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NONCOMMUTATIVE ERGODIC OPTIMIZATION AND UNIQUE ERGODICITY

AIDAN YOUNG!

ABSTRACT. We extend the theory of ergodic optimization and maximizing measures to the non-
commutative field of C*-dynamical systems. We then employ this ergodic optimization machinery
to provide an alternate characterization of unique erogdicity of C*-dynamical systems when the

resident group action satisfies certain Choquet-theoretic assumptions.

One of the guiding questions of the field of ergodic optimization is the following: Given a
topological dynamical system (X, G, U), and a real-valued continuous function f € C(X), what
values can [ fdu take when y is an invariant Borel probability measure on X, and in particu-
lar, what are the extreme values it can take? In a joint work with I. Assani [3 Section 3], we
noticed that the field of ergodic optimization was relevant to the study of certain differentia-
tion problems dubbed spatial-temporal differentiation problems. Hoping to extend these tools to the
study of spatial-temporal differentiation problems in the setting of operator-algebraic dynamical
systems, this paper develops an operator-algebraic formalization of this question of ergodic op-
timization, re-interpreting it as a question about the values of invariant states on a C*-dynamical
system. This framework is then applied to provide a characterization of certain uniquely ergodic
C*-dynamical systems with respect to ergodic optimizations.

Section [Tl develops the theory of ergodic optimization in the context of C*-dynamical systems,
where the role of "maximizing measures" is instead played by invariant states on a C*-algebra.
The framework we adopt is in fact somewhat more general than the classical framework of maxi-
mizing measures, even in the case where the underlying C*-algebra is commutative; however, the
classical theory of ergodic optimization is still contained as a special case of our framework. We
also demonstrate that some of the basic results of that classical theory of ergodic optimization
extend to the C*-dynamical setting.

In Section 2] we define a functional called the gauge of a singly generated C*-dynamical system,
a non-commutative generalization of the functional of the same name defined in [3], and describe

its connections to questions of ergodic optimization, as well as the ways in which it can be
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used to "detect" the unique ergodicity of C*-dynamical systems under certain Choquet-theoretic
assumptions.

In Section B] we extend the results of the previous section to the case where the phase group
is a countable discrete amenable group. We also provide a characterization of uniquely er-
godic C*-dynamical systems of countable discrete amenable groups, and in particular provide
a new characterization of uniquely ergodic topological dynamical systems of countable discrete

amenable groups in terms of the convergence behaviors of ergodic averages.

1. ErRcopic OPTIMIZATION IN C*-DYNAMICAL SYSTEMS

Given a unital C*-algebra 2, let Aut(2() denote the family of all *-automorphisms of 2. We
endow Aut(2) with the point-norm topology, i.e. the topology induced by the pseudometrics

(@, %) = [[®(a) - F(a)] (a 2.

This topology makes Aut(2l) a topological group [6} I11.5.5.4].

We define a C*-dynamical system to be a triple (2, G, ®) consisting of a C*-algebra 2, a topolog-
ical group G (called the phase group), and a point-continuous group action ® : G — Aut(2l).

Denote by & the family of all states on 2 endowed with the weak*-topology, and by 7 the
subfamily of all tracial states on . A state ¢ on 2 is called ®@-invariant (or simply invariant if the
action © is understood in context) if ¢ = ¢ 0 @, for all ¢ € G. Denote by S¢ C S the family of
all ®@-invariant states on 2, and by TC C T the family of all @-invariant tracial states on . The
set SC (resp. T°) is weak*-closed in S (resp. in 7). Unless otherwise stated, whenever we deal
with subspaces of S, we consider these subspaces in the weak*-topology.

We will assume for the remainder of this section that (A, G, ®) is a C*-dynamical system such
that 21 is separable, and also that S© # @. The separability of 2 means that S is compact metriz-
able, and the assumption that S© # @ means that we can speak non-vacuously of invariant
states. These assumptions are not especially burdensome. If the phase group G is countable, dis-
crete, and amenable, then we automatically have that S¢ # @ (see Theorem [L). In particular,
this framework will include every system of the form (C(Y), G, ®), where Y is a compact metriz-
able topological space, the group G is countable discrete amenable, and @, : f > f o U, for all
g € G, where U, is a homeomorphism of Y. More generally, if (91,0, G, E) is a W*-dynamical
system with G amenable, and £?(90, p) is separable, and (2, G, ®;1) is a separable C*-model of
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(M, p, G, E) (see Section 2l for definitions), then (2, G, ®) will also satisfy these hypotheses. How-
ever, both of these assumptions, i.e. that 2 is separable and that S G -£ @, can fail even when 2 is
abelian.

Before proceeding, we prove the following Krylov—Bogolyubov-type theorem.

Theorem 1.1 (Krylov-Bogolyubov Theorem for C*-dynamical systems). Let (A, G,©) be a C*-
dynamical system, and let G be an amenable group. Let K be a nonempty weak*-compact convex subset of

S such that if p € K, then o Og € K forall g € G. Then KN S© # @.

Proof. First, fix a state p € K, and let (F);> ; be a left Folner sequence for G. Let
1
¢k — m Z 1./] (e] @g.

8€R

Then each 1 0 @, is in K, and since K is convex, it follows that ﬁ Yeer, Y0 Og € K. Let (P, )71
be a sub-sequence converging in the weak*-topology to some ¢. Then ¢ € K, since K is compact.

Now, we prove that ¢ € S. Fix some gy € G, x € 2. Then
[# (©gx) = ¢(x)| = lim [y, (Ogox) — i, (x)]

-t i1 | £ wonn) - ( £ wien

Rve) (g o)
)

~tm | £ wew) - (£ wies

" 8€80Fk, 8€F,
. 1
= BT Y. p@x) | —| ) 9 (O)
Fn 8€80Fiy \Fey 8€Fi, \goFky
. 1 1
< limsup A Z P(Ogx)| + B Z P (O4x)
n—oo ki gGgOFkn \Fkn ki geFkn \gOFkn
F. AF
< lim sup 7|g0 kAL | || x||
n—co ’Fkn ’
=0.
Therefore ¢ € KN SC. [

Although our manner of proof of Theorem [L1lis scarcely novel, the result as we have stated
it here can be used to ensure the existence of invariant states with specific properties that might
interest us, as seen for example in Corollary [I.2] and Proposition Our standing hypothesis
that 2 be separable is not necessary for this proof of Theorem [L1l
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Corollary 1.2. If T # @, and G is amenable, then TG + Q.

Proof. If ¢ € T, and x,y € A, g € G, then

$(Og(xy)) = ¢((O5x)(Oyy))
= ¢((Ogy)(O4x))
= ¢(O4(yx))-

Therefore ¢ 0 @, € 7. Thus K = T satisfies the hypotheses of Theorem [L.1 [

Definition 1.3. We denote by ‘R the real Banach space of all self-adjoint elements of 2, and denote

by 9 the space of all real self-adjoint bounded linear functionals on 2.

Definition 1.4. Let V be a locally convex topological real vector space, and let K be a compact
subset of V which is contained in a hyperplane that does not contain the origin. We call K
a simplex if the positive cone P = {ck : ¢ € R,k € K} defines a lattice ordering on P — P =
{p1 — p2 : 1, p2 € P} C V with respect to the partial ordera < b <= b—a € P.

