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Abstract. We define a property of strong-mixing in the theory of C*-dynamical systems and show that
the property follows from the existence of a base of Walsh type. Moreover as applications we analyze covariant
representations of chaotic dynamical systems.

1. Imtroduction.

One of the most important property in the chaotic dynamical theory is to be
sensitive dependence on initial conditions. In the case of continuous.map ¢ on a metric
space X with metric d, this means that there exists 6 >0 such that, for any x in X and
neighbourhood U(x) of x, there exist y in U(x) and n>0 such that d(¢"(x), ¢"(»))>9.
Concerning chaotic dynamical systems in the nature, from this property we can know
the difficulty in expecting the future ¢"(x) of a given point x, because we cannot get the
exact value of initial point x. On the other hand, the property of sensitive dependence
on initial conditions is induced from that of topological-mixing. This property says for
the future of an open set, that is, for any pair of open sets U and V there exists a large
integer N such that ¢™(U)n V# & for any n> N. Moreover in the case where a map
@ is topological-mixing and there exists ¢@-invariant measure m whose support is the
whole space X, the map ¢ is strong-mixing on the measure space (X, m), that is,

lim J Slo"(x))g(x)dm = f S(x)dm
n-oo X X

for any continuous function f on a metric space X and L!-function g on the measurable
space (X, m) with |, g(x)dm=1. This property says that, in the sense of probability, we
can expect the future of the sequence {¢"(E)} for a set E of initial points (cf. Example
3.7.3).
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Two properties: sensitive dependence on initial conditions and being strong-mixing
are seemed to be confronted with each other. However, we do not see these phenomena
simultaneously, because the first one occurs as the orbit of a point x in a metric space
but the second one as that of a density function g in the L'-space. Our purpose is to
understand the phenomena in the latter case. Hence in the present paper we discuss the
property of strong-mixing in the theory of covariant representations of C*-dynamical
systems into the set of bounded linear operators on a Hilbert space. Especially we
consider C*-dynamical systems (C(X), «,) associated with chaotic maps ¢ such as the
tent map, the logistic map on the unit interval and the shift map on the infinite direct
product of 2 points. Our result is the following:

(1) A canonical covariant representation n of (C(X), ) is implemented by a
couple of isometries on the underlying Hilbert space (Theorem 3.2.1).

(2) The property of strong-mixing is extended to the case of *-endomorphism of
C*-algebras, and the property follows from the existence of a base on the Hilbert space
which has canonical relation with a couple of isometries implementing *-endomorphism
- (Theorem 2.2.3). This base is similar to Walsh series [3], so we call it a base of Walsh
type.

(3) The property of strong-mixing of chaotic maps has a large effect on that
property of extended *-endomorphisms of subalgebras including n(C(X)) (cf. Sections
3.2, 3.3, 3.4).

Furthermore we note that our study provides some new and interesting examples
for the structure theory of crossed-products associated with non-homeomorphic
continuous maps. In this paper, we refer to [2], [6] and [S] for theory of topological
dynamics and operator algebras respectively; in [5] theory of covariant representations
is studied in the case of homeomorphisms on compact spaces.

2. x-endomorphisms of C*-algebras.

2.1. Let 4 denote a C*-algebra with unit 7 on a Hilbert space § with inner product
{, >, a a »-endomorphism of C*-algebra 4 with the property a(/)=1. First we give
three definitions.

DErFINITION 2.1.1. A *-endomorphism a of A is said to be implemented by a
couple (V,, V,) of isometries on $ if

way=V,aVE¥+V,aV¥
for all a in A4. In this case, a is sometimes denoted by a,.

DEerFINITION 2.1.2. A x*-endomorphism a of A is said to be strong-mixing if there
exists a unit vector e in $ such that

lim (x"(a)é, &)=(ae, €)

n—>oo
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for all ain 4 and & in § with ||£]|=1.

The term: strong-mixing has been used in the case of topologically dynamical
system (cf. [6: p. 154]). In the definition above, it is the case where A’s are abelian
C*-algebras and e’s constant functions with value 1.

