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VECTOR LIFTINGS FOR PRODUCTS OF PROBABILITY SPACES AND
MEASURABLE MODIFICATIONS OF STOCHASTIC PROCESSES

M. R. BURKE, N. D. MACHERAS, AND W. STRAUSS

ABSTRACT. We investigate the properties of linear primitive liftings p: £P(u) — £P(u) for proba-
bility spaces (X, X, ), which are linear maps selecting a representative from each class for almost
everywhere equality. We call them vector liftings. They have the advantage over liftings or linear
liftings that they exist for all p € [0, 00], not only for p = oo. Their relationship to products is
still not clear, but we establish existence of (strong) product vector liftings for products of two
factors. The vector liftings which are 2-marginals with respect to a suitable product yielded a char-
acterization of stochastic processes having a measurable modification modelled on one discovered
by Musial, and led to a proof of the characterization that does not use liftings. The improvement
relies on results on extending a measure by null sets that apply when the family of new null sets is
an ideal of a o-algebra larger than the domain of the measure, but not necessarily an ideal of the
power set. These allow us to reduce or eliminate completeness assumptions on the measures from
several of our results.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let (X, X, 1) be a measure space, 0 < p < oo. By a vector lifting for £P(u), we mean a linear
map p: LP(n) — LP(p) mapping each constant function to itself, and satisfying p(f) =, f and
f =u g implies p(f) = p(g) for all f,g € LP(n) (not to be confused with linear liftings which also
have to be order-preserving). Vector liftings for £°°(x) have been known to experts in the theory of
liftings at least since the sixties of the last century but were left undeveloped. They were considered
trivial in the times of the predominance of functional analysis, where the interest was in positive
linear and multiplicative linear liftings instead (compare [18]) and there seemed to be no evidence
for getting interesting results, when applying it to the topics we deal with in this paper. Not even
an extension of the definition to spaces £P(u), 0 < p < oo was considered, where the vector lifting
is a substitute for the non-existent positive linear lifting. We investigate the notion of (strong)
vector liftings on (topological) measure spaces, focusing on how vector liftings for products relate
to vector liftings for the factors.

Many of our results concern extensions of measures by adding null sets. We give a general
framework (Definition 2.1) for doing this by considering triples (X,.4,Z), where A is a o-algebra
of subsets gof X, and Z is a o-ideal of a o-algebra B with A C B. We develop in Section 3
properties of extensions of measures by null sets, focusing on products where we add ideals which
are skew products. These allow us to prove versions of facts about complete ideals in the absence
of completeness.

Section 4 establishes basic properties of vector liftings. We also show that for any diffuse proba-
bility space (X, X, ), and 0 < p < oo, there is no selector for the measure classes ¢: L£P(u) — LP (1)
which is order-preserving (Proposition 4.6) generalizing the result from [18] that there is no linear
lifting for £P(u) when 1 < p < oo.
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We investigate vector liftings for product spaces. In particular we prove Theorem 5.15 which
implies the following. If (X, &, X, u), (Y,%,T,v) and (X xY, & xT, T, v) are topological probability
spaces, where v extends the product measure p ® v and satisfies Fubini’s theorem with respect to
the factors (in either order), and if each of (X, &, X, ) and (Y, T, T,v) has a strong vector lifting,
then for every pair of strong vector liftings v for £P(u) and n for £P(v) there exists a strong vector
lifting 7 for L£P(v) so that w(f ® g) = v(f)n(g) for all f € LP(u), g € LP(v), and the vertical and
horizontal sections of 7 (f) all belong to £P(v) and LP(u), respectively. As part of the proof, we need
to show that for any separately continuous function h € LP(v), if h is equal almost everywhere to a
sum » ;' f; ® g; where f; € LP(v), g; € LP(p), then the functions f; and g; in this representation
can be taken to be continuous (see Corollary 5.6).

We also examine the notion of marginals on £P(u), p € [0, 0], see Definition 6.1. We give some
conditions equivalent to the existence of 2-marginals in an £P setting (Corollary 6.24). For the
existence of vector marginals we prove in particular the following result (Corollary 6.35). Given
two complete T-additive topological probability spaces (X, &, X, 1), (Y, %, T,v) and their 7-additive
product (X xY, & xT, T, v), and two strong vector liftings A and n on LP(u) and LP(v), respectively,
there exists a product strong vector lifting ¢ on £P(vy), where I is the o-ideal of all right nil null
subsets of X x Y (see Definition 2.11) and vy is defined as in Lemma 3.8, which is a 2-marginal
with respect to L£P(ve).

In Section 7, we apply the results of Section 6 to the measurable £P modifications of stochastic
processes, see Definition 7.4. It is seen, that for a primitive lifting p for £P of the underlying prob-
ability space, that the p-modification of a measurable £P stochastic process is always measurable is
equivalent to p being a marginal (Theorem 7.5) and, in case of modifications respecting continuous
functions to p being a strong marginal (Corollary 7.7). The result does not apply to (linear) liftings
unless p = 0o, since they typically do not exist.

Cohn [8], Theorem 3 (see also Chung and Doob [7]) has given a necessary and sufficient condition
for a process to have a measurable modification. The result of Cohn has been extended in [5],
Theorem 8.8. Hoffmann-Jgrgensen [17] has given another necessary and sufficient condition, which
only depends on the 2-dimensional marginal distributions of the process. Musial [24], Proposition
4.1 states another characterization of processes possessing a measurable modification. Theorem 7.11
is inspired by that statement. See Corollary 7.13 for the specialization to probability measures,
and Remark 7.16 for how our result relates to the one in [24]. The proof of Theorem 7.11 involves
no applications of liftings. One of the characterizations applies without completeness assumptions
on the measures and the others apply with only minimal completeness assumptions. Remark 7.15
indicates how the result could be obtained with a suitable 2-marginal.

In Section 8, we investigate the following problem: Let (X, X, ) and (Y,T,v) be probability
spaces endowed with vector liftings « and J, respectively. Can we define a vector lifting on the
product space by means of a Fubini type formula

(v © ) (), y) = (06 (N)Y) (@) if [0 (F)]Y € LP(n), and (v © 6)(f)(x,y) = 0 otherwise

where (3o (f))(2,5) := 6(f)(y) if fo € LP(v) and (Je(f))(z,5) := 0 otherwise, for all f € LP(u&@v)
and (x,y) € X xY? We single out classes of marginals vector liftings or linear liftings v and § which
admit a positive solution, see Proposition 8.20 and Theorem 8.23, respectively. Corresponding
results for densities and category densities are given in [27] and [1], respectively.

2. PRELIMINARIES

N, R, and C stand for the natural, real, and complex numbers, respectively, R := R U {—o0, co}.
We write K to mean R or C, except in sections 3 and 4, where K is by default an arbitrary field. For
a vector space X over K, by a basis for X we mean a basis in the indexed sense, i.e., a family (x;);cs
of elements of X such that for each z € X there is a unique indexed family (a;);c; of elements of



K having finite support (a; = 0 except for finitely many i) such that x = ", ; a;z;. When it is not
important to name the index set, we will also write (x;), (a;) for these indexed families.

By P(X) we denote the set of all subsets of a set X ordered by inclusion and we write M€ := X\ M
for M € P(X). Y¥ is the space of all functions from X into Y. For f,g: X — R we abbreviate
{re X : f(x) <g(x)} as {f < g}, and similarly for other equality or inequality relations.

Let X be a set. If 7 is an ideal of an algebra A on X, we write 7:= {ECX:JAe€Z ECA}
for the completion of Z. For C C P(X), o(C) denotes the o-algebra generated by C.

For a given probability space (X, X, u) we denote by (X, )o, or by Xy for simplicity, the o-ideal
{EFe€X:ulE)=0} If A€ X we write ¥ N A for the Y-algebra of all EN A with E € ¥. We
denote by (2(,, i) the measure algebra of a measure space (X, X, 1), where 2, = ¥/% is the
space of all equivalence classes A® for A € X' modulo the o-ideal Xy and i(A®) := u(A) for A € X.
The completion of (X, X, 1) will be written (X, ¥, 7). For topological spaces (X, T) we write B(X)
for its Borel o-field over X. We write C(X,K) for the family of all continuous K-valued functions
on X. We usually write simply C(X), letting the context determine K.

Let (X, X, i) be a probability space and & a topology on X with & C . We say (X, &, X, u) is
a topological probability space. This space is 7-additive if for each upwards directed U C &,
uw(JU) =sup{p(U) : U € U}, and it is Radon if & is Hausdorff and p is a complete measure which
is inner regular with respect to the compact sets (and therefore 7-additive).

For r-additive topological probability spaces (X,S, X, u) and (Y,%,T,v), their T-additive
product is the unique topological probability space (X x Y, & x T, Y, v) such that v is 7-additive,
extends the product measure, and is the completion of its restriction to o((& x T) U (X @ T)).

For contexts where we wish to adjoint a family Z C P(X) to the null ideal of a measure on
X, a suitable type of family in our setting is an ideal Z of an algebra larger than the algebra of
measurable sets. We introduce the following definition,

Definition 2.1. We write T for the class of all triples (X, .A,Z) where

(i) A is an algebra of subsets of X.
(ii) Z is an ideal of an algebra B of subsets of X such that A C B.

We write T, for the class of all triples (X,.4,7) in T for which Z is closed under countable unions
and A is a o-algebra.

Remark 2.2. (a) In [2], we characterized the families Z which are ideals of some algebra of subsets
of X, and identified the largest algebra Bz of which Z is an ideal as follows ([2], Proposition 2.2):
Z C P(X) is an ideal of some algebra of subsets of X if and only if () € Z and for A, B € Z we have
AUB €7 and A\ B € Z; when this holds, there is a largest algebra Bz of which Z is an ideal given
by Bz :={ECX:VAcI(ENnAecI)}.

(b) We can similarly characterize what it means for 7 to be a o-ideal of some o-algebra of subsets
of X: it means that 7 is an ideal of some algebra of subsets of X, and is closed under countable
unions. Note that if Z is closed under countable unions then so is Bz, as is clear from its definition.
Hence if 7 is a o-ideal of an algebra B then Z is also a o-ideal of a o-algebra B’ (namely B’ = Bz).
Note that in this case, Z is closed under countable intersections since A, € Z, n € N, implies
A:=,A,eB and AC A;,s0 AeT.

