) . In
Section |6.1] we give the details for the construction of A and show that the spectrum A is
then even homeomorphic to Stab(X )™ with its usual topology as defined in Section In
Section we define a G-action on A such that the induced G-action on A corresponds to
the G-action on Stab(X)".

The ideas underlying the material of this chapter where communicated to me by Siegfried

Echterhoff.

6.1 Construction of A with A 2 Stab(X)"

Let X be a proper G-space and let G act on K := K(L*(G)) via Ad(0): G — Aut(K), where
o is the right regular representation of G' on L?(G). As in Section we define

A:={feCy(X,K)|VreX:flx)eKi}. (6.1.1)

We mentioned before that A is a Cy(X)-algebra with fibre K% over every x € X. This can
be shown directly by modifying Echterhoff and Emerson’s proof of the bundle structure of
generalized fixed point algebras. It is then the main issue to show that the fibres are really
all of K& for every z € X.

But, since we have to work with topological fundamental domains anyway, we can use
Corollary from page [I4] to obtain the desired statement on A: If

(%) we can describe X as a topological fundamental domain for a proper G-space Y in such
a way that, for every x € X, the stabilizer subgroup G, with respect to the G-action
on X coincides with G, with respect to the G-action on Y,

then the just mentioned corollary yields that
A= Co(Y) x G = Co(Y XG,Adg ’C),

which by Lemma implies that 4 is a Cy(X)-algebra as described above. We showed in
Section that then the spectrum A equals Stab(X)™ as a set.
We will prove in Proposition that (x) is always satisfied. This is point 1. of our plan

below, in which we outline the idea for the proof that A is in fact homeomorphic to Stab(X)
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The plan

To avoid too much irritating text we introduce the following notation:

Notation 6.1.1. Suppose that W is a G-space. If there are also other G-spaces around and
there is a risk of misunderstanding, then we denote the stabilizer subgroup of an element
w € W with respect to the G-action on W by GY. If V is a G-space such that G} = G
for all v € VN W, then we say that V and W have coinciding stabilizers.

To obtain our desired result that, for a proper G-space X, the C*-algebra A as above
is a Cp(X)-algebra and that its spectrum is homeomorphic to Stab(X )", we will pursue the
following strategy:

1. Construct a proper G-space Y which contains X as a topological fundamental domain
such that X and Y have coinciding stabilizers, i.e., GX = GY for every z € X.

2. Prove that this implies that Stab(X)" is a topological fundamental domain for the
G-space Stab(Y)".

3. Use 1., Theorem and 2., respectively, to obtain the homeomorphisms

~

A (Co(Y) x GY = G\Stab(Y )™ 2 Stab(X )",

and be happy.

Every proper G-space X is a topological fundamental domain for some
proper (G-space Y

As above, let X be a given proper G-space. As usual we assume that X is a locally compact
Hausdorff space. Recall from topology that a topological space S is Hausdorff if and only
if the diagonal Ag := {(s,s) | s € S} is closed in S x S. Notice that this A has nothing
to do with the modular function Ag of a locally compact group G. Since the diagonal of a
topological space and the modular function of a locally compact group will not appear in the
same place here, there should be no confusion about the use of A.

Proposition 6.1.2. There exists a locally compact Hausdorff space Y equipped with a proper
G-action which contains X as a topological fundamental domain such that X and Y have
coinciding stabilizers.

Proof. Define
Yi={(z,y) e X x X |y € Gz}

and equip Y with the relative topology induced from X x X. Then Y is Hausdorff. To see
that Y is locally compact consider the continuous map

p: X XX - G\X xG\X, (z,y) — Gz x Gy.

Since G acts properly on X, the orbit space G\ X is Hausdorff (Proposition (ii)), which
implies that the diagonal Ag\ x is closed. It is easy to check that YV = go_l(Ag\ x ), which
implies that Y is a closed, hence locally compact, subspace of the locally compact space
X x X.
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To define an action of G on Y we first equip the space X x X with the G-action given
by g(z1,2z2) = (21, gze) for all g € G, (x1,22) € X x X. As X is a proper G-space, it follows
from Proposition m (iv) that this action makes X x X also a proper G-space. Being a
closed, G-invariant subspace of X x X, the G-space Y is now also proper.

We have now established that Y is a locally compact Hausdorff space with a proper G-
action, and it is left to show that X is a topological fundamental domain for Y. Via the
embedding i: X — Y, = — (z,x) we identify X with the diagonal i(X) C Y. Since X is
Hausdorff, i(X) = Ax = Ax NY is closed in Y. Moreover, for every x € X, we have that
GX = Gz;ﬂ:) = G}?x), which shows that the stabilizer subgroups of X and Y coincide.

We now show that the map ¢: X — G\Y, = — G(z, ) is a homeomorphism. To see that
q is injective, let x1,29 € X be such that G(z1,z1) = G(x2,x2). Then there exists g € G
with (z9,z2) = g(x1,21) = (21, gx1), from which it follows that z; = xo.

Let now G(z,y) € G\Y. By definition of Y there is ¢ € G with y = gz, which implies
that (x,y) = g(x,z) and thus ¢(x) = G(x,z) = G(z,y). This shows that ¢ is surjective.

Since ¢ is the composition of the continuous inclusion ¢ with the continuous quotient map
p: Y — G\Y, it is itself continuous.

To see that ¢ is open let U C X be an open subset. We have to show that

q(U) ={G(z,z) e G\Y | z € U}

is open in G\Y, which is equivalent to the question whether p~!(q(U)) is open in Y. We
check that

pH(aU)) ={(z,y) €Y | 32’ € U : Gla,y) = G(z',a")}
{(z,g2) €Y |z €U, ge G}
_ (U x GU)NY.