Remark 1.5. In Definition [.4} the assumption that K lives in a hyperplane that does not contain
the origin is technically superfluous, but simplifies the theory somewhat (see [14, Section 10]),
and is satisfied by all the simplices that interest us here. Specifically, we know that S (and by
extension S, T, T°) lives in the real hyperplane {¢ € R?: ¢(1) = 1} defined by the evaluation
at 1.

We begin with the following lemma.

Lemma 1.6. (i) The spaces S,SC, T, TC are compact and metrizable.
(ii) If T # @, then the space T© is a simplex.

Before proving this lemma, we need to introduce some terminology. Let ¢, 1 be two positive
linear functionals on a unital C*-algebra 2. We say that the two positive functionals are orthogonal,

notated ¢ L 1, if they satisfy either of the following two equivalent conditions:

@ [lg + ol = llgll + [l
(b) For every ¢ > 0 exists positive z € 2 of norm < 1 such that ¢(1 —z) < ¢ P(z) < e.

It is well-know that these conditions are equivalent [13, Lemma 3.2.3]. For every ¢ € %, there
exist unique positive linear functionals ¢, ¢~ such that ¢ = ¢ — ¢, and ¢ L ¢, called the
Jordan decomposition of ¢ [6] 11.6.3.4].
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Before proving Lemma we demonstrate the following property of the Jordan decomposi-

tion of a tracial functional.

Lemma 1.7. Let 2 be a unital C*-algebra, and ¢ € R°. Suppose that ¢(xy) = ¢(yx) for all x,y € A.
Then ¢~ (xy) = ¢~ (yx) for all x,y € A.

Proof. Let U(2) denote the group of unitary elements in 2. For a unitary element u € U (2), let
Ad, € Aut(2l) denote the inner automorphism

Ad, x = uxu®*.

Let ¢ € A'. We claim that ¢ is tracial if and only if ¢ o Ad,, = ¢ for all unitaries u € U(2).
Let u € U(A) be unitary, and x € 2 an arbitrary element. Then

¢(ux) = (u(xu)u”)
= P(Ady(xu)).

So Y(ux) = ¢(xu) if and only if Y(Ad,(xu)) = p(xu).
In one direction, suppose that i = ¢ o Ad,, for all u € U(2). Fix x,y € 2. Then we can write

y= 2}}:1 cjlj for some cy, ..., cs € C and unitaries uy, ..., us € U(2A) unitary. Then

4
P(xy) =9 <x Zl %‘)
£

4
=) cipp(xu;)

Thus ¢ is tracial.
In the other direction, suppose there exists u € U(2() such that ¢ o Ad, # . Let y € 2 such
that ¢ (y) # Y(Ad, y), and let x = yu*. Then

p(xu) = (y)
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# P(Ad, y)
= (uyu™)
= p(ux).

Therefore 1 is not tracial.
Now, if ¢ € 9" is tracial, then ¢ o Ad,, = ¢ forall u € U(2). Then ¢ = po Ad, = (¢* 0 Ad,) —
(¢~ o Ad,). But ||¢pF o Ad,|| = ||¢p*]|, so it follows that ||¢|| = ||¢pT o Ad,|| + ||¢~ o Ad,||. There-

fore ¢

= (¢ 0 Ady,) — (¢~ 0 Ad,) is an orthogonal decomposition of ¢, and so it is the Jordan

decomposition. This means that ¢ = ¢* o Ad,. Since this is true for all u € U(2), it follows

that ¢* are tracial. [

Proof of Lemmal[L.6] (i) This all follows because S is a weak*-closed real subspace of the unit

(i)

ball in the continuous dual of the separable Banach space R, and the spaces & G T,TC
are all closed subspaces of S.

It is a standard fact that if 7 # @, then T is a simplex [6] 11.6.8.11]. Let
CC={cp:ceRagp e TC}

be the positive cone of 7C, and let % denote the (real) space of all bounded self-adjoint
tracial linear functionals on 2(. Let EC denote the (real) space of all bounded self-adjoint
®-invariant linear functionals on 2. We already know that 7 lives in a hyperplane of
P! defined by the evaluation functional ¢ +— ¢(1). It will therefore suffice to show that
EG = CG — C6, and that E€ is a sub-lattice of R%.

Let ¢1,¢~ > 0 be positive functionals on 2 such that ¢ = ¢ — ¢~ is tracial, and
¢t L ¢~. By Lemma[L.7] we know that ¢, ¢~ are tracial. We claim that if ¢ € EC, then
¢t 9 € CC. To prove this, let ¢ € G, and consider that ¢ o Oy, ¢~ 0 O are both positive
linear functionals such that ¢ = (¢ 0 @,) — (¢~ 0 Oy).

We claim that (¢ 0©g) L (¢~ 0 ©,). Fix € > 0. We know that there exists z € U such
that [z|| < 1,0 < z, and such that ¢* (1 —z) < &,¢~(z) < e. Then @y1(z) is a positive

element of norm < 1 such that

" (0 (0,1(1-2))) =¢*(1-2) <e,
¢ (0 (04(2))) = ¢7(2) <e



NONCOMMUTATIVE ERGODIC OPTIMIZATION AND UNIQUE ERGODICITY 7

Therefore (¢ 0@,) — (¢~ 0@g) is a Jordan decomposition of ¢, and since the Jordan
decomposition is unique, it follows that ¢* = ¢* 0 Og, ¢~ = ¢~ 0Oy, ie. that 9T, ¢~ €
CC. This means that E¢ = C® — CC.

We now want to show that EC = C¢ — CC is a sublattice of E, i.e. that it is closed under
the lattice operations. Let ¢, € E©. For this calculation, we draw on the identities listed

in [2|, Theorem 1.3]. Then

PV =((g—9)+9)V(0+y))
=((@e—9)vO)+y
=(@—9)" +y
PAYp=((@—9)+9)N(0+7)
= (=) NO) +y
= ((=(@-9))VO)+y

= —9)" +y.

Therefore, if EC is a real linear space and is closed under the operations ¢ — ¢, ¢ — ¢,
then it is also closed under the lattice operations. Thus EC is a sublattice of %.
Hence, the subset 7C is a compact metrizable simplex.

In order to keep our treatment relatively self-contained, we define here several elementary

concepts from Choquet theory that will be relevant in this section.

Definition 1.8. Let S;, S, be convex spaces. We call a map T : S; — S, an affine map if for every

v,w € Sq; t € [0,1], we have
T(to+ (1 —t)w) =tT(v) + (1 — ) T(w).
In the case where Sy C IR, we call T an affine functional.

Definition 1.9. Throughout, let K be a convex subset of a locally convex real topological vector
space V.

(@) A point k € K is called an extreme point of K if for every pair of points k1, k>, € K and pa-

rameter t € [0, 1] such that k = tky + (1 — f)kp, either ky = k; or t € {0,1}. In other words,

we call k extreme if there is no nontrivial way of expressing k as a convex combination of

elements of K.



8 NONCOMMUTATIVE ERGODIC OPTIMIZATION AND UNIQUE ERGODICITY

(b) The set of all extreme points of K is denoted 9.K.

(c) A subset F of K is called a face if for every pair ki,k, € K, t € (0,1) such that tk; + (1 —
t)k, € F, we have that k1,k, € F.

(d) A face F of K is called an exposed face of K if there exists a continuous affine functional
¢: K — R such that {/(x) =0 forall x € F,and ¢(y) < 0 forally € K\ F.