DerFiNITION 2.1.3. Let (V,, V,) be a couple of isometries on & with the property
ViVE+V,V¥=1I A completely orthonormal base {e,}:> of § is said to be of Walsh
type with respect to (V,, V,) if the following relation holds:

Vie,=e,,_, and V,e,=e,, forall n>1 (2.1.3)

We note that Walsh series which appears in Example 3.2.3 is a typical example of a
base of Walsh type, which is the reason why we use the term: of Walsh type.

2.2. First we give a lemma about a base of Walsh type and then state our theorem.
Hereafter, for a positive integer k, {1, 2}* means the set of all k-tuples u=(jy, - -, ji)
with j, in {1, 2}. Moreover for u in {1, 2}* we denote by ¥V(u) the isometry V; V,,- - -V,
on $ (cf. [1: p. 174]).

LemMa 2.2.1. Let {e,};> be a base of Walsh type with respect to (Vy, V,). Then
for a fixed positive integer k and an arbitrary positive integer n>k, there exists a unique
k-tuple (jy, -, ji) in {1, 2}* such that

e i = i 2 T -, ] 2
V(,u)*e,,={ 1 if u .(J 1 Jo)
0 otherwise ,
where p is in {1, 2}*,

PROOF. First we note that V¥e; =e, and V¥e; =0. For arbitrary n<k, we have

a unique m-tuple (jy, * - -, j,) in {1, 2} (m<n) for which
ViVE . Vie,=es and VF _ ---Vie,#e;.
Thus, putting j, ;= --=j,=1, we have a unique desired k-tuple (j, - - -, i) in
{1, 2}*, , q.e.d.

REMARK 2.2.2. Let (V,,V,) and {e,}>, be as in Lemma 2.2.1. Besides, let
u=(j1, ***,Jju - ) be an infinite sequence with j, in {1, 2}. We put u(mn)=(j, - -, Jj,)
and P(u(n))= V(umn) V(un))*, P(p)=s-lim,_, P(u(n)). The C*-algebra B generated by the
two isometries ¥, and V, is of course a continuous representation of an abstract simple
C*-algebra O, (cf. [1]). We here note that the dimension of P(u)$ is one or zero,
which is one of the properties of this representation of O,. In fact, for each e, (n>1),

there exists a unique m-tuple (j, - * -, j,,) (m<n) such that V} - - - V¥*e,=e, and j,_, =2
(fn=2), j,=1. Putj,.;=1fori>1 and p=(ji, ", jmJm+1> -~ *)- Then P(u)$ is the
one-dimensional subspace generated by e,. Conversely if u=(j,, - - -, j,, - * *)is an infinite

sequence such that j,=1 for all n>k for some k, there exists a unique vector €y(u) SUch
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that P(u)$ is the one-dimensional subspace generated by e,,,. Otherwise, it is easy to
see that the dimension of P(u)$ is zero.

THEOREM 2.2.3. Let o be a x-endomorphism of A implemented by a couple (V,, V)
of isometries. If there exists a base {e,}s-, of Walsh type with respect to (V,, V), then
o is strong-mixing.

PROOF. Let a be an arbitrary operator in 4 with [la]|<1 and ¢ an arbitrary
unit vector in § with Fourier expansion £=) %_ c,e, with respect to {e,}>,. Then
for an arbitrary positive number e<1, there exists a positive integer k£ such
that [|E—=Y%_ | cienll=(1—Yn=1lc,|)?<e/3. Put &k)=Y*_, c,e, Since a*(a)=
Y pein.zp V)aV(u)*, using Lemma 2.2.1 we have the following:

k
CaM@ltk), sk = 2. 3 <aV*caen VW*Cem)

nef{l,2}c nm=1

k
o T

Thus it follows that

| <aX(@)¢, &) —<aey, e, ) | <|<aXa)é, £) — aXa)é(k), ED|
+[<ak(@)é(k), &) — CaXa)é(k), £k)) |+ | {aX(a)E(k), E(k)) —<ae,, e, )]
< lla @l - €= EER) - KEN + Nk @)l - NEEN - |1 E—ER) ||
+1Yk_lea2=1]"llal - le 1 <e/3+¢/3+8%/9<e. q.e.d.

In the remainder of this section, we give two propositions which play an important
role in the discussion in Section 3.