Since U is open in X, so is the set GU = UgecgU. Thus, U x GU is open in X x X,
which implies that (U x GU)NY is open in Y, as required. This shows that ¢ is open, which
completes the proof. O

Notice that if X is a topological fundamental domain for a G-space Y, if ¢: X — G\Y
denotes the corresponding homeomorphism and p: Y — G\Y is the usual quotient map, then

fi=q¢lop:Y =X, y— ¢ (Gy) (6.1.2)
is a continuous surjection. This will be useful in the proof of the following lemma, with which
we proceed to step 2 of our strategy.

Stab(X)" as a topological fundamental domain

Lemma 6.1.3. Suppose that a proper G-space X is a topological fundamental domain for a
proper G-space Y such that the stabilizer subgroups coincide. Let G act on Stab(X)™ and
Stab(Y)” as usual. Then Stab(X)" is a topological fundamental domain for the G-space
Stab(Y)", and the stabilizers coincide.

This lemma could also be formulated for a topological fundamental domain X of the G-
space Y, where X does not carry a G-action of its own. Then the space Stab(X)~ would be
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defined with respect to the G-action on Y, and the statement of the lemma would still be
true, without major changes in the proof.

But since we consider the situation where we start with a G-space X, the chosen formu-
lation of the lemma seems more convenient to us.

Proof of Lemmal[6.1.3. Since X C Y and since the stabilizers for X and Y coincide, it follows
immediately that Stab(X)™ can be identified with the subset {(z, G;,0) € Stab(Y)” |z € X}
of Stab(Y)™. As X is closed in Y, the definition of convergence in Stab(X)™ resp. Stab(Y ')~
implies that Stab(X)™ is closed in Stab(Y')". It is left to show that

@: Stab(X)” — G\Stab(Y')", (z,Gs,0) — [z,G4, 0]

is a homeomorphism.

If (x1,Gs,,01), (x2,Gsy,02) € Stab(X)™ are such that [z1,Gs,,01] = [22,Ggy,02] in
G\Stab(Y)", then there exists ¢ € G with (gz1,Ggs,,901) = (2, Gy,,02) With respect to
the G-action on Stab(Y')”. But, if ¢ is the homeomorphism of X and G\Y from above, then
gr1 = 2 in Y implies that g(x1) = g(x2) in G\Y, and thus x; = x9 in X. It follows that
g€ Gy = G(xh(;ngl), and hence (z2, Gy,,02) = g(x1,Gyy,01) = (21, Gqay,01). This proves
injectivity of ¢.

Let now [y, Gy, 0] € G\Stab(Y')". Let z = f(y) with f as in and find g € G with
x = gy with respect to the G-action on Y. Then g(y,Gy,0) = (z,Gs, go) € Stab(X)" and
o(x, Gy, go) = [y, Gy, 0], which shows that ¢ is surjective.

Being the composition of the continuous embedding of Stab(X )™ into Stab(Y)” and of
the continuous projection of Stab(Y)™ onto G\Stab(Y')”, the map ¢ is continuous.

It is left to show that ¢ is open. Suppose that [y,, Gy, ,00] = [y, Gy, 0] in G\Stab(Y)".
Let (z,Gs,0) = ¢ Y[y, Gy, 0]) and (2, Gy, 00) = ¢ H([Yu, Gy, 00]) for all v € N. We
have to show that (z,,G,,,0,) = (2,G4,0) in Stab(X)". We pass to a subnet and relabel.
After doing this again, if necessary, we can assume that there are representatives (y, G, 0) of
[y, Gy, 0] and (y,, Gy, , 00) of [y, Gy, 0,] for every v € N such that (y,,Gy,,00) = (v, Gy, 0)
in Stab(Y')™. After passing to a subnet and relabeling again, we can assume that there exists
(H,0m) < (Gy, o) such that (y,,Gy,,00) = (y, H,0m) in Y x S(G)".

Find g € G with (z, G, 0) = g(y, Gy, 0) and a net (g, ),en in G such that (z,,Gy,,0,) =
9v(Yu, Gy, , 0v) for all v € N with respect to the action on Stab(Y)™. Since the first component
of ¢ coincides with the homeomorphism ¢: X — G\Y, we get that x = f(y) and =, = f(vy,)
for all v € N. As y, — y and as f is continuous, we get that z, — x.

To obtain that (Gz,,0.)ven = (9u(Gy,,00))ven has a convergent subnet, we need a
convergent subnet of (g,),en. By properness of the action of G on Y the map

v:GXxY =Y XY, (h,z) = (hz,2)

is proper. Let C be a compact neighborhood of (z,y) in Y x Y. Since z, — x and y, — y in

Y we can without loss of generality assume that (x,,y,) € C for all v € N. Since g, y, = x,

for all v € N, this implies that (g,,%,) is contained in the compact subset 7~ 1(C) C G x Y

for all v € N. After passing to a subnet and relabeling we can thus assume that there is

g € G with g, — ¢'. Since (g,y,),en converges both to z and to ¢’y it follows that x = ¢'y.
It now follows from (y,,Gy,,0,) = (y, H,on) in Y x S(G)" that

90 (Y, Gy, 00) = 'y, H, 0m),
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i.e., that
(mexVyUV) — (l‘,ng, g/QH) (613)

in X x S(G)". It is left to show that (¢'H, ¢'on) < (Gz,0). We know that (H, op) < (Gy, 0),
so it is clear that

From above we already have an element g € G with (z,G,,0) = g(y, Gy, 0). It follows that
gy = = = ¢'y, and hence that ¢’g~! € G,. Using this, we get that ¢’0 = (¢'g~!)o is equivalent
to 0. Combined with (6.1.3)) and (6.1.4) this shows that (z,,Gy,0,) = (x,Gy, 0) in Stab(X),
and thus that ¢ is open. This completes the proof. O

Stab(X)™ is homeomorphic to A

We now have all ingredients to prove the result we wanted:

Theorem 6.1.4. Let X be a proper G-space and let
A={feCo(X,K)|VzeX:flx)eKO)}
as in (6.1.1)). Then the spectrum A is homeomorphic to Stab(X)".