(e) A point k € K is called an exposed point of K if {k} is an exposed face of K.

(f) Given a subset £ of K, the closed convex hull of £ is written as ¢o(&).
We now introduce the basic concepts in our treatment of ergodic optimization.

Definition 1.10. Let x € R be a self-adjoint element, and let K C S Cbea compact convex subset
of SC. Define a value m (x|K) by

m (x|K) := sup p(x).
pek

We say a state ¢ € K is (x|K)-maximizing if ¢(x) = m(x|K). Let Kmax(x) C K denote the set of all
(x|K)-maximizing states. A state ¢ € K is called uniquely (x|K)-maximizing if Kmax(x) = {¢}.

Remark 1.11. We note here the following, somewhat obvious inequality: If K; C K; are com-
pact convex subsets of S¢, then m (x|K;) < m (x|K,), and in particular, we will always have

m (x|Kq) < m (x|S%).

We will single out one type of compact convex subset of S¢ which will prove important later.
Given a subset A C 2, set
Ann(A) := {qb €SC:AC kergb} .

When J C 2 is a @-invariant closed ideal of 2, we have a bijective correspondence between
the states in Ann(J) and the states on 2(/J invariant under the action induced by ©. We will
be referring to this set again in Sections 2l and B] when values of the form m (a| Ann(A)) come
up in reference to certain ergodic averages. We observe that Ann({0}) = S©, and that A C
B C A = Ann(A) O Ann(B). There is also no a priori guarantee that Ann(A) # @, since for
example Ann({1}) = @. However, Proposition [[.12 gives sufficient conditions for Ann(A) to be

nonempty.

Proposition 1.12. Let A C A be such that ©;A C A for all ¢ € G. Suppose there exists a state on 2
which vanishes on A. Then Ann(A) # @. In particular, if 3 C 2 is a proper closed two-sided ideal of A
for which ®,3 =7 for all g € G, then Ann(J) # Q.
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Proof. Let K C S denote the family of all (not necessarily invariant) states on 2 which vanish on
A. Thenif ¢ € Kand a € A, then Oga € A, so ¢ 0 O; vanishes on A. Therefore ©;K C K for all
¢ € G. It follows from Theorem [LT that KN S® = Ann(A) # @.

Suppose J C 2l is a proper closed two-sided ideal of  for which @, = J for all ¢ € G, and let
7t : A — A/ T be the canonical quotient map. Let ® : G — Aut(A/J) be the induced action of G
onA/T by Og(a+TJ) = Oga+ 7. Let ¢ be a O-invariant state on A/J. Then ¢ o 77 is a O-invariant

state on 2 which vanishes on J, i.e. o m € Ann(J). [

Proposition 1.13. Let K C SC be a nonempty compact convex subset of S©, and let x € R. Then

Kmax () is a nonempty, compact, exposed face of K.

Proof. To see that Kmax(x) is nonempty, for each n € N, let ¢, € K such that ¢, (x) > m(x|K) — L.
Then since K is compact, the sequence (¢,)$> ; has a convergent subsequence. Let ¢ be the limit
of a convergent subsequence of (¢,)5_;. Then ¢ is (x|K)-maximizing.

To see that Kimax(x) is compact, consider that
Kmax(x) = {¢ € K: ¢(x) = m(x[K)},

which is a closed subset of K. As for being an exposed face, consider the continuous affine

functional ¢ : K — R given by
U(@) = ¢(x) — m(x[K).
Then the functional ¢ exposes Kmax(x|K), since it is nonpositive on all of K and vanishes exactly

on Kpax(x). [ |

The following result describes the ways in which some ergodic optimizations interact with

equivariant *-homomorphisms of C*-dynamical systems.

Theorem 1.14. Let (%, G, ®), (2, G, ©) be two C*-dynamical systems, and let 7 : 2 — A be a surjective

*-homomorphism such that

Qgom=moB (Vg € G).
Let SC denote the space of ©-invariant states on ©. Then m (71(a)|S®) = m (a| Ann(ker 7)).

Proof. Let SC denote the space of @-invariant states on 2. We claim that there is a natural bijective
correspondence between S¢ and Ann(ker f). If ¢ is a @-invariant state on 2, then we can pull it

back to a @-invariant state ¢y on 2 by
$o=¢om.
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This ¢y obviously vanishes on ker 77, and is ®-invariant by virtue of the equivariance property of
rt. Conversely, if we start with a @-invariant state ¢ on 2 that vanishes on ker 7r, then we can

push it to a @-invariant state ) on 2l by

We claim now that
m (a| Ann(ker 7)) = m (n(a)|56‘> .

Let ¢ be a (7(a)|S%)-maximizing state on 2. Then ¢ o 1 € Ann(ker 1), so
m (n(a)|SG) = ¢(r(a)) < m (a| Ann(ker 7)) .

On the other hand, if ¥ € Ann(ker ) is (a| Ann(ker 77))-maximizing, then let ¢ be such that
porm=1. Then ¢ € SC, so

m (a] Ann(ker 7)) = ¥(a) = ¥(rt(a)) < m (a|5’G> :
[

The assumption in Theorem [L.I4 that 7t is surjective is actually superfluous, as shown in
Corollary 3.7l We will later provide a proof of this stronger claim that uses the gauge functional,
introduced in the context of actions of Z in Section [2l and in the context of actions of amenable
groups in Section 3]

Moreover, the proof of Theorem [[.14] can be extended to establish a correspondence between
ergodic optimization over certain compact convex subsets of S and certain compact convex
subsets of Ann(ker ). For example under the same hypotheses, if T # @, then the proof
could be modified in a simple manner to establish that m (7t(a)|7°) = m (a| Ann(ker ) N T°),
where 7 denotes the ®-invariant tracial states on 2. In lieu of stating Theorem [[L.T4] in greater
generality, we content ourselves to state this special case (which we will use in future sections)
and remark that the argument can be generalized further.

The following characterization of exposed faces in compact metrizable simplices will prove

useful.
Lemma 1.15. Let K be a compact metrizable simplex. Then every closed face of K is exposed.

Proof. See [8, Theorem 7.4]. [ |

The theorem we are building to in this section is as follows.
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Theorem 1.16. Let K C SC be a compact simplex. Then the closed faces of K are exactly the sets of the

form Kmax (x) for some x € fR.

Before we can prove our main theorem of this section, we will need to prove the following

result, which gives us a means by which to build an important linear functional.

Theorem 1.17. Let K C S be a compact simplex, and let £ : K — R be a continuous affine functional.

Then there exists a continuous linear functional U : spang (K) — R such that f|x = L.

To prove this theorem, we break it up into several parts, attaining the extension 7 as the final

step of a few subsequent extensions of /.

Lemma 1.18. Let K C S be a compact metrizable simplex, and let ¢ : K — R be a continuous affine
functional. Let P = {c¢ :c € R>o,¢ € K}. Then there exists a continuous functional ¢1 : P — R
satisfying the following conditions for all f1, f» € P;c € R>:

(@) li(cf1) = cli(f),

() L(fi+ f2) = 0(f1) +la(fr),
(©) ik = L.

