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CHARACTERISATIONS OF DILATIONS VIA APPROXIMANTS,
EXPECTATIONS, AND FUNCTIONAL CALCULI

RAJ DAHYA

ABSTRACT. We consider characterisations of unitary dilations and approximations of irrevers-
ible classical dynamical systems on a Hilbert space. In the commutative case, building on the
work in [9], one can express well known approximants (e.g. Hille- and Yosida-approximants)
via expectations over certain stochastic processes. Using this, our first result characterises
the simultaneous regular unitary dilatability of commuting families of Co-semigroups via the
dilatability of such approximants as well as via regular polynomial bounds. This extends the
results in [13] to the unbounded setting. We secondly consider characterisations of unitary and
regular unitary dilations via two distinct functional calculi. Applying these tools to a large
class of classical dynamical systems, these two notions of dilation exactly characterise when a
system admits unitary approximations under certain distinct notions of weak convergence. This
establishes a sharp topological distinction between the two notions of unitary dilations. Our
results are applicable to commutative systems as well as non-commutative systems satisfying
the canonical commutation relations (CCR) in the Weyl form.

1. INTRODUCTION

Classical dynamical systems on Hilbert or Banach spaces, which are in general irreversible, can
be studied in at least two natural ways in terms of more ideal systems: via approximations and
via embeddings into (or: ‘dilations’ to) larger reversible systems. Towards the former, see e.g.
[24, 6, 9, 29]. The study of the latter was in part inspired by a result from Halmos [23], and
properly initiated by Sz.-Nagy and Foias in [12, 13] with their work on unitary (power) dilations
of contractions and of 1-parameter contractive Cy-semigroups over Hilbert spaces. Remaining
in the commutative setting, various results have been achieved for systems consisting of multiple
operators as well as multi-parameter Cy-semigroups (see e.g. [2, 39, 10, 35, 31, 38]). For a good
overview, see e.g. [3, 37].

In the first part of this paper (§2-3), we shall first consider commutative systems of
Coy-semigroups. Note that a commuting family {Ui}gzl of unitary Cy-semigroups on a Hilbert
space H can be uniquely extended to an SOT-continuous unitary representation U of (Rd, +,0)
on H defined via U(t) = ([ Licsupp(e-) Uit )" (I Licsupp(e+) Ui(t])) for all t = (t;)L, € R,
where ¢~ = max{—t, 0} and ¢t* = max{t, 0} for t € R (c¢f. Stone’s theorem [22, Theorem 1.4.7]).
Bearing this in mind, a commuting family {Ti}?zl of Cp-semigroups on H is said to have a
stmultaneous reqular unitary dilation if

<ﬁ[T(t;))* (f[T(tj)) =r*U(t)r

holds for all t = (ti)le e RY, for some SOT-continuous unitary representation U of (R?, +,0)
on a Hilbert space H; and some isometry r € £(H,H1) (and in this case we shall refer to the
data (H1,U,r) as the simultaneous regular unitary dilation).* A simultaneous unitary dilation
is defined by the above condition restricted to t € Rio-

For the cases d € {1,2} it was proved in [13, Theorem 1.8.1], [39], [10, Theorem 2], and
[35, Theorem 2.3], that all contractive commuting families {7}}¢_, have a simultaneous unit-
ary dilation. In the case of d = 1, these are in fact regular unitary dilations. In the general
case of d > 1, the existence of simultaneous regular unitary dilations was fully characterised
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in [35, Theorem 3.2] via a general condition which we may refer to as Brehmer positivity.
Le Merdy fully classified the existence of simultaneous unitary dilations as well as dilations
up to similarity via the complete boundedness of a certain functional calculus map (see [31,
Theorems 2.2 and 3.1], which builds on [34, Corollaries 4.9 and 4.13]), and successfully applied
the latter to commuting families of bounded analytic Cy-semigroups. Moreover, Shamovich
and Vinnivok provided sufficient embedding conditions on the generators for the existence of
simultaneous unitary dilations (see [33]). Recent results contribute to this history by providing
two further complete characterisations of the existence of simultaneous regular unitary dilations
for commuting families of Cy-semigroups under the assumption of bounded generators (see [13,
Theorems 1.1 and 1.4]). The first characterisation was achieved via the notion of complete
dissipativity (see [13, Definition 2.8]), which is defined by the positivity of certain combinat-
orial expressions involving the generators. The second characterisation builds on the first and
characterises the existence of regular unitary dilations via regular polynomial bounds (see [13,
Definition 6.2]). Furthermore, analogue to [31], it was shown that all commuting families of
Cy-semigroups with bounded generators have regular unitary dilations up to certain natural
modification (see [13, Corollary 1.2]).

The latter reference left open the question, whether the characterisation via regular polyno-
mial bounds could be extended to the unbounded setting (see [13, Remark 6.6]). Moreover, the
characterisation via complete dissipativity involves a characterisation via approximants which
raises the question, whether for certain natural choices of approximants, a commuting family
of Cp-semigroups has a simultaneous regular unitary dilation if and only if families of their
approximants do. The current paper shall answer both these questions positively in the general
setting without the boundedness assumption (see §3).

In the second part of this paper (§4-5), we consider classical dynamical systems
more broadly described by homomorphisms defined over topological monoids. To motiv-
ate this, observe that there is a natural 1:1-correspondence between commuting families
{Ti}%_, of (bounded/contractive/unitary) Cp-semigroups and (bounded/contractive/unitary)
soT-continuous homomorphisms 7' between (R, +,0) and spaces of operators (cf. [13, §1]) via

T(t) = [1%, Ti(t;) and T;(t) = Ty(t) = T(0,0,...,t,...,0) for t e RE ), t € Rog, i € {1,2,...,d}.
K]

It is thus natural to consider homomorphisms defined over topological monoids. If G is a topolo-
gical group and M < G is a submonoid and T': M — £(H) is an SOT-continuous homomorphism
from M to bounded operators on a Hilbert space H, we define a unitary dilation of T to be a
tuple (H1,U,r), where H; is a Hilbert space, U is an SOT-continuous unitary representation G
on Hi, and r € £(H,H1) is an isometry, such that

T(x)=r*"U(x)r

holds for all x € M. We shall also consider monoids for which one can define a positivity
structure, which consists of continuous maps -*,-7: G — M (see Definition 1.11). Using this
concept, we say that (H1,U,r) is a reqular unitary dilation of T, if

(T(z7))*"T(2") = r*Ulx)r

holds for all # € G. Considering (G, M) = (R%,R%,), d € N, by the above mentioned 1:
1-correspondence one can see that these concepts agree with the definitions of simultaneous
(regular) unitary dilations of commuting families.

We present in §4 characterisations of unitary and regular unitary dilations via the means
of functional calculi, inspired by Sz.-Nagy and Phillips/le Merdy. These tools enable us to
characterise the existence of unitary approximations for a broad class of classical systems (see
§5).

Before proceeding, we recall the afore mentioned results from the bounded setting, define
our terminology and state the main results of this paper.

1.1 Characterisation via complete dissipativity. For a Cjy-semigroup 7" on a Hilbert
space H with generator A, if T' is contractive, then it has a regular unitary dilation (cf. [13,



Theorem 1.8.1]). And clearly, the latter necessarily requires T' to be contractive. On the other
hand, by the Lumer-Phillips form of the Hille-Yosida theorem, T is contractive if and only if
A is dissipative (see [22, Theorem 1.3.3]). Thus the dissipativity of the generator characterises
the regular unitary dilatability of a Cy-semigroup.

In the setting of commuting families of semigroups, dissipativity can be generalised as
follows: For each k € N, the k*"-order dissipation operators are defined by

PN (TT4) T4
(C1,Co)ePart(K)  ieCy jeCy

for K < {1,2,...,d} with |K| = k, where (C,C2) € Part(K) denotes that C1,Cy € K form a
partition of K. We say that the generators {Az‘}flzl are completely dissipative, if the dissipation

operators of all finite orders are positive (c¢f. [13, Definition 2.8]). This notion leads to a
characterisation result obtained in [I13], which for the purposes of this paper we restate as
follows:

Theorem 1.1 (Characterisation via complete dissipativity). Let d € N, H be a Hilbert
space, and {Ti}f:l be a commuting family of Cy-semigroups on H, with generators {Ai}le. If
the semigroups have bounded generators, then the following are equivalent:

(a) The family {T;}L_, has a simultaneous regular unitary dilation.

(b) The generators {A;}L | are completely dissipative.

(c) There exists a net ({Tl-(a)}gl:l)ae/\ consisting of a commuting families of Cyp-semigroups on
‘H, which each have simultaneous regular unitary dilations, such that

sup H(ﬁTJ‘” (t:) - ﬁmm)sﬂ —0
1=1 i=1

tel

for all £ € H and compact L < Rio.

Furthermore, the notion of convergence in (c) can be replaced by pointwise SOT-convergence.
The implication (¢c) = (a) also holds without the boundedness assumption.

See [13, Theorem 1.1 and Remark 4.4] for a proof. Note that (a) = (c) is trivial since
one can choose a constant net. However, if one choses particular approximants in advance, it
is not immediate that this implication holds. This leads to a natural question (in the general
setting), which motivated the research in the present paper:

Question 1.2 Let {Ti}f:l be a commuting family of Cp-semigroups on a Hilbert space H. For
which choices of approximants ({Tl-(a) 19 1)aea does it hold that the simultaneous regular unitary
dilatability of {T;}¢_, implies that of each family {Ti(a)}‘ii:l?

1.2 Characterisation via polynomial bounds. For commuting operators {S;}¢_; € £(H),
regular polynomial evaluation is defined as the unique linear map

CIX1, X7, Xo, X571, Xa, X ]2 p > p(St1, S, .., 54) € &(H)
satisfying
. * N,
(S Sa s = (T s)( TT )
iesupp(n—) iesupp(nt)
for all monomials of the form p = H?:I X" with n € Z? (¢f. [13, Definition 6.1]). We say that

{T:}4_, satisfies regular polynomial bounds if

Hp(Tl (tl)’ TQ(tQ)’ s ’Td(td))H < Sug|p()\1, A2y ’)‘d)|
AeT



holds for all t = (t;)%_, € Rio, where T is the unit circle in the complex plane. Using these
notions, a second characterisation is obtained in [13], which for the purposes of this paper, we
restate as follows:

Theorem 1.3 (Characterisation via polynomial bounds). Let d € N, H be a Hilbert
space, and {Tz‘}f-l=1 be a commuting family of Cy-semigroups on H with generators {Ai}le.
If the semigroups have bounded generators, then the following are equivalent:

(a) The family {T;}{_, has a simultaneous regular unitary dilation.
(b) The family {T;}{, satisfies regular polynomial bounds.
c) For each Kc{1,2,...,d and all t = (t;)%, e RY the operator
(c) ) i=1 =0 P
pr(T1(t1), To(t2), ..., Ty(tg)) is positive, where

P = > [Ta-x7h T]a-X).

(C1,C2)€ePart(K) i€eCq jeCs

(d) The generators {A;}¢_, are completely dissipative.

Furthermore, the implications (a) = (b) = (c) hold without the boundedness assumption.

Due to the inclusion of the intermediate step (c), we sketch the proof for the reader’s
convenience.

Proof (of Theorem 1.3, sketch). The equivalence of (a), (b), and (d) is proved directly in [13,
Theorem 1.4] in reliance upon Theorem 1.1. For (a) = (b) the assumption of bounded
generators is not required (see [13, Remark 6.6]).

Towards (b) = (c): Suppose (without the boundedness assumption!) that the family
{T;}¢_, satisfies regular polynomial bounds. Let K < {1,2,...,d} and t = (t;)%, € R,
be arbitrary. Using binomial expansions, one can see that the regular polynomial px can
be expressed as px = H‘ij:l(Q - X; - Xi_l), and thus pr (A, A2, ..., Ag) = H?:1(2 .
A = 12,2 — 2ReN) € [0,49] for all A = (A, )Ag,...,Ag) € T% It follows that
supy |1 — apg (A1, Ag, ..., Ag)| < 1 for sufficiently small a € R~. Since the family of semigroups
satisfies regular polynomial bounds, it follows that ||I — apr(T1(t1),Te(te),. .., Ty(tq))] < 1
for sufficiently small o € R-g. As argued in the proof of [13, Theorem 1.4], this implies that
pr(Th(t1), To(t2), ..., Ty(tq)) is a positive operator.

Finally, the implication (¢) = (d) (under the assumption of bounded generators) is proved
exactly as in [13, Theorem 1.4]. By taking limits of these positive operators appropriately scaled,
one obtains that the generators are completely dissipative. |

This result raises the following question (cf. [13, Remark 6.6]), which along with Ques-
tion 1.2 also motivated the research in the current paper.

Question 1.4 Does the equivalence of (a) and (b) in Theorem 1.3 continue to hold without
the assumption of bounded generators?

1.3 Characterisation via expectation-approximants. We shall demonstrate a further
characterisation related to the above two results without the assumption of bounded generators.
The key idea is to make the implication (a) = (c) of Theorem 1.1 work by considering suitable
canonical choices for approximants (c¢f. Question 1.2).