(c) In terms of these notions, (ii) could be restated equivalently by saying that Z is an ideal of
some algebra of subsets of X, and A C Bz.

Example 2.3. Let A be an algebra of subsets of X.
(a) When 7 is an ideal of P(X) then (X, A,7) € T.
(b) When Z is an ideal of A, then (X, A,Z) € T.
(¢) When (X, A,7) € T and A’ is a subalgebra of A, then (X, A, 7) € T.
(d) When (X, A,Z) € T, ZN A is an ideal of A, and (X, A,ZNA) € T.
These examples have obvious analogs with T, in the place of T.



Definition 2.4. Let (X, A,7) € T. For sets A,B € A, write A Cz Bif A\B €Z, A=z B if
AN B € Z. For A-measurable functions f,g: X — R, write f <z g if {f > g} €Z, and f =7 g if
{f#9t el

When (X, A4,7) is (X, X, X)) for a measure space (X, X, u), we write the subscript as p instead
of Xy, ie., AC, B, f =, g, and so on.

Definition 2.5. Let (X, X,7Z) € T. We make the following definitions.
(a) LK, X) :={f € KX : f is X-measurable}.
(b) L®(K, X, T) :={f € L2K, X) : || flloo < o0}, where ||f]loo := inf{M >0:|f] <7 M}.
() NK,2.T) = {f € L2K, X) : f =7 O}.
In (b) and (c), we get equivalent definitions if we replace Z by the ideal Z N X of X. In (b),
by standard arguments we have the formulas [|af|lcc = |al|lflloos If + gllec < lIfllcc + |9]loos
1£9llco < I fllscllglloo, and thus £°(K, X, Z) is a subalgebra of L(K, X).

We call N(K, X,Z) the null ideal for both £°(K, X) and £>(K, X,Z). Note that a function
f € LYK, X) satisfying f =7 0 belongs to L(K, X, Z). When K is clear from the context, we
omit it. So £°(X) means £°(K, X)), and similarly for £>(X,Z), N(X,T).

For a measure space (X, Y, u), with Z = X the sets defined above are the standard notions of
LP(u) when p = 0, 00. For the case 0 < p < oo, we make the standard definition
(d) LP(K, p) = LP(p) = {f € LO(u) : [|fIP dp < o0}
The null ideal for £P(u) for all p € [0,00] is N'(u) := {f € LO%(w) : f =, 0}. If rp: LP(u) — LP(1)

is the quotient map, then when the value of p is clear from the context, we write f* for r,(f) =
f+N(p) € LP(u), and for V. C LP(p) we write V® =rp[V] ={f*: fe V}.

Definition 2.6. For a given set X, D C P(X), and ¢ € P(X)? we consider the following properties
holding for all A, B € D.

(N) 0 € D and £(0) = 0,

(E) X €eDand £(X) =
(M) A C B implies £(A)

(V) A°e D and £(A)NE(A ):(Z),

() ANB €D and £(AN ) = £(A) N¢(B).

(C) A° €D and £(A°) = [£(A

(A) ¢ satisfies (9) and (C).
If X is a topological space, we say ¢ is strong, if U C £(U) for every open set U belonging to D.
For (X,D,Z) € T we consider for £ : D — P(X) the following properties holding for all A, B € D.
(1) £(A) € D and £(A) = 4,

(I2) A =7 B implies £(A) = £(B),
When (X,D,7) = (X, X, %) for a measure space (X, 3, ), write (L1), (L2) instead of (I1), (12).
Also, write A(u) (vesp. 9(p)) for the set of all £ € P(X)* satisfying the conditions (N), (E), and
(A) (resp. (N), (E), and (¢)).

Analogously to the properties (I1) and (/2) for set maps, for maps on functions we define the
following properties.

X,
c¢

Definition 2.7. (a) Let (X, X, 1) be a measure space, M C £%(u) a linear subspace containing the
constant functions. We consider for £: M — KX the following conditions holding for all f,g € M.

(11) £(f) € M and £(f) =, [

(12) f =y g implies £(f) = £(9).
We say ¢ is a primitive lifting for M if £ fixes the constant functions and satisfies (I1) and (12).
We say £ is a vector lifting if £ is a linear primitive lifting. We denote by P(u, M), or just P(u),
the set of all primitive liftings for M, and by V(u, M), or just V(u), the set of all vector liftings



(when M is a subspace). When M = LP(u), we write PP(u) instead of P(u, £P(u)) and we write
VP(p) instead of V' (u, LP(p)). If it is necessary to specify K, we write Pg (), Vi¥(p). If X is also a
topological space, we say ¢ is strong if {(f) = f for each f € C(X) N M.

(b) When K = R, a vector lifting which is order-preserving (f < g implies £(f) < &(g)) is called
a linear lifting for M. If M is closed under multiplication, a vector lifting which is multiplicative
(&(fg) = &(f)&(g)) is called a lifting for M. Denote by &(u) and A (u) the family of all linear
liftings for £°°(p) and of all liftings for £°(u), respectively. It is well-known and easy to check
that A>(u) C &(p).

There is a bijective correspondence between liftings p € A(u) and liftings p’ € A*°(u) determined
by the relation p'(xa) = x,(a) for all A € ¥ (see [18], pages 35-36). We generally denote them
both by the same symbol, writing for example p(xa) = X,4)-

Definition 2.8. (Cf. [4], page 6) Let X and Y be sets. For E C X x Y, write £, := {y € Y :
(r,y) e E} and EY :={zx € X : (z,y) € E} (x € X,y €Y).

(a) When discussing families of subsets of X x Y constructed from families S C P(X) and
TCPY), by SxY we will mean {S x Y : S € S}, and similarly X x T :={X xT:T € T}.

(b) The downward closures of S x Y and X x T in P(X x Y) will be denoted

SXY :={FCXxY:FCSxY for some S € S},
XXT:={FCXxY:FCXxT forsomeT € T}.

These are ideals when S and T are ideals.
(¢) For T = (Tz)zex a collection of families T, C P(Y') indexed by X, define the skew product

SXT ={ECXxY:INgeSVx ¢ Ng (E, € Tz)}.
If the indexed family is constant, T, = U for all z € X, we write the skew product as:
SxU:={ECXxY :INgeSVx ¢ Ng (E, cU)}.
In this setting, interchanging the roles of the two coordinates, we also define
SxU={ECXxY :IMgelUVy ¢ Mg (EY €S)}.
The following simple observation is useful. We leave its straightforward verification to the reader.

Proposition 2.9. Let S C P(X) be nonempty, T = (Tz)zex, where T, C P(Y) for each x € X.

(i) If S is upwards directed and each Ty is an ideal of a subalgebra B, of P(Y) then S x T is an
ideal of the subalgebra S x B of P(X xY'), where B = (By)zex-

(ii) If S is upwards o-directed and each T, is a o-ideal of a o-subalgebra B, of P(Y) then S x T
is a o-ideal of the o-subalgebra S x B of P(X xY), where B = (By)zex-

(S is upwards (o-)directed if every finite (countable) subset of S has an upper bound in (S, C).)
We make the following standard definition.

Definition 2.10. Given probability spaces (X, X, ) and (X, X', i), we say that (X, X', /) is an
extension of (X, X, i) by null sets, or just that 4 is an extension of i by null sets, if X C X
W' | X = pu, and for all E' € X’ there exists an E € X' such that p/(E' A E) = 0. Equivalently, '
is an extension of p by null sets if and only if 4/ extends p and X' = o (X' U Xy).

The equivalence in the definition is standard. It is also Corollary 3.5.

"p this general set-theoretic setting, the notation S x U would be ambiguous if & were both a family of subsets
of Y and a collection indexed by X of families of subsets of Y. In our intended uses the context always makes the
intended meaning clear.



Definition 2.11. (Cf. [4], Definition 2.8) Let (X, X, ) and (Y, Ty, vz)zex be probability spaces.
Let T := (Ty)zex, To = (T30)zex (Tio0 = the null ideal of 1), and v := (V3)zex, V = (Vz)zex-

(a) N(u,v) := Yo x Tp is the family of right nil null sets. It is a o-ideal of Xy x T.

When all (Y,T,,v,) are equal to a single space (Y, T,v) (Tp now denoting the null ideal of v),
the roles of the two coordinates can be interchanged, giving the o-ideals N(u,v) := Xy x Ty (left
nil null sets) and Na(p,v) := N(u,v) N N(u,v) ((two-sided) nil null sets) of the o-algebras
X x0Ty, Yo x T'NXE xTy, respectively.

(b) The families (i, V), N1, v), Nao(fi, V) we denote simply by N, N, N, respectively. They
are o-ideals of P(X x Y, the latter two being defined only when all spaces (Y, T, v,) are equal to
a single space (Y, T,v).

(¢) px T is the family of all E C X x Y for which there exists an N € Xy with E, € T, when
x € N¢ and z .—> I/x(Ex) is X- measurable on N¢ It is a Dynkin class ([14], 136A, 452A) on which
we define (u X v) = [ ( (x) for every E € ux T.

In the case of a smgle space (Y T v), we can interchange the roles of the two coordinates and
we get similarly a Dynkin class X' x v on which we define (¢ x v)(E) in the obvious way.

(d) For a o-ideal Z C Xy, u x7 T has the same definition as p x T', but with N € Xy replaced by
NeT.

Definition 2.12. Given a triple (X, X, u), (Y,T,v), (X x Y, T, v) of probability spaces, we define
the following conditions, where (X X Y, X ® T, u ® v) is the ordinary product space, X' ® T being
the o-algebra generated by the rectangles Ax B (A€ X, Be€T), and Z C X is a o-ideal.

[Po]: X@T CY

[P]: [Poland v [ ¥ ®@T = p®v, ie., v extends the product measure pu ® v

[P2]: [P]and VE' € Y 3E € ¥ @ T (v(E' AE) =0), i.e., v extends u ® v by null sets.
Cl: YCuxTandv=pxv [T

Clr: TCuxgTandv=pxv | T

[C: YCYxvandv=puxv|7YT

The properties [C] and [C]z we define also if (Y, T, v) is replaced by a family (Y, Ty, vz)zex, using
the same definitions as above, taking 7" := (T;)zex, V := (Vz)zex. [C] is the same as [C]x,.