Proof. Note that every nonzero element of P can be expressed uniquely as c¢ for some ¢ €

R>o \ {0}, ¢ € K. As such we define

li(co) =

It is immediately clear that this ¢; satisfies conditions (a) and (c), leaving only (b) to check.
Now, suppose that fi = ci1¢1, f» = c2¢» for some ¢1,¢2 € K;c1,c0 € R>g. Consider first the

case where at least one of ¢y, ¢ are nonzero. Then
fi+ fa=cip1+ 22

:(c1+02)< a ¢1+ @ 4)2)

c1+cC2 1+

= U(fi + f2) = b (c1¢1 + c2¢2)

= (c1+ )/ ( l ¢1+ © (Pz>

c1+¢co 1+
2
1+ 2

= (c1+2) <01 i C2€(¢1) + €(¢2)> (because / is affine)

= c1l(p1) + c2l(¢2)
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= l1(c1¢1) + l1(c2¢2)
= 0(f1) +4(f2).

In the event that c; = ¢ = 0, then the additivity property attains trivially.

It remains now to show that ¢; is continuous. We will check continuity at nonzero points in P,
and then at 0 € P. First, consider the case where ¢¢ € P\ {0}, and ¢ € R>0, ¢ € K. Suppose that
(cn¢pn)n is a sequence in P converging in the weak*-topology to c¢¢. We claim that ¢, — ¢ in R,
and ¢, — ¢ in the weak*-topology.

We first observe that (c,¢,)(1) = ¢y, so (cy)n converges in R>( to ¢, meaning in particular that

)n
for sufficiently large n, we have that ¢, € [%, %] Now, if A : R — R is a norm-continuous linear

functional, then

Therefore ¢, — ¢, ¢, — ¢. Thus we can compute

[lr(cq) = tr(endpn)| < [1(cg) — Erlcnd)| + 2 (cndp) — br(cndpn)]
= le—cal - [€(@)| + [enl - [£(¢) — £(¢n)]

<le—an <supw<¢>|> + 5 14(9) ~ t(gn)|
peK

— 0,

where the supremum invoked must exist because K is weak*-compact, and |¢(¢) — £(¢pn)| — O
because /¢ is weak*-continuous.
Now, suppose that (c,¢,), converges to 0. Then again we have that ¢, — 0 by the same

argument used above (i.e. ¢, = (c;¢,)(1)). Therefore

11 (cupn)| = len| - [£(¢pn)]

< leu| (SUPlf(fP)!)
pek

— 0.

We can thus conclude that ¢; is weak*-continuous. |
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Lemma 1.19. Let ¢4, P be as in Lemma[L.18 and let V = P — P. Then there exists a continuous linear

functional ?:V — R such that 0|p = /;.

Proof. Define 7 : V — R by
lv)=10(v") =t (v7),
where v", v~ are meant in the sense of the lattice structure V possesses by virtue of K being a
simplex.
Our first claim is that if f,¢ € P such that v = f — g, then £(v) = ¢1(f) — £1(g). To see this, we
observe that f +v~ = g+ v € P. Therefore

b (f+o7) =0 (g+07)
=0(f)+b (v7) =b(g) + 4 (vF)
= 0(f) —b(g) =t (v") — b (v7)
(0).

I
[\

This makes linearity fairly straightforward to check. First, to confirm additivity, let v,w € V.

Thenv+w = (vt +w') — (v 4w~ ), where v + w", v~ +w~ € P. Thus

= 51 ’0+) — 51 (’0 ) +€1 (ZU+) — 51 (w‘)

=1(v) + l(w)
To check homogeneity, let c € R. If ¢ > 0, then cvT,co” € P, and cv™ — cv™ = cvu; on the other
hand, if ¢ < 0, then —cv—, —cv™ € P, and cv = —cv~ + cv™. In both cases, homogeneity is

straightforward to show. This proves that 7 is linear.

It is also quick to show that 7|p = £1, since if v € P, then v = v+, s0 £(v) = £ (vF) — 0 = £1(v).

It remains now to show that 7 is continuous. By [15, Theorem 1.18], it will suffice to show
that ker 7 is weak*-closed. To prove the kernel is closed, let (v,)®, be a sequence in ker?
converging in the weak*-topology to v € V. By the Uniform Boundedness Principle, it follows
that sup,, ||v,|| < co. By rescaling, we can assume without loss of generality that ||v,|| < 1 for
all n € IN, and since the unit ball B C V is weak*-closed by Banach-Alaoglu, we can infer that
Joll < 1.
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[ee]

Since the unit ball B is weak*-compact, it follows that the sequences (v;/);_;, (v, ), have

convergent subsequences. Let (n]-);?‘;l be a subsequence along which U?Tj — my € P,v, — my €P.

Then if x € R, then

v(x) = nh_l;r.}o Un(x)

= lim (o7 (x) ~ v (x))

= lim (v;j(x) - v;j(x))

i
_ (}Lrgo vi].(X)) - (}E’i‘o U”f(x)>
= my(x) — ma(x).

Therefore v = m; — my, so

Therefore, we can conclude that 7 is weak*-continuous. [ |
Proof of Theorem [L.17] This follows from Lemmas and |
Proof of Theorem [L16l Let F C K be a closed face of K. By Lemma [.15] the face F is exposed, so
let £ : K — R be a weak*-continuous affine functional such that

(k)=0 (Vk € F),

l(k) <0 (Vk € K\ F).
Set

V = {cir — 2o : c1,02 € R>p; 1,2 € K},

and let 7 : V — R be a continuous linear extension of ¢ to V whose existence is promised by

Theorem[T.17l We can then extend 7 : V — R to a weak*-continuous linear functional ¢’ : R¢ — R
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[2, Theorem 3.6]. There thus exists some x € R such that #'(¢) = ¢(x) for all ¢ € R" [4], Theorem
5.2]. In particular, we have ¢'(v) = v(x) for all v € V. Therefore F = Kpnax(x).
The converse is contained in Proposition |

In particular, we can recover the following corollary.

Corollary 1.20. If ¢ € 9.K, then there exists x € R such that ¢ is uniquely (x|K)-maximizing, i.e. such
that {¢} = Kmax(x).

Proof. The singleton {¢} is a closed face, and by Lemma [[.T5]is therefore an exposed face. Apply
Theorem [1.16 [ |

We have developed the language of ergodic optimization here in a somewhat novel way, where
we speak not of x-maximizing states simpliciter -as one would speak of f-maximizing measures
in the commutative theory we draw inspiration from- but of a state that is maximizing relative to
a compact convex subset K of S, especially a compact simplex K. This means we can consider
ergodic optimization problems over different types of states.

Since our machinery works best for cases where K is a simplex, we will conclude this section
by describing some situations where S€ is a compact metrizable simplex.

For each ¢ € SC, let 71y : A — B(H;) be the GNS representation corresponding to ¢. Define
a unitary representation uy : G — U(%4,) of G by

up()p(a) = 7 (Og1(a) ),
extending this from 77,(21) to 7. Set
Ep={ve Ay up(v)=vforallge G}.

Let Py : 7y — Eg be the orthogonal projection (in the functional-analytic sense) of .77, onto E,.
We call the C*-dynamical system (2, G, ®) a G-abelian system if for every ¢ € SC, the family of
operators { Pp1y(a)Py € B(Hp) 1 a € A} is mutually commutative.