Let T be an arbitrary Cp-semigroup on a Banach space £ with generator A: D(A) € £ — €£.
We now consider two concrete nets of approximants of the form (T™ = (etA(A))teRi 0) ael for
some I < R directed by increasing values of A. -

If wo(T') € [—0, 00) is the growth bound for T (cf. [20, Proposition 1.5.5 and Definition 1.5.6],

[22, Lemma 1.2.12]), the A**-Yosida-approzimant is defined by TW = (et‘é‘w)teR20 for each
A€ (wo(T),0), where



AN = NAR(X, A) = N2R(A, A) — AT (1.1)

is a bounded operator, where R(\, A) = (\I— A)~! denotes the resolvent operator. The Yosida-
approximants satisfy

supl|(TV (1) = T(1))¢] — 0

teL
as (wo(T'),00) 3 A —> oo for all £ € £ and compact L < Rxg. Furthermore, if T' is contractive,

then each of the Yosida-approximants are contractive. (For a proof of these classical results,
see e.g. [26, Theorem G.4.3], [20, Theorem II1.3.5, pp. 73-74], [24, (12.3.4), p. 361].)

Now, if a family {ﬂ};Ll of commuting Cjy-semigroups has a simultaneous regular unitary
dilation, then in particular each of the T; must be contractive, and thus the family {TZ-(M) le of
Yosida-approximants consists of contractive Cy-semigroups for each A = ()\Z-);Ll € ]R‘io (cf. the
subsequent paragraph below (3.8) in [20]). Furthermore, the commutativity of the 7; implies the
commutativity of the resolvents,” which by (1.1) implies the commutativity of the generators
{Ag)‘i) ¢ . which in turn implies that {T®)}% | is a commuting family.

Another appropriate approximation is constructed in Hille’s first exponential formula. For
Ae R call TW = (etA(A))teRZO the A\'-Hille-approxzimant for T, where

AN = \(T (1) —T). (1.2)

is a bounded operator. Then again it holds that T™ () — T'(t) for R~¢ 3 A\ —> o wrt. the
soT-topology uniformly in ¢ on compact subsets of R>q (see [0, §1.2 and Theorem 1.2.2]). It is

easy to verify that |70 (2)| < e_)‘teMHT(%)”. Thus the Hille-approximants of contractive Cy-
semigroups are themselves contractive Cy-semigroups with bounded generators. Moreover, if
{T:}%_, is a commuting family of (contractive) Cop-semigroups, then for each A = (\;)%_, e RY,
by (1.2), the generators {AA)}4 | clearly commute, so that the family of Hille-approximants
(T} is a commuting family of (contractive) Cp-semigroups.

It turns out that these classically defined approximants in semigroup theory can be natur-
ally generalised to a class of approximants, which we shall call expectation-approzrimants (see
Definition 2.3 below). We now state the first main result of this paper:

Theorem 1.5 Let d € N, H be a Hilbert space, and {T;}L_; be a commuting family of con-

tractive Cy-semigroups on H. Further let (Ti(a))ae,\i be a net of expectation-approximants
for T; (e.g. Hille- or Yosida-approximants) for each i € {1,2,...,d}. Then the following are
equivalent:

(a) The family {T;}_, has a simultaneous regular unitary dilation.
(b) The family {T;}¢_, satisfies regular polynomial bounds.

c) For each Kc{l1,2,....d and all  t=(t;)%, eRY the  operator
(c) i=1 >0 P
pr(T1(t1), To(t2), ..., Ty(tqg)) is positive, where

pr(X1, Xa, .., Xy) = > [Ja-x7h-T]a-X).

(Cl,CQ)GPart(K) 1€Cy JjeCs

(d) The family {Ti(ai) 4 | of approximants has a simultaneous regular unitary dilation for
each o = (o)L, € H?=1 A;.

By Theorem 1.5, we shall be able to positively address Questions 1.2 and 1.4. Note that the
main implication to prove is (c) = (d), as the others have essentially been proved in [13] (¢f. the
discussion in §1.1-1.2). Now, in the case of bounded generators the spectral-theoretic concept

bsee e.g. [1, Theorem 1], where this is proved under slightly more general assumptions. One can also directly verify
this by relying on the Laplace integral representation of resolvents.



of complete dissipativity was crucial for the characterisations. In the unbounded setting, it is
unclear how to extend the notion of dissipation operators and thus of complete dissipativity.
Nonetheless, one possibility and its limitations shall be discussed (cf. Remark 3.5). Instead,
we make use of stochastic methods, building on the results in [9]. Using suitable stochastic
processes and expectations computed strongly via Bochner-integrals, which we lay out in §2,
we show that expectation-approximants can be expressed in terms of their original semigroups.
This provides a key ingredient to prove (¢) = (d). This shall all be covered in §2-3.

1.4 Special conditions on topological monoids. In the second part of this paper, we
concentrate on classical dynamical systems defined more broadly over topological monoids.
We are particularly interested in topological monoids M which occur as (closed or at least
measurable) submonoids of (ideally locally compact) topological groups G.

Example 1.6 Simple examples of locally compact topological groups and closed submonoids
thereof include any discrete group and submonoid thereof, e.g. (Z%, +,0) and Ng c Z% for d € N.
We also consider ]R‘io as a closed submonoid of the locally compact topological group (R%, +,0).

Example 1.7 As a non-discrete and non-commutative example, consider the Heisenberg group
Hgq of order 2d + 1, d € N, which can be represented topologically as Hg = R% x R? x R and
algebraically via the operation®

1
(XapaE)(X,?p,,E,) = <X + X/,p + p,aE + E/ + §(<pa X,> - <p/’ X>))

for (x,p,E), (x',p’, E’) € Hq. The identity element of H, is clearly (0,0,0) and inverse of

g € Hgq is given by g~ = —g, if we view ¢ as a vector in R?¥*!. One can readily verify that

7_[; ={(x,p,F) | x,p€ RiO,E eR} S Hy
is a closed submonoid. As a further non-commutative example, consider for some antisymmetric
matrix C' € My(R) the closed subgroup Hac = {(x,Cx,E) | x € R, E € R} € H,4 and the
closed submonoid 7—[(;0 ={(x,Cx,E) | xe R, E € R} € H,4 . Without loss of generality, we
can replace the above representations of Hqc and 7-[:1“70 by R¢ x R and Rio x R respectively.
Observe that the group operation satisfies

(x,E)(x',E) = <x +xE+E + %((Cx, x') —(CX/, x>)) = <x +x,E + E + (Cx, x’>>

for (x, E), (x', E') € Hqc. One can thus think of the ith and j*™ 2-co-ordinates of elements of
Ha,c as being correlated with C;; encoding this correlation.

Example 1.8 (Non-commuting families, Weyl Form of CCR). Continuing on from Ex-
ample 1.7, let d € N, H be a Hilbert space, and C € My(R) be an antisymmetric matrix, i.e.
C = D—DT, where D € My(R) is a strictly upper triangular matrix. One use of classical dynam-
ical systems defined over HCJ{,C is as follows is as follows: Consider an arbitrary SOT-continuous

homomorphism, T: H ., — £(H). Set T; := (T(te;,0))r., for each i € {1,2,...,d}, and

U := (T(0, E)) ger, whereby each e; := (0,0,...,1,...,0) denotes the canonical i*" basis vector
(2

of R%. One can then readily verify that {TZ-};-Ll is a family of Cy-semigroups on H and U is a

(not necessarily unitary) soT-continuous representation of (R, +,0) on H which commutes with
each of the T;. Furthermore the relations

T,(t)Ti(s) = U(2stCiy)Ti(5) Ty (1) (13)
hold for all 4,5 € {1,2,...,d}, which is a slight generalisation of the semigroup version of the
canonical commutation relations (CCR) in the Weyl form. Such systems are of interest in
quantum mechanics (see e.g. [1, §5.2.1.2]). Conversely, one may consider an arbitrary family

{Ti}f:l of Cp-semigroups on ‘H and an arbitrary sOT-continuous representation U of (R, +,0)

CThere are various different presentations of the Heisenberg group in the literature (cf. [10, §1], [14, §10.1], [21, §6.7.4]).
We choose this particular form for convenience.



on H, which commutes with each of the T}, and such that the relations in (1.3) hold. Then,
defining T': H , — £(H) via

:]&

T(x,E):=U(E+ (Dx, x)) | | Ti(zs)

i=1
for each x € Rio, FE € R, one can verify that T is an SOT-continuous homomorphism. These two
constructions constitute a 1:1-correspondence (this is left as an exercise to the reader) between
families satisfying (1.3) and sOT-continuous homomorphisms defined over ’H:{C.

For submonoids of topological groups, there are natural conditions which will aid us when
investigating properties (viz. dilation) of classical dynamical systems defined over them. The
following definition is due to Mueller [32, §2]:°

Definition 1.9 Let G be a locally compact topological group and M < G be a measurable
submonoid. Fix a Haar-measure Ag on G. Say that M is e-joint if A\g(U n M) > 0 for all open
neighbourhoods U < G of the identity e € G.f

Example 1.10 Let d € N and p € P be a prime number.

(i) Consider (G, M) = (Rd,RiO). For an open neighbourhood U < G of 0, there exists ¢ > 0,
such that U 2 (¢, €)% Thus M n U 2 (0, €)4, so M n U is non-null. Hence M is an
e-joint submonoid.

(ii) Consider (G, M) = (Ha, ")) = (R x R x R,R% ) x RZ, x R). As in (i), for any open
neighbourhood U < G of (0,0,0), one has M n U 2 (0, £)? x (0, €)? x (—¢, ¢) for some
€ > 0,80 M nU is non-null. Hence M is an e-joint submonoid.

(iii) Let C' € My(R) be an antisymmetric matrix. Similar to (ii) one can show that H , is a
(closed) e-joint submonoid of Hy ¢

(iv) The submonoid Zy,\{0} of non-zero p-adic integers within the locally compact multiplicative
group (Q,\{0}, -, 1) of non-zero p-adic numbers is clearly e-joint, since it is a clopen subset.

(v) Let G; be a locally compact topological group and M; € G; an e-joint measurable sub-
monoid for i € {1,2,...,d}. By simple computations with product measures, one can
readily verify that H?zl M; is a measurable e-joint submonoid in H?:1 G; (cf. [11, Pro-
position A.7]).

Definition 1.11 Let (G,-,e) be a (not necessarly locally compact!) topological group and
M < G a submonoid. If -T: G — M is a continuous function which satisfies

(i) et = e for the identity element e € G;

(ii) xtT =2T for all z € G, i.e. -T is idempotent; and
(iii) (z7) 'zt =z for all z € G, where ™ := (z~1)*,
then we call (G, M, 1) a positivity structure.

Example 1.12 Let d € N and C € My(R) be an antisymmetric matrix. The pairs (G, M)
of topological groups and submonoids: (R%,R%,), (Ha, H]), (Hdp,?-l:ic) admit natural pos-
itivity structures. Furthermore, if (G;, M;,-T¢) are positivity structures, then the product
(H?:l Gi,ﬂle M;) admits a positivity via the pointwise definition. The constructions are
presented in Table 1 and left to the reader to verify.

dFor example consider H = LQ(R;/”O), meN. Let ul®d ¢ RZT, and either A € «R and a® eR™ or Ae C with Re X <0
and a() e RY, for each i € {1,2,...,d}. Set U := (eMT)yer and (T;(t)f)(x) := eAt(o‘(i)”qf(x + tu®) for t € Rxo,
fe L2(RZ,), x € RZy, i € {1,2,...,d}. Then (1.3) holds with C := (3({(a(®, ul)) — (@), u®)))d _ € My(R).

€¢f. also [11, Appendix A], where a similar, but stronger, property called positivity in the identity is defined.

1CNote that being a null-set is independent of the particular choice of Haar-measure.



| Group G | Submonoid M | Description of -¥: G - M
1—[?:1 Gi 1—[?:1 M; X (w?i)?:l
(R, +,0) Rx>o t — max{t, 0}
(Rd’ +, O) R%O t— (t;r)(iizl
%d %d (X’p’E)’_)(X+’p+aE+)
Hac Hi o (x,E) — (x*,ET)

TABLE 1. Ezamples of positivity structures (G, M,-1). Here d€ N, C € My(R) is an
antisymmetric matriz, and (G, M;,-*1) are positivity structures for i € {1,2,...,d}.

Note that for the subset Gt := {z* | g € G} € M, it is neither required that G = M nor
even that Gt be closed under the group operation. In the case of R?, this happens to be the
case, but in the case of the Heisenberg group, neither of these additional properties holds. We
now state some basic facts about positivity structures.

Proposition 1.13 Let (G, M, ) be a positivity structure. Then (G7)"! n Gt = (GT)"! n
Gt = {e}.

Proof. First observe that (G7)"'nGT = (G™1)")"1 nG* = (G*)"' nGT. Thus it suffices to
prove that (G*)™! n G* = {e}. Since e = ¢, the 2-inclusion holds. Towards the C-inclusion,
let z € (GT)~'nG* be arbitrary. Then z = y* = (2%)~! for some y, z € G. By the idempotence
axiom, one has that z+ = y™ =y* =rand 2= = (z71)" = 2+ = 2+ = 27!, By axiom (iii),

it follows that z = ¥ ({iD) x r=xlr=ec. [ ]

Proposition 1.14 Let (G,-,e) be a topological group and M < G a submonoid. Let
7. G — M be an arbitrary map satisfying axiom (iii) of Definition 1.11. Then axiom (ii)
is equivalent to the condition that x*~ = e for all z € G.

Proof. Let = € G be arbitrary. Then by axiom (iii) one has 7 = (z*+7)~lz**. It follows that
Tt =21 if and only if 27~ = e. [ |

1.5 Characterisation of unitary approximations. Letting M be a topological monoid and
‘H a Hilbert space, a classical dynamical system modelled by a homomorphism,® T': M — £(H),
can be thought of as reversible if it is unitary valued. As this need not be the case, the question
arises whether and in what sense one can approximate T via unitary systems.

In Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.5 a strong notion of convergence is used for the approx-
imants. In the literature a similar weak notion of convergence for Cp-semigroups is studied
(cf. e.g. [29, 19, 18, 12, 11] and [17, §II1.6] in the case of Hilbert spaces). These notions are
defined as follows: Let d € N, £ be a Banach space, {Ti}g:l be a commuting family of Cy-
semigroups on &, and ({Ti(a)}fl:l)aeA be a net of commuting families of Cy-semigroups on €.
We say that ({Tl-(a) 4 Daen converges to {T;}%_, wrt. the SOT-toplogy (resp. wrt. the WOT-
toplogy) uniformly on compact subsets of Rio, if for all £ € £ (resp. for all £ € £ and n € &)

and all compact L < RZ, it holds that supe, |(I15, Tl-(a) (t:) = TTi_y To(t:)) €] — 0 (vesp.
[e%
SUPger | ((]_[‘ii:1 Ti(a) (t;) — H?zl T;(t:i) &, n)l — 0 ). For classical systems on Hilbert spaces, us-

ing the concepts in §1.4 we may generalise the weak notion of convergence to classical dynamical
systems in general in the following natural manner:

Definition 1.15 (Weak topologies). Let G be a topological group, M < G a submonoid, H
a Hilbert space, T: M — £(H) an SOT-continuous homomorphism and (7% : M — £(H))aen
a net of sOT-continuous homomorphisms. We say that (T(O‘))ae/\ converges to T

8i.e. T(e) =1 and T(zy) = T(z)T(y) for z,y e M.



(i) ezactly weakly, if for each &,n € H there exists an index ay € A such that for all z € M

and a = ag
(T (@)¢, m) = (T()E, n);
(ii) wniformly weakly, if for all {,n € H and compact L < M
Sugl(T(a) (@)&, m) = (T(@)E, M| — 0;
e

(iii) pointwise weakly, if for all £,n e H and z € M
(T (@), n) = (T(@)€, n)| —> 0.

If each T(®) = U@y, where U™ : G — £(H) is an SOT-continuous unitary representation of G
on H, we say that T has an ezact (resp. uniform resp. pointwise) weak unitary approrimation,

if (i) (resp. (ii) resp. (iii)) holds.

Definition 1.16 (Regular weak topologies). Let (G, M, ") be a positivity structure, H a
Hilbert space, T: M — £(H) an soT-continuous homomorphism and (T : M — £(H))aca a
net of SOT-continuous homomorphisms. We say that (T(O‘))aEA converges to T'

(i) ezactly regularly weakly, if for each £, n € H there exists an index gy € A such that for all
re G and a = ap

(T @) T (@), n) = (T(z)* T(a*)E, n);
(ii) wniformly reqularly weakly, if for all £, € ‘H and compact L <€ G
sup!< @™ T (@h)E, m) — (T(a™)* T ()€, n)| — 0;

xel
(iii) pointwise regularly weakly, if for all {,n e H and z € G
(T @) T (@)E, n) — (T(27)* T(x*)E, n)| — 0.

If cach T(® = U@y, where U®): G — £(H) is an SOT-continuous unitary representation
of G on H, we say that T has an ezxact (resp. uniform resp. pointwise) reqular weak unitary
approximation, if (i) (resp. (ii) resp. (iii)) holds.

Clearly, exact (regular) weak approximations are uniform (regular) weak approximations,
which in turn are pointwise (regular) weak approximations. In the case of (G, M) = (R%,R%),
if d = 1, then each regular-notion of convergence clearly coincides with the corresponding notion
without the regular prefix. In this special case, the following result is known:

Theorem 1.17 (Krél, 2009). Let T be a contractive Cy-semigroup on an infinite dimensional
Hilbert space H." Then T has a uniform weak unitary approximation.

For a proof see [29, Theorem 2.1 and Remark 2.3]. The following results add to this picture.

Theorem 1.18 (Characterisation of weak unitary approximations). Let G be a
locally compact topological group and M < G be an e-joint closed submonoid. Further
let H be a Hilbert space and T: M — £(H) be an SOT-continuous homomorphism. If G
contains a dense subset D € G with |D| < dim(H)," then the following are equivalent:

(a) The classical system T has a unitary dilation.
(b) The classical system T has an exact weak unitary approximation.

(c) The classical system T has a uniform weak unitary approximation.
Without the above assumption on the dimension of H, (b) = (¢) = (a) hold.




Theorem 1.19 (Characterisation of regular weak unitary approximations). Let
(G,M,-*) be a positivity structure, where G is a topological group and M < G is a
submonoid.! Further let H be a Hilbert space and T: M — £(H) be an SOT-continuous
homomorphism. If H is infinite dimensional and G contains a dense subset D € G with
|D| < dim(H)," then the following are equivalent:

(a) The classical system T has a regular unitary dilation.
(b) The classical system T has an exact regular weak unitary approximation.
(c) The classical system T has a uniform regular weak unitary approximation.

(d) The classical system T has a pointwise regular weak unitary approximation.

Without the above assumption on the dimension of H, (b) = (¢) = (d) = (a) hold.

Now, to prove Theorem 1.17, Krél constructs unitary approximants directly from a regular
unitary dilation of T" and further questions whether a proof is possible without reliance upon
dilations (cf. [29, Remark 2.2]). Theorems 1.18 and 1.19 partially address this by showing that
the existence of simultaneous (regular) dilations is necessary. Thus any dilation-free proof of
Theorem 1.17 might necessarily involve some characterisation of (regular) unitary dilations.

Our results furthermore provide a sharp distinction between the two notions of dilation.
By Examples 1.10 and 1.12 these results are immediately applicable to commuting families of
Co-semigroups as well as non-commuting families satisfying the canonical commutation relations
(CCR) in the Weyl form (see Example 1.8).

As an example, applying these characterisations to (G, M) = (Rd,RiO) for any d = 2 and
infinite dimensional Hilbert space H, we shall construct commuting families of d contractive
Co-semigroups on H that admit no regular weak unitary approximations (see Corollary 5.1).

1.6 Notation. In this paper we fix the following notation and conventions:
e We write N={1,2,...}, Ng ={0,1,2,...}, Reo={reR|r=0}, Rog={reR|r >
0}, and T = {z € C | |z| = 1} (unit circle in the complex plane). To distinguish from
indices 7 we use ¢ for the imaginary unit /—1.

e We write elements of product spaces in bold and denote their components in light face
fonts with appropriate indices, e.g. the i*® components of t € RZ, and ac € [ 1" | A; are
denoted t; and «; respectively.

e In some instances we shall work with concrete constructions of approximants of Cy-
semigroups or families thereof (e.g. the Hille- and Yosida-approximants). In such cases
we use A € Rog and A € Rio to index the approximants. In others instances we work
with the generalisation: expectation-approzimants (defined below in Definition 2.3). To
indicate the abstract setting, « € A and «a € H?zl A; are used to index the approximants.

e For Banach spaces &, &1, &, the set £(€) and £(&1, &) denote the set of bounded linear
operators on £ and the set of bounded linear operators from & to & respectively.

e For bounded operators S over a Banach space, S’ denotes the adjoint (dual) operator.
For bounded operators S over a Hilbert space, S* denotes the Hermitian adjoint.

e For an (unbounded) linear operator A: dom(A) € £ — £ on a Banach space and A € C
in the resolvent set of A, R(\, A) = (M — A)~! denotes the resolvent operator.

e For a measure (or probability) space (X, X, i), a measurable space (Y, ), and a meas-
urable function f: X — Y, the push-forward measure f,u, which we denote py, is the
measure (resp. probability measure) on (Y, S) defined by f.u[B] = u[f~1(B)] for all
measurable B C Y.

h In the case of separable topological groups, e.g. G = R%, d € N, this holds as soon as # is infinite dimensional.
! Note that we neither require G to be locally compact nor M to be a measurable subset in this theorem!
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e For a probability distribution I' over a set X we write § ~ I to denote that 6 is an
X-valued random variable (r.v.) with distribution I.

e For t € R the distribution §; denotes the point distribution concentrated in ¢.

e For A € R.y we denote with Exp(A) the exponential distribution with rate A. For
6 ~ Exp()) it holds that Pg[B] = {, Ae*® ds for all measurable B < Rxy.

e For A € Ryp and ¢ € R.(y we denote with Poiss(A,¢) the distribution of a Poisson
distributed r.v. scaled by c. For § ~ Poiss(), ¢) it holds that P[f = cn] = 2re~ for

n

n € N with the convention that 0° := 0. In particular, Poiss(),c) = & if A = 0.

e For A € Rog and t € Rxg, we denote with Poiss?()\) an auxiliary Poisson distribution
with rate A over a time duration t (defined below in §2.1, see also [9, §4]).

e For a (unital) (C*-)algebra A, M, (A) denotes the (unital) matrix (C*-)algebra of A-
valued n x n-matrices for n € N. If A is an algebra of operators over some Hilbert
space H, then the elements of M, (A) are viewed as operators acting on ;" H, and
we have ((a;j)i; ®L, &, L mi) = 2ijlaii&, mi) for ‘matrices’ (aij)ij € My (A) and
vectors @&, @ 1mi € D, H.

e A map ¥: A — B between (subalgebras of) C*-algebras is called completely bounded if
[¥||ch = sup,en||¥ ® idas, || < o0, and completely positive if ¥ ® idyy, is positive for
all n € N. Here ¥ ® idp, : My, (A) — M,(£(H)) is defined by (¥ ® idp, )((aij)ij) =
(¥(aij))ij € Mp(L£(H)) for each (asj)ij € My(A) and n € N (see [33, Chapter 1], [34,
Chapter 3)).

For a Banach space £, a measure space (X,Y,u) and an operator-valued function
T: X — £(€), for which T'(-)¢: X — & is strongly measurable for each & € &, the integral
SOT- SXT du, when it exists, denotes the unique bounded operator T € £(€) that satisfies
T¢ = § T(-)¢ dp for all € € &€, where { T(-)¢ dp is computed as a Bochner-integral. This
holds, for example, if X is a locally compact Polish space (e.g. Rio for some d € N), and T is
contractive and sOT-continuous (e.g. a product of contractive Cy-semigroups). If (Q, X, P) is a

probability space and 7: 2 — X is an X-valued r.v. (i.e. a measurable function), we refer to
E[T(0)] = so1-§ o T(0(w)) P(dw) = soT-§,_, T(t) Pg(dt), when it exists, as the expectation

we)
(computed strongly via Bochner-integrals). If X is a locally compact Polish space and T is a

contractive SOT-continuous function then the expectation exists.

The existence and properties of Bochner-integrals (including linearity, convexity and tri-
angle inequalities, Fubini’s theorem for products, etc.) as well as the validity of various compu-
tations with Bochner-integrals and expectations used in the rest of this paper can be found
in or readily derived from the literature. We refer the reader in particular to [24, §3.7,
Theorems 3.7.4-6, and Theorems 3.7.12-13], [15, §I1.2, Theorem 2, and Theorem 4], [20,
§C.1-4], and [25, §1.1.c-§1.2.a]. For example, using Fubini’s theorem one can derive that
[T, E[Ti(0:)] = E[[[;, T:(6;)] for n € N, independent Rxp-valued r.v.’s 61,6s,...,6, and
Cy-semigroups 11,715, ..., T, on a Banach space £ which are uniformly bounded on the essen-
tial ranges of 61,0s,...,0, respectively (e.g. contractive semigroups). We shall take advantage
of this computation throughout. Further fundamental applications of Bochner-integrals in the
context of Cp-semigroups can be found e.g. in [9, 16, 30].

2. STOCHASTIC PRESENTATION OF CLASSICAL APPROXIMANTS

In this section we provide standalone results for Cy-semigroups over Banach spaces and then for
(commuting) families. We assume basic knowledge of stochastic processes as well as Poisson and
exponential distributions. We shall also rely on the theory of Bochner-integrals, in particular
those that occur in the integral representations of powers of resolvents of unbounded generators
of Cy-semigroups.
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2.1 Semigroups of distributions. A family (I'())er., of parameterised distributions of
R-valued random variables (r.v.’s) shall be called a continuous semigroup of distributions if

(i) T'(0) is the point distribution concentrated in 0 (7.e. do);
(ii) 61 + 602 ~T'(s +t) for s,t € Ryp and any independent r.v.’s ; ~ I'(s) and 63 ~ I'(¢); and
(iii) I'(t) — I'(0) = do weakly for Rog 3¢ — 0, i.e. letting 6; ~ I'(¢) for t € R>y, it holds that
E[f(6:)] — E[f(60)] = f(0) for all bounded continuous functions f € C(Rx)
(cf. [28, Definition 14.46 and Example 17.7] and [27, §17.E]). Simple examples of this include
(6¢)ter=o, (Poiss(AL, €))ters, for c € R, A € Rug, and (N (ut, 0%t))ser-, (the normal distributions)

for p € R, o € Ry with the convention that A (0,0) denotes the point distribution dy (¢f. |
Corollary 15.13]).

We now construct a further family of parameterised distributions. For A € (0, o) we

construct a random distribution via two independent homogeneous point Poisson processes
(PPP) as follows (depicted in Figure 1):

1. Let 7o, 71,72, ..., 70,71, T2, .. ~ Exp(\) be independent identically distributed (i.i.d.) r.v.’s.

)

2. For each n € Ny set 7, = Z;:ol 7;, with the convention that the empty sum is just the
r.v. equal to 0 a.s. As a sum of n exponentially distributed r.v.’s, we have P[r-, € B] =

SSEB )\(():)_75!1 e~ ds for all measurable B € Rx, provided n > 1 (see e.g. [28, Theorem 15.12

and Corollary 15.13 (ii)]).