Proof. By Proposition[6.1.2] we can find a proper G-space Y which contains X as a topological
fundamental domain such that the stabilizers coincide. By Lemma [6.1.3] this implies that
Stab(X)™ is a topological fundamental domain for the G-space Stab(Y)™, i.e., Stab(X)" is
homeomorphic to G\Stab(Y)", which by our main result (Theorem is homeomorphic
to (Co(Y) x G)~. But, by Corollary Co(Y) x G is isomorphic to A, so that altogether
we get

A = (Co(Y)x Gy = G\Stab(Y)" = Stab(X),

which completes the proof. O

6.2 A (G-action for A

Let G, X, K, and A be as above. Before we define a G-action on A it will be useful to have a
description of the irreducible representations of A in terms of the decompositions of the fibres
KC= at hand.

Irreducible representations of A
Recall from ([2.1.3)) that A can be decomposed as

A= H(/CGZ)A = H @ K(Hinao) = H K(Hindo) = H {ic}.

zeX zeX Ueé; zeX z€X
O'EGz UGGI

It follows that an element (x,G,,0) € Stab(X )™ = A can be identified with the irreducible
representation ¢ o ev, of A, where ¢ denotes the projection of K% onto the summand
K(Hindo), and ev, is evaluation at z on A.
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A G-action for A and A

Recall that the G-action on K = K(L?(G)) which appears in the definition of A is given by
Ad(p). The following lemma will be useful:

Lemma 6.2.1. Let g € G and « € X. Then
Ad(0)(g)(K%=) = K.

Proof. “C”: Let T € K%, i.e., for every | € G, we have that Ad(p)()T = T. Let now
ke Gy = gGLg~ " and choose [ € G, such that k = glg~'. Then

Ad(o)(k) (Ad(0)(9)T) = Ad(0)(glg™ " )Ad(0)(9)T = Ad(0)(9)Ad(0)(NT = Ad(0)(9)T,

which shows that Ad(e)(g)T € K%=.
“D”: This is equivalent to Ad(g)(g~1)(K%=) = K% which follows from “C”. O

Define now for every g € G and f € A a function gf by

(9.f)(x) = Ad(0)(9)f (g™ ') (6.2.1)

for every x € X. Since, for every g € G and z € X, we know by definition of A that
flg~'z) € KC =, the previous lemma implies that (gf)(z) € K%, and hence gf € A. It
follows that (| - defines a G-action on A.

This induces a G-action on A by (g7)(f) = n(g~1f) forall g € G, f € A, of which we now
want to show that it corresponds to the G-action on Stab(X)". Let (x,G4,0) € Stab(X)™
and g € G. We saw in the first paragraph of this section that (x,G,, o) corresponds to the
element ¢*° o ev, of A.

A calculation shows that

9(a"7 o eva)(f) = ((¢"7 o Ad()(g7")) 0 evga) (f)-

Since ¢ o Ad(p)(g~!) is the prOJectlon of K% onto K(Hings), and Hing o is isomorphic to
Hing(go) by equivalence of 1nd o and 1ndG (go), it follows that g(¢™” o ev,) is equivalent
to ¢9%97 o ev gy, which corresponds to g(x, Gx, o) in Stab(X)".

Combined with the facts that A is homeomorphic to Stab(X)™ and that the quotient
G\Stab(X )~ is homeomorphic to (Cy(X) x G)~, we have now obtained that (Co(X) x G)
can be described as the quotient G\ﬁ of the spectrum of A.
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Chapter 7

Proper G-spaces with Palais’ slice
property

Recall from Remark (iv) that a proper G-space X has Palais’ slice property (SP) if it is
locally induced from the stabilizer subgroups, which means that for every x € X there exists
a G-invariant open neighborhood U, such that there is a continuous G-map ¢, : U, — G/G,
with ¢,(z) = eG,. It then follows from Remark [I.1.8(i) that U, is G-homeomorphic to
G xq, Yp with Y, = o, ({eG,}). Palais proved in [Pal61, Proposition 2.3.1] that (SP) is
satisfied whenever the group G is a Lie group.

In this chapter we first show that the assumption of property (SP) leads to a simplification
of our result, namely, it allows to compare convergence in (Co(X) x G)~ directly with con-
vergence in Stab(X )", and not just in the quotient G\Stab(X)". We continue in Section
with a presentation of Echterhoff and Emerson’s definition of a topology on Stab(X )™ in the
situation that X satisfies (SP). As announced in Section we also show that, if X satisfies
(SP), their and our definition give the same topology on Stab(X)".

In Section we give a sketch of their proof that ind® is a homeomorphism, and we also
discuss why it is so different from our approach.

7.1 Motivation for the consideration of (SP)

In terms of convergence, the fact that ind® is a homeomorphism reads as follows:

Corollary 7.1.1. Let (z,,Gy,0,)ven be a net in Stab(X )™ and let (z,G;,0) € Stab(X ).
Then the following conditions are equivalent:

(i) [xv,Gp,0u] = [2,Gy, 0] in G\Stab(X),

(ii) 7% — 17 in (Co(X) x G) .

In general we can not conclude that (x,,G,,0,),en converges to (z,Gy,0) in Stab(X),
because, as seen in Lemma the convergence 77 — 1% in (Cp(X) x G)~ does not
imply z, — z in X but only Gz, — Gz in G\ X.

There is, however, a special case in which we get equivalence of convergence in Stab(X )™
and in (Cp(X) x G)". The key to this special case is the following lemma, the assumptions of
which suggest that it will be useful to consider Palais’ slice property:
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Lemma 7.1.2. Let K be a compact group, let Y be a K-space and suppose that y € Y is
fixed by K, i.e., that K, = K. Then a net (y,, K,,0,),en converges to (y, K, o) in Stab(Y')”
if and only if ([y,, Ky, 0u])ven converges to [y, K, o] in K\Stab(Y)".