We record here a handful of germane facts about G-abelian systems.
Proposition 1.21. If (2, G, ®) is G-abelian, then SC is a simplex.
Proof. See [16, Theorem 3.1.14]. [ |

Definition 1.22. We call a system (2, G, ©) asymptotically abelian if there exists a sequence (g, )5,
in G such that
[@g,a,b] "= 0
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for all a,b € 2, where [+, -] is the Lie bracket [x,y] = xy — yx on 2.
Proposition 1.23. If (A, G, ®) is asymptotically abelian, then it is also G-abelian.
Proof. See [16| Proposition 3.1.16]. [

2. UNIQUE ERGODICITY AND GAUGES: THE SINGLY GENERATED SETTING

So far we have spoken about C*-dynamical systems, a noncommutative analog of a topological
dynamical systems. But just as classical ergodic theory is often interested in the interplay between
topological dynamical systems and the measure-theoretic dynamical systems they can be realized
in, we are interested in questions about the interplay between C*-dynamical systems and the non-
commutative measure-theoretic dynamical systems they can be realized in. To make this more
precise, we must define the notion of a W*-dynamical system.

A WH-probability space is a pair (90, p) consisting of a von Neumann algebra 9t and a faith-
ful tracial normal state p on 9. An automorphism of a W*-probability space (9,p) is a *-
automorphism T : M — M such that po T = p, i.e. an automorphism of M which respects p.
A W*-dynamical system is a quadruple (9, p, G, E), where (901, p) is a W*-probability space, and
E: G — Aut(9,p) is an action of a discrete topological group G (called the phase group) on I
by p-preserving automorphisms of 9, i.e. such that p(E,x) = p(x) for all g € G, x € 9. Impor-
tantly, if (90, p, G, E) is a W*-dynamical system, then (9, G, E) is automatically a W*-dynamical

system.

Remark 2.1. Elsewhere in the literature, the term W*-dynamical system is typically used to
refer to a more general construction, where the group G is assumed to satisfy some topological
conditions, and the action is assumed to be continuous in the strong operator topology, e.g. [5]].
Other authors use a yet more general definition, e.g. [6, II1.3.2]. Since we are only interested
in actions of discrete groups, we adopt a narrower definition. Our introduction of the W*-
probability space is technically superfluous, but allows us to emphasize when certain properties
of a W*-dynamical system (90, p, G, E) are intrinsic to (9, p) instead of the action placed upon it.
In particular, certain regularity properties arise when we assume that the Hilbert space £2(9, p)
(defined below) is separable, analogous to some of the regularity properties that arise in classical

ergodic theory when we assume that the underlying probability space is standard.

Definition 2.2. Given a W*-probability space, we define £2(9, p) to be the Hilbert space defined
by completing 2t with respect to the inner product (x,y), = p(y*x), ie. the Hilbert space
associated with the faithful GNS representation of 9t induced by p.
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Finally, we introduce the notion of a C*-model, intending to generalize the notion of a topo-

logical model from classical ergodic theory to this noncommutative setting.

Definition 2.3. Let (9, p, G, E) be a W*-dynamical system. A C*-model of (9, p, G, E) is a quadru-
ple (%, G, ®;1) consisting of a C*-dynamical system (2, G, ®) and a *-homomorphism ¢ : 24 — 9
such that

(a) «(2A) is dense in the weak operator topology of 9,

(b) E¢ («(A)) = ¢(A) forall g € G, and

(c) Egor =100, forall g € G.

1]

We call the C*-model (2, G, ©; 1) faithful if 1 is also injective.

Before continuing, we want to remark that we can turn any C*-model into a faithful C*-
model through a quotienting process. If : was not injective, then we could instead consider
I:A/kert — M. In the case where 2 is commutative, this quotienting process corresponds (via
the Gelfand-Naimark Theorem) to taking a measure-theoretic dynamical system and restricting
to the support of the resident probability measure. To see this, let 2{ = C(X), where X is a com-
pact metrizable topological space, and let 9t = L®(X, u) for some Borel probability measure .
Let:: C(X) — L*(X, ) be the (not necessarily injective) map that maps a continuous function
on X to its equivalence class in L*(X, ). It can be seen that f € ker: if and only if the open
set {x € X : f(x) # 0} is of measure 0, or equivalently if f|s,p(,) = 0, and in particular that ¢ is
injective if and only if y is strictly positive (i.e. y assigns positive measure to all nonempty open
sets). As such, we can identify C(X)/ ker: with C(supp(u)). Let Y = supp(u) denote the sup-
port of u on X, and let 7t : C(X) — C(Y) be the quotient map (which corresponds to a restriction
from X to Y, i.e. tf = f|y). Then algebraically, we have a diagram

C(X) —— C(Y)
\ V”f
L=(X, )

So in the commutative case, we can make ¢ : C(X) — L®(X, i) injective by looking at 7: C(Y) —
L®(Y,u) = L=(X, u), i.e. by using the support Y to model (Y, u) = (X, u).

Importantly, so long as £2(9, p) is separable, any W*-dynamical system (90, o, G, E) will admit
a faithful separable C*-model. To construct such a C*-model, it suffices to take some separable
C*-subalgebra B C 91 which is dense in 9t with respect to the weak operator topology, then let
2l be the norm-closure of the span of Ugcg (E¢®B). We then define @, = E,|y and let 1 : A — M

be the inclusion map.
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One last important concept in this section and the next will be unique ergodicity. A C*-
dynamical system (2, G, ©) is called uniquely ergodic if S© is a singleton. As in the commutative
setting, unique ergodicity can be equivalently characterized in terms of convergence properties
of ergodic averages. To our knowledge, the strongest such characterization of unique ergodicity
for singly generated C*-dynamical systems can be found in [1, Theorem 3.2], which describes
relative unique ergodicity. This characterization was then generalized to characterize relative
unique ergodicity in amenable C*-dynamical systems in [9, Theorem 5.2]; however, in Theorem
B.3] we provide a characterization of uniquely ergodic C*-dynamical systems in terms of ergodic
averages that is not encompassed by [9, Theorem 5.2].

For the duration of this section, we assume that (91, p,Z,E) is a W*-dynamical system with
L2(9M, p) separable, and that (2, Z, ®) is a C*-dynamical system such that 2 is separable.

Given a C*-dynamical system (2, Z, ®), let 2 € 2 be a positive element. We define the gauge

of a to be ;
—1
[(a):= kh_r)Elo P j;)G)ja

[ee)
To prove this limit exists, it suffices to observe that the sequence (HZ;:& ®]-aH ) 1 is subadditive,
since

k+0—-1

), ©a
=0

k—1 k+0-1
S ZG)]Q + Z G)]a
j=0 j=k

k—1 -1
= || ©ja| + |6 ) Oja
= =

k—1 /-1
= Z G)]a + Z G)]El
j=0 j=0

Therefore, by the Subadditivity Lemma, the sequence (% H Z}:& Oja H > Zo:1 converges, and we have
the equality
1 k—1 1 k—1
| 4| = kx| L0

We have the following characterization of I in the language of ergodic optimization.