3. For each t € Ry, let Ny := supjg o){n € No | Z:’:ol 7i < t}. Then N; < o a.s. and
Ny ~ Poiss(Mt, 1), including when ¢ = 0, since Poiss(0,1) is just the point distribution dy.
Moreover, by construction each Ny is independent of the ;.

4. Finally, set 0y := 7., = Zf\ﬁgl 7; for t € Rog.

time

Ny

-~

~

0 0
(b) 2" homogeneous PPP with rate \, independent of 15t PPP, but with N; determined by (a).

time

FI1GURE 1. Visualisation of the construction of an auxiliary Poisson process, 6 ~ Poisst2 (N).

For each A\ € R.g and t € Rxg let Poiss?()\) denote the distribution of 6; constructed as
above. We refer to any r.v. distributed as Poiss?(\) as an auziliary Poisson process with rate
A over a time duration t. We observe some basic properties of auxiliary Poisson processes.

Proposition 2.1 Let A € R.g and t € Rsg. The characteristic function of a Poiss?())-
distributed r. v. is given by Pra(w) = ex—w M for all w € R. Moreover, the mean and variance
of Poiss}(\)-distributed r.v.’s are t and 3 respectively.

Proof. Let @ ~ Poiss?(\). Without loss of generality, we may assume that 6 is given by the
above construction, i.e. 8 = 6, = 7.n,. For n € N we have E[e"“<"] = ()\_)‘M)" (see e.g.

[28, Theorem 15.12]) and for n = 0 clearly E[e®7<"] = E[e*?] = 1 =: (A_Aw)o. Since by
construction, Ny is independent of the 7;, one thus obtains

E[e“’] = E[E[e“T<N]|Ny]
JFor an R-valued r. v. X the characteristic function is defined as the map ¢: R 3w > E[e™X] (cf. [28, Definition 15.7]).
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for all w € R. Hence the characteristic function is as claimed.

The mean can be computed as follows: For n € N one has E[7,,] = > | E[r;] = § and

E[r<0] = E[0] = 0, whence E[¢] = E[E[r<n,|N¢]] = E[5t] = 4¢ = t.X To compute the variance,

2nd

we first compute the moment of §. Since the characteristic function ¢y  of 6 is 2-times (in

fact co-times) continuously differentiable, one may compute (cf. [28, Theorem 15.34])
1 22t At N2 A%t 2t
E[02] = — o (0 At zw<<7> 27) _p2 2t
7] = #ia(0) = e e (A —w)? * (A —w)?/ lw=0 DY
from which Var() = E[6%] — E[0]? = & follows. [

Proposition 2.2 For each A € R+, the family (Poiss?(\))wer., of distributions of auxiliary
Poisson processes constitutes a continuous semigroup of distributions.

Proof. If 0 ~ Poiss%()\), then by the above construction, § = 7oy, = 7<0 = 0 a.s. We
now show for independent r.v.’s t1,t2 € Rxo with 6; ~ Poiss?, () and 65 ~ Poiss?, (A), that
01 + b ~ Poiss?1 +4,(A). To this end let wg,, @p,, and g, 19, denote the characteristic func-
tions of 61, 02, and 6 + 02 respectively. By Proposition 2.1, it holds that g, = ¢4, » and
P, = Pt,,n and by independence (cf. e.g. [28, Lemma 15.11]) vg, +0,(w) = pp, (w) - @g, (w) =
ViAW) - @alw) = ex- >t Az = Y+t 2 (w) for all w € R. Since the characteristic
function uniquely determines the distribution of a r.v. (¢f. [28, Theorem 15.8]), it follows by
Proposition 2.1 that 6; + 62 ~ Poiss? ., (A).

e/\ w

Towards continuity at 0, let f € C (R>0) be an arbitrary bounded function. Let t € R5q

and consider 6; ~ Poiss?(\). Without loss of generality, assume that 6; is constructed as above,
i.e. 0y = T<n,. We need to show that E[f(6;)] — f(0) for R~g 3¢ — 0. For n € N one has
[ELf ()]l < E[If (7a)[] < [[flloo and for n = 0 one has E[f(70)] = E[f(0)] = f(0). Thus

ELf(6)] - fO) = [BIEL/(6) | Nill - F(0),

— | X BN = n]EL(8) | N, = n] - £0)

n=

= | BN =n] E[f(r)] —£(0)

o

n=0
=f(0) forn =0
< (L=P[N, = 0D)If(O)] + D} PNy = 0] flloo
n=1

(1 =P[N: = 0D (S O)] + 1 £llo0)
(1= O]+ [1f]0)
0

—_—

for Rug 2t — 0. |

Kita: s . . 1./ TS A2t
Using the characteristic function, one can alternatively compute E[f] = ;Lpt’A(O) =er-w. (A—T)ﬂ w=0 = t.
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2.2 Approximants as expectations. Our goal is to now associate continuous semigroups
of distributions to Cy-semigroups of operators via the machinery of expectations computed
strongly via Bochner-integrals.

Definition 2.3 (Expectation-approximants). Let A be a directed index set and
T(® := (D) (£))er., be a continuous semigroup of distributions for each o € A. Further let T
be a contractive Cp-semigroup on a Banach space £ and define

7). (E[T(Ht(a))])tERgo

for each o € A, where nga) ~ I'(@)(t). Furthermore, letting ,uga) and (UISQ))2 denote the mean

and variance of I'(® (t)-distributed r.v.’s respectively, suppose that

m? —t and (0,")

50
[e%

uniformly in ¢ on compact subsets of R>g. In this case, we say that (T(O‘))aEA is a net of
expectation-approrimants with associated distribution semigroups (F(O‘))QEA. We furthermore
refer to 1" as the original semigroup.

Our motivation in using expectation-approximants is that they can be expressed in terms
of the original Cp-semigroup. Before we proceed with using this broad definition, we provide
some concrete examples. In particular, we show that the Hille- and Yosida-approximants satisfy
the above definition.

Lemma 2.4 (Hille- and Yosida-approximants as expectations, Chung 1962).
Let T be a contractive Cy-semigroup on a Banach space & with generator A. The Hille-
and Yosida-approximants of T' constitute expectation-approximants.

For our purposes, it will suffice to assume that 7" is contractive, although this result holds
without this restriction. This result can be attributed to Chung (see [9, Theorem 1 and The-
orem 4]). For completeness and the reader’s convenience, we provide a proof.

Proof (of Lemma 2.4). Hille-approximants: The Hille-approximants are given by the net

(T™)rer.,, ordered by increasing values of \, where T\ = (eM(A))teR20 and AY = \(T'(3)-1)

for each A € Rog. For A € R the parameterised distributions I'® := (Poiss(\t, %))teR;O form
) _

a continuous semigroup of distributions (see §2.1), with means p;"~ = % - At =t and variances
(O'g)\))Q = % SAt = % —> 0 for R.p 2 A — o0, and this convergence is clearly uniform in ¢ on
compact subsets of R;g. To satisfy the definition of a net of expectation-approximants, it thus
suffices to show for t € Rxg, A € R, and 6 ~ Poiss(\t, 1) that TN (t) = E[T(9)]. Indeed
TO(f) = AN _ MIR)-D _ =AM T(3) anq

N NT(E) e (A" 1\n < 1 1
e MM = ) ——T)" = Y P9 = ;0] T(4n) = E[T(6)].
n=0 n=0

Hence the net of Hille-approximants for 7" forms a net of expectation-approximants for 7.
Yosida-approximants: The Yosida-approximants are given by the net (T()‘)) Ae(wo(T)+, 00)»

ordered by increasing values of \, where T = (etA(A))teRgo and AN =X (AR(\, A) — 1)

for each A\ € (wo(T)", ). For A € (wo(T)", ) the parameterised distributions

'™ := (Poiss?()\))ier=, form a continuous semigroup of distributions (see Proposition 2.2),

with means u?) = % - Mt =t and variances (Jt(/\))2 = % - 0 for (wo(T)", 20) 3 A —> 0 (see

Proposition 2.1), and this convergence is clearly uniform in ¢ on compact subsets of R>q. To
demonstrate that (T()‘)) Ae(wo(T)+, ) forms a net of expectation-approximants for 7', it thus

suffices to show for ¢t € Rxq, A € (wo(T)*, o), and 6 ~ PoissZ(\) that TW(t) = E[T(6)].
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By the construction of auxiliary Poisson processes in §2.1, it suffices to prove the claim
concretely for 6 :=60, = 7—y,. For n € N, the Phillips calculus applied to A (see e.g. [

)

Lemma VIII.1.12 [«]], [30, Proposition 3.3.5]) yields
T+ A71AM = (AR(\, A))"
0 Snfl A
— aesor- | e MT(s) d
SOT L:o (n— 1)!6 (s) ds
0 As)—1
= SOT—J T(s) )\ﬁe#‘so ds,
s=0 (’I’L - 1)'
P, (ds)

= SOT- f T(s)P,_, (ds)
SER>0

= E[T(7<n)]-

Moreover, since 7.9 = 0 a.s., one has T'(7<g) = I a.s. and thus E[T(1-0)] = I = (I+A~1AM),
using the convention of SY :=T for S € £(€). Thus

I+ A TAN) = B[T(r<p)] (2.4)
for all n € Ny (cf. [0, Lemma 2]). Let ¢ € R>o be arbitrary. By the boundedness of A one has

Aty (t) = AN X(TH(IHATTAN)) =X ATHATTAN)) g
0 n
ef)\teAt(IJr)ﬁlA()‘))) — oM Z ()‘;') (I+)\71A(,\))n
— o——
n=0 :=Iforn=0
e}
2.4 (A"
(_) Z e )\t(n') E[T(T<n)]
n=0\—o ——~
=P[N;=n]
= E[T(r<m)]
Hence TW(t) = E[T(r<n,)] = E[T(0)]. [ |

Remark 2.5 The setup of the auxiliary Poisson processes used to demonstrate that Yosida-
approximants are expectation-approximants in Lemma 2.4 bears some resemblance to expecta-
tion semigroups in random evolutions. Note that a random evolution involves a single Markov-
process: both for the number of events (referred to as ‘jumps’) that occur in a time interval
[0, t), as well as for the durations between each jump used with the semigroup(s), which accu-
mulate to a total duration which necessarily lies in [0, ¢) (¢f. [22, §11.15.7]). By contrast, the
construction in §2.1 involves two independent processes: N; counts up the number of events
that occur in [0, ¢) for the first PPP, whereas the total duration, 6; = ZZN;O 7;, used as inputs
to the semigroup, is determined by a second independent PPP and may well lie outside [0, ).

We now observe basic facts about expectation-approximants, which provide alternative
unified proofs of facts we already knew about Hille- and Yosida-approximants (cf. §1.3). We
first demonstrate that expectation-approximants are themselves bona fide Cy-semigroups and
that the nets approximate the original Cy-semigroup. This result is likely well known (cf. e.g.
[9, Lemma 1]). For the sake of completeness and the reader’s convenience we present the proofs.

Proposition 2.6 Let T be a contractive Cy-semigroup on a Banach space £ and (T(O‘))QEA a
net of expectation-approximants for T. Then T®) is a contractive Cy-semigroup for each a € A.
Moreover, T(® (t) — T'(t) wrt. the sOT-topology uniformly in t on compact subsets of Rx.

[e%
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Proof. Let (F(O‘))aeA be the distribution semigroups associated with the net of expectation-
approximants. Further let 925&) ~ T@)(t) and let ,uga) and (JISO{))2 be the mean and variance of
Hia) respectively for each av € A and ¢ € R>g.

Co-semigroup: Let a € A be arbitrary. First observe that |7 (¢)| = ||E[T(9§a))]|| <
E[||T(9§a))\|] < 1 for each t € R5(, whence each expectation-approximant is contractive. To-
wards the semigroup law, by definition of continuous semigroups of distributions, T(@) 0) =
IE[T(H((]Q))] = E[T'(0)] = I since 9(()0{) ~ dp, and for each s,t € Rxq, letting 7 ~ o) ~ (@) (s)
and T ~ Ht(a) ~ T(®(t) be independent, one has 7 + 7 ~ Hgi)t ~ T@(s 4+ t), whence
T ()T (1) = E[T(r)|E[T(2)] = E[T(r)T(72)] = E[T(ri +72)] = E[T(0,5)] = T (s +1).
Towards SOT-continuity of 7(®), it suffices to prove continuity in 0. To this end, let ¢ € £ and
€ > 0 be arbitrary. Since T" is SOT-continuous, supp, 5 I(T(s) — I)¢{|| < e for some 6 > 0. Thus

|7 @) - T@E)el = | (BITE)] - 1)¢]
|| @@ -ner s

< | e - el By
_ f H(T( )~ 1)¢ H o (ds) + f H(T(s) 71)5H P (o (ds
sel0,0) — ~ S (e o) R
<e <2J€ll

< ePyo [0, 8] + 2I[E[ Py [ (8, 0)]

for all t € R>¢. By the Portmanteau theorem (see [27, Theorem 17.20 v)]) and since by definition
6\ —> do and do((8, ) \ int((8, o)) = 8u({8}) = 0, one has Py [(6, o0)] — Py, [(8, )] = 0

for R.g 2t — 0. From the above inequality and since £ > 0 was arbitrarily chosen, it follows
that T()(t)¢ — T (0)¢ for Rog 3t —> 0. So T(®) constitutes a contractive Cp-semigroup.