Remark 2.13. (a) Note that [Py] + [C] implies [Py].

(b) [POL [PIL [P2]7 [C]v [C]Ia [6} are properties of the triple (Xazalu)v (Ya T, V)? (X X Y7T7U)7
but when the factors are clear from the context, we will sometimes say that they are properties
of (X x Y, Y,v) or just v. Similarly for [C] and [C]z when (Y,T,v) is replaced by a family
(Y, T, v )zex.-

(c) If we regard v, as a measure on X x Y supported by the fiber {x} x Y of the projection
map 7: X X Y — X, then in the language of [14], 452E, property [C] in the case of a family
(Y, T, vp)rex says that v = (vy)zex is a disintegration of v over X which is strongly consistent
with 7.2

The following proposition states that it is enough to verify [C]z on the sets in a 7w-system
generating Y. Cf. [14], 452A (a).

Proposition 2.14. Let (X, X ), (Y, Tr,vz)zex, and (X x Y, Y, v) be probability spaces. Let
W C Y be a w-system with c(W) =Y. Let T C Xy be a o-ideal and assume that [Clz holds for
sets B € W, i.e., for each E G W there z's an I € T such that for all x € I¢, E, € Ty, x — vz (Ey)
is X-measurable on I°, and v(E) = [;. vz(E,) du(x). Then [Clz holds.

Proof. The sets E satisfying [C’]I form a Dynkin system. O

2Note that in [14], functions being integrated are only assumed to be defined on a co-negligible set. See [11], 122K.



Example 2.15. Suppose (X, X, ), (Y, T,vs)zex, (X XY, X ®T,v) are probability spaces so that
(vz)zex is a product regular conditional probability (product r.c.p. for short) on T for v
with respect to u (see [34], Definition 1.1), i.e., the following two conditions are satisfied.

(D1) for every B € T, the map = — v,(B) is Y-measurable;

(D2) v(Ax B) = [, v.(B)du(z) for Ac ¥ and BeT.
(Note that by (D2), v(AxY) = p(A) for every A € X.) Then (X, X, ), (Y, T,vz)zex, (X XY, X®
T,v) satisfies [C]z with Z = {0}.

Proof. By (D1) and (D2), we get that [C]z holds for the rectangles A x B, A € ¥, B € T. Since
these form a m-system generating X ® T, [C]|z holds by Proposition 2.14. O

The following two propositions use a standard machine for converting Fubini type properties for
sets into similar properties for functions. (Cf. [14], 452A, 452B, 452F.) We will frequently require
Proposition 2.19 (iv) and (iv)* and will use them without reference,® saying only that they hold

“by [C]” and “by [C],” respectively (the latter applying only in the case of a single space (Y, T,v)).

Proposition 2.16. Let X be a set equipped with I, an upward o-directed family of subsets of X.
Let (Y, Ty)zex, and (X x Y, Y) be measurable spaces such that T C I x T, where T = (Ty)zex-
Let h: X XY — Z be a Y-measurable function, where Z is a separable metrizable space.

(i) There is an I € T such that hy is Ty-measurable when x € I€.

(i) When Z =R or C, if J = (Ji)zex, Ju a o-ideal of Ty, and K is a o-ideal of Y satisfying
K CTIxJ, we can also require ||he|oo < ||h|loc for € I¢, where the first norm is computed
with respect to J,, and the second with respect to K.

Proof. (i) A Y-measurable simple function h has this property since there is an I € Z such that
x € I¢ implies [h~!(F)], € T, for each of the (finitely many) preimage sets h~(F). Since every
T-measurable function h is a pointwise limit h = lim,,_,o h,, of T-measurable simple functions Bt
with say [hy], Tp-measurable for = € IS, I, € Z, we get that for x € I¢, where I € Z contains
U,, Ins he = limy, o0 [hy ], is a pointwise limit of T,-measurable functions and hence T),-measurable.

(ii) For some E € K, |h(z,y)| < ||h|lcc when (z,y) € E€. By (i) and X CZ x J, thereisan [ € T
such that when x € I¢, h, is Ty-measurable and E, € J, and therefore ||hz||oo < [|2]/co- O

Definition 2.17. For S CP(X xY), and T' = (1) zex, where T, C P(Y), let S[T] be defined by
ST =8SN({0} xT)={FEe€S:E, €T, forall z € X}.

Corollary 2.18. Let X be a set, (Y,T,), v € X, and (X x Y, Y) measurable spaces, Z a separable
metrizable space, h: X xY — Z. Let T = (Ty)zex. Then h is Y[T]-measurable if and only if h is
T-measurable and hy is T,-measurable for all x € X.

Proof. (=) Apply Proposition 2.16 (i) taking Y to be Y[T] and taking Z = {0}. (<) For E C Z
Borel, we have h™}(E) € T and for allz € X, [h"1(E)], = hy '(E) € T,,. Thus, h~Y(E) € Y[T]. O

Proposition 2.19. Let (X, X, u), (Y, Ty, vz)zex, and (X x Y,T,v) be probability spaces. Let
Z C Xy be a o-ideal such that [C|z holds. Let h: X XY — R or h: X xY — C be a YT-measurable
function. Let 0 < p < oo.

(i) If h(X xY) C [0,00], there is an I € T such that each section hy is Ty-measurable for x € I°,
x> [ hedv is X-measurable on I¢, and [ hdv = [;. [ hy dv, du(z).

3Many of our results on products X XY have another version obtained by interchanging the role of the two factors.
Borrowing a notational device from [25], we sometimes denote this other version by putting the symbol L after the
number of the theorem.

ALet d be a totally bounded metric for Z and let B,, be a partition of Z into Borel sets of diameter at most 1/n. For
E € By, choose any point g € E and define h,(p) = zg if and only if p € hil(E), Then the h, are T-measurable
simple functions and h = limy, 00 hn.



(ii) There are I € Z and N € Xy with I C N such that hy is Ty-measurable when x € I,
x> ||helleo is X-measurable on I¢, and ||hzllco < ||h]|co when z € N€.

(iii) If h is v-integrable, then there is an N € Xy such that h, is vy-integrable for x € N€,
x> [ hydv, is p-integrable on N¢, and [ hdv = [y. [ he dvy dp(z).

(iv) If h € LP(v), then there is an N € Xy such that hy € LP(v;) when x € N¢. If p =0, we can
take N € T. N N

(v) [C] holds for the spaces (X, X, ), (Y, Ty, VUs)zex, and (X x Y, T, D).

Remark 2.20. From [C]z we get [C], so To C Xy x Tp holds. But note than in general we will not
have To C Z x Tp——consider the usual Borel measure on the unit square with Z = {(}}.

Proof. (i) The family F of nonnegative Y-measurable functions h: X x Y — R such that for some
I € 7, the section h, is T,-measurable for x € I¢, = +— f h; dv, is X-measurable on I¢, and
[hdv = [ [ hydvydp(x) contains the characteristic functions of elements of T by assumption.
Since F is closed under taking linear combinations with nonnegative coefficients and limits of
increasing sequences, it contains all nonnegative YT-measurable functions.

(ii) The first part follows by Proposition 2.16 (i) and gives I € Z. For the second part, for
each r € Q, let E. = {|h| > r}. Then for x € X, [E}], = {|hz| > r}. By [C]z, there is
an I, € Z, I C I, such that for x € IS, [E,], € T, and © — vz[E,], is Y-measurable on I¢.
Let Iy = U, I, € Z. On I§, each of the maps = — v,[E,], is Y-measurable, and therefore for
any ¢ € R, {x € I§ : ||hzlloc > ¢} = {z € I§ : v[E;]y > 0 for some r > ¢} € X. Thus,
x + ||hz|loo is X-measurable on I§. The last part follows by Proposition 2.16 (ii), taking Z = X,
J =Ty := (Ty0)zex, Ty the null ideal of v,, K = Ty.

(iii) If A is real-valued and v-integrable, then corresponding to the positive and negative parts
ht, h~, since ht € F, we get I € Z, which we can take to be the same for both parts, as in
the definition of . Since [h*dv = [,. [ h¥ dv, du(z) is finite, by enlarging I to a set N € X,
we get that the integrals [ hi dv, are finite when 2z € N°¢. We then get that the sections h,
are vy -integrable for ¥ € N¢ x — [hydv, = [hl dv, — [ hy dv, is p-integrable on N¢, and
Jhdv= [hTdvo— [h™dv= [y.[hidve.du(x)— [ye [hg dvedp(z) = [y [ hadvgdu(z). If his
complex-valued, apply the real-valued case to the real and imaginary parts.

(iv) The cases p = 0 and p = oo are covered by (ii). The case 0 < p < oo is covered by (iii)
applied to |h|P.

(v) First consider E € T with 5(E) = 0. There is an F € Y such that E C F and v(F) = 0. By
Yo C Xy x Tp, there is an N € X such that when x € N€¢, v, (F,) = 0 and therefore v, (E,) = 0.

For an arbitrary E € T, there is a G € Y such that P := E A G satisfies 5(P) = 0. By [C] and
the previous paragraph, there is an N € X such that when = € N¢ G, € Ty, Vx(P;) = 0, and
x — vy(G,) is Y-measurable on N¢ with [ v,(G,) du(z) = v(G). It follows that when z € N¢,

E, =G, AP, € T}, x = Up(Ey) = vz(Gy) is Y-measurable on N¢, and ch Uy (Ey)dp(x) =
Jne V2 (Ge) dp(x) = v(G) = U(E). O

Corollary 2.21. Let (X, X, pn), (Y, Ty, V2)zex, (X X Y, T, v) be probability spaces. For functions
h: X XY =R, and N € Xy, M €Ty, define hy,hpyr: X XY — R by

hn(z,y) = h(z,y) when z € N°, hy(z,y) =0 when x € N,

WM (z,y) = h(z,y) when y € M¢, hM(z,y) =0 when y € M.
(i) Assume Yo xY C Y. If h € £LO(v) satisfies that for some N € Xy, h, € LP(v,) when x ¢ N,
then hy € L9(v), hy =y h, for all x € X, [hn]s € LP(vy), and for ally € Y, [hn]Y =, [h]Y.
(ii) Assume we have a single space (Y,T,v), and that in (i) we have moreover that X x Ty C T

and for some M € Ty, h¥ € LP(u) when y ¢ M. Then (hy)™ € £LO(v), (hy)M =, h and for
allz € X andy €Y, [(hy)M]. € LP(v) and [(hy)M]Y € LP(1).