Theorem 2.4. Let (A, Z,0) be a C*-dynamical system. Then if a € 2 is a positive element, then
I'(a) = m (a|S°).
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Proof. For each k € IN, choose a state o; on 2 such that

1 k—1 1 k—1
oz L8] =z L O
kL k&
= j=

Let wy = % Z;:& 0k 0 ©j, so

1 k—1
wk(x) = E Ok (G)]x)
j=0
1 k—1
=0 | - O.x ],
<k j=0 ] )
1 k—1
wi(a) = oy B Oja
j=0
1 k-1
= |- ©.a
ke

19

Let w € S be a weak*-limit point of (wy : k € N), and let k1 < ko < --- be a subsequence such

that wy, " w in the weak*-topology. We claim that w is @-invariant. This follows because if

x € 2, then
|w(x — O1x)| = )}ijrgowkn(x - G)pc)‘
1 ky—1 1 kyn—1

1
= lim oo, (x = O, 2)|

=0.
Therefore w(a) = T'(a), and w is a @-invariant state on 2, so
w(a) =¢(a) <m (a]SZ) .
Now, we prove the opposite inequality. Let ¢ € SZ. Then
¢(a) = ¢ (Avg,a)
< |[Avg; all
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1 k—1
= |
j=0

1 k—1
j=0
1 k—1
= ¢(a) < inf 2 Jg ©)a
= I'(a)
= sup P(a) <T(a).
pesS?
Therefore
m <a|SZ> = sup ¢(a) < TI(a).
peSZ
This establishes the identity. n

Corollary 2.5. Let (M, p, Z, E) be a W*-dynamical system, and let (2, Z, ®; 1) be a C*-model of (M, p, Z, E).

If a € A is a positive element, then
I'(«(a)) = m (a] Ann(kers)).

Proof. Write 2 = () C 9, and let ©® : Z — Aut (2) be the action ©, = E,|y obtained by
restricting & to 2. Write SZ for the space of @-invariant states on 2.

We can write Tox(1(a)) = T'g(¢(a)). By Theorem 2.4, we know that Iy (:(a)) = m (1(a)|S%), and
by Theorem [L.T4] we know that m (i(a)|S%) = m (a| Ann(ker:)). |

Remark 2.6. Corollary [2.5/can be regarded as an operator-algebraic extension of Lemma 2.3 from
[3]. The assumption that (2, G, ®; ) is faithful can be understood as analogous to the assumption

of strict positivity in that paper.

This I' functional provides an alternative characterization of unique ergodicity, at least under

some additional Choquet-theoretic hypotheses.

Theorem 2.7. Let (M, p, Z,E) be a W*-dynamical system, and let (A, Z, ®; 1) be a faithful C*-model of
(M, p,Z,E). Then the following conditions are related by the implications (i) <= (ii)=>(iii).
(i) The C*-dynamical system (U, Z,®) is uniquely ergodic.
(ii) The C*-dynamical system (U, Z,©) is strictly ergodic.
(iii) T(1(a)) = p(i(a)) for all positive a € 2.

Further, ifSZ is a simplex, then (iii)=(i).
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Proof. (i)=(ii) Suppose that (2, Z,©) is uniquely ergodic. Then p o is an invariant state on 2,
so it follows that p o is the unique invariant state on 2. But p o ¢ is also a faithful state on 2, so
it follows that (2, Z, ®) is strictly ergodic.

(ii)=(@) Trivial.

(i)=(iii) Suppose that (2, Z,®) is uniquely ergodic, and let a € 2 be positive. Let ¢ be a
SZ-maximizing state for a. Then ¢ = p o, since both ¢ and p o/ are invariant states on 2, and
(A, Z,0) is uniquely ergodic. Thus ¢ = po,soT'(i(a)) = ¢(a) = p((a)).

(iii)=>(i) Suppose that SZ is a simplex, but that (2, Z,®) is not uniquely ergodic. By the
Krein-Milman Theorem, there exists an extreme point ¢ € SZ of SZ different from p o r. Then
by Corollary [[.20] there exists a € 2 self-adjoint such that {¢} = SZ, (a). We can assume that
a is positive, since otherwise we could replace a with a + r for a sufficiently large positive real
number r > 0, and S%, (a) = SZ, . (a+r). Then I'((a)) = ¢(a). But by the assumption that
¢ is uniquely (a|S%)-maximizing, it follows that p(:(a)) < ¢(a). Therefore I'(:(a)) # p(i(a)),

meaning that (iii) does not attain. Thus —(i)=- —(iii). [
3. UNIQUE ERGODICITY AND GAUGE: THE AMENABLE SETTING

For the duration of this section, we assume that (90, p, G, E) is a W*-dynamical system with
L2(9M,p) separable. Assume further that (2, G,®) is a C*dynamical system such that 2 is
separable, and that G is amenable. It follows from Corollary [L2 that S¢ # @.

In this section, we expand upon some of the ideas presented in Section [2, generalizing from
the case of actions of Z to actions of a countable discrete amenable group G. We separate these
two sections because our treatment of the more general amenable setting has some additional
nuances to it.

For an arbitrary nonempty finite subset F of G, set

1
Avgp x = T Z O x.
g€F

Our first result of this section is a generalization of a classical result from ergodic theory
regarding unique ergodicity, which is that a (singly generated) topological dynamical system is
uniquely ergodic if and only if the averages of the continuous functions converge to a constant.
This classical result is well-known, and can be found in many standard texts on ergodic theory,
e.g. [7, Thm 6.2.1], [10, Thm 10.6], [17, Thm 5.17], but the earliest example of a result like this
that we could find was [12 5.3]. Theorem generalizes this classical result not only to the

noncommutative setting, but to the setting where the phase group G is amenable.
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We define the weak topology on a C*-algebra 2l to be the topology generated by the states on 2,

x (%) (¥ €35).

In other words, the weak topology is the topology in which a net (x;); converges to x if and only
if (¢(x;)); converges to (x) for every state P on 2. We say the net (x;); converges weakly to x if it

converges in the weak topology.

Theorem 3.1. Let (A, G, ®) be a C*-dynamical system. Then the following conditions are equivalent.
(i) (2, G,©) is uniquely ergodic.
(ii) There exists a left Folner sequences (Fi)>  for G and a linear functional ¢ : 2 — C such that for
all x € U, the sequence <AVng x) :;l converges in norm to ¢p(x)1 € C1.
(iii) There exists a left Folner sequences (Fy)z_, for G and a linear functional ¢ : A — C such that for
all x € A, the sequence <AVng x) :;l converges weakly to ¢(x)1 € C1.
(iv) There exists a state ¢ on U such that for every right Folner sequence (Fy)y, for G, the sequence

[ee]

(AVng x) ., converges in norm to ¢(x)1 € C1.

(v) There exists a state ¢ on 2 such that for every right Folner sequence (Fy);>, for G, the sequence

[ee]

(AVng x) ., converges weakly to ¢p(x)1 € C1.

Proof. Assume throughout that any x € 2 is nonzero.

(ii)=-(iii) Obvious.

(iv)=(v) Obvious.

(iv)=-(ii) Follows because a two-sided Folner sequence exists.

(v)=-(iii) Follows because a two-sided Folner sequence exists.