Proof. Let (yy, K,,0,),en be anet in Stab(Y')™ and let (y, K, o) € Stab(Y')". It is clear that
(yy, Ky,0,) — (y, K,0) in Stab(Y')™ implies convergence in the orbit space.

A~

Suppose now that [y,, K,,0,] — [y, K, 0] in K\Stab(Y')", and that we have passed to a
subnet of (y,, K,,0,),en and relabeled. By Remark on openness of the orbit map and
by definition of convergence in Stab(Y)™ we can pass to a subnet (y;, Kj,0;)jes such that
there exist a net (k;);cs in K and an element (H,op) < (K, 0) such that

ki(y;, Kj,05) = (y, H,om) < (y, K, 0)

in Y x S(K)". By compactness of K we can assume without loss of generality that there is
k € K with k; — k. By continuity of the K-action on Y x Rep(S(K)), see Lemma it
follows that

(yj, Kj,05) = k= (y, H,om),

so it remains to show that k! (y, H,on) < (y, K, 0). Since k € K = K, it follows immediately
from (y, H,on) < (y, K, o) that

kil(y7 H? O-H) S kil(y? K7 O’) = (y? K7 0-)7
as required. ]

Corollary 7.1.3. Let K be a compact group, let Y be a K-space and suppose that y € Y is
fixed by K, i.e., that K, = K. Let (y,, K,,0.,)ven be a net in Stab(Y')", and let (y, K,0) €
Stab(Y)". Then the following are equivalent:

(i) (vaKV;UV) — (y,K,J) in Stab(Y)A,
(ii) Y% — Y% ~ g in (C()(Y) X K)A.

Proof. The equivalence of (i) and (ii) is a direct consequence of Corollary and Lemmal(7.1.2
It is straightforward from the definitions that 797 = PY x ind% o is equivalent to o. O]

The assumptions of the preceding lemma and corollary are locally satisfied if a proper
G-space satisfies (SP), and we now continue to have a closer look at such spaces.

7.2 The topology on Stab(X)" if X satisfies (SP)

Definition of neighborhood bases in Stab(X )~ with (SP)

In the following we give a short account of Echterhoff and Emerson’s approach to describe
the topology of (Co(X) x G)~ in case of a proper G-space X with (SP). For proofs and details
the reader may consult Section 4 of Echterhoff and Emerson’s paper [EE].

Definition 7.2.1. Let X be a proper G-space with (SP). For every x € X define
Sy ={ye X |Gy <G}

An almost slice at x is a set of the form W - V., where W is a symmetric open neighborhood
of e in G, and V}; is a relatively open neighborhood of x in S,. The set of all almost slices at
x is denoted by AS,.
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It is only a matter of convenience that we work with symmetric open neighborhoods of e
in GG, the theory works as well without the assumption of symmetry. Notice that, for every
x € X, we have Y, C S, for every G,-slice Y, in z, because G, < G, for every y € Y, (see
Remark (iii)).

Echterhoff and Emerson show that, for every z € X, the set AS, forms an open neigh-
borhood base at x. As long as we work in their setting for a topology on Stab(X )", we will
denote the elements of Stab(X)™ by (x,0) instead of (z,G,, o), because we won’t have to
work in S(G)” anyway.

Definition 7.2.2. Suppose that X is a proper G-space which satisfies (SP). For every element
(z,0) € Stab(X)~ and every almost slice WV, € AS, define

U((z,0),WV,) :={(y,7) € Stab(X)™ [3ge W : gy eV, A gt <olg,, }; (7.2.1)

further set

Uy = {U((x,0), WVs) | WV, € AS,} .

Notice that, by symmetry of the neighborhoods W, the existence of an element g € W
with gy € V} is equivalent to y € WV,.

Lemma 7.2.3 (Lemma 4.3 in [EE]). Let X be a proper G-space satisfying (SP). Then there
is a topology on Stab(X )™ such that the elements of U, ) form a base of open neighborhoods
for every (z,0) € Stab(X)". The canonical action of G on Stab(X)™ is continuous with
respect to this topology.

It should be pointed out that the definition of this topology does not work if we drop the
assumption of Palais’ slice property. To see this, suppose that U ((x,0), WV,) is a neighbor-
hood of (z,0) € Stab(X )™ as in and that (y,7) € U ((z,0), WV;). Without (SP) it
would in general not be true that Gy, < G, so the statement g7 < o|g,, would not make
sense.

In a general proper G-space X, we only know that there exist a compact subgroup L,
of G and a Lg-slice Y, such that G, < L, for all y € Y, (see Remark (iii)), but L, is
usually bigger than G,. So it is essential for Echterhoff and Emerson’s topology on Stab(X )™
that X is locally induced from the stabilizers, not just from arbitrary compact subgroups.

Echterhoff and Emerson’s topology on Stab(X )~ becomes even easier to describe if G
is discrete. Since then the set {e} is open in G, we can ignore the open neighborhoods W
above. It follows that the set S; is itself open in X for every x € X and contains an open
neighborhood base of . Hence, an open neighborhood base of an element (z,0) € Stab(X )~
is given by

Uzo) = 1{U((z,0),Vz) | Vo € S; is an open neighborhood of x},

where

U((x,0),Ve) ={(y,7) € Stab(X)™ |y eV, A 7 <o0lg,}

for every open neighborhood V, of x in .5,.