Remark 2.22. If we have [C] in (i), or [C] and [C] in (ii), these applies in particular to h € LP(v)
by Proposition 2.19 (iv) and (iv)*, and then the functions hy in (i), and (hy)™ in (ii), belong to
LP(v) as well since they are =, h.

Proof. (i) is mostly obvious, we just need to note that we have [An]Y(z) = [h]Y(z) when z € N¢
and [hn]Y(z) =0 when € N, so [hn]|Y =, [h]Y forall y € Y.

(ii) From the last part of (i) we get that [hy]Y € £P(u) when y ¢ M. Then apply (i)* to hy
getting (hy)M € LO(v), (hn)M =, hy =, hand for all z € X and y € Y, [(hxy)M], =, [hn]s €
LP(v) and [(hy)M]Y € LP(u). O

3. EXTENSIONS BY NULL SETS

The proofs of the next two lemmas follow standard ideas and we leave most of them as exercises
for the reader (cf. [16], I and II, and [9], II, Aufgabe 6.2). The proofs are largely a matter of
checking that standard arguments go through with the assumption that (X, X, Z) € T, instead of
the stronger assumption that Z is an ideal of P(X).

Lemma 3.1. Let (X,X,7) € T.
(i) The algebra generated by X UZ is X == {AANI: Aec X I €T} Tisan ideal of X1. If
(X, X, 7) € Ty then o(XUTZ) = X7.
(ii) Suppose (X,X,I) € T,. Let f: X — R be Xz-measurable. Then there is a function g: X —
R which is X-measurable and is such that f =7 g. The same statement holds with R replaced
by any standard Borel space.

Remark 3.2. (a) Since X' and Z are closed under symmetric difference, and the symmetric difference
operation is commutative and associative, X7 is simply the closure of X' U Z under symmetric
difference. Example 3.6 shows that it is not true in general for a o-algebra X' of subsets of X and
a o-ideal Z of some algebra on X that o(X UZ) = Y7. Nevertheless, if Z’ is the ideal of o(X' UZ)
generated by Z, then (X, X,7') € T,,s0 0(XUZ)=0(XUTL)=Xp ={AAN]:Ac X, 1T}

(b) The assumption (X, X, 7) € T, is not a necessary condition for the equality o(X'UZ) = Yz,
i.e., the latter does not imply that Z is an ideal of Y7, as shown by Example 3.7.

Proof. (i) We begin by checking that X7 is the algebra of subsets of X generated by Y UZ. Clearly
an algebra containing X' U Z must contain X7 as well, and by taking either I or A to be empty in
AN, we see that Y UZ C XY7. There remains to check that X'z is closed under complementation
and unions. This follows from

(AN =XNANAAD) =(XAA)AT=AN]IT
and from the fact that for Ay, Ay € X, I, Iy € Z, letting E := (41 A1) U (Ay A Iy), we have
I =FEA (Al UAQ) - (Il UIQ).
Since A; and As belong to 3 C Bz, we get I € Bz, so I € 7 since T is an ideal of Bz. Therefore
E = (A1 UAy) AT € XY7. Since X7 is a subalgebra of Bz and Z is an ideal of Bz, it follows readily
that Z is an ideal of X7. We leave for the reader the verification that X'z is a o-algebra when
(X, Y. 7)eT,.

We sketch a proof for (ii). For r € Q, write {f < r} = A, A I, where A, € ¥ and I, € Z. The
function g defined by g(x) = inf{r € Q : x € A,} is X-measurable because {g < r} = J,_, As. We
have f =z g because f(x) = g(z) when z ¢ |J,cq I Now suppose f takes values in a standard Borel
space Y. Since Y is Borel-isomorphic to a Borel subset of R ([19], Proposition 12.1 and Corollary
15.2), we may assume Y is a Borel subset of R. Then we get g as above. The set E := g~ }(R\Y)
belongs to X since g is Y-measurable, and belongs to Z since f =7 g. By redefining g on E to be
identically equal to a fixed value yy € Y,°> we arrange that ¢ takes values in Y. ([

SIf Y = then X = 0 since f: X — Y, so g and f are both the empty function.



Proposition 3.3. Let (X,Y), (X xY,Y) be measurable spaces, I an upwards o-directed family
of subsets of X. Given (Y, Ty, Jy) € Ty, x € X, write J = (Jy)zex, Ty = (Ty)y, : x € X). If
YT CZxTythen (X xY, Y, ITxJ)eT,.

Proof. T x J is a o-ideal of the o-algebra Z x T); by (ii) of Proposition 2.9. O

The following example will be useful in section 8.

Example 3.4. Let (X, X, pn), (Y,T,v), (X xY,T,v) be probability spaces so that [C] and [C] hold
and X x T C Y. Assume that X is an atom, i.e., u is {0, 1}-valued. Write my : X x Y — Y for the
projection onto Y. Then®
(i) (XxT)y,=7T
(ii) For each f € LY(v), there are w € L%(v) and Ny € Tp such that f =, g, where g = w oy,
and y ¢ Ny implies f¥ € £%(u) and f¥ =, w(y).
(iii) For each E € T, there are A € T and Ng € Tj such that £ =, X x A and y ¢ Ng implies
EY € X and p(EY) = xa(y)-

Proof. (i) The inclusion (X x T)y, C T is clear. For the reverse inclusion, let E € Y. By [C], there
is an Np € Ty such that y € Nf, implies EY € X, and the function y — p(EY) is T-measurable on
N¢. The set A := {y € N& : u(EY) = 1} belongs to T" and hence X x A € T since X xT C Y.
When y ¢ AU Ng, we have u(EY) = 0, so by [C], E =, X x A. It follows that E € (X xT)r,.

(ii) We have (X x Y, X x T, T¢) € T,. Since f is T-measurable and (i) holds, by Lemma 3.1 (ii)
there is a (X x T)-measurable function g: X x Y — R such that f =, g. Using (i) of Proposition
2.16 with Z = {}} and X x T in the role of Y, we see that g, € £L°(v) for all x € X. Using (i)* of
the same proposition with Z = {(}} and X x T in the role of Y again, and taking {0, X} in the role
of T, we see that for all y € Y, ¢g¥ is {0), X }-measurable, so ¢¥ is constant with a value w(y). Then
w € LO(v) since g, = w for all z € X.

(iii) In (ii), take f = xg. In the proof of (ii), Lemma 3.1 (ii) allows us to take g to be {0,1}-
valued since f is {0, 1}-valued. Then w is {0, 1}-valued, so w = x4 for some A € T and g(x,y) =
w(y) = xa(y) = xxxa(z,y). The rest of (iii) follows from corresponding parts of (ii). O

Corollary 3.5. Let (X, X, u) and (X, X', 1) be probability spaces. Then p' is an extension of u
by null sets if and only if i/ extends p and X' = o(X U Xj).

Proof. The forward implication is easy to see. For the converse, note that with Z := X, we have
(X,X,7) € T, and use the fact from Lemma 3.1 (i) that o(X' UZ) = 7. O

Example 3.6. There are a probability space (X, X, ) on a finite set X, and Z, an ideal of some
algebra on X, such that p has an extension to a measure p’ whose null ideal contains Z but X7 is
not an algebra of subsets of X.

Consider the probability space (X, X, 1) given by

X ={1,2,3,4}, ¥ ={0,{1,2},{3,4}, X}, p{1,2} = pu{3,4} = 1/2.

Let Z = {0,{1,3}}. The algebra generated by X UZ is X’ = P(X), and u extends to p/ on X’
having Z in its null ideal by setting p/{1} = p/{3} =0, /{2} = p/'{4} = 1/2. However, the number
of elements of X7, AAT with A € ¥ and I € Z, is at most |X| - |Z| = 8,7 so X/ # Y. Tt follows
that (X, X,Z) ¢ T, which we can also see directly since Bz consists of the four sets disjoint from
{1,3} and their complements, so X' Z Bz.

Part (i) is essentially [3], Proposition 5.2 (iii). The statement there assumes v, y and v are complete but no
completeness is needed. For clarity, we repeat the argument.
It is easily checked that the elements A A I consist precisely of the sets of even cardinality.
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Example 3.7. There are a probability space (X, X, 1) on a finite set X, and Z, an ideal of some
algebra on X, such that p has an extension to a measure p/ with domain X7 whose null ideal
contains Z but (X, X, Z) ¢ T.

We begin with the trivial probability space (X, X, u) having X = {a,b,c,d, e}, X = {0, X}.

Define

7= {(Z)v {av b, C}v {CL, b}, {C}}, J = {Q)v {b7 Gy d}v {b}7 {Cv d}}
It is readily seen that each of Z and J is closed under union and difference, and hence is an ideal of
some algebra on X. Trivially X' C Bz, so by Lemma 3.1 (i), X7 is the algebra generated by Y UZ.
Its atoms are {a, b}, {c},{d, e}, and p extends to a probability measure ' on this algebra having
7 in its null ideal by setting u/{d, e} = 1. This space (X, X'z, i), together with the ideal 7, is our
example, as we now verify.

The closure of ¥ UZ U J under symmetric difference is P(X).® Hence the algebra X" generated
by the union X7UJ, as well as the closure (X7) 7 of the union under symmetric difference, are both
equal to P(X). p” extends to a measure on X" having J in its null ideal by setting p”{e} = 1.
However, X7 € B since taking I = {a,b,c} € Z and J = {b,c,d} € J, we see that I NJ = {b,c}
which does not belong to J. Note that Z and J are interchanged by the bijection a <> d, b < c,
e <> e, so we could have interchanged the roles of Z and 7.