PROPOSITION 2.2.4 Let (Vy, V,) and (W, W,) be two couples of isometries on $
with the property:

VVE+V,VE=W W+ W,W%=1I.
Then the following conditions are equivalent:
(1) ViaV¥+Vy,aVi=W,aW¥+ W,aWs for all ain A.
2) W,=Vh+V,h,, and W,=V h,,+V,h,,, where <h“ h") is a unitary

h21 22,

element in the C*-tensor product M, ® A’ of the full matrix algebra M, and the commutant
A’ of the C*-algebra A on the Hilbert space C*® $.

PrOOF. The implication: (2) = (1) is shown by canonical calculation. On the other
hand, putting &;;= V*W;, we can show the converse implication. q.e.d.

PROPOSITON 2.2.5. Suppose that (Vi,V,) and (W,, W,) satisfy Condition (D),
equivalently (2), of Proposition 2.2.4 for A=L($) (the full operator algebra on $) and
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there exists a base {e,} -, of Walsh type with respect to (W, W,). Then there exists a
base {&,}X. 1 of Walsh type with respect to (Vy, V,) if and only if V=W, V,=2z,W,
and &, =z,e, for some complex numbers z, and z, with |z,|=|z,|=1.

PrOOF. We need a proof of only if part. First we note that from the hypothesis,
V, and V, are expressed as follows:

Vi=seyWi+ce W,, Vo=ci,Wi+ce,W,,

where (C“ c”) is in the group of 2 x 2 unitary matrices U(2: C). Next we assume the
€21 €22
[c o}

existence of a base {¢,};, of Walsh type with respect to (Vy, V5,). Let £;=) . c,e,
be the Fourier expansion with respect to {e,};>,. Since V&, =¢&,, we have

Y (C11C€2m—1+C21Ch82) = D, Cpy -
n=1 n=1
Thus we can see that ¢c;; =1, |¢c,,|=1, ¢;,=c¢,;=0and |¢,|=1, ¢,=0 for all n>2.
q.e.d.

3. Covariant representations of topological dynamical systems.

3.1. Let X be a metric space, C(X) the C*-algebra of all continuous functions on
X. Then a continuous map ¢ from X onto itself induces a *-endomorphism «,, of C(X),
which is defined by

2 (Ix)=flo(x)), xeX.

Hence the topological dynamical system (X, ¢)induces a C*-dynamical system (C(X), a,,).

DEerFINITION 3.1.1 (cf. [4: §2]). A map = of C(X) into the full operator algebra 2($)
on a Hilbert space § is said to be a covariant representation of C*-dynamical system
(C(X), a) of multiplicity 2 if = satisfies the following conditions.

(1) = isa continuous homomorphism of the C*-algebra C(X) into the C*-algebra
L(9).

(2) There exists a couple (V,, V,) of isometries on § such that
o f)=V i fIVE+V,n(f)VE
for all f in C(X).
We here give notations of two kinds of linear operators on the Hilbert space
L*(X, m), where m is a measure on X. We denote by L*(X, m) the set of all complex-valued
essentially bounded functions on X. Suppose that f is in L*(X, m) and ¢ a continuous

map of X into itself with the property: the measure m,,-: is absolutely continuous with
respect to m, where m,,- «(E)=m(¢ ~ '(E)) for a measurable set E in X. Then we can define
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the multiplication operator M, and the canonical linear operator T, associated with
o, that is, (M (£)x)= f(x)é(x) and (T & )x)=E(o(x)), (xe X) for £ in L*X,m). When T,
is not bounded on L*X,m), M,T, and T,M, mean the linear operators defined by

(M T ,&)x)=f(x)&(e(x)) and (T, M ;EXx) = f(p(x)E(¢(x))-

3.2. Let ¢ be a unimodal map of [0, 1] onto itself in the following sense.

(1) ¢ is a continuous map of [0, 1] onto [0, 1].

(2) There exists a point ¢ in (0, 1) such that

(i) @(0)=¢(1)=0 and ¢(c)=1,

(ii) ¢ is strictly monotone increasing on [0, c] and strictly monotone
decreasing on [c, 1], .

(ili) ¢ and the two inverse maps B, y of ¢ are absolutely continuous func-
tions on [0, 1], where B([0, 11)=[0, c] and ([0, 1])=[c, 1].