Approximation: Fix an arbitrary £ € £ and compact subset L € Rsg. Let € > 0 be
arbitrary. Without loss of generality, we can assume that L = [0, a] for some a € R~(. By the
soT-continuity of 7" and compactness of [0, a + 1], there exists d € (0, 1) such that

Ssg[IJ)H(T(S) —T))Ell <e (2.5)

for all t € L, where U := R>g n (t — 4, t + J). Since, by definition of expectation-approximants,
uga) —> ¢ uniformly for t € L, by (2.5) it follows that supteLH(T(,u,ga)) T(t))¢]|| < e for suf-
(6%

ficiently large indices o € A. Furthermore, by the Chebyshev-inequality (see e.g. [28, The-
orem 5.11]), one has that

Py [Rz0 \ U] < 52 ()2 (2.6)
for each t € L. Since, by definition of expectation-approximants, (at(O‘))2 — 0 uniformly for
[e%
t € L, by (2.6) one has sup,, IF’G(@)[R>0\U] e for sufficiently large indices @ € A. For
sufficiently large indices o € A and all £ € L it follows that

IT@ ) —TE)El < T (™) — TO)E] + (T t) — (@%xn
— (™) = Te)el +| (BT O] - T )¢

< 6+‘

| @ - T er @)
seR>o
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< e |6 = TG Py ()

< x| @ -Tone] + | - T4 By
<2e
N f ol - T(u,ﬁ‘”))sH Py (ds)
<2
< e+ 2€]P’€§a) [U] + 2| nga) R0\ U] < 3¢ + 2[[£]le.
SRS

Since ¢ and e were arbitrarily chosen, it follows that 7@ (t) — T'(t) wrt. the SOT-topology
uniformly in ¢ on compact subsets of Rxg. |
Proposition 2.7 Let d € N, £ be a Banach space, and {Ti}?:l be a commuting family of
contractive Cy-semigroups on £. Furthermore, let (1}((1))&e A; be expectation-approximants for
T; for each i € {1,2,...,d}. Then for each a € H?:l A; the family of approximants {TZ-(C”) 4

is a commuting family of contractive Cy-semigroups. Moreover, ({Ti(a") glzl)ael—[f,l A, converges

to {Tz‘}f-l=1 wrt. the SOT-topology uniformly on compact subsets of Rio

Proof. Commuting family: By Proposition 2.6, the approximants TZ-(O”) are contractive Cp-
semigroups for each i € {1,2,...,d}. Let t € Rio be arbitrary. Per definition of expectation-
approximants there exist R>g-valued r.v.’s 81,601, . .., 0, satisfying Ti(ai)(ti) = E[T;(0;)] for each
i€ {1,2,...,d}. Without loss of generality, we may assume that the 6; are independent r.v.’s.
By independence and commutativity E[T;(6;)|E[T}(6;)] = E[TZ-(HZ-)T]'(HJ-)] = E[T;(0,)Ti(0:)] =
E[T;(0;)|E[T;(0;)] for all 4,5 € {1,2,...,d} with ¢ # j. Thus {T ) _, is a commuting family
of contractive Cy-semigroups.

Approximation: Let L = Rio be an arbitrary compact subset. Without loss of gener-
ality, one may assume L = H?:1 L; for some compact subsets L; € R, i € {1,2,...,d}. We
prove by induction over k € {1,2, .. d} that

sup H(HT O”) HT ){H — 0 (2.7)

tEHi-c: 1 L;

for all £ € €. For k = 1, this holds by Proposition 2.6. Let 1 < k < d and assume that (2.7)
holds for k—1. Let £ € £ and € > 0 be arbitrary. Since T} is SOT-continuous and Ly, is compact,
there is a finite subset F' € Ly, such that mingcp||(Tx(t) — Tr(t'))€|| < € for each ¢t € Ly. Let
t € L be arbitrary and let ¢ € F be such that ||(Tx(tx) — Tk(t'))§]| < e. Since the approximants
are all contractive, one obtains
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+2¢ + [|(TL) (t) — Ti(tx))é])

for each o € Hle A;. By induction ((2.7) applied to k& — 1 and the finite set of vectors
{T(t")¢ | t" € F}) and Proposition 2.6 (applied to Tj), by taking lim sup over a, the right-hand
expression is bounded by 0 + 2 4+ 0. Since ¢ > 0 was arbitrarily chosen, it follows that (2.7)
holds. Hence the claim holds by induction. |

We also obtain the following auxiliary results for simple modifications of Cy-semigroups:

Proposition 2.8 Let £ be a Banach space and T be a contractive Cy-semigroup on £. Fur-
thermore, let (T(O‘))aeA be a net of expectation-approximants for T" with associated distribution
semigroups (I'®),cn. Then for any (equivalently: for an arbitrary) r.v. § ~ T(®)(t), t € Rxy,
and a € A

(i) (T (t))" = E[T ()], provided £ is reflexive; and
(i) (T (t))* = E[T(0)*], if £ is a Hilbert space.
Furthermore, in the case of Hille-(resp. Yosida-)approximants (T ()‘)) AeR., it holds that
(iii) TN (rt) = E[T(r6)];
for r € Rsg and any (equivalently: for an arbitrary) r.v. 6 ~ Poiss(r\t, %) (resp.
6 ~ PoissZ(r))).

Proof. (i): First observe that (7 (¢)")ier-, and (T'(t)")icr=, are Co-semigroups (see e.g. [22,
Theorem 1.4.9]). Let £ € £” =~ £ and n € £ be arbitrary. It holds that

(& T W' = (TW@E n)
(E[TO)]; m)
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It follows that T(®(t)’ = E[T(A)']. The expression in (ii) can be proved analogously.

(iii): First observe that T, := (T'(rt))per., is a Co-semigroup with generator A, = rA.

Let A € Rog. In the case of Hille-approximants, one has
AN = (r0) - (To(F) = 1) = (r) - (T(F) ~ 1) = rA®
and in the case of Yosida-approximants
AT = (rA) - (PVR(N, Ar) = 1) = 7 (PN R(rA, rA) = T) = A,
Thus in both cases Tr(m) (t) = AT gtrA®) _ () (rt) holds. Applying the properties of the
(r\)*™-Hille-approximant (resp. (r\)*"-Yosida-approximant) of T} thus yields
TN (rt) = TV (t) = E[T,.(0)] = E[T(r0)]

for any (equivalently: for an arbitrary) r.v. 6 ~ Poiss(rAt, 5 (resp. § ~ Poiss?(r))). [ |
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2.3 Families of approximants as expectations. In oder to prove (¢) = (d) of The-
orem 1.5, we shall rely on results about the expectations of products.

Proposition 2.9 Let d € N, £ be a Banach space, and {T;}¢_, be a (not necessarily commuting)
family of contractive Cy-semigroups on £. Further let (Ti(a))ae/\i be a net of expectation-
approximants for T; with associated distribution semigroups (Fga) (t))teRoo,aen; for each i €

{1,2,...,d}. Then for o € H?:l A;, and te ]R‘io it holds that

d d
HTz(ai)(ti) = E[HTi(ai)]a (2.8)
i=1

i=1

for any (equivalently: for an arbitrary) family of independent r.v.’s 6; ~T§ai)(t), 1 €
{1,2,...,d}.

Proof. By definition of expectation-approximants we have Ti(ai)(ti) = E[T;(0;)] for each i €
{1,2,...,d} and thus by independence H?:1 Q“i(ai)(ti) = H?zl E[T;(0;)] = E[H?zl T;0)]. W

Restricting to the context of semigroups over Hilbert spaces yields a result, which can be
utilised with regular polynomial evaluations. For p € C[ X}, Xfl, Xo, X;l, ooy Xy, XJI] let the
absolute degree of p denote the largest n € Ny, such that X* or X, ™ occurs in some monomial
in p, or else 0 if p = 0. In particular, the absolute degree of p is at most 1 if and only if the
only powers of the X; that occur in monomials in p are +1.

Proposition 2.10 Let d € N, H be a Hilbert space, and {T;}¢_, be a commuting family of
contractive Cy-semigroups on H. Further let (TZ-(O‘))OZe A; be a net of expectation-approximants
for T; with associated distribution semigroups (Fga))aeAi for each i € {1,2,...,d}. Then for
a € H?:I A, te Rio and any regular polynomial p € C[Xl,Xl_l,Xg,Xgl, . ,Xd,Xd_l] with
absolute degree at most 1

p(TV (1), TV (1), TV (80)) = E[p(T1(61), Ta(62), - - -, Tu(8))] (2.9)

for any (equivalently: for an arbitrary) family of independent r.v.’s 0; ~ Fgai)(ti), i €
{1,2,...,d}.

Proof. By linearity, it suffices to simply consider monomials of the form p = []"; X" where
n e {0,+1}%. Let Cy := supp(n~), Cy := supp(n*), and K := supp(n) < {1,2,...,d}, where
n~ = (n; ), and n* := (n;)L,. Then (C;,Cs) € Part(K). By taking regular polynomial
evaluations, we thus have to prove that

[Tz [T w) =€ [ 76y [] 16
1€C1 jeCsa 1€C jeCa

for any (equivalently: for an arbitrary) family of independent r.v.’s 6; ~ I’gai)(t), 1 € K. This
follows by applying Propositions 2.8 and 2.9. |

Remark 2.11 For this paper we only need the statement in Proposition 2.10 to hold for regular
polynomials of absolute degree at most 1. If we nonetheless sought to widen the scope of this
result, observe that limitations arise for powers n of X; with |n| > 2, since then the application
of Proposition 2.8 (iii) leads to random variables with different parameterisations.

As an immediate consequence of Proposition 2.10, we obtain:
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Lemma 2.12 (Transfer result). Let d € N, H be a Hilbert space, and {Ti}ff:l
be a commuting family of contractive Cy-semigroups on H. Further for each i €
{1,2,...,d} let (Ti(a))ae,\i be a net of expectation-approximants for T;. Then for
any regular polynomial p € (C[XI’XI_I,XQ,XZ_I,...,Xd,Xd_l] with absolute degree at
most 1, if p(Ti(t1),Ti(t2),...,Tu(ta)) is a positive operator for all t € RZ;, then
p(Tl(al)(tl), Tl(al)(tg), e ,Téad)(td)) is positive for all a € [ [, A; and t € RZ,.

3. FIRST MAIN RESULT: EXPECTATION-APPROXIMANTS AND
POLYNOMIAL BOUNDS

We can now prove Theorem 1.5.

Proof (of Theorem 1.5). First observe by Proposition 2.7 that the expectation-approximants
constitute commuting families of Cy-semigroups, which converge wrt. the soT-topology uni-
formly on compact subsets of Rio to the original family {7;}¢_,. In particular, the implication
(d) = (a) holds by Theorem 1.1. The implications (a) = (b) = (c) hold by Theorem 1.3,
since these do not require the assumption of bounded generators. It remains to prove (¢) = (d).
We first prove this under the assumption that the expectation-approximants have bounded gen-
erators.

(c) = (d), under boundedness assumption on approximants: Let o € H?zl A;
be arbitrary. Let K < {1,2,...,d} be arbitrary. By assumption,

(T (t1), Ta(ts), . .., Tu(ta)) = > [T [[Tit) =0

(C1,02)ePart(K) i€C1 JeCs

forall t e Rio. By Lemma 2.12, this positivity can be transferred to the family of expectation-
approximants, i.e. pK(Tl(al)(tl),TQ(”)(tg), e ,Tcgad)(td)) >0 for all t € RZ,. Since this holds
for all K < {1,2,...,n} and since by assumption the semigroups in {Ti(ai) ¢ | have bounded
generators, by Theorem 1.3 {Ti(a") ¢ | has a simultaneous regular unitary dilation.

We have thus established the equivalence of (a), (b), (c¢), (d) under the assumption that
the expectation-approximants have bounded generators. Since by Lemma 2.4 one can always
use the Hille- or Yosida-approximants (which by construction have bounded generators), the
equivalences (a) <= (b) <= (c) hold in general. ()

(c) = (d), without boundedness assumption on approximants: By the above,
(d) = (a) = (b) = (c) continue to hold. Exactly as argued above, (c) implies that

prc (T (81), TS (t), ..., TS (t4)) = 0 for all t € RS, K < {1,2,...,d}, and a € [ [, A,
Let o € H?zl A; be arbitrary. By the general validity of (c) = (a) (see (f)) applied to

{Ti(ai) g=1, it follows that {Ti(ai) ?zl has a simultaneous regular unitary dilation. Returning to
the current context, this means that (d) holds. [ |

Remark 3.1 In Theorem 1.5, since (a), (b), and (c) each imply that the T} are contractive, for
the equivalences (a) <= (b) <= (c) it is not necessary to explicitly demand that the T; are
contractive. To see that (b) implies that the T; are contractive, consider polynomial bounds
applied to the regular polynomials X; for each i € {1,2,...,d}. To see that (c) implies that the
T; are contractive, let i € {1,2,...,d} be arbitrary. By considering the polynomial p{iy, we have
that (I —T;(t)*) + (I — T;(t)) = 0 for all t € Rx¢. It readily follows that the generator A; of T;
is dissipative and thus that T; is contractive.

Remark 3.2 If we replace ‘simultaneous regqular unitary dilations’ by ‘simultaneous unitary
dilations’, classifications via bounds of algebraic expressions include [31, Theorem 2.2] in the
continuous setting, and [34, Corollaries 4.9] in the discrete setting (i.e. for tuples of commut-
ing contractions). In the discrete setting, the existence of a simultaneous power dilation is
characterised by the complete boundedness of polynomials defined on the operators. In the
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continuous setting, le Merdy characterised the existence of a simultaneous unitary dilation by
the complete boundedness of a certain functional calculus map generated by the resolvents of
the semigroups and defined on an algebra of holomorphic functions. Adding to this picture, our
result in Theorem 1.5 (see also Remark 3.1) answers Question 1.4 positively and we now know
in full generality that finite commuting families of Cp-semigroups over Hilbert spaces have a
simultaneous regular unitary dilation if and only if they satisfy regular polynomial bounds. (In
§4 a further characterisation of regular unitary dilations via the complete positivity of a func-
tional calculus shall be presented, which is more general than the regular polynomial bounds
and further adds to this picture.)