Lemma 3.8. Let (X, X,7) € T and let (X, X, i) be a finitely additive measure space (with p valued
in [0,00]) such that XNZ C Xy. We get a well-defined finitely additive measure pz on X7 extending
w by setting ur(AANT) = pA for Ae X, I €Z. If (X,X,7) € T, and p is a measure, then uz is
a measure.
The null ideal (X1)o of uz has the following properties.
(i) (Xr)o={AAT:Aec Xy, IcT}.
(ii) (X1)o =T if and only if X NZT = Xy if and only if Xy C Z.
(i) (X7)o={AUI:Ae Xy, I €L} if and only if A\ I € X whenever A€ Xy, [ €T.
The measure algebras of p and pz are isomorphic (by mapping E® € A, to E®* € A, for E € X).

Note that 7 is an extension of u by null sets since it extends u, Z is contained in its null ideal,
and its domain is Y7. As pointed out earlier, it is possible that Z is an ideal of some algebra on
X and p can be extended to a measure having Z in its null ideal but (X, X, Z) ¢ T'. (See Example
3.7 and cf. also Corollary 3.13.) We reserve the notation uz for the case where (X, X,7) € T. We
state this for the countably additive setting as a definition.

Definition 3.9. Let (X, X, u) be a measure space. When (X, X, 7) € T, and Y’ NZ C X we define
a measure uz on X7 :={AAI:Aec X 1€}t by uyr(AAI)=puAfor Ac X 1eT.

Proof of Lemma 3.8. We check that p7 is a finitely additive measure and leave the rest as an exercise
for the reader. If AAT = BA J (where A,B € ¥, I, J € T) then composing both sides with B A I
gives ANB=1AJ e XNZIC Xy, sopu(AAB) =0 and hence p(A) = u(AN B) = u(B). Thus
pz is well-defined. When A € X we have uzA = pr(AA Q) = pA, so puz extends p. To prove
additivity of uz, suppose A1 A} and Ay A I are disjoint, where A1, As € X I1,Is € 7. Then
A1\ I and As \ I are disjoint and therefore

AiNAy C L UIs,

which gives A1 N Ay € ¥’ NZ and hence u(A; N Az) = 0. As in the proof of Lemma 3.1, for some
I € Z we have E =, Apn A1, = (U,, An) A 1. Tt follows that

pr(Jan s 1) = pr((Uan) A1) =u(UJan) =3 u(4n) =Y pr(4unn) - O

8Since disjoint unions are symmetric differences, it is enough to show why the closure S of ¥ UZ U J under
symmetric difference contain the relevant singletons. We have {c},{b} € S, and then {a,b} A{b} = {a} € S and
{c,d} A{c} ={d} € S. Then {e} = X A{a,b,c,d} = X A{a} A{b} A{c} A{d} € S.
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Corollary 3.10. Let (X, X, u) be a measure space and let T be a o-ideal of P(X) with X NZT C X.
If either v is complete or Xg C I then uz is complete.

Corollary 3.11. Let (X, X', i) be an extension of a probability space (X, X, u) by null sets. Then
letting T = X, we have (X, X,7) € Ty and (X, X', 1) = (X, Xz, uz).

Proof. By Corollary 3.5, X =o(XUZ) = X7. O

Corollary 3.12. Let (X, X, u) be a measure space, (X, X', ') an extension by null sets. For any
p€0,00], LP(u) ={f+g:fe€Ll(n), ge N1}

When p = 0 or p = o0, a similar formula holds for any (X, ¥, 7) € T,, namely, £°(X7) = {f+g:
feL’(y), ge N(21,0)} and L2(21,7) = {f +g: f € L2(Z, ), g € N(¥1,T)}. The proofs

are similar.

Proof. The inclusion from right to left is clear. For the other direction, suppose h € LP(u'). Get

[ € LX) from Lemma 3.1 (ii) (taking Z = X)) with f =,, h. When p = 0, just take g = h — f.

When p = oo, additionally note that [|Allcc = ||f]lcc- When 0 < p < oo, if h € LP(u') then

S 1Bl it = [ 1F1Pdid = J |£1P dys, 0 f € £2(0). 0
For the following corollary, cf. [30], Proposition 39 page 325.

Corollary 3.13. Let (X, X, u) be a measure space. Let F C P(X). There is a measure space
(X, X, p) with ¥ C X' and p' extending p such that F C X} if and only if E C | J,~ | F,, for E € X
and {F,, : n € N} C F implies p(E) = 0. When this holds, if Z is the o-ideal of S := o(X U F)
generated by F, then S = X7 and ' | S = pz.

Thus we can take y’ to be an extension of p by null sets, and every such extension extends pz.

Proof. If the extension p’ exists then clearly the condition is satisfied. Conversely, if the condition
is satisfied then let K be the o-ideal of P(X) generated by F, i.e., K is the collection of all subsets
of X covered by a sequence of elements of F. The assumption gives X N Y C Xy and therefore the
extension p’ exists, specifically we can take p' = ux.

For the last sentence, since F C X, we have Z C Y. We also have (X, X,7) € T, since T is a
o-ideal of § and ¥ C S. Using Lemma 3.1 (i) we get S = 0(X'UZ) = X7, and given AAT € Y1,
where A € X, I € 7, we have /(AN T) = /' (A) = p(A) = uz(AANI). O

From the characterization of an ideal-of-some-algebra in Remark 2.2 (a), it is clear that given
any collection C of subsets of X, there is a smallest ideal-of-some-algebra containing C, namely
the intersection of all ideals-of-some-algebra containing C. In particular, given two ideals-of-some-
algebra Z and J on X, there is a smallest ideal-of-some-algebra 7V J containing ZU 7. Similarly,
there is a smallest o-ideal-of-some-algebra Z V, J containing Z U J.

Proposition 3.14. Let 7,7 each be an ideal of some algebra on X. Writing
Ai={INJ:1€Z,Je€J},
Ao ={I\J: 1€ JecJ},
As={J\I:1€1, JcJ},

we have that TV J consists of the finite unions | J;—_, E; of sets E; € A; U Ay U As.

Proof. Let S be the collection of all finite unions (J;; E; of sets E; € A; U Ay U Az. Clearly S is
contained in any ideal-of-some-algebra which contains Z and J since any ideal-of-some-algebra is
closed under differences, finite unions, and intersections. Hence S CZV J. S contains Z C A5 and
J C As (consider sets I\ 0, J\ 0). There remains to show that S is an ideal-of-some-algebra. It
is clearly closed under finite unions. For closure under differences, first note the following.

Claim 3.15. A\ B € § when A, B € A; U Ay U As.
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In what follows, 11,1 € Z, Ji,Jo € J, and we write intersections as products. If A and B both
belong to A;, say A = I1J; and B = I5J5, then

A\ B = (LiJ1)\ (I22) = L J1(I5UJs) = LI5J, UL J1J5S €S
since it is the union of two elements of A;. If A=1J; € Ay, B= 15\ Js € Ag, then
A\B = L)\ (LN JS) = LA (ISU o) = LIST ULy Js € S
since it is again the union of two elements of A;. Similarly if A € Ay, B € As.
IfA=1\J1 € Ay, B=IJs € Ay, then
A\ B = (LI (Inds) = LIJSUIS U JS) = LISIE U LJSJS = LISIS U L(J1 U Jo)° € S
since it is the union of two elements of As. Similarly if A € A3, B € Aj;.
IfA=15\Ji €Ay, B=1I\Js€ Ay, then
(LI (IJS) = LJSIS U Jo) = LISIC U LIS T, € S
since it is the union of an element of A, and an element of A;. Similarly if A, B € Ajs.
IfA:Il\J1 € Ay, B= JQ\IQ € As, then
(LI (ISJ) = L1 JS(Io U JS) = LI JE U LIS = LI JS UL (J1 U Do) € S
since it is the union of two elements of Ay. Similarly if A € A3, B € As.

From the claim, we then get that A\ B € S when A € S, B € A; U A3 U A3 since writing
A =J; 4 gives A\ B =J,(4;\ B) € S. Then for A,B € S, writing B = |Jj_, B; we have by

induction on m that A\ B = (A \ (UT:_l1 Bj)) \ Bp, belongs to S. O

Proposition 3.16. Let X be a set, X an algebra of subsets of X, and let each of I, J be an
ideal-of-some-algebra on X.

(i) If J is the o-ideal-of-some-algebra generated by I, then Bz C B.

(X,2,7), (X,2,7) €T, then (X,2,TV J) € T.
(X,2.7), (X, X,7) € Ty, then (X,5,IVy J) € Ty.

(X, E,I) €T and (X, EI,j) € T then (Ez)j = EIVJ.
(Vi) (X, E,I) c TU and (X, Ez,j) (S TJ then (Zz)j = EIVUJ

Proof. For any £ C X and any collection S of subsets of X, write
C(E,S)={KCX:ENKeS}

and note that S; C Sy implies C(E,S1) C C(E,Sz). From the formulas EN{YJ; K; = J; EN K; and
EN(K1\K2) = (ENK;p)\ (ENK3y), we see that if S is an ideal of some algebra then so is C(E, S),
and if S is a o-ideal of some algebra then so is C(F,S). The property that E € Bz can be written
T CC(E,T).

(i) If E€ Bz then T CC(E,Z) CC(E,J). Since C(E, J) is a o-ideal of some algebra on X, we
get 7 CC(E,J),so E € By.

(ii) Let £ € Bt NBy. Then Z C C(E,Z) and J C C(E,J),s0 ZUJ C C(E,ZV J). Since
C(E,ZV J) is an ideal of some algebra on X, we get ZV J C C(E,ZV J), so E € Bryy. The
second inclusion follows from (i).

(iii), (iV) From Y C By and XY C BJ we get X C Bz QBJ C BI\/J C BI\/UJ'

(v) By (iii) and Lemma 3.1 (i), X7y is the algebra of subsets of X generated by X' U (Z V 7).
Since (X'7)7 is an algebra containing Z U 7, it is in particular an ideal-of-some-algebra containing
ZUJ, so it contains ZV J and hence Y7y 7 C (X7) 7. Similarly, since X7 7 is an algebra containing
ZU J, it contains X7 and hence also contains (X7) 7.