68



Convergence in Stab(X)~ with (SP)

We proceed with a formulation of convergence in this topology, and then show that in
proper G-spaces with Palais’ slice property, this convergence coincides with our convergence

in Stab(X )~ from Remark

Remark 7.2.4. Let X be a proper G-space with (SP). Then a net (x,,0,),en converges to
(z,0) in Stab(X)~ in the sense of Lemma if and only if z, — 2 and every subnet of
(y,0,)ven has a subnet (zj,0;);es such that there exists a net (g;);es with g; — e in G,
and such that gjz; € S, and gjo; < a]nggcj for all j € J.

Proposition 7.2.5. Let X be a proper G space which satisfies Palais’ slice property. Then
the notions of convergence given in Remark and in Remark coincide.

The idea of the proof is based on the same tools as the proof that our closure operation on
Stab(X)~ for a general proper G-space X satisfies the Kuratowski axioms (Proposition [2.3.3)):

Proof of Proposition[7.2.5. Let (x,,Gy,0,)en be a net in Stab(X)™ and let (z, Gy, 0) be
in Stab(X)~. We use Palais’ slice property to choose an open neighborhood U, of = and a
Gg-slice Y, at x such that U, = G xq, Ys.

Suppose first that (z,,G,,0,),en converges to (x,Gy,0) in the sense of Remark
i.e., for every subnet there exist a subnet (z;,Gj,0;)jes and an element (H,oy) € S(G)~
such that (H,oy) < (Gg,0) and (z;,Gj,05) = (z,H,on) in X x S(G)". This implies in
particular that z, — x.

To prove that the other conditions from Remark [7.2.4] hold, suppose that we have passed
to a subnet of (x,,Gy,0,),en and choose a subnet (x;,Gj,0;);cs of that subnet satisfying
(2j,Gj,05) = (z,H,om) in X x S(G)" for some (H,op) < (Gy,0). By Lemma we
can without loss of generality assume that there is a net (g;)jes in G such that g; — e and
gjzj € Yy C Sy, and hence g;Gj = Gy;; < G for all j € J.

By continuity of the G-action on X x.S(G)~ we then also have g;(z;,Gj,05) = (¢, H,oH),
which by continuity of induction implies that

indgz

. 1Gy
o) (gjaj) — de OfH.

By choice of o we know that oy < o|p, which by Frobenius reciprocity is equivalent to
o< indg’“’ om, so we also get
1nngjzj (gjo;) — o.
Now Lemma yields that, by passing to a subnet and relabeling if necessary, we can
assume that
o < ind%e PO
=MAey o (g505)

and thus, by Frobenius reciprocity,

o; <o
g] J = |Gg]-zj

for all j € J, as required.
Conversely, suppose now that (z,,0,),en converges to (x, o) in the sense of Remark
Suppose that we have passed to a subnet of (z,,0,),en, and choose a subnet (x;,0;);ecs of
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that subnet and a net (g;)jes in G such that g; — e, gjz; € S;, and gjo; < U\ngfj for all
jeJ.

Now, the net (Gy;z;,9;0;)jes lies in the space Rep(S(G))<(q,,s), Which by Lemma
is compact. Hence we can, after passing to a subnet and relabeling, assume that there exist
a subgroup H < G, and a subrepresentation ¢ < o|g such that

g](xjanaO-j) - (ZL‘,H, tQ)

in X x Rep(S(G)). Let now oy be any irreducible subrepresentation of p, then we have
(H,om) < (Gg,0) and g¢;(Gj,05) — (H,om) in S(G)". Since g; — e, continuity of the
G-action implies that

(a:j,Gj,aj) — (QZ,H,O'H) < (m,Gx,a),
which completes the proof. O

This shows that, if X is a proper G-space with Palais’ slice property, our topology and
the one defined by Echterhoff and Emerson are the same. Hence, the fact that the map

ind“: G\Stab(X)™ — (Co(X) x G)™

is a homeomorphism with respect to Echterhoff and Emerson’s topology, as proved in [EE],
can be seen as a special case of our result from Theorem [5.3.3] The methods employed by
Echterhoff and Emerson are, however, quite different from ours, and have several advantages.

7.3 Different settings — different proofs

To be able to compare Echterhoff and Emerson’s proof that ind“ is a homeomorphism if the
proper G-space X satisfies (SP) with our proof in the general case, we present a very short
version of some of their notation and results. The reader may refer to [EE] for details.

As mentioned before, Echterhoff and Emerson show that Cy(X) x G is a Cy(G\ X )-algebra
and give quite a concrete description of the fibres. This description is essential for their proof
of continuity of ind” in the (SP)-situation.

The fibres of Cy(X) x G as a bundle of fixed point algebras

Recall from page [14] that if X is a proper G-space and K := K(L?(G)) is equipped with the
G-action given by Ad(p), then

Co(X) x G = CO(X XG,Adg K),

which implies that Co(X) x G is a Cy(G\ X )-algebra with fibre at an orbit G given by K%=.
The structure of these fibres is described explicitly in the following lemma.

Recall from that, if K is a compact group and o € K , then p, := dyxo+ is the
projection onto the minimal two-sided ideal in L?(K) corresponding to o.

Lemma 7.3.1 (Lemma 3.1 in [EE]). Let G be a locally compact group and let K be a
compact subgroup of G which acts on K := K(L?(Q)) via k + Ado(k). For every o € K
define L?(G), := 0(p,)L?(G). Then the following statements hold:

(1) L(G) = B,cr L*(G)o,
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(ii) For every o € K, the space L?*(GQ)y is o(K)-invariant and is isomorphic to Hinq, ® V¥
such that o(k)[r2(q), = 1H,4, ® 07 (k) for all k € K,

(iii) KK =~ @UGE K(Hinds), where the isomorphism is given by mapping T € K(Hinqo) to
the operator T'® 1ys € K(L?(G)y) under the decomposition of (ii),

(iv) The projection of Cy(G/K) x G = KX (see (1.4.3))) onto the factor K(Hinq,) in the
decomposition in (iii) is equal to the representation P? x ind% o of Co(G/K) x G on
Hingo, where P? is given by

P7()¢(9) = ¢(9K)&(9)
for all p € Co(G/K), £ € Hingy, and g € G.