Remark 3.3 Consider a neighbourhood U = RZ, of 0 and let (¢’) be the assertion of the
positivity of the operators in (c) for t € U instead of for all t € RZ. We show that Theorem 1.5
holds with (c) replaced by (c’). For this it suffices to show that (c’) implies (a) (i.e. that {T;}%_,
has a simultaneous regular unitary dilation).

To this end, fix some a € R~g such that U 2 [0, a)? and consider the subnet of Hille-

approximants: (Ti()‘)))\e(aﬂv ) for T; for each i € {1,2,...,d}. Clearly, taking subnets does not
affect the fact that these are expectation-approximants. Thus applying Theorem 1.5 yields that
{Ti}%_, has a simultaneous regular unitary dilation, if and only if {Tio‘i)

regular unitary dilation for each A e (a~!, w0)¢. Since the Hille-approximants have bounded
generators, by Theorem 1.3 this holds if and only if the generators {Ag)‘i)}le of the Hille-
approximants are completely dissipative for each X € (a1, oo)d. By construction of the Hille-

approximants, this holds if and only if

HE Y (T (@ -0) T (W) -n) =0

(C1,C2)ePart(K) i€Cy JjeCsa

for all Ae(a!, 0)¥ and all K < {1,2,...,d}. This holds if and only if
pr(Ti(t), Ti(t2), ..., Ta(tg)) =0 for all t e (0, a)? and all K < {1,2,...,d}. This in turn
is clearly implied by (c’).

¢ | has a simultaneous

Remark 3.4 By (a) «<= (d) of Theorem 1.5 as well as Lemma 2.4, we have answered Ques-
tion 1.2 positively for a large class of naturally definable examples: The simultaneous regular
unitary dilatability of a commuting contractive family is characterised by the simultaneous reg-
ular unitary dilatability of families of semigroups in any given net of expectation-approximants,
e.g. the nets of Hille- and Yosida-approximants. It would be interesting to know whether this
characterisation holds for other classically defined approximants, such as the approximants that
occur in Kendall’s formula and the semigroup version of the Post-Widder theorem (cf. [24, The-
orem 10.4.3 and 11.6.6], [9, Theorems 2-3]). In these cases, in place of the stochastic methods
used in the present paper, other techniques such as product formulae used with path integrals,
e.g. Chernoff approximations (see [7, 8, 5]), may be better suited.

Remark 3.5 Let {A;}%, be the generators of a commuting family {7;}%, of Cp-semigroups
on a Hilbert space H. Consider now the subset D < H, of elements £ which lie in the domain of
Ay, ... Ak, - Ag, and such that the value of (Ag,, - ... Ak, - A, )€ does not depend on the order
of the k; for injective sequences (k;)I; < {1,2,...,d}, n € {1,2,...,d}. It can be shown that
D is a dense linear subspace of H (see Proposition A.2). One may thus extend the notion of
complete dissipativity to families of generators {Ai}le (without the boundedness assumption),

by demanding that
oS {(TT4)e (TT4)€) =0
jeCo 1€Cq

(C1,C2)ePart(K)
forall ¢ e D and K < {1,2,...,d}.

Appealing to condition (c) of Theorem 1.5, if {7;}¢, has a simultan-
eous regular unitary dilation, then by taking limits of the positive expressions

m<pK(T1(t1),T2(t2),...,Td(td))g, £> for R.p3t; —> 0 successively for each
i€{l1,2,...,d} and for each &€ D, we obtain that {A;}¢, is completely dissipative by
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the above definition. However, it is unclear whether the reverse implication holds. The ap-
proach used in [13, Theorem 1.1] to link complete dissipativity to a previously known condition!
which characterises the existence of simultaneous regular unitary dilations in general, relies on
asymptotic expressions, which in turn rely on the boundedness of the generators. Hence an
alternative approach is needed for the unbounded setting. It would thus be of interest to know
whether the above (or an alternative) definition of complete dissipativity can be shown to be
equivalent to any (and thus all) of the conditions in Theorem 1.5.

4. FUNCTIONAL CALCULI ASSOCIATED WITH DILATIONS

We now leave the setting of commuting families and turn our attention to classical dynam-
ical systems modelled by soT-continuous homomorphisms between topological monoids and
bounded operators over a Hilbert space. In this section we provide characterisations of unit-
ary and regular unitary dilations via functional calculi defined on (subalgebras of) certain C*-
algebras related to topological groups. We thus begin in §4.1 by recalling the 1:1-correspondence
between *-representations of group C*-algebras and unitary representations of topological
groups. Then in §4.2 we shall use the Wittstock-Haagerup result, which involves extending
and then dilating completely bounded maps. We build on this to generalise le Merdy’s approach
to characterise unitary dilatability. Finally, in §4.3 we shall use Averson’s result and Stine-
spring’s theorem, which involves extending and then dilating completely positive maps. We
build on this to obtain a characterisation of regular unitary dilations similar to that of Sz.-Nagy
and Foias (see [13, Theorem 1.7.1 b]).

Throughout this section, (G, -, e) (or simply: G) shall denote a locally compact topological
group™ and M shall denote a (closed) submonoid of G so that (M, -, e) (or simply M), equipped
with the relative topology, comprises a (locally compact) topological monoid. We furthermore

let A denote a left-invariant Haar-measure on G and express integrals of G via { _. - dz.

4.1 Abstract harmonic analysis. In order to study dilations of classical dynamical systems
on Hilbert spaces, we shall make use of a fundamental relationship between unitary representa-
tions and *-representations of C*-algebras. We recall these facts here. For a detailed exposition,
see e.g. [21, §3.2 and §7.1], [14, §3.3]. Let G be a locally compact group (for which we can fix
a left-invariant Haar measure) and let A(-): G — (R~,, 1) be the modular function, which is
a continuous homomorphism. Then L!(G) forms a Banach *-algebra under the convolution
operation (viewed as ‘multiplication’) and involution defined by

(f1% fo)(x) := . H@) f2(y™"e) dy
and

fH@) = (fla))* Al
respectively, for f, f1,f> € LY(G), x € G. Tt can then be shown, for any Hilbert space H,

that there is a natural 1:1-correspondence between non-degenerate” *-representations 7 of
(L'(G), #,*) on H and SOT-continuous unitary representations U of G' on H given by

Ue)r(f) = 7(Lof) = n(fa 1)) (4.10)
and
wNE 1) = | @)U ) da (4.11)
for f e LY(G), € G, £,n e H.
Tmerpositivity, see [35, Theorem 3.2].

™MSince we are only concerned with continuous maps between G and other Hausdorff topological groups (e.g. the group
of unitaries on a Hilbert space under the SOT-topology), it is not important to assume that G be Hausdorff (cf. [14, §1.2]).
Nonetheless, all of our examples (see Section 1.4) are Hausdorff.

"j.e. there is no € € H\ {0} such that 7(f)¢ = O for all f € L'(G). This is the case, e.g. for irreducible representations.
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Let G denote the set of all irreducible *-representations of LY(G) (equivalently: irreducible
unitary representations of ), up to unitary equivalence. One can then equip (L!(G), *, *) with
the norm

[[f[l% := sup [|7(f)]l
[r]leG
for f € L'(G). This renders (L!(G), #,*) a dense *-subalgebra of a C*-algebra, which is referred
to as the group C*-algebra for G, and is denoted C*(G). Note also that ||f||« < ||f]| holds for
all fe LY(Q).

Convention 4.1 For simplicity we shall view L!(G) as a subset of C*(G). We shall inter-
changeably denote the group C*-algebra for G as C*(G) and as L'(G). Equipping G with
the discrete topology yields a locally compact group with the counting measure as the Haar
measure. In this case, the L!-space is simply £'(G). We shall thus denote the group C*-algebra

associated with the discretised G via ¢1(G).

As a C*-algebra, C*(G) has a unique unital extension. Note that L!(G) contains a unital
element if and only if GG is discrete, in which case, the unit is d.. For this reason, we shall denote
the unital extension of C*(G) by

C- 5. + C*(G)

in case G is continuous. If G is discrete, we have that C- 6. + C*(G) = C*(G). Otherwise the
above extension can be understood as C - 6. ® C*(G).

Relying on the density of L}(G) in C*(G), the above correspondence can be restated. The
following is a slightly adapted version of the proofs in [21]:

Proposition 4.2 (Correspondence between *- and unitary representations). Let G

be a locally compact topological group and H a Hilbert space. Then for every SOT-continuous
unitary representation U of G on H there exists a non-degenerate *-representation m = 7y of
C*(G) on H, such that (4.10) and (4.11) hold. And for every non-degenerate *-representation
7w of C*(G) on H, there exists an SOT-continuous unitary representation U = U, of G on H,
such that (4.11) holds. The constructions U — 7y and w — U, establish a 1:1-correspondence

between SOT-continuous unitary representations of G on H and non-degenerate *-representa-
tions of C*(G) on H.

Proof. For the first claim, by [21, Theorem 3.9], there exists a non-degenerate *-representation
7 of LY(G) on H satisfying (4.10) and (4.11). Using Zorn’s lemma, one can decompose H
into closed m-invariant subspaces with cyclic vectors H = @, H;, thereby obtaining irreducible
*_representations 7; of L!'(G) on each H;. By construction of the ||-||s-norm, each 7; and thus
« itself are contractive. It follows that 7 can be extended to a bounded linear operator between

LY(G) = C*(GQ) and £(H), which we may also call 7. Since the algebraic operations in C*(G)
are continuous, 7 remains a *-representation.

Towards the second claim, by density, 7 is a non-degenerate *-representation of L!(G) on
‘H, and thus by [21, Theorem 3.11], there exists an SOT-continuous unitary representation U of
G on H, satisfying (4.11).

Towards the final claim, we first show that 7y, = 7 for each *-representation 7 of C*(G) on
H. Using (4.11) yields (g, (f)ai, n) = §, .o f(@)({Ur(x)€, n) do = (7(f)¢, n) for all fe LY(G)
and £, € H. By the density of L'(G) in C*(G) and continuity of 7, 7, it follows that
my, = m. To show that Uy, = U for each SOT-continuous unitary representation U of G on
H, using (4.11) yields §,(Ur, (2)&, n) do = (my(1k)xi, n) = §{(U(2)€, n) da for all compact
K < G and all £, € H. By the woT-continuity of U, Uy, it follows that U, = U. |

4.2 The Phillips—le Merdy functional calculus. For a locally compact topological group
G and closed submonoid M < G, we consider
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L (G) = {f € LY(G) | 5upp(f) = M, compact},

which is a subalgebra of the convolution algebra (L!(G),*) and thus of the unital C*-algebra
C- 6. + C*(G). For an soT-continuous homomorphism 7': M — £(H) on H, consider the map
Upam: C- e + L} 5 (G) — £(H) defined by

Upm(cde + f) = I + SOT—J o) f(z)T(z) dzx (4.12)
TESUpPp

for f e Li 1 (G), c e C° It is easy to verify that Up_\ is a linear unital map which satisfies

Up nm(f*g) = Ypam(f)Ppam(g) for f,g € Li,M(G)- We shall refer to this unital homomorphism
as the Phillips—le Merdy calculus associated with T

Remark 4.3 Consider the case (G,M) = (R%R%)). Let H be a Hilbert space and
T:R%) — £(H) be an sOT-continuous contractive homomorphism on #. Further let {T;}¢_; be
the corresponding commuting family of contractive Cy-semigroups. Then (4.12) can be natur-
ally extended to B := C - 6o @ By, where By := {f € L'(R?) | supp(f) = R%,}. This extension of
Up_ i\ to B is essentially a restriction of the Phillips calculus (see e.g. [16, Lemma VIIL.1.12 [«]],
[36, Proposition 3.3.5]) applied to the generators {A;}% ; of {T;}¢ ;. Consider now arbitrary

ne N’ and A € RY,, and let f € By be defined by f(t) := [, \ Gl et for t € RY,,.

One has (Ff)(w) = H?zl()\ifm)”i for w € RY, where F: L'(R?) — C;(R?) denotes the Four-

ier transform. Then Wp_p(f) = [, soT- oo A ()Elns)_nf;l e i5Ti(s) ds = [T (AR, Ai))™.

Thus, in the case of (G, M) = (R4, R<), the Phillips calculus is a common extension of Up.y
and (upon application of the Fourier transform) the one defined by le Merdy in [31, Defini-
tion 2.1].

The main result in this subsection is thus inspired by le Merdy’s characterisation of sim-
ultaneous unitary dilations. By simplifying his approach and utilising results from abstract
harmonic analysis we obtain a generalisation. Before presenting this, we need the following
approximation.

Proposition 4.4 Let G be a locally compact topological group and M < G a closed submonoid.

Further let T: M — £(H) be an SOT-continuous homomorphism. If M is e-joint, then there

exists a net (f;); S LL,;(G) such that ||fill« < 1 for all i € I, ||fi*g— g|l« —> 0 for all
’ ?

g€ LY (@), and Ypy(f;) — I wrt. the SOT-topology.
7

Proof. Let N be the filter of all compact neighbourhoods of the group identity e € G. By
compactness and e-jointedness, 0 < A\g(K n M) < A\g(K) < o for all K € N. Thus fx :=
leﬁM is a well-defined element of L!(G) with supp(f) = KnM < M for each K € N,
and moreover || f|« < || f|l1 = 1. Hence it suffices to consider the net (fx)xen directly ordered

by reverse inclusion.