We consider that [0, 1] is the unit interval with usual Lebesgue measure dx. Then
P(B(x))=o(y(x))=x for all x in [0,1], and by Property (2)-(iii)) above, we have
@' (Bx)B'(x)=0'(y(x))y'(x)=1 for a.e. x in [0, 1], where ¢’ =dp/dx and so on. Hence
we obtain a couple (V4, V;)=(V1(9), V(¢)) of isometries associated with ¢ by defining
as follows:

X{0,c1” P [c,1]7 @

where y; means the characteristic function of E. In fact we have V=M JFTI” for it
follows that

V&= ‘[ C Vo' () E@n(x)dx = J V@' BONEYMBONB (y)dy
(W] (4]

_ j ' ey EOY
0 v @' (B(y)

Namely ¥V, is an isometry on L*(X, m) such that V,V¥=M, . Similarly we can see
that V, is an isometry on L?*X,m) such that V,V¥=M, and hence we have
V,V¥+V,V¥=I Thus the couple(V,, V,)induces an x-endomorphism o, of £(L?[0, 1])
and by easy calculation we have

(M )ENX)= fle(x)é(x)  (ae. x in [0, 1])

for each f in L*[0, 1]. Let n(f)= M, for f in C[O, 1], where C[0, 1] is considered to
be embedded into L*[0, 1]. Then = is a continuous representation of the C*-algebra
C[0, 1] into £(L>[0, 1]) and we have

m(a () =ap(M,)= Vi WVE+Von(f)VF for fin C[0,1].

Therefore we have the following:

dy= j EN B mB(y)dy
0
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THEOREM 3.2.1. Let ¢ be a unimodal map on [0, 1]. Then the representation n of
C[O, 1] defined by n(f)=M, on L*[0, 1] is a covariant representation of multiplicity 2
with respect to @.

Now suppose that ay(=ay,)=ap on M.y ,; for some couple (W, W,) of
isometries, with respect to which there exists a base {e,}>; of Walsh type. Then by
Theorem 2.2.3 and Proposition 2.2.4 we have

1 1
lim | f(o"(x))| &(x) [*dx = f fx)|ey(x)|*dx
(o] 0

n— oo

for all f in L*[0, 1] and ¢ in L?[0, 1] with | &| =1. In this case, putting f = X{0,xpp WE
- get the distribution function D, associated with ¢, that is,

1 1
D (x)=lim j Xro.x(@"(2))| é(t)lzdt=j Xro,x1(?)| e,(r)|%dr .
n— oo 0 0

Of course, D, is determined independent of the vector & in L?[0, 1] with ||&|| =1.

REMARK 3.2.2. The property of strong-mixing is similar to that of being ergodic.
The difference of two properties is shown by the example of irrational rotations on the
one-dimensional torus, which is not strong-mixing but ergodic.

ExaMPLE 3.2.3. Let t be the tent map of [0, 1] onto itself, that is, 7(x)=
1—|1—2x]|. Then (z, [0, 1]) is a typical chaotic dynamical system and we have

V= V1(f)=\/ 2 MX[O,I/let and V,= Vy(t)=y/2 qu/z,qu ’

Now we define another couple (W,, W,) of isometries as follows:

Wi=Wix)= VA=T) and W,=W,(1)=

1 1 1 1
V,+ —V,—V,.

NG J2 L J2 ¢
Then by Proposition 2.2.4 we have

no ()= Vi /IVE+Von(f)VE=W,n()WE+ Won(f)W$  for f in C[O, 1],

a@=V,aV¥+V,aVi=W,aW¥+ W,aW# for a in L(L?[0, 1]).

We put e, = y;0,;;- Then W, e, =e; and hence we can define e, for n>2 inductively in
the manner of (2.1.3), that is, e,,_, = W,e, and e,,= W,e, for n=1,2, - - -. Each e, is
a {—1, 1}-valued function on [0, 1] and the orthonormal system {e,}, is a base of
Walsh type with respect to (W,, W,), in fact, it is the original Walsh series (cf. [3, p2]).