(iii)=(i) Suppose that Avgy x — ¢(x)1 € C1 weakly for all x € 2. We claim that ¢ is the
unique invariant state of (2, G, ®). First, we demonstrate that ¢ is @-invariant. Fix go € G, and

fix e > 0. Choose K1, K>, K3 € IN such that

k> K = |p(p(x)1) — ¢ (Avgg, x)| < 5,
k> K = |¢(Oqp(x)1) — $(Og, Avgy, x)| < ,
k 2 K3 ’goFkAFk’ &
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The Kj, K> exist because we know that in the weak topology, the functionals ¢, ¢ o O, are both
continuous, and K3 exists by the amenability of G. Let K = max{Kj, Ky, K3}. Then if k > K, then

[9(Og%) = ¢(x)] < |9(Ogx) — $(Oy, Avgy, x)| + [9(Og, Avg, ) — p(Avgy, ¥)| + |¢(Avgy, x) — ¢(x)

e e
< 37" “P(G)go Avgp x) — ¢(Avgp x)‘ T3

=3 T $(Og, Avgp x) — P(Avgy, x)‘

“Seelm (o) (g er)
ekl (o) (mze)

k
2¢ 1
= ? + | | Z @gx — ﬁ Z @gx
kI \ seoF\Fe kl geF\goFe

2¢ 1 1
<3+<p(Pk ) @gx)+<p(P ) @gx)

g€80F\ Fe SEF\goFk

80FiBR
S

= &

Therefore ¢ is @-invariant. To see that it is positive, it suffices to observe that x > 0 = AVng’
meaning that ¢(x) = limye ¢(Avgy x) > 0. To see that ¢(1) = 1, we just observe that Avg 1
1 for all k € IN.

Now we show that ¢ is the unique ©@-invariant state. Let i be any invariant state. Then

p(x) = p(Avgy, x)

— 00

= P(p(x)1)

e

Therefore ¢ = ¢, and so (A, G, ®) is uniquely ergodic.

(i)=(iv) Fix a right Felner sequence (F;)g,, and assume for contradiction that (2, G, ®) is
uniquely ergodic with @-invariant state ¢, but that there exists x € % such that (AVng x) :il does
not converge in norm to a scalar, and in particular does not converge in norm to ¢(x)1. Since we

can decompose x into its real and imaginary parts, we can assume that x € s,. Fix g9 > 0 for
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which there exists an infinite sequence k; < k, < --- such that HAVngn X — 4)(x)1H > 9. Then
Py (AVngn X — ¢(x)1) ‘ = HAVngn X — 4>(x)1H.

for each n € N exists a state ¢, on 2 such that

Set

wy =Yy o0 AVngn/

s0 wy(x — ¢p(x)1) = ¥y, <AVng X — (/)(x)l). Then (wy ). has a subsequence, call it (wy,)32,
which converges in the weak*-topology to some w. This w is also a state on 2, and we claim it is

O-invariant. Fix go € G,y € . Then
0(@gy) ~ w(y)| = lim |, (Og,) —cwn,(v)

= lim

Pn; <®go AVngn‘ y> — P (AVngn. y) ‘
J—roo j j

. 1
= Hm e |¥ L Oy |- L Oy
j—o0 | k”j geFknng geFknj

‘FknngAFkn,

]

[yl

1‘1]"

Therefore w is @-invariant. But w # ¢, since
() = 9(x)| = lim |ay, (x) = p(x)

= lim |wy,(x — 4)(x)1)‘

j—o0

= lim |y, (Avgp x— (/)(x)l)‘

j—roo

= lim
]—00

AVngnj xX— (/)(x)lH
> £0.
This contradicts (2, G, ©) being uniquely ergodic. |

Remark 3.2. Although [9, Theorem 5.2] describes conditions under which unique ergodicity of
an action of an amenable group on a C*-algebra can be related to the convergence of ergodic

averages, that result is not a direct generalization of our Theorem [3.1]

To the best of our knowledge, the following commutative analog of Theorem [3.T/ has not been

stated in the literature, so we treat it here as a corollary to Theorem 3.1l
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Theorem 3.3. Let (X, G, U) be a topological dynamical system, where G is amenable. For any nonempty
finite F C G, f € C(X), let us abuse notation and write Avgy f = ﬁ Y.ger f o Ug. Then the following
conditions are equivalent.
(i) (X, G,U) is uniquely ergodic.
(ii) There exists a left Folner sequences (Fy)y2 , for G and a Borel probability measure y on X such
that for all f € C(X), the sequence (Avgpk > __ converges uniformly to [ fdpu.
(iii) There exists a left Folner sequences (Fy)y, for G and a Borel probability measure y on X such
that for all f € C(X), the sequence (Avgpk f > :il converges pointwise to [ fdpu.
(iv) There exists a Borel probability measure y on X such that for every right Folner sequence (Fy)p ,
for G, and for every f € C(X), the sequence (Avgpk f > :il converges uniformly to [ fdp.
(v) There exists a Borel probability measure p on X such that for every right Folner sequence (Fi)f 4

for G, and for every f € C(X), the sequence (Avgpk f > :O,l converges pointwise to [ fdpu.

Proof. This is essentially a corollary of Theorem [3.1] since it is just the classical translation of
that theorem in the case where 2l is abelian. The only nontrivial part of translating that theorem
to this one is to see that weak convergence of (AVng f) :;1 to ([ fdu)1 is equivalent to the
pointwise convergence of (AVng f > 111 to the constant function [ fdpu.

First, suppose that (AVng f > :il converges weakly to [ fdu. Consider the evaluation states
evy, : f — f(y), where y € X. Then ev, (Avgpkf> = (Avgpkf> (y) — evy ([ fdu) = [ fdpu.
Therefore, the sequence converges pointwise to [ fdpu.

Now, suppose that (AVng f ) :11 converges pointwise to [ fdu. Any state ¢ on C(X) can be
realized as ¢(f) = [ fdv for some Borel probability measure v on X. The sequence (Avgy )7
is uniformly bounded in magnitude by || f||, which is integrable with respect to any Borel proba-

bility measure, and so we can apply the Dominated Convergence Theorem to conclude that

/Angkfdv—>/</fdy> dv:/fdy.

In other words, ¢(Avgy f) — [ fdu = ¢ ([ fdu) for any state ¢ on C(X), so Avg. f — [ fdu
weakly. |

In order to develop the gauge machinery from the previous section in the context of actions of
amenable groups, we will need to use slightly different techniques, since we do not have access to
the Subadditivity Lemma. The main results of the remainder of this section can be summarized

as follows.

Main results about the gauge. Let F = (Fy)z", be a right Folner sequence.
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(a) Let (A, G,®) be a C*dynamical system, and let F = (F)y>, be a right Folner sequence for

G. Then if a € 2 is a positive element, then the sequence (‘ ‘;—k‘ Y gcE, ®gaH>:O:1 converges to
m (a|SC).
(b) Let (A, G,0;1) be a faithful C*-model of (M, p,G,E). Then the following conditions are related
by the implications (i) <= (ii)=(iii).
(i) The C*-dynamical system (U, G, ®) is uniquely ergodic.
(i) The C*-dynamical system (A, G, ®) is strictly ergodic.
(iii) T'(1(a)) = p(i(a)) for all positive a € 2.
Further, if SC is a simplex, then (iii)=>(i).

Theorem 3.4. Let (2, G, ©) be a C*-dynamical system, and let F = (Fy){2_, be a right Folner sequence for
G. Then if a € A is a positive element, then the sequence (H ‘;—k‘ Yeck @ﬂH)Zl converges to m (a|S¢).

Proof. For each k € IN, choose a state o; on 2 such that

()

gEFk gEFk

1
Let w, = TR depk ) © Oy, SO

’ Z(Tk@x

geFk

(lel Low).

) (| AP )
Z Oga|| .