Let g € L'(G) be arbitrary. Then | fx * g — g« < ||fx * g — g|l1 for each h € R~q. Since
convolution is L'-continuous (see e.g. [21, Proposition 2.40a)]) and C.(G) is dense in L'(G), it
suffices to prove that || fx * g — g1 - 0 for each g € C;(G). This is a straightforward matter

that can be derived using uniform continuity arguments.
Towards the final claim, one has || Upm(fx)E—&| = H <WSOT— Soercons T() dx)f -

€] < 5ot Soerent IT@ET(E] d < supyesc g I(T(@)~T(€))€] for each € € M, whereby
the latter expression converges to 0 since T' is SOT-continuous. |

ONote that since T is SOT-continuous, one has that T'(-)|x¢ has a norm-compact and thus separable image for any
compact subset K € M. Thus supp(f) 3 z — f(z)T(z)§ € H is Bochner-integrable for each f € Li u(G). In particular,
we do not need to demand the separability of H.

24



Lemma 4.5 (Generalisation of le Merdy’s characterisation of dilations). Let G
be a locally compact topological group and M < G an e-joint closed submonoid. Further
let T: M — £(H) be an SOT-continuous homomorphism. Then T has a unitary dilation if
and only if Wp_y is completely bounded with ||¥p_|lep < 1.

Proof. Via the GNS-construction, we may view the unital C*-algebra, A := C-J. + C*(G) as
a unital C*-subalgebra of £(H,) for some Hilbert space Hy.

Necessity: Suppose that (Hi,U,r) is a unitary dilation of T. By the correspondence
between unitary representations and non-degenerate *-representations in abstract harmonic
analysis (see Proposition 4.2), there exists a non-degenerate *-representation 7: C*(G) — £(H1)
such that (4.11) holds. Now, 7 can be extended to 7: C-d. + C*(G) — £(H;) defined by
7(coe + f) :=cI +7(f) for f € C*(G) and ¢ € C. By non-degeneracy, 7 is a well-defined® unital
*-algebra representation. Using the unitary dilation and the *-representation, one obtains

<<CI + SOT—j

zesupp(f)

— e+ f (@) (T, n) de

xesupp(f)
=(r*U(x)rE,n)

(Wpm(cde + )€ n)

f@)T(x) dz)€, n)

clrém) + [ @ U@re ) da
zesupp(f)

UL Xre, ) + ((f)rE, )

= (r*7(c- e + f)rE, M)
for all f e Li,M(G) c LYG), ce C, &n e H. Thus ¥py(a) = r*7(a)r for all a € C - §, +
Lé,M(G) Let n € N and a = (aij)ij € Mn(C . 55 + Li,M(G)) Then (\Pp_lM ® szn)(a) =
(\I/p_lM(aij))ij = (r*fr(aij)r)ij = (7“ ® IMn)*(ﬁ' ® szn)(a)(r ®IMn) NOW, since 7 ® idMn is
a unital *-algebra representation, it is necessarily contractive. It follows that Up_\ ® idpy, is
contractive for each n € N. Thus ||[Up_mllep < 1.

Sufficiency: If Wpyy is completely bounded with |Wpym|ler < 1, then, since
Up v is a (contractive!) unital homomorphism defined on the unital subalgebra
C-6c+L!,,(G) = Ac £(Hp), one may apply the dilation theorem in [34, Theorem 4.8]1
and obtain a Hilbert space Hi, an isometry r € £(H,H;), and a *-algebra representation
m: £(Ho) — £(H1) such that

Upm(a) =r*7w(a)r (4.13)
forallae C- 4. + L!,,(G). Since A is unital, we can replace H; with the m-invariant subspace

m(A)rH, which contains 7H. In particular, one can assume that 7 is a unital (and thus non-
degenerate) *-representation of A on H; and that 7(A)rH is dense in H;. Since L'(G) is
||| «-dense in C*(G), it follows that (C-I + 7(L'(G)))rH is dense in H;.

By the correspondence between unitary representations and non-degenerate *-representa-
tions in abstract harmonic analysis (see Proposition 4.2), there exists a (unique) SOT-continuous
unitary representation U: G — £(H;) such that

U(z)n(f) = n(Laf) = n(f(z7")) (4.14)
for all z € G and all f € L'(G). Our goal is to show that (Hy,U,r) is a unitary dilation of 7.
Let x € M and f € Li,M(G) be arbitrary. Then L,f = f(z %) € Li,M(G)v since
supp(f(z~!)) = x -supp(f) € M. Applying the construction of Wp_p yields
m&r7 if C*(QG) already contains the e, then by non-degeneracy m(d.) = I must hold.
UThis result is based on the factorisation of completely bounded maps (see [34, Theorem 4.8]), which builds on

Stinespring’s theorem. Pisier attributes this to the independent work of Wittstock and Haagerup as well as Paulsen, and
cites [14, 45] as well as an unpublished work from Haagerup (cf. the comments before Theorem 3.6 in [34]).
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U@ r()r 2 e (F(f )
(413) Tpm(f(z 1))
= SOT—J (fly)T(y) dy
yesupp(f
= SOT—J )T (zy) dy

_ T() sor- f F)T(y) dy

yesupp(f)

= T(z)¥pam(f).

Consider now the net (f;)ier S L. ,;(G) constructed in Proposition 4.4, for which it holds
that Wpn(fi) — I wrt. the soT-topology. By construction, ||f;|]« < 1 for each ¢ € I, and
1

since 7 is a *-algebra representation, it follows that ||7(f;)| < ||fill« < 1 for all i € I. We

now claim that «(f;)r — r wrt. the woT-topology. Since (7(f;))ier is uniformly bounded
1
and (C-I+ 7(LY(Q)))rH is dense in Hj, it suffices to show that (w(fi)r&, arn) — (ré, arn)
(2

for a € C- I+ n(LY(G)) and &, € H. To this end, consider an arbitrary n € H and

a = c¢- I+ n(g) for arbitrary ¢ € C, g € L'(G). By the properties of the construction in

Proposition 4.4 one has Up_p(f;) — I wrt. the soT-topology as well as ||g* = f; — ¢*||« — 0
7

(]
*

and thus 7(g* = f;) - m(g*) = 7(9)
(m(f)r&, arn)y = w(fi)ré, r) + (w(fi)ré, n(g)rn)
= A n(firg m) + (o) n(fi)ré, )

Up(fi)€, m) + (m(g™ * fi)rg, m)
—  N(IE m) + (m(g)*rE, ) = (r, arn),

in norm. Hence

|
o

)

(
(
419
(

from which the claim follows. Taking weak limits in the above computation applied to the f;
thus yields 7* U(x)r = T'(x) - I for all x € M. Hence (H1,U,r) is a unitary dilation of 7. W

4.3 The discrete functional calculus. For a (not necessarily locally compact!) topological
group G, we consider

coo(G) = {f € £}(G) | supp(f) finite},
which is a *-subalgebra of the convolution algebra (¢!(G), *) and thus of the unital C*-algebra
1(G). Let M < be an arbitrary submonoid and suppose that (G, M, -1) is a positivity structure

(see Definition 1.11). For a (not necessarily SOT-continuous) homomorphism 7: M — £(#) on
H, consider the map Wgise: coo(G) — £(H) defined by

Vase(f) = Y, f@)T(@)*T(x") (4.15)
zesupp(f)

for f € cpo(G). One can readily check that Wgis. is a linear self-adjoint unital map which satisfies
Uiise(f * 9) = Yaise(f)Waisc(g) for f,g € coo(G). We shall refer to this linear self-adjoint unital
map as the discrete functional calculus associated with T.
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Lemma 4.6 (Characterisation of regular dilations a la Sz.-Nagy). Let (G, M, ")
be a positivity structure where G is a topological group and M < G is a submonoid.”
Further let T: M — £(H) be an soT-continuous homomorphism. Then T has a regular
unitary dilation if and only if Wgis. is completely positive.

Parts of the proof of Lemma 4.6 are similar to [13, Theorem 1.7.1 b)]. However, there are
two main differences. Firstly, Sz.-Nagy works with extensions of T" to all of G, without explicitly
defining this (except in the special cases of G = R? and G = Z%). Secondly, our approach relies
on Stinespring’s dilation theorem for C*-algebras, whilst Sz.-Nagy’s approach is more directly
connected the theory of unitary representations.

Proof (of Lemma 4.6). Let A := ¢1(G) be the (unital) group C*-algebra for the discretised
version of G. Note that coo(G) is unital and self-adjoint, and thus constitutes an operator
system (cf. [33, Chapter 2, p. 9]).

Necessity: Suppose that (H1,U, ) is a regular unitary dilation of 7'. By the correspond-
ence between unitary representations and non-degenerate *-representations in abstract harmonic
analysis (see Proposition 4.2), there exists a non-degenerate *-representation 7: A — £(H1)
such that (4.11) holds. Using the regular unitary dilation and the *-representation, one obtains

WaeN&m) = (Y F@TE)TE))E )
—_——
a:Esupp(f) =7’*U($)7"
= >, f@)U)re, m)
wesupp(f)

=" (w(f)rg, )

= (ra(f)ré m)
for all f € coo(G), §,m € H. Thus Vgisc(a) = r*w(a)r for all a € cy(G). For n € N and
positive matrices a = (a;j)i; € Mp(coo(G)) it follows that (Vaise ® idpr,)(a) = (Vaisc(@ij))ij =
<r* ﬂ(aij)r)‘ = (r ® Ing,)* (7 ® idpg, ) (a)(r ® Ing,), which is positive, since 7 ® idyy, is a

ij

*-representation of the C*-algebra M,,(A) and thus positive. Thus Wg;s. is completely positive.

Sufficiency: Since ¢po(G) S A is an operator system, Averson’s extension theorem
(see [33, Theorem 7.5]) yields an extension of Wgi. to a completely positive map between
A and £(#). Stinespring’s dilation theorem (see [1], Theorem 1 and §3. Remarks]) applied
to this yields a Hilbert space Hi, an isometry r € £(#H,H1), and a unital *-representation
m: A— £(H,1), such that

Ugisc(a) = r* w(a)r (4.16)
holds for all a € cgo(G). Since coo(G) is a dense, unital *-subalgebra of A, we can replace H;
by the m-invariant closed subspace coo(G)rH, which contains rH.

Since for all z,y € G one has d, * 6y = 0y and d, € coo(G) < A are unitary,” and since =
is a unital *-representation, it follows that U: G — £(#) defined by U(z) := 7(J,) is a unitary
homomorphism of G on H. Moreover by (4.16)

Tz )*T(x%) = Waise(6z) = 7 7(0p)r = r* U(z) r (4.17)
for all x € G. To show that (H1,U,r) is a regular unitary dilation of T', it thus remains to show
that U is sOT-continuous.

T Note that we neither require G to be locally compact nor M to be a measurable subset in this theorem!

Ssince 6F % 65 = 6,—1, = 6c and 65 % 6F = 6,1 = de.
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To this end, first note that (£(#),sot) x (£(#),soT) 3 (R, S) — S*R € (£(H),woT) is
continuous.t So since T: M — (£(H),soT) and -+ (and thus -~) are continuous, it follows that
(4.17)

Goxz v r*U(z)r =" T(x")*T(xz") e £(H) is woT-continuous. This implies that
G 3z = (U(z)m(dy)r, m(d:)rn)

= ({U(@)U(y)re, Uz)rn)

= (U (=" ay)rg, )
is continuous for all {,n € £(H), y,z € G, which in turn entails the continuity of
Gax— (U(x)n(f)ré, m(g)rn) for all &,n € £(H), f,g € coo(G). Since U is unitary-valued
and m(coo(G))rH is dense in H;, it follows that U is a wOT- and thus indeed an SOT-continuous
unitary representation of G on H;. |

Remark 4.7 The soT-continuity of 7" was only used to prove the SOT-continuity of the unitary
representation. Without this assumption, the above proof shows that 7' has a (not necessarily
SOT-continuous) regular unitary dilation if and only if Wg;s is completely positive.

5. SECOND MAIN RESULTS: UNITARY APPROXIMANTS

The functional calculi presented in §4 to characterise unitary and regular unitary dilations
respectively, provide us the means to study topological approximations of classical dynamical
systems. We exploit these results to prove Theorems 1.18 and 1.19.

Proof (of Theorem 1.18). The implications (b) = (c) are clear irrespective of the assumptions
on dim(H).

(c) = (a): Let (U®),en, be a net of SoT-continuous unitary representations of G
on H. Suppose that (U(O‘)| M)ach approximates T in the wuniform weak sense. We make use

of the Phillips—le Merdy calculi \I/p_lM,\I/g)_‘%M: Lé, w(G) — £(H) associated with T and each

U@y respectively (see §4.2). By the characterisation in Lemma 4.5, H\Ilg)_‘%MHCb < 1 for
each a € A, and, in order to show that T has a unitary dilation, it suffices to show that
Up_ v is completely bounded with |[¥pn|lcb < 1. To this end, first observe that for each
a=c-0c+ feC-0.+ Li,M(G) =: A, uniform weak convergence yields

@@ ) = ((d+son | @U@ )
= e[ @U@ ) da
xesupp(f)

a

= (Ypam(a)§, n)

— e+ | e )

for all {,n € H. Thus \I/g)_?M(a) —> Up_m(a) wrt. the woT-topology for each a € A. It follows
[e%
that (\I/%G%M ® idpr, ) (@) — (Upam ® idyy, )(a) wrt. the woT-topology for n € N and matrices
[e%

a = (a;j)ij € M,(A). Since \I/%O_‘)M ® idyy, is a contraction for each o € A and each n € N, it
follows that ¥p_ v ® idyy, is a contraction for each n € N. Thus Wp_jy is completely bounded
with [[Wpnlen < 1.