(vi) Same proof as for (v), replacing ZV J by Z V, J and saying o-algebra and o-ideal-of-some-
algebra instead of algebra and ideal-of-some-algebra. O

If
If
If
If
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With regards to (i), we note that in general the inclusion Z C J between two ideals of some
algebra on X does not imply any inclusion relationship between Bz and B.

Example 3.17. (a) If X = {a,b,c,d}, T = {0,{a,b}}, and J is the algebra with atoms {a},
{b}, {¢,d} (and so in particular is an ideal of some algebra), then Z C J but Bz and B are not
comparable as can be seen by considering the singletons {a} and {c}. (b) If Z is any ideal of some
algebra with By # P(X) and J is its completion, then Z C 7 and Bz is a proper subalgebra of
Bs =P(X). (c) If J is any ideal of some algebra with By # P(X) and Z = {0}, then Z C J and
B is a proper subalgebra of Bz = P(X).

The next example shows that the second inclusion in (ii) can be proper, and so in particular we
can have TV J # Z V, J, even when 7 and J are o-ideals of some algebra. When Z and J are
complete o-ideals, then ZV J = {AUB: A€ Z, B € J} is a o-ideal. The same fact and the same
formula for ZV 7 hold if Z, J are o-ideals-of-some-algebra with Z C P(FE) and Z C P(F') for some
disjoint sets F and F'.

Example 3.18. Let X = NxN, Z={AXxN: ACN},and 7 = {Nx B: B CN}. Then Z and
J are o-algebras of subsets of X, and hence each is a o-ideal-of-some-algebra on X. Since X € Z,
the ideal-of-some-algebra Z V J generated by Z U J is also the subalgebra of P(X) generated by
ZUJ. Each rectangle A x B belongs to this algebra, and the elements of ZU J are all rectangles,
so Z V J is the algebra of all finite unions of rectangles. On the other hand, since X is countable
and Z V J contains all singletons, Z V, J = P(X). For the diagonal D = {(n,n) : n € N} we have
D e Bzy,7 =P(X) but D ¢ Bz, 7 because X € ZV J while DN X = D does not belong to ZV J
since it is not a finite union of rectangles.

The following proposition is a version of Proposition 2.3 of [4] in our present setting.

Proposition 3.19. Let (X, X, ) be a measure space. Suppose that (X, X, T) € T,, (X, X7, T) €
Ty, XNZC Xy and Xz NT C (Y1) so that the measures uz and (uz)g are defined. We have

) The domain of (uz)s is (X1)g ={AANIAT:Ae Xy, 1€, JeJ}.

) (ur)g(ADNTIANT)=u(A) forAe X, 1€, JeJ.
(i) (X, X, IV, TJ) €Ty and XN (I Vs JT) C Xy, so that pzy, 7 is defined.
(iv) ( .

V) YXNJ C Xy and Ej NZ C (Zj)o.

(vi) If (X, X 7,Z) € T, then (uy)z is also defined and (pz)7 = (1 7)7-

Note that X7NJ C (X1)o does not follow from the weaker assumption that ¥N7 C X as shown
by the probability space (X, X, u) with X = {a,b}, X' = {0, X} taking Z = {0, {a}}, T = {0,{b}}.
The following example shows that the assumption that (X, 7,7) € T in (vi) can fail.

Example 3.20. There are a probability space (X, X, 1) on a finite set X, and Z, 7, ideals-of-some-
algebra on X, such that the hypotheses of Proposition 3.19 hold but they fail if we interchange 7
and J. Specifically, (X, X 7,7) ¢ T.

Consider the trivial probability space (X, X, pu) given by X = {1,2,3,4}, ¥ = {0, X}. Let
T ={0,{1,2}}, J =P({1,3}). We have X' C By and X7 C By = P(X). Also ZN X = {0} = Xy
and J N Xz =JNA{0,{1,2},{3,4}, X} = {0} C (X1)o = {0,{1,2}}. However, Bz consists of all
sets which are disjoint from {1,2} and their complements, so {1,3} ¢ Bz and therefore X7 € Bz.

Proof. By Definition 3.9, uz and (uz)7 are defined and (i), (ii) hold.

(iii) Existence of 7y, 7 follows from Lemma 3.8 again, using Proposition 3.16 (iv) and XN (ZV,
J) C Xy which follows from the fact that Z and 7, and therefore also Z V,, J, are contained in the
null ideal of (uz)7 which extends p.

(iv) The equality of the domains is from Proposition 3.16 (vi). Then (ii) gives (uz) 7(AAT A J) =
wWA) = pury, 7 (AANTAJ) since INT €IV, J forI € Z and J € J.
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(v) This part is as in Proposition 2.3 of [4]. To verify X NJ C Xy, let A € ¥ N J. Then
AeXrnNT C(X1)o, so u(A) = pz(A) =0, hence A € Xy. To verify Xy NZ C (X 7)o, let Ae X,
J e J satisfy ANJ = I € Z. Then AA = J € 5707 C (51)o, 50 ug(AAT) = p(A) =
ur(AANI) =0, and thus AAJ € (X7)o.

(vi) Clear from (v), as well as (ii) (or (iv)) and the same formula with Z and J interchanged. O

Definition 3.21. Given sets X and Y, for T C P(X) define ZXY := {F : F C I xY for some I €
T}. Similarly, for 7 C P(Y), define X X J := {F : F C X x J for some J € J}.

Propositions 3.22 and 3.25 are building on Proposition 2.10 and Remark 2.12 of [4].

Proposition 3.22. Let (X, X, ), (Y,T,v), (X x Y, Y,v) be probability spaces, and let (X, X, T)
and (X x Y, Y,T') belong to Ty, where ' CI XY, and X NI C Xy.
(i) If the triple (X, X, pn), (Y, T,v), (X x Y,Y,v) satisfies [C] then YT NZ C Yo, so that vy is
defined, and the triple (X, X7, uz), (Y, T,v), (X x Y, Y7, v7/) satisfies [C].
(i) If the triple (X, X, pn), (Y,T,v), (X x Y,Y,v) satisfies [C] then Y NI C Yqo. If also for
each F € T' there is Q € Ty with FY € T when y ¢ Q, then the triple (X, X7, uz), (Y, T,v),
(X XY, Yz,vr) satisfies [C].

Taking Z = Xy we get the following corollary which generalizes the observation in Remark 2.9
of [5] that the first part holds when Z' = 0.

Corollary 3.23. Given probability spaces (X, X, u), (Y, T,v), (X x Y,T,U), if [C] holds for v,
then it holds also for vr for any T' C Yo X Y with (X x Y, Y, T') € T,. The same is true with [C]
replaced by [C], if for each F € T there is Q € Ty with FY € Xy when y ¢ Q.

To appreciate the need for the assumption on the FY, consider the following example.

Example 3.24. The property [C] fails for the triple (X, X, ), (Y,T,v), (X x Y, Yo, vg), where
(X, X, p) and (Y, T,v) are the Lebesgue measure space on [0,1] and (X x Y, T,v) is the Lebesgue
measure space on [0, 1]2.

To see this, build a set £ C X x Y so that F is the graph of a function (and hence belongs
to 9M) but for each y € Y, EY is a Bernstein set (and hence is not measurable). For example, see
Exercise 5 page 28 of [20] which produces a family of disjoint Bernstein sets EY, y € [0, 1], then
take £ = J, BY x {y}.?

Proof of Proposition 3.22. (i) For YNZ' C Yy, let F € TNZ'. We have FF C I XY for some I € 7.
For some P € Xy, for z ¢ P we have F, € T, and z — v(F,) is Y-measurable on P¢. The set
A= {x € P°:v(F;) > 0} belongs to X and is contained in I. Thus A € ¥ NZ C Xy and therefore

F) = [pcv(Fy)du(z) =0, so F € To. The existence of vz then follows from Lemma 3.8.

To prove [C], let L € Tzr. Write L = AAF where A € Y and F € 7/, F C I x Y for some
I € 7. For some P € Xy, for x ¢ P we have A, € T, and = — v(A;) is Y-measurable on P°.
Then PUI € (Y1)o and when x ¢ P U I we have L, = A, AF, = A €T and z — v(Ly) =
V(Ax) is X7- measurable on (P U I)¢. Moreover, fPU] v(Ly)duz(x f(PUI)C v(Az) duz(x) =
fpc z) dpz(z fpc w(z) = v(A) = vp/(L).

(ii) For T ﬂl" C Yy, let F € TﬂI’. We have FF C I x Y for some I € Z. For some @ € Ty, for
y ¢ Q we have ¥ € X and FY € .19 Thus F¥ € ¥ NZ C %. It follows by [C] that v(F) = 0.

For [C], let L € Yz/. Write L = AAF where Ac Y, Fe€Z, F CIxY for some I €Z. For
some Q € Ty, for y ¢ @ we have AY € X y — p(AY) is T-measurable on Q°, and FY € Z. Then

9To do this directly, let ((Ka,¥a) : @ < ¢) enumerate all pairs (K,y) consisting of an uncountable closed set
K C[0,1] and a point y € [0,1]. Recursively choose two distinct points @, 26 € Ko \ ({2 : 8 < a}U{zs: 8 < a})
and let £ = {(za,Ya) : a < c}.

10The assumption on the FY is not needed here because FY € X and FY C I together imply FY € Z. The
assumption is used in an essential way later in the proof.
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when y ¢ @ we have LY = AYAFY € Y7, and y — pz(LY) = ug(AY A FY) = pz(AY) = p(AY) is
T-measurable on Q°¢. Moreover, ch ur(LY)dv(y) = ch w(AY)dv(y) = v(A) = vp(L). Thus the
triple (X, X7, uz), (Y, T,v), (X x Y, Y1, v) satisfies [C]. O

Proposition 3.25. Suppose the triple (X, X, n), (Y, T,v), (X x Y, Y, v) satisfies [C] and [C], and
we are given the following.

(a) (X, %,Z) and (X x Y, X, T') in Ty, where T' CI XY, and X NI C Xy.

®) (Y, T,7) and (X xY,Y,J") in Ty, where J' C X X T, and TN T C Ty.

(¢c) FNGeZ'NJ when Fel,GeJ.