’ k’ gGFk

[e0]
. . 1 G . .
This means that in order to show that (H TR YgeG ®gaH)k:1 converges to m (a|S%), it suffices to

show that wy(a) 0 m (a|S%). So for the remainder of this proof, we are going to be looking
instead at the sequence (wy);> ;.
Let ky < ko < --- be some sequence such that (wy,);,_; converges in the weak*-topology to

some w. We claim that w is ®-invariant. This follows because if x € 2, then

< Z Tk (®g®gox)> - < Z ‘Tkn(@gx)>'
g€k, g€k,

|wr, (Ogyx) — wy, (x)| = .
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)

‘Tkn(@gx))
X))

1
5 Y 0k (Ogx) | - 2
Fen geFkngO\Fkn geFkn\FkngO

1
< m Z [l | + Z
Fn 8€Fi,80\Fey 8€F, \Fe, 80

|Pk goAFk ’
= e

nj)oo 0

Therefore every limit point w of (wy){, is ®-invariant, i.e. w € SC.

e (R
that every limit point w of (wy : k € IN) satisfies

To see that (w

converges to m (a|S¢), it will suffice to show

w € Sfflax(a).

o0

This follows because if there existed a subsequence k; < kp < --- of (wy)p, such that wy, (a) "

z # m (a|S®), then by compactness, that subsequence (wy, : 7 € N) would have some subse-
quence converging to some wy for which wy(a) = z # m (a|S®), meaning in particular that
wo & Sax(a).
Soletk; < kp < --- be some sequence such that (wy, ), converges in the weak*-topology to
some w. As has already been remarked, we have that w € § G, so w(a) <m (a]S G). We prove

the opposite inequality. Let ¢ € S¢. Then

p(a) =¢ 1 Y ©ga (¢ is O-invariant)
[F, | 8€F,
< 1 Z Oqa
N ’Fkn’ geFk” 8
= wg, (4)
= p(a) < lim w;, (0
= w(a).

Therefore w(a) > SUPye 56 (a) = m (a|S®). This establishes the desired identity.
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Remark 3.5. An alternate proof of Theorem in the language of nonstandard analysis will

appear in an upcoming article [18].

Definition 3.6. Given a C*-dynamical system (2, G, ®), a positive element 2 € 2, and a right

Folner sequence F = (F;)p, for G, we define the gauge of a to be the limit

1
T'(x):= lim || —
() I

k—o0

Z O, x

g€k

Theorem [3.4]shows that the gauge exists, but Theorem 3.8 demonstrates the way that the gauge
interacts with a W*-dynamical system and a C*-model. Moreover, the gauge is dependent only
on (2, G,0®), and independent of the right Felner sequence F = (Fy)g,. As such, even though
the gauge as we have described it is computed using a right Felner sequence F = (F;)2,, we do

not need to include F in our notation for I

Corollary 3.7. Let (2,G,0), (Ei[, G, @) be two C*-dynamical systems, and let T : A — A be a *-

homomorphism (not necessarily surjective) such that

Qg0 = 00, (Vg € G).
Let SC denote the space of ©-invariant states on ©. Then m (71(a)|S¢) = m (a| Ann(ker 7)).

Proof. Let B = 7(A), and let H : G — Aut(B) be the action Hy = O,|y. Let K denote the space

of all H-invariant states on 8. Then

m <7‘((ﬂ)]56) =Ty(m(a)) (Theorem(3.4))

= m (7t(a)|K) (Theorem[3.4))
= m (a| Ann(ker 7)) (Theorem(I.14)).
|

Corollary 3.8. Let (O, p, G, E) be a W*-dynamical system, and let (2, G, ©; 1) be a C*-model of (M, p, Z,E).

Then if a € U is a positive element, then
I'(«(a)) = m (a] Ann(kers)).

Proof. Write 2 = () C 9, and let ©® : G — Aut () be the action Oy = F,|y obtained by

restricting & to 2. Write SC for the space of @-invariant states on 9.
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We know T'gn(i(a)) = I'g(:(a)). By Theorem[B.4] we know that I'y(:(a)) = m (:(a)|S®), and by
Theorem [L.T4] we know that m (1(a)|S¢) = m (a| Ann(ker)). |

This brings us to our characterization of unique ergodicity with respect to the gauge.

Theorem 3.9. Let (M, p, G, E) be a W*-dynamical system, and let (A, G, ®; 1) be a faithful C*-model of
(M, p, G, E). Then the following conditions are related by the implications (i) <= (ii)=>(iii).
(i) The C*-dynamical system (U, G, ®) is uniquely ergodic.
(i) The C*-dynamical system (A, G, ®) is strictly ergodic.
(iii) T'(a) = p(1(a)) for all positive a € 2.

Further, if S Gisa simplex, then (iii)=(i).

Proof. (i)=>(ii) Suppose that (2, G, ®) is uniquely ergodic. Then p o is an invariant state on 2,
so it follows that p o is the unique invariant state. But p o: is also faithful, so it follows that
(A, G, ©) is strictly ergodic.

(i)= (i) Trivial.

(i)=(iii) Suppose that (A, G, ©) is uniquely ergodic, and let a € 2 be positive. Let ¢ be an
(a]S G)-maximizing state on 2. Then ¢ = p o, since both are invariant states and (2, G, ©) is
uniquely ergodic. Then ¢ = p oy, soT'(a) = ¢(a) = p(i(a)).

(iii)=(i) Suppose that SC is a simplex, but that (2, G, ®) is not uniquely ergodic. Let ¢ € S© be
an extreme point of S different from p o 1. Then by Corollary there exists a € 2 self-adjoint
such that {¢} = SS,.(a). We can assume that a is positive, since otherwise we could replace
a with a + r for a sufficiently large positive real number r > 0, and SZ, (a) = SZ, (a +7).
Then I'(a) = ¢(a). But by the assumption that ¢ is uniquely (2|S¢)-maximizing, it follows
that p(1(a)) < ¢(a). Therefore I'(a) # p(i(a)), meaning that (iii) does not attain. Thus —(i)=
—(iii). |

We also include the following corollary in the setting of topological dynamical systems.

Corollary 3.10. Let (X,G,U) be a topological dynamical system, and let y be a U-invariant, strictly
positive Borel probability measure on X. Then the following conditions are equivalent.
(i) The topological dynamical system (X, G, U) is uniquely ergodic.
(ii) The topological dynamical system (X, G, U) is strictly ergodic.
(iit) T(f) = [ fdu for all positive f € C(X), where T is defined with respect to the W*-dynamical
system (L®(X,p), f — [ fdu, G, U).
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Proof. This is a special case of Theorem 3.9 Consider the C*-dynamical system (C(X),G,®),
where @ is the action O, : f — f o Uy, and let (L*(X, u), f — [ fdu, G, E) be the W*-dynamical
system arising from the action Z, : f ~— f o U,. Finally, let:: C(X) < L*(X, u) be the embedding
f — f. Since u is strictly positive, the embedding ! is injective, making (C(X), G, ®;1) a faithful
C*-model of (L*(X,u), f — [ fdu,G,E). Finally, the space of ®@-invariant states on C(X) (or
equivalently, the space of U-invariant Borel probability measures on X) is a simplex (a classical

fact, see e.g. [11, Lemma 2]). Therefore Theorem 3.9 applies in its strong form. [ |
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