Therefore by Theorem 2.2.3 a,, is strong-mixing on £(L2[0, 1]). In particular, for any
L=-function f on [0, 1] and ¢ in L2[0, 1] with |&]| =1, we have

1 1
lim | f(e"(x))| &(x) |2dx = j f(x)dx ,
n-* oo 0 o
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hence we have

1 1
D (x)=lim X0, (T ()] &(2) |2dt=Jv Xro.x(t)dt=x .
0

n-* o 0

Now we recall that the couple (W,, W,) and the base {e,};>, of Walsh type are
uniquely determined in the sense of Proposition 2.2.5. However when we restrict the
definition-domain of ay, to the C*-algebra n(C[0, 1]), such a uniqueness does not
valid. We show this fact by giving an example. First we note that the equality
Ay o = twy) =0y on 7(C[0, 1]) holds for a couple (U,, U,) of isometries if and only if

(*) U1=V1Mh11+V2Mh21 and U2=V1Mh12+ I/2Mh22

where (h“ h”) is in the unitary group U(M, ® L*[0, 1]). Furthermore, a necessary

21 22
and sufficient condition for a vector ¢ in L2[0, 1] to be fixed by U, is the following:

£ = {ﬁ hy (GEGE(X)  for 0<x<1/2,
ﬁ ha 1 (Tt(x))&(t(x)) for 12<x<1.

We put I,=(1/2"*1,1/2"] for n=0,1,2,---. Then we have 1:(1,,)=I,,_’1 and
® oI.=(0, 1]. Here we define two functions 4 and ¢, on [0, 1] as follows:

(%)

h0) {(—1)" for xel,, (n=0, 1 )
X)= n=v,1, ),
1 for x=0,
— 1) for xelypiunly, ,
ﬁl(x)={( ) 4n+ 2k 4n+2k+1 (n=0’ 1’ - k=0, l)
1 for x=0,

Let h11=h/»\/7, h21= 1/(\/-76), h12=h21 and h22= —hll' Then hll’ h12 and é Satisfy
Condition (**) and (h“ h“) belongs to U(M, ® L*[0, 1]). Hence, by (*), these h;;

21 22,
induce a couple (U,, U,) of isometries which implements oy, on n(C[0, 1]) and &,
generates a base {£,}2; of Walsh type with respect to (U;, U,). Namely we have
lim,  _{ai(@)E, £y =<a&,, &) for each ae £(L?[0, 1]) and & in L2[0, 1] with [|&]=1.
Especially we have

lim (a(M[)E, &) = lirn abw(Myp)E, &5

n—*ao

1
=<Mf€1’ §1>=j‘ S(x)dx={M e,, ey
' 0

for f in L*[0, 1].

Now we suppose that a unimodal map ¢ is topologically conjugate to the tent
map, that is, 9 =h o 1o h~* for some homeomorphism A of [0, 1] onto itself. In our case,
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the maps 4 and 42! are assumed to be absolutely continuous functions on [0, 1].
Let U(h) be the unitary operator on L?[0, 1] defined by (U(A)E)(x)=+/h'(x)E(A(x))
for £ in L2[0, 1]. Then (Uh)*E)x)=+/(h~ 1) (x)E(h™ *(x)) and we put
Vie)=Un*V,t)Uh),  Wie)=Uh*W (1)Uh)

for i=1, 2. Moreover let ¢, = U(h)*e, for n=1, 2, - - -, where {e,} >, is the Walsh series.
Then we have

(o ()= Vi (@)n(/)V1(@)* + Vo @)n( )V 2(@)* for f in C[O, 1],
Uy o) @) = Uy (@) for a in £(L?[0,1]),
Wl ((P) = M‘/ T

le’li27 @

and {&,}, is a base of Walsh type with respect to (W;(¢), W,(¢)). Thus by Theorem
2.2.3 we have the following: '

THEOREM 3.2.4. Let ¢ be topologically conjugate to the tent map t with cojugacy
h. Then we have

”111?0 <0"1'/(¢)(a)'f, E>=<a&y, &

for each a in (L?*[0, 1]), where &,(x)=/(h~ ') (x).

In the theorem above, if a= M, for f in L=[0, 1] it follows that
1

1
Lim | f(@ ()| Ex) Pdx=<{M &y, &1 =J SRy (x)dx .
0o

n-—> oo 0

Thus we have D (x)=h"1(x).