We give a very short indication of the ideas of the proof, the details of which can be
found in [EE]. Statement (i) of the lemma holds because the projections p, add up to the
unit in M (C*(K)) with respect to the strict topology. Statement (ii) is a consequence of the
isomorphism L*(G) = @, . jc Hinar ® V; from ([#.3.7), and part (iii) follows from a calculation
using the definition of KX, the decomposition from (ii), and Schur’s lemma. Statement (iv)
also follows from the definitions.

Proof of “ind” is a homeomorphism” in the (SP)-case

Suppose now that X is a proper G-space with (SP). We will now outline how Echterhoff
and Emerson’s analysis of the structure of Co(X) x G can be used to prove that ind® is
a homeomorphism. Proposition implies that it is possible to reduce the proof to the
situation where a compact group — here even a stabilizer subgroup — acts on a corresponding
slice. The transition to the general case works exactly as in our situation (see the proof of
Theorem , so we don’t discuss it any further here. Restricted to a stabilizer subgroup
acting on a slice the main result reads as follows:

Proposition 7.3.2 (Proposition 4.9 in [EE]). Let K be a compact group which acts on a
locally compact Hausdorff space Y, and suppose that y € Y is such that K, = K, i.e., y is fixed
by K. Let 0 € K and let (Y, 0, )ven be a net in Stab(Y)". We identify 7%7 = P¥ x ind% o
with o. The following statements are equivalent:

A~
Y

(i) The net (yy,0,)ven converges to (y,o) in Stab(Y)
(ii) The net (7% 7"),en converges to %7 in (Co(Y) x K) ™.

Sketch of proof. (1)=(ii) (continuity): By Proposition it suffices to show that o = %7
is weakly contained in every subnet of (7¥7*),cn. Suppose that we have passed to a subnet
and relabeled. We have to show that every a € Cp(Y) x K with 7% (a) =0 for all v € N
satisfies o(a) = 0.

Using the structure of Cp(Y) x K as a Co(K\Y)-algebra and the decomposition of the
fibres from Lemma we get that every a € Cp(Y) x K is represented on the fibres by a
net (ay, )yen and an element a, such that a,, — a, in norm and

Qy, € K:(LQ(K))KV = @ ,C(Hind‘r) ® 11/'7_*

TEI/(\V
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for every v € N and

T%ind%T
ay € K(L*(K)" = @ K(Hipar) ® 1y = @ K(V;) @ 1y,
rek rek

Moreover, by a similar argument as in Remark [1.4.3] we get that
K(L*(K)X = Cc*(K).

In what follows we write 1, instead of lvg, for every v € N. The projections of the fibres
Co(Ky,) x K = K(L*(K))%» onto the factors K(Hinqo,) ® 1, are just the representations
¥ @ 1, for every v € N. Since o(p,) = 1y, we can replace any a € Cy(Y) x K by pyap,.
Using the embedding C*(K) — M(Cy(Y) x K) we can calculate for every a € Cp(Y) x K
and every v € N:

T (peape) = (ind, 0u(pe) @ 1) (77 (a) @ 1,)(ind, 00 (po) ® 1),
where (indﬁy 0,(ps) ® 1,) is the projection of Hings, ® V' onto the isotype
W, = (Hindo,, ® V;l,) N (VO' ® Vc:)

of o in ind¥ o,. By assumption and by the definition of convergence in Stab(Y)™ as in
Remark we know that 0, < 0|k, and thus by Frobenius reciprocity o < indgy Oy, SO
the spaces W, are nonzero for all v € N. As V, ® V! is finite-dimensional, we can without
loss of generality assume that the projections ¢, : V, ® V. — W, converge to a projection ¢
of V, ® VJ onto a nonzero subspace W.

If now a € Cyp(Y') x K is such that

v (a) ®1, = Qvly, dv = 0

for all v € N, then it follows from the norm convergence a,, — a, and g, — ¢ that we get
Qvay, ¢y — qayq, and thus that ga,q = 0. Since W is a K-invariant subspace of V, ® V, it
follows that o(a,) = 0, as required.

(ii)=>(i) (openness): As shown in Lemmal5.1.1] it follows from 7%-°» — 7% that Ky, — Ky.
But as Ky = {y} and K is compact, it follows easily that every subnet of (y,),en has a
subnet which converges to y, and thus that 4, — y. Additionally, 7% — 7% implies that
ind% 0, — indf 0 = o in Rep(K), as shown in the beginning of Section As shown in
Lemmam7 this implies that there exists an index vy € N such that o < indg, o0, and thus
by Frobenius reciprocity, that o, < o|g, for all v > 1. This shows that (y,,0,) — (y,0) in
Stab(Y')", and the proof is complete. O

Discussion

The most apparent difference between Echterhoff and Emerson’s proof and ours is the follow-
ing: In their situation, it is easy to show openness of ind®, but difficult to prove continuity.
With our topology on Stab(X )", continuity of ind“ is an easy consequence of the continuity
of induction, but the proof of openness requires a lot of work.

We saw in Proposition [7.2.5|that, in the (SP)-situation, Echterhoff and Emerson’s and our
topologies coincide. Hence, one could also prove continuity of ind“ in the (SP)-case by passing
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from Echterhoff and Emerson’s notion of convergence to ours, and then use continuity of
induction. But this procedure would spoil a significant advantage of Echterhoff and Emerson’s
topology, namely, that it does not require the space Rep(S(G)) with its somewhat difficult to
grasp topology.

It is, however, not possible to transfer Echterhoff and Emerson’s proof of continuity of
ind® to the situation of a general proper G-space X . First of all, the definition of the topology
would not make sense, because we can not assume that the space X is locally induced from the
stabilizers. Moreover, it is very important that K, = K in the notation of Proposition m
because otherwise we don’t get the identification of indﬁy o and 0. But K, = K can only be
assumed if the space X satisfies (SP).