(a) = (b), under cardinality assumption: By assumption, G contains a dense subset
D < G and dim(H) > max{Ro,|D|}. Without loss of generality, one can replace D by a dense

Y This follows directly from the observation that (£(#),soT)? 3 (R, S) — (S*R¢, n) = (RE, Sn) € C is continuous for
each &,n € H, which in turn holds, since the inner product (, ): (#, ||-|)? — C is continuous (by the Cauchy-Schwarz
inequality). Note that we do not need to restrict the operators to bounded subsets of £(H) (cf. [35, Lemma 3.1]).
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subgroup of G. Let (H1,U,r) be a regular unitary dilation of 7. Let B € H be an orthonormal
basis (ONB) for ‘H and & := |B| = dim(H) = max{R, |D|} and consider

Ho :=lin{U(x)ré | z € D, € € B},

which is a U-invariant subspace. By the above cardinality assumptions and elementary compu-
tations with infinite cardinals (see e.g. [30, §1.10]), one has cardinality |Ho| = |B| = k. It follows
that (Ho, Uly,,r) is a regular unitary dilation of T'. Furthermore, since r is isometric, we have
k = dim(H) = dim(ran(r)) < dim(Ho) = k. Thus dim(Hy) = £ = dim(H). So without loss of
generality, one may assume that Ho = H. It follows that there exists an isometry r € £(H) and
an SOT-continuous unitary representation U of G on H such that

T(x)=r*"U(x)r (5.18)
for all x € M.

Now let P < £(H) be the index set consisting of finite projections on H, directly ordered
by p > q :< ran(p) 2 ran(q). Let p € P be arbitrary and let F,, = H be a finite ONB for
ran(p). Since 7 is an isometry, F, := {re | e € F,} is also a finite orthonormal family of
vectors. Let By, le) C H be ONBs extending F},, Fp respectively. Since H is infinite dimensional
and F,, F,, are finite, one has |By\F,| = dim(#) = |B,\F,|. Thus there exists a bijection
f: B)\F), — Bp\Fp. Thus g := r|g, U f is a bijection between B, and Bp. This extends
uniquely to a unitary operator w, € £(H). By construction, wy|r, = r|r, and thus by linearity

wpp = TP (5.19)
for each p € P. Finally, set
U = w, U(-)w

for each p € P, which are clearly soT-continuous unitary representations of G on H. We
demonstrate that the net (U®)|y),ep of SOT-continuous homomorphisms, is an ezact weak
approzimation of T. To this end, let &, € H be arbitrary. Let py € £(H) be the projection
onto lin{¢,n}. For each p € P with p > py one has that p{ = & and pn = n. By (5.19),
wyr§ = wyrp§ = wywpp§ = p§ = § and similarly wyrn = n. The dilation yields

5.18
(e, = U( )76,
= (Fw,UP @)wiré, n)
= (U )w ré, wyrn)
= (UP()¢, )
for all z € M and p > py. Hence (U®P)| M)pep is an exact weak approximation of T'. |

Proof (of Theorem 1.19). The implications (b) = (c) = (d) are clear irrespective of the
assumptions on dim(H).

(d) = (a): Let (U(®)4en, be a net of SOT-continuous unitary representations of G on .
Suppose that (U (@) |a)aea approximates T in the pointwise reqular weak sense. We now make

use of the discrete functional calculi \I/dism\pghs)c co0(G) — £(H) associated with T" and each
)

U (O‘)| M respectively (see §4.3). By the characterisation in Lemma 4.6, each \I’é?sc is completely
positive and, in order to show that T has a regular unitary dilation, it suffices to show that
Ugise 18 completely positive. To this end, first observe for f € coo(G), that pointwise regular
weak convergence yields

@ nen = > F@U@ @) U@ e )
xesupp(f)
— Y @) T@EhE )
xesupp(f)
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= (Waise(f)E: M)

for all £, € H. Thus g (f) — Yqisc(f) wrt. the woT-topology for each f € coo(G). It follows
«

disc

that (\I/é?s)c ® idpr, ) (@) — (Vaise ® idpy, )(a) wrt. the woT-topology for n € N and matrices

a = (aij)ij € Mn(coo(G)) Since \I’é?s)c ® idyy, is positive for each « and each n € N, it follows

that Wqisc ® idpy,, is positive for each n € N. Thus Wgisc is completely positive.

(a) = (b), under cardinality assumption: The proof is analogous to proof of (a) =
(b) of Theorem 1.18. Relying on the cardinality assumptions, the same arguments as above yield
a regular unitary dilation of T' of the form (H,U,r), i.e

Tz )*T(z*) =r*U(x)r (5.20)

for all x € G. The net (wy)yep of unitary operators and the net (U®) := wyU(-)wp)pep of SOT-
continuous unitary representations of G on H are constructed as above. For &, n € H, letting pg
be the projection onto lin{{,n}, one has again wyr§ = & and wyrn = n for p > pg. The regular
dilation yields

(T )*T(x")e, n) = (F*Ulx)rE, n)

= (FwpUP (2)wire, n)
(U (@)ywire, wirn)
(U ()¢, n)

for all z € G and p > py. Hence (U®)| M)pep is an ezact reqular weak approximation of T. M

As an immediate application of Theorem 1.19, we demonstrate an infinite class of com-
muting systems which admit no regular weak unitary approximations. The following examples
demonstrate in particular, that the problem of unitary approximability (in the regular case) of
a commuting system cannot be reduced to the unitary approximability of strict subsystems.

Corollary 5.1 Let d € N with d > 2 and H be an infinite dimensional Hilbert space. Then
there exists an infinite class of commuting families {Ti}g=1 of contractive Cy-semigroups on H
whose generators have strictly negative spectral bounds," such that {T;},cc has an exact regular
weak unitary approximation for each C < {1,2,...,d}, whilst {T;}%_, has no pointwise regular
weak unitary approximation.

The class of semigroups can be constructed as in [13, Proposition 5.3]. For the reader’s
convenience, we sketch the construction. We apply the characterisation in Theorem 1.19 to
(G, M) = (R, R%,) (see Example 1.12) as well as the 1:1-correspondence between between
SOT-continuous homomorphisms defined over Rio and commuting families of Cy-semigroups
discussed in §1.

Proof (of Corollary 5.1). By assumption, one can find orthonormal closed subspaces H1, Ha <
H with 0 < dim(H2) < dim(H;) such that H = H; @ Ho. Working wrt. this partition, and
letting o € (%, \/%) be arbitrary, we consider for each i € {1,2,...,d} bounded operators of
the form

Aj =T+ (92Vi)

where the V; € £(Ha,H1) can be chosen to be any isometries. One can show that {4;}¢,
is a commuting family of dissipative operators whose spectra are each given by {—1}. Thus,
{T; = (etAi)teR>0 }Zc-l=1 is a commuting family of contractive Cy-semigroups, whose (bounded)
generators have strictly negative spectral bounds. As in [13, Proposition 5.3], it can be shown

UThe spectral bound of a linear operator A: dom(A) € H — H is given by sup{%eX | A € o(A)} (c¢f. [20, Defini-
tion 1.12]).
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that {A; };cc is completely dissipative for each C < {1,2,...,d}, whilst {4;}%_, is not completely
dissipative. By the characterisation for semigroups with bounded generators (Theorem 1.1), it
follows that {T;};cc has a simultaneous regular unitary dilation for each C < {1,2,...,d}, whilst
{Ti}%_, does not. By Theorem 1.19, the claim follows. [ |

Remark 5.2 It is well known that commuting systems of d = 2 contractive Cy-semigroups
have simultaneous unitary dilations (see [39], [10, Theorem 2], and [35, Theorem 2.3]). Hence
by Theorems 1.18 and 1.19 and Corollary 5.1, the topologies defined by exact weak (resp.
uniform weak) convergence are in general’ strictly weaker than their regular counterparts. In
particular, the characterisations in Theorems 1.18 and 1.19 now provide a sharp topological
distinction between unitary dilations and regular unitary dilations.

At the start of this paper we mentioned two different ways to treat irreversible systems:
via embeddings into or approximations by reversible systems. The characterisations in The-
orems 1.18 and 1.19, demonstrate that, under modest conditions, these are in fact equivalent
for respective choices of dilations and approximations. This holds for the commutative setting
and for a large class of classical dynamical systems, including dynamical systems consisting
of families of Cy-semigroups on Hilbert spaces satisfying a semigroup version of the CCR in
Weyl-form (see Example 1.8, Example 1.10, and Example 1.12).

APPENDIX A. ELEMENTS IN THE DOMAINS OF GENERATORS

In this appendix we construct elements in the domains of generators of Cy-semigroups, and then
extend this to the situation of commuting families of Cy-semigroups. For the main ideas here,
we refer the reader to [20, Proposition G.2.5], [20, Theorem 1.5.8], [11, Theorem A.8].

Let u; denote a r.v. concentrated and uniformly distributed on [0, ¢], or shorter: u; ~
U([0, t]) for each t € Rsg. Consider a Cy-semigroup T over a Banach space. By sOT-continuity
and the uniform boundedness principle, we have that {T'(¢) | ¢ € V'} is uniformly norm-bounded
for compact subsets V' € Rx( of 0. It follows that the expectation E[T'(u;)] exists and satisfies
the bounds [[E[T'(u)]|| < supgepo, gllT(s)]| < oo for all ¢ € R.. Hence we also have that
{E[T(u¢)] | t € V} is uniformly norm-bounded for bounded subsets V' < Rxy.

Proposition A.1 Let T be a Cy-semigroup on a Banach space £ with generator A. Further let
S € £(€) commute with T(t) for all t € Rsg. Then SE[T (u;)]¢ € D(A) with ASE[T (w)]¢ =
SHT(t) - 1) for all £ € € and t € Ry,

Proof. Relying on basic properties of Bochner-integrals, one can show for h € (0, ¢) that

T (R E[T ()] = EIT(w)] + 7 (T(t) ~ 1) - hE[T (up)]

(see also the proof of [, Proposition 1.1.4]). Thus by commutativity

1 1 1
(T (h) 1) SE[T(u)] = § = (T(W) BT (u)] ~ E[T(w)]) = § (T(t) ~ D E[T(w,)]
for sufficiently small h € R.g. Now, since T is sOT-continuous and 7(0) = I, one has

E[T(up)] =5 1 for Rog3h — 0 (cf. the subsequent paragraph below (1.1.7) in [6]). It fol-

lows that +(T'(h) —I) SE[T(u)] 2L s 1(T(t) — I) for R-g 3 h —> 0. This proves the claim. B

Proposition A.2 Let d € N, and {Ti}‘ii:1 be a commuting family of Cy-semigroups over a
Banach space £ with generators {A;}%_,. For each t e RS, and & € € define

& = E[T1 (us, ) |E[T2(ur, )] - .. E[Ta(ue,) €

Vyiz. for commuting families of d > 2 semigroups over infinite dimensional Hilbert spaces.
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Then Dy := {& | £ € E,t € R%,} spans a dense linear subspace D of €. Furthermore, for
injective sequences (ki) < {1,2,...,d}, ne {1,2,...,d} one has D € D(Ag, - ... Ak, - Aky)-
And for each £ € D, the value of (Ag, - ... Ak, - Ak, )€ does not depend on the order of the k;.

Proof. As explained in the proof of Proposition A.1, one has for each ¢ € {1,2,...,d} that
E[T;(u)] = 1 -sor- Sse[O,t] T(s) ds 25 1 for Rug 3t —> 0. As explained above, {E[T}(u)] |
t € (0, h)} is uniformly bounded for all h € R.g. Since multiplication is SOT-continuous on
bounded subsets of £(&), it follows that & = E[T (us, ) JE[T2(ut,)] - - - E[Ty(us,)]€ — € in norm
for Rio 3t — 0. Thus Dy is dense in £.

Towards the final claim, it suffices to consider elements of Dy. So consider & € Dy for
some t € R%, and ¢ € &£ and let (k) , < {1,2,...,d} be an injective sequence for some
n € {1,2,...,d}. Letting , ~ U([0, t;]), i € {1,2,...,d} be independent r.v.’s, one has
& = E[T1(m)]|E[T2(2)].. . E[Ty(r4)]¢. Also, by independence and commutativity one ob-
tains E[T3(m:)]E[T;(7;)] = E[Ti(r:)T;(75)] = E[T;(7;)Ti(r:)] = E[T;(7;)]E[T3(7:)] as well as
E[T, ()] (T(t;) 1) = E[Ty(r) & (T(t;) ~ D] = ELL(T(t5) - DTm)]) = & (T(t) - D E[T(r)
for all 7,7 € {1,2,...,d} with ¢ # j. Since these operators commute, one may apply Pro-
position A.1 and obtain by induction over n that & = E[T1(r)]E[Tx(r2)]... E[Tu(1a)]¢ €
D(Akn S Ak2 . Akl) with

d 1 .
. ) ) Fo_ E(T(tz)_l) : Ze{kl,kg,...,kn}
(A, - oo Ay - A& <£Hﬁmwm ot )5 (A.21)
In particular, by (A.21) the value is independent of the order of the k;. |
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