ExaMPLE 3.2.5. Let A be the logistic map of [0, 1] onto itself, that is, A(x)=
4x(1—x). Then A is topologically conjugate to the tent map t. Namely A=hotoh™?,
where h(x)=sin?(nx/2). Hence we have

(0, ()) = Vi Ar(SIV1(A)* + V(Ar(f)V (A)* for f in C[0,1],
oy 2(@) = ot 2(a) for a in £(L?[0,1]),
Wi =M i T

and there exists a base {,}; of Walsh type with respect to (W,(1), W,(1)) with
&,(x)=1/(n(x(1 — x))}/?)}/2, Moreover we have

2
D,(x)=— arcsin \/; .
x

ExaMPLE 3.2.6. Let A(x)=x"and ¢ =hotoh '. Then we have
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2"x for 0<x<1/2",
(2_2'{/;)" for 1/2"<x<l1.

As in the example above, we have &,(x)=(1//n)x* ~™2" and D (x)=1/x.

We have seen those maps which are topologically conjugate to the tent map t. Of
course there are a lot of unimodal maps which are not topologically conjugate to 7. In
addition, there are many cases where *-endomorphisms on n(C[0, 1]) associated with
maps on [0, 1] are not strong-mixing. Hence, in this subsection, we leave two ques-
tions concerning relationship between general unimodal maps and strong-mixing maps.

(1) Does there exist-a unimodal map ¢ such that oy, is strong-mixing on
n(C[0, 1]) but not on L(L2[0, 1])?

(2) Is a unimodal map ¢ topologically conjugate to the tent map t if ay, is
strong-mixing on £(L2[0, 1]) or n(C[0, 1])?

o(x)= {

3.3. Here we study covariant representations of chaotic dynamical systems on
Cantor set. Let X be the compact infinite direct product [, {1, 2}. Moreover we
denote by ¢ and B, y the unilateral shift on X and the two inverse maps of o, that is,

o((x1, X3, X3, " ")) =(X2, X3, X4, "),

Bl(x1s X35 X3, * ) =(1, X1, X5, * ) 5

Wxys X2, X3, * ) =(2, %4, X3, "),
where (x,)2, is in X. In addition, for u=(j,, - - -, ) in {1, 2}*=[]5_, {1, 2}, we de-
note by C(u) or C(j;, - - *,ji) the cylinder set {x=(x,) € X : x;=j;fori=1,2, - - -, k}.

For a vector P=<p ‘) and Q=(P1 7 ”), the associated measure m=m(P, Q) is de-
P2 21 P22

. . . Af(A+w l—p u
d b . .- =p.P::°"°"°D; .. Let = =
termined by m(C(jy, ", j)) =Pj\Pjsis" " Pi- 1in P (ﬂ/(“_“)) and Q ( A 1_1),

where 0< A, u<1. Then m=m(, yy=m(P, Q) is a faithful o-invariant measure on X
and the three operators T,, T and T, are bounded on L*(X, m). We put

1 1
Vl =ch(1)Ta<—— Mzcu)+ Mh(:)) ’
J1—u ﬂ
1 . 1
V2 =ch(2)Td<—_ ch(l) +— ch(z)) .
N J1-2

Let n(f)= M, on L*(X, m) for f in C(X). Then we have n(a,(f)) =V n(f/)V¥ + V n(f/)V ¥
for f in C(X). Moreover we put



COVARIANT REPRESENTATIONS 215

Wl = Vl(\/ 1— M (1)+ﬂch(2))+ VZ(\/_ch(1)+ vV 1 —-/1ch(2)) ’
W2 - Vl(fo (1) + \/ xc(Z) V2(\/ ch(x) + fMXc(Z)

Then we have W, =T, and &y, = oy on &(L*(X, m)) (if A+ pu=1) or the commutant B(1, 2)
of the C*-agebra A(1, 2) generated by {M,_,, M, ,} (f A+p#1). For §i(x)=1 on X
and (W,, W,), let {£,}2, be the orthonormal system defined by (2.1.3). Since o is
strong-mixing with respect to the measure m=m(P, Q) (cf. [6: Theorem 1.31]), {&,}:>
is complete. Hence it is a base of Walsh type with respect to (W, W;) and o, is
strong-mixing on L(L2(X, m)) or the C*-algebra B(1, 2).
In the case where A+pu=1, we have
vo= 1 M V= M