The two features mentioned in the previous sentence are also crucial for the nice and
easy proof of openness provided by Echterhoff and Emerson. In our case, we also obtain
convergence of the form indﬁy oy — indﬁy o, but in general we have that K, is a proper
subgroup of K, so it is not possible to use the argument from the proof of Proposition [7.3.2
above.
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Appendix A

Some useful results and
complementary proofs

In this appendix we give some supplements to the contents of this thesis. We start with a
brief introduction to Cy(Z)-algebras and present an important result on the structure of their
spectra.

In Section we show that, if K is a compact group, then integration on .#(K) is
continuous. The proof is based on Fell’s proof of Proposition 3.1 in [Fel64], but it becomes
much more readable in the compact case.

As a technical detail we deliver the proof of Lemma which was used in the proof of
continuity of ind® in Section

A.1 Cy(Z)-algebras

Most of the following material on Cy(Z)-algebras is taken from [Wil07]. Let A be a C*-algebra
and let Z be a locally compact Hausdorff space. Then A is said to be a Cy(Z)-algebra if there
exists a *-homomorphism ® from Cy(Z) into the center ZM (A) of the multiplier algebra of
A, which is nondegenerate, which means that the ideal

O(Co(Z))A = span{®(f)a | f € Co(Z), a € A}

is dense in A. We often write f-a instead of ®(f)a. The C*-algebra A is then fibred over the
space Z in the following way: Whenever J is an ideal in Cy(Z), then the closure of ®(J)A
is an ideal in A. For every z € Z let J, be the ideal of functions vanishing at z, and let
I, := ®(J,)A denote the corresponding ideal in A. Then the quotient A(z) = A/I, is called
the fibre of A over z. For every a € A and z € Z we define a(z) := a+ I, € A(z). This
allows us to identify every a € A with the function z — a(z) from Z into the disjoint union

[.c~ A(z); which can be seen as a section of the bundle of C*-algebras {A(z) | z € Z}.

Example A.1.1. Let X be a proper G-space. We already know from the identification of
Co(X) x G with Cy(X xg K) that the former is a Co(G\X)-algebra with fibres Cy(Gz) x G,
see page This can also be obtained directly by considering the map

B: Co(G\X) — ZM(Co(X) x G)
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given by
(@(/)F)(9)(z) = f(Gx)F(g)(x)
for all f € Co(G\X), F € C.(G,Cp(X)), g€ G, and z € X.

We now give a result which allows a very useful description of the algebra ZM(A). A
proof of this is given in [RW9§|, Appendix A.3.

Theorem A.1.2 (Dauns-Hofmann-Theorem). Let A be a C*-algebra. For every P € Prim(A)
let 1p: A — A/ P denote the quotient map. Then there is an isomorphism ¥ from Cj(Prim(A))
to ZM(A) such that

mp(Y(f)a) = f(P)mp(a) for all P € Prim(A), f € Cy(Prim(A4)), a € A. (A.1.1)
We often write f - a instead of ¥(f)a.

In terms of irreducible representations, (A.1.1]) gives
m(U(f)a) = f(kerm)m(a)  forallw € A, f € Cy(Prim(A)), a € A.

The following result,which is Proposition C.5 in [Wil07], shows how the existence of a con-
tinuous map o4: Prim(A) — Z makes A a Cy(Z)-algebra and vice versa.

Proposition A.1.3. Let A be a C*-algebra and let Z be a locally compact Hausdorff space.
If there exists a continuous map v4: Prim(A4) — Z, then A is a Cy(Z)-algebra, where the
map ®: Cy(Z) — Cp(Prim(A)) = ZM(A) is given by

O(f)=forya for all f € Co(Z). (A.1.2)

Conversely, if ®: Cy(Z) — Cy(Prim(A)) = ZM(A) turns A into a Cy(Z)-algebra, then there
is a continuous map v4: Prim(4) — Z such that holds. R

In particular, every m € A is lifted from a fibre A(z) for some z € Z as follows: If 7 € A,
then the ideal I, , (kerr) is contained in kerm, and  is lifted from an irreducible representation

of the fibre A(v4(kerm)). Thus, A can be identified with the disjoint union H.cr Al2)~

A.2 Continuity of integration on .7 (G)

The proof of continuity of integration on .% (G) is based on the following fact, which is proved
in the appendix of [Gli62].

Proposition/Definition A.2.1. Let G be a locally compact group. It is possible to assign
to every K € J# (G) a left Haar measure px such that the map

H(G) > C, K»—>/Kf(l<:)d,uK(k)

is continuous for every f € C.(G). Such an assignment is called a continuous choice of Haar
measures.
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If G is compact, then the assignment of normalized Haar measure to every K € J#(G)
is a continuous choice. To see this, note that the function given by f(g) =1 for all g € G is
in Cc(G) = C(G). Then take any continuous choice of Haar measures (j5)xe.r () and set
ci = [ f(k)dug (k) for every K € K(G). Then K — ck is continuous and (CI_(IMK)KeZ/(G)
is a continuous choice of normalized Haar measures.

We continue with a lemma:

Lemma A.2.2. Let K be a compact group and equip % (K) with a (general) continuous
choice of Haar measures. Then the map

H(K)—C, Hr—>/HF(H,x)duH(x)

is continuous for every F' € C(# (K) x K).