Then (X x Y, Y7:,J) € Ty and Yz N T C (Y11)o so that (vg) g is defined, and symmetrically
(vgr)7r is defined and (vgr) 7 = (v . If

(d) for each F € T’ there is Q € Ty with FY € T when y ¢ Q, and

(e) for each G € J' there is P € Xy with G, € J when x ¢ P,

then the triple (X, X1, uz), (Y, T7,v7), (X XY, (Yz) 7, (v7) 7/) satisfies [C] and [C].

Proof. By Proposition 3.22 (i), vz is defined.

For (X xY, Y7, J') € To,let Ac Y, FeT, GeJ'. Wewant to show that (AAF)NG € J'.
This follows from (AAF)NG = (ANG)A (FNG) and the fact that (X x Y, Y, J’) € T, and
assumption (c¢) holds.

To verify Y72 N J" C (Y1)o, suppose we have A € T, F € 7/, F C I x Y for some I € 7 and
suppose that AAF C X x J for some J € J. Thus, A C (I xY)U (X x J). By [C], for some
P e Xy, x ¢ P implies [A], € T, and = — v([A];) is Y-measurable on P°. When « ¢ P U I,
we have [A], C J, and hence (since [A], € T) [A], € J, so [A], € TNJ C Tp. Thus, the set
{z € P¢:v([A]z) > 0} is contained in I and therefore belongs to ¥ NZ C X,. Thus, from [C] we
get v(A) =0 and hence v/ (AAF) =v(A) =0.

The equality (vz/) s = (vg/)z then follows from Proposition 3.19.

Now suppose (d) and (e) hold. From Proposition 3.22 (i), we get that

(3.26) (X, Xz, u7), (Y, T,v), (X XY, Y7/, 07/)

satisfies [C]. Using this fact we can apply Proposition 3.22 (ii)* to (3.26), the other required
assumptions being that (Y,7,J) and (X x Y, Yz, J’) belong to T,, T N J C Ty, and for each
G € J' there is P € (Y1) with G, € J when = ¢ P. These are covered by (b) and (e), or were
already proven. We get the conclusion that

(3.27) (X, 27, p1), (Y, T7,v7), (X XY, (Yo)g, (V1) 57)

satisfies [C]. Similarly, from Proposition 3.22 (ii), we get that (3.26) satisfies [C]. Using this fact, we
can apply Proposition 3.22 (i)L to this triple, the other required assumptions being that (Y, T, J)
and (X x Y, Tz, J’) belong to T,, and TN J C Ty. These are covered by (b), or were already
proven. We conclude that (3.27) satisfies [C]. O

Proposition 3.28. Let (X, X, u), (Y, Ty, vz)zex, and (X X Y,Y,v) be probability spaces. Write
T = (Ty)zex, To = (Ti,0)zex, where Ty is the null ideal of v,. Let T C Xy be a o-ideal of X.

(i) If [C] holds and Y C I x T then vrnT, satisfies [C].

(ii) If [C]z holds then vrwT, satisfies [C]z.

Remark 3.29. It follows that the same conclusion holds for any smaller ideal of Z x T in the place
of T x To.

Proof. (i) Assume that [C] holds and T C Z x T. We have (X x Y, T,Z x Ty) € Ty, since Z x Tj
isaoc-ideal of Zx T'and YT C 7 x T. We also have

(IMTo)ﬂTg(E()MTo)ﬂT:To.
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Thus, vzx, is defined. To prove that vz, r, satisfies [C], let A € Y, F € Z x Ty. By [C] for v, by
the definition of Z x Tjy, and by Z C X, there is a P € Xy such that for x € P¢ we have A, € T,
and Fy € T,p, the map z — v,(A,) is Y-measurable on P¢, and v(A) = [p. Vz(Az) du(x). Then
for x € P, [AAF|, = Ay AFy € Ty, v — v([AAFly) = vi(Ay) is Y-measurable on P¢, and
vkt (AAF) = v(A) = [pe va(As) du(a) = [pe va([A D Fly) dp(z).

(ii) By [C]z, the assumptions of (i) are satisfied, so vz« is defined. The proof of [C]z proceeds
as in (i), this time choosing P € 7. O

Example 3.30. If [C] holds for the triple (X, X, u), (Y,T,v), (X x Y,Y,v), then it is easy to
see that T NN = Ty and T NNy C Ty (with equality if [C] also holds). Hence, for K = 9y, N
the measures v are defined by Lemma 3.8. The spaces (X x Y, Ti,vx) also satisfy [C], and
(X XY, YTo,,var,) satisfies [C] if (X x Y, T,v) does (by Proposition 3.28 and 3.28%+). In particular,
the probability measure p®zv := (u®v)z is the unique extension of p®v onto ¥ @7z 7T := (X ®T)1
having null ideal Z, where

YRTCYRTCE®w,TCXonT CuxT,

px v T =pRnv, pOnv | X @n, T=n®n,v, pRu,v | X7 =pndv,
(X xY, Y ®7 T, n®zv) is a complete probability space for Z = 912, M, and the measure algebras
of L ®n v, 1L A, V, p® v, and p@v are Boolean isomorphic.

4. VECTOR LIFTINGS

The definition of vector lifting in Definition 2.7 can be given in purely linear algebraic terms, and
we begin by taking that point of view. As is well-known, every surjective linear map r: X — Z of
vector spaces has a linear right inverse which can be obtained by choosing a basis (z;) for Z, selecting
any z; € r~1(2;) and extending the map z; — x; by linearity to get a right inverse s: Z — X. The
right inverse can be given equivalently as the composition sr: X — X, s being recoverable from sr
by the formula s(r(x)) = (sr)(z). We are interested in the case where Z = X/Y is a quotient of X
by a subspace Y.

Definition 4.1. Given a vector space X and a linear subspace Y of X write x =y zifx — 2z €Y,
2 ={zeX :x=y 2z}, X)Y :={a*:2 € X},and let ry : . € X — 2* € X/Y be the quotient
map. A linear map £ : X — X is called a vector lifting for X mod Y, if for all x,z1,20 € X,
&(x) =y z, and if 1 =y x9 then &(x1) = &(x2). W(X,Y) denotes the set of all vector liftings for
X mod Y. Given, in addition, a linear subspace C of X a & € W(X,Y) is called C-strong, if
&(x) = x for every x € C. W(X,Y,C) denotes the set of all C-strong £ € W(X,Y).

Remark 4.2. As recalled above, a vector lifting £ can be given equivalently as a linear map
s: X/Y — X satistying s(a) € a for each a € X/Y, the two versions being definable from each
other by the formula &(x) = s(z®). In category theoretic terms, such an s is a section of ry (which
is a retraction). (See [32], Chapter III, Definitions 9.5.2.) We have £ = sory.

Since the sections s are linear, they are determined by their values on a basis for X/Y. It will
be convenient to state this as a proposition. As it is standard linear algebra, we omit the proof.

Proposition 4.3. Let X be a vector space, Y a subspace of X. For each family (x;) of elements of
X such that (x?) is a basis for X/Y, there is a unique vector lifting &: X — X such that £(x;) = x;

(2
for each index i. Conversely, each vector lifting has this form for some basis (x?) of X/Y .

Proposition 4.4. Given a vector space X, and linear subspaces Y and C of X, we have that
W(X,Y,C) # 0 if and only the condition (Ncy) CNY = {0} is satisfied.

Proof. £ € W(X,Y,C) implies for x € CNY that z = {(x) = £(0) =0, so (N¢,y) holds.
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Conversely, if (N¢y) is satisfied then C' and C*®* = C/Y are linearly isomorphic. Given a basis
(xi)icr for C, the basis (x});cr for C* can be extended to a basis (z});c; for X/Y. The unique
lifting ¢ satisfying &(z;) = x; for all i is C-strong. O

We now specialize to subspaces of £°(u1), with K = R or C. Let (X, X, ) be a measure space,
M a linear subspace of £%(u) containing the family C of constant functions. Letting A'(u) be the
null ideal of £9(p), the family V(M) = V(u, M) of vector liftings for M as defined in Definition
2.7 are the elements of W(M, M NN (u),C). Hence, v: M — M is a vector lifting for M if v is
linear, satisfies ({1) and (I2), and (1) = 1.

Remark 4.5. Note that when X is empty, M = {0} contains only the empty function which serves
as every constant function. The unique function v: M — M is a vector lifting. Of course this case
is no interest.

As mentioned in the introduction, if y is a diffuse measure, i.e., ;1 has no atoms, then there are
no linear liftings for £P(R, u) when 1 < p < oo ([18], Chap. IV, Theorem 6). The proof in [18]
uses the continuity of positive linear functionals on LP(R, ), but the argument can be modified to
avoid linearity as the following proposition shows.

Proposition 4.6. Let (X, X, u) be any diffuse probability space, and let 0 < p < oo. There is no
order-preserving selector for LP(R, i), i.e., there is no function ¢: LP(R, u) — LP(R, u) satisfying
forall f, f1, f2 € LP(R, ) that o(f) = f, and fi <y fa implies o(f1) < @(f2).

Proof. For 0 < p < ¢ < oo, we have the inclusion £%(u) € £P(u) ([10], Proposition 6.12). An
order-preserving selector ¢ for £P(u) as in the statement would yield one for £%(u) by restriction.
Hence to prove nonexistence we may assume p > 1.

Suppose ¢ were such a function. Fix for each n a partition S,, of X into n sets of measure 1/n
([12] 215D) and set S = |J,, Sn. Choose x € X so that ¢(f)(x) = f(z) for each of the countably

many functions f of the form
N
F=2anbi/? fu,
n=1

where N € N, ay, b, are positive rational numbers, and f,, = xg, with E, € §. For each n, choose
E, € S such that z € E,, and p(E,) < 1/nP. Let f, = xg,. Then

1
| fally = n(E)'P < =

In LP(R, i), the series Y o0 n=2f, /|| fullp is absolutely summable and hence converges. Let g €
LP(R, 1) be any function in the class of the limit. Define gy = 27]:[:1 n=2f,/ | full, and write
g = gn + hn. The function hy belongs to the class

= 11
2 T
n=N-+1 nip
in LP(R, ) and hence is almost everywhere nonnegative since the positive cone is closed in the
norm topology (see for example [31], II 5.2 (ii)) and the partial sums of this series are nonnegative.
It follows that g > gn almost everywhere. By our choice of z, ¢(gn)(x) = gn(x) for all N. We
have for any N € N,

Ny N
(9)(x) > p(gn)(z) = gn(z) = Z o anHp ) > Z - rooas N — oo,

contradiction. I

n=1

In contrast, vector liftings always exist for any probability space, except in trivial cases.
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Proposition 4.7. A vector lifting for M exists if and only if either X =0 or u(X) > 0.