ﬂ lc(l)Ta' ’ \/7[ 1:(2)T" ?
W1=ﬁV1+ﬁV2=Tg, W2=\/;V1_\/IV2=\/-MJ&(1)T +[ XC(Z)

Therefore we obtained the following:

THEOREM 3.3.1. The representation n of C(X) into 2(L*(X,m(4, p)) defined by
n(f)=M, is a covariant representation of multiplicity 2, and the associated *-
endomorphism oy, is strong-mixing on S(L*(X, m(A, p))) (if A+pu=1) or the C*-algebra
B(1,2) (if A+ u#1).

REMARK 3.3.2. Let us recall the family of logistic maps A/(x)=cx(1—x), ¢>0.
Suppose ¢>2+./5 and

A={xe[0, 1] : A%(x) is in [0, 1] for each positive integer n} .

Then the topological dynamical system (4,4, is topologically conjugate to
(J12.,{1,2}, 0) (cf. [2: §1.7. Theorem 7.3]). Hence the example discussed above is
regarded as a covariant representation of (4, 4,).

REMARK 3.3.3. Let X=[][,{1,2} and 4= ( i) We denote by X, and o,

the set {x=(x,)%,€X: x,=1 can be followed by x,,, =2} and the restriction of o to

X 4. Moreover we put
=<A/(1+/1)) and Q=(0 1 )
1/(1+A) A 1-1)

Then the associated measure m=m(P, Q) is a faithful ¢ ,-invariant measure on X, (cf.
[6: Theorem 1.31]). Let
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1 1
Vim=——u M, . T

ﬁ chu)TGA s 1—2 Xc(2,2)" 04 *
Then (V,, V,, V) are three isometries on L*(X, m) such that V,V¥+V,VF+VV¥=I
and if n(f)=M, on L*(X, m) it follows that

o, ()= Vi)V +Vor(f)V3+ Van(f)V3 .

Furthermore we note that the topological dynamical system (X4, o) is topologically
conjugate to (4, 4.), where A(x)=cx(1—x) and ¢ is approximately equal to 3.839

(>1+./8)and

V= V,=

xc(z.x)TdA ’

A={xe[0,1]: {A3"(x)}2-, does not converge}

(cf. [2: §1.3, Theorem 13.7].) The covariant representation of this dynamical systems
is studied in author’s subsequent paper related to representations of O,.

3.4. Let ¢ be the map on the set of positive integers N defined by ¢(2n—1)=n=
©(2n) for n in N. We denote by {e,} >, the canonical base of /%(N), that is, e,(i)=3, ;.
Moreover let m, be the canonical representation of /*(N) into £(/ 2(N)), that is,
ny(g9)e,=g(n)e,, (g€l®(N), neN). Furthermore let W,(y) and W,(y) be two isometries
on /*(N) determined by

Wl(l/l)en =€3,-1> Wz('ﬁ)en =é€3, (n = 1, 27 ot ) .

Then we have n,(x,(g)) = W W) (@)W (¥)* + W), (g) W,(¥)*. Since {e,}.>, is a base
of Walsh type with respect to (W,(¥), W,(¥)), *-endomorphism ay,, is strong-mixing
on L(/%(N)).

Now suppose that a topological dynamical system (X, ¢) has a strong-mixing
covariant representation 7 of multiplicity 2 into £(L?*(X, m)), that is,

m(oe(f)) = Wi(@)n( YW 1(@)* + W@} (/)W (p)*
for a couple (W,(¢), W,(p)) of isometries with respect to which there exists a base
{e,} ., of Walsh type. By identifying the Hilbert space L%(X, m) with />(N), we can
recognize the property of strong-mixing as follows:
75(“¢(f ))=°‘W(¢)(7t(f ))=°‘W(¢)(7t(f ) for f in C(X),
7’-'¢(°‘¢(9))=“W(¢)(7zw(g))=aW(m(’%(Q)) for g in I°(N).
Namely every strong-mixing representation n is prolonged to 7, by oy (o) =y,
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