Proof. Let F € C(# (K) x K), and let (H,),eny and H be in # (K) such that H, — H.
Then

F(H,.2)djun, () = [ F(H. )@

’HV

< \ / (P(Hy, )~ F(H, ) du (2)

; ‘ [, @)~ [ P2
(A.2.1)

for every v € N. By continuity of F' it is clear that F'(H,,-) converges to F(H,-) pointwise
and hence uniformly in C'(K). It follows from the observations preceding this lemma that the
map

p: K (K)—C, L ¢y

is continuous on the compact space # (K), and hence bounded. So we have
) = PO 20) dp, 0)| < Dl ) = PO

for all v € N, which implies that the first summand in (A.2.1]) tends to zero. By applying the
fact that we have a smooth choice of Haar measures to the function

K —C, k— F(H,k)

it follows that the second summand tends to zero, too. Thus,

/ F(Hy, 2)dpn, () — /H F(H, 2)dps (x),

v

as required. ]

Proposition A.2.3 (Proposition [2.2.12] Proposition 3.1 in [Fel64]). Let K be a compact
group. Then the map

F(K) = C, o /D RO

1s continuous.
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Proof. Fix a smooth choice of Haar measures on J¢ (K). Let (f,),en and f be in F(K)
such that f, — f. Let H, := D(f,) and H := D(f) denote the domains of the f, and of
f, respectively. By the characterization of convergence in .%(K) we know that H, — H in
J (K). To prove convergence of the integrals we first notice that

f:{HYx H—C, (H,h)~ f(h)

is a continuous function on a closed and therefore compact subset of % (K') x K, which implies
that there exists a continuous extension F' € C(# (K) x K) of f.

We now prove the following claim: For every ¢ > 0 there exists v, € N such that for all
v € N with v > v, and for all x € H,, we have

|fu(z) = F(Hy,2)| <e. (A.2.2)

Assume that this is false. Then we can choose € > 0, a subnet (f;)jes of (fu)ven and for
every j € J an element x; € H; such that

|fi(xj) = F(Hj,z;5)| > e.

By compactness of K and since H; — H, we can, after passing to a subnet and relabeling,
assume that there is + € H with z; — z. But now we have

|fi(zj) — F(Hj, )| < [fi(x;) = f(2)|+ |f(z) — F(Hj,z;)]

for each j € J, which is a contradiction because the left hand side is bounded below by ¢, and
the right hand side tends to zero because f;(z;) — f(z) and F(Hj,z;) — F(H,z) = f(x).
This proves the claim.

Consider now

‘ Fo(s)dp, (s /f Vlpur (s
H,

< [ 1) = Pl i o ] [ P ()= [ PO

then the first summand tends to zero by the claim above and the second one tends to zero
by Lemma [A:2.2] This completes the proof. O

A.3 Proof of Lemma [2.4.1]

Lemma A.3.1 (Lemma|2.4.1). Let X be a proper G-space. Let (z,,Gy,0,),en in Stab(X)™
be a net which converges to an element (z,H,op) € X x S(G)” in X x S(G)". Then
ev, Xo, — evy Xog in (S(G),Co(X)) .

Proof. As outlined in the text before Deﬁnition convergence of (evy, X0,),en toevy, Xog
in (S(G),Cy(X))” means that (ev, xo,)  — (evy Xog) as representations of the subgroup
C*-algebra C*(S(G),Co(X)). Recall that, for every pair (L, ) with L € J#(G) and p in
Rep(Coh(X), L), the representation ¢ is defined as follows: For every F' € C.(S(G),Co(X))
define F, € C.(L,Cy(X)) by Fr(l) = F(L,1) for all [ € L, and let 9(F) = o(Fg). Then g
extends to a representation of C*(S(G), Cy(X)).
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Since oy is irreducible, so is (ev, Xog)~, and so it suffices by Proposition to show
that there exists a positive functional associated with (ev, xop)~ which is a weak™ limit of
positive functionals associated with the representations (ev, xo,) . We use this criterion to
prove that every subnet of ((ev, xo,)” ) en has a subnet which converges to (ev, Xog) .

Since (G, 0,) — (H,op) in S(G)", we have that 0, — o as representations of C*(S(G)).
Let v be a positive functional associated with oz and, after passing to a subnet and relabeling,
assume that there is a net (¢, ),cn of positive functionals, each 1, associated with o, such
that ¢, — % in the weak® topology. Choose vectors £ € V,,, and §, € V, for every v € N
such that

O(F) = (ou(F)E, )
and
Yy (F) = <E;(F>€u;£v>
for all F' € C*(S(G)). We use these vectors to define positive functionals associated with
(evy xopg) and (ev, xo,)” for all v € N, respectively, as follows:

p: C7(5(G), Co(X)) = C, F = ((eve xou) (F)E,)

and

pu: C7(S(G), Co(X)) = C, F = ((evy x0y) (F)€y, &)

for all v € N. Notice that C.(S(G)) ® Cp(X) can be considered as a dense subset (with
respect to the inductive limit topology) of C.(S(G), Co(X)), when we identify an elementary
tensor F'® f with the function (L,l) — F(L,l)f = Fr(I)f. We prove below that

(F @ f) =eve(f)(F) and ¢, (F & f) = ev,(f)u(F) (A.3.1)
for all F® f € C.(S(G)) ® Cp(X) and for all v € N. It follows that

o (F @ f) = o(F® f)

for all F® f € C.(S(G)) ® Cy(X), and by linearity and continuity it follows that ¢, — ¢ in
the weak* topology. This proves that the net ((ev, xX0,) ),en converges to (ev, Xopg) , as
required.

It is left to check (A.3.1). Let F ® f € C.(S(G)) ® Cp(X), then
(evy xopg) (F® f)=(evy xopg)(Fg ® f)
= [ evel(Fu® HDa )

- /H F(H, h) f(z)og (h)dh
- f(2) /H F(H, Won(h)dh = evo(f)on(Fir),

which implies that

p(F'®@ f) = ((evy xou) (F & f)E,§)
= (eva(f)ou(Fu)§, §)
= evo(f)(ou(F)E,€) = eve(f)Y(F).

The equation for the ¢,s and ,s follows in the same way. O
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