Proof. If X is nonempty but p(X) = 0 then no vector lifting 7 exists, because the constant functions
all belong to the same measure class, so they cannot all be fixed. Conversely, if X = () then a vector
lifting exists as pointed out in Remark 4.5, and if u(X) > 0, and C is the subspace of constant
functions in M, then a vector lifting for M is a member of W(M, M NN (u), C) which exists by
Proposition 4.4 since nonzero constant functions are not in N (p). O

The following simple observation will be useful.

Remark 4.8. Let (X, X, 1) be a probability space and let M be a subspace of £%(u). If (ff)icr
with each f; € M is a linear basis for M*®, and we extend it to a basis for L”(u), (f?)ics, where
I C J, then the vector lifting 7 € VP(u) satisfying 7(f;) = f; for ¢ € J also satisfies 7(f) € M
for all f € M. (Writing f* = >, a;f, (a;) of finite support in K, we have a; = 0 for i ¢ I, so

m(f) =2 aifi € M.)
For ease of reference later, we give some examples of the use of this remark.

Example 4.9. (a) Letting (X, X, u) be the Lebesgue measure space on X = [0, 1], by the Lusin
theorem, each class in L°(y) contains a function of Baire class 1 (i.e., a pointwise limit of continuous
functions). Since the Baire class 1 functions form a subspace, it follows that there is a vector lifting
for £°(1) whose values are Baire class 1 functions.

(b) Let (X, X, u), (Y,T,v), (X x Y,Y,v) be probability spaces satisfying [C] and Xy x Y C T.
Every element h € £P(v) is equal modulo v to an element h' € LP(v) satisfying [h'], € LP(v) for
all x € X (Corollary 2.21 (i)). Since the family of such elements h’ is a subspace, it follows that
there is a vector lifting m € VP(v) whose values satisfy [7(f)], € LP(v) for z € X.

(c) If in (b) we also have [C] and X x Ty C T, then we get a vector lifting 7 € VP(v) whose
values satisfy [7(f)]s € LP(v) for x € X and [7(f)]Y € LP(v) for y € Y (using Corollary 2.21 (ii)).

(d) Let (X,6,X, 1) be a topological probability space. If (f)icr is a basis for CP(X)®, with

each f; continuous, which we extend to a basis (f’)ics, I C J, for LP(u), then the vector lifting
m € VP(u) given by w(f;) = fi for i € J satisfies that 7(f) is continuous for each f € CP(X).
Under the condition (N¢,,) defined next, (f;)icr is a basis for CP(X) and we get w(f) = f for each

feCrP(X).
Definition 4.10. Given a topological measure space (X, S, X, u) we put
CP(X,K) := C(X,K) N LP(K, p).

As with the notation for LP(K, u), we will omit the mention of K, writing simply CP(X). In
principle, when K = C, we could consider either C?(X,R) or CP(X, C) inside of LP(C, i), but by
CP(X) we will always mean CP(X,C) in this context. Note that C°(X) = C(X).

Recall from Definition 2.7 that we say n € VP(u) is strong when n(f) = f for every f € CP(X).
We write VP(&, i1) for the set of all strong n € VP(u) and (N¢,,) instead of (New(xyar(u)). (We
have N (1) N CP(X) = N () NC(X) for any p, so the notation does not need to mention p.)

(Nc,y.) N(p) N C(X) = {0}.
Remark 4.11. Let (X, 8, X, 1) be a topological measure space.
(i) The property [Ng, s,] & N Xy = {0} implies the condition (N¢,).
Proof. For h € N'(u) N C(X), it follows {h # 0} € 6N Xy = {0}, i.e. h=0. O
(ii) If (X, 6) is Tychonoff, then (N¢ ) implies [Ng x,].
Proof. For G € 6N Xy, if G # () and zg € G then by the Tychonoff property, we can choose
0 < heCX)with0 < h <1, h(zg) =1 and h(x) = 0 for every x € G°. Tt follows

h71[(0,00)] C G € Xy so h € N(p) and by (N¢,,) get h = 0, contradicting h(z¢) = 1. Thus,
G =1. O
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(ili) If (N¢,) holds, then for f € C(X), sup{|f(z)]| : x € X} < | f|loo- In particular, || f|locc < 00
implies that f is bounded.
Proof. We may assume that f is real-valued and that M := || f||oc < co. We have (f — M)t €
C(X) and (f — M)" =, 0, so (f — M)* = 0 by (N¢,). This gives f < M. Similarly,
f>—M. O

Lemma 4.12. Let (X, X, 1) be a measure space, (X, 3, 1') an extension by null sets. Correspond-
ing to n € VP(u), we have f € VP(u') extending n defined by n/'(f + g) := n(f) for f € LP(un),
g € N('). If moreover (X,6,X, 1) is a topological measure space and n € VP(S,pu), then
e VRS, ).

Proof. For the sufficiency of defining 7’ on elements f + g as stated, see Corollary 3.12. Let
fiofi, f2 € LP(n) and g, g1, 92 € N(1).

If fi +91 = f2+ g2 then fi — fo = g2 —g1. We have {f1 # fo} € XY and p/'{fi # fo} =0,
so {f1 # fa} € Xy since p’ extends pu. Thus, n(f1) = n(f2), showing that n’ is well-defined and
satisfies (12). We also have '(f + g) = n(f) = f =, f + g, showing that 7 satisfies (I1).

For linearity, we have 7/'((fi + g1) + (f2 + g2)) = 7'((fr + f2) + (91 + g2)) = n(fr + fo) =
n(f1) +n(fe) = 9'(fi + g1) + 7' (f2 + g2), since g1 + g2 € N(p'), and for a € K, n'(a(f + g)) =
n'(af +ag) = nlaf) = an(f) = an'(f + g), because ag € N(u'). Also, /(1) = n(1) = 1, so
n' € VP(u'). In the last sentence, for h € CP(X) we get n'(h) = n(h) = h. O

Proposition 4.13. Given a topological measure space (X,8, X, u), we have that VP(S,pu) # 0 if
and only if (X, 6, X, u) satisfies the condition (N¢,,).

Proof. By Proposition 4.4, taking X to be £P(u), Y to be N (), and C to be CP(X). O

Remark 4.14. By Example 4.9 (a), there is a vector lifting for Lebesgue measure on [0, 1] whose
values are Baire class 1 functions. In contrast, it is consistent with ZFC that there are no linear
liftings for Lebesgue measure on [0, 1], or for any power [0,1]%, whose values are Borel functions

(see [6]).

Remark 4.15. Let (X,6,X, 1) be a compact Radon probability space with supp(u) = X and
As(p) = 0 (see [14] 453N). It follows by Remark 4.11 (i), that (X, &, X, u) satisfies condition
(Ng,u)’ implying along with Proposition 4.13 that V?(&, u) # (0. So, it is, in general, impossible
to convert a given vector lifting n € V°°(u) into a lifting p on £°(u) (in the sense of [18] Chapter
I1T) by any existing method.

For a topological probability space (X, %, X, 1), we might try to get a multiplicative selector p for
the classes of nonnegative measurable functions X — [0, oo] which is strong (i.e., fixes the continuous
functions). On the family of continuous functions itself, we will have p(fg) = fg = p(f)p(g) as long
as fg is continuous, but continuity of fg can fail because of the discontinuity of multiplication on
[0, 00]. The next example shows that even for functions that are finite-valued except at one point,
there might not be a multiplicative selector.

Example 4.16. Let A\ be Lebesgue measure on X := [—1/2,1/2] equipped with the usual topology.
Fix p € (0,00). For ¢ = 1,2, define f,g.: X — [0,00] by f(z) := |z|YCP), g.(2) := ¢/ f(z) (z # 0),
9c(0) := co. Note that f is bounded and [ |gc[P d\ < co. Also, f and g. are continuous and fg. is
continuous except at 0.

There is no function p into [0,00]X defined on a family of functions including f, g. and fg.
(¢ =1,2), such that p(h) = h for h continuous, p(fg.) = p(f)p(g.) and the following weak version
of (12) holds.

(12)* f1 = f2 except at one point implies p(f1) = p(f2).
If p had all of the listed properties, then ¢ = p(c) = p(fg.) = p(f)p(9c) = fge. Evaluating at 0 we
get ¢ =0- oo for ¢ = 1,2, a contradiction no matter how we define 0 - co.
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Removing the requirement that p be strong, we have the following example which modifies an
example of J. von Neumann defined originally on X = R.

Example 4.17. (Cf. J. von Neumann [28].) Let A be Lebesgue measure on X := [—1/2,1/2].
Suppose p : LO(A) — LO(A) (here £LO(A\) = LO(R,\)) is linear and satisfies (I11) and (12)* (see
Example 4.16). Define

flx):=z, e(x):=1 (x € X)
gi(z) :=1/(x 1) (z,t€ X,z #t), g(t):=0.

A) For M-almost all t € X, either p(fg:) # p(f)p(ge) or plege) # ple)p(gr). "
By (I11), S :={t € X : p(f)(t) =t and p(e)(t) = 1} has measure one. Fix ¢t € S. Notice first
that we have f(z)g:(z) —te(x)ge(z) = (f(x) — te(x))gi(x) = e(x) when z # t. By linearity of p and

(12)%; p(fgt) — tpleg) = ple). If we had p(fg:) = p(f)p(g:) and plegr) = p(e)p(gr) we would get
p(f)p(gr) —tp(e)p(gr) = p(e). Evaluating at ¢ and taking into account ¢ € S gives a contradiction.

B) If we require also that p(e) = e, then by A), p(fg:) # p(f)p(ge) for A-almost all ¢.

Example 4.18. Given a measure space (X, Y, u) with u(X) > 0, let v : £%(u) — L£%(u) be an
R-vector lifting existing by Proposition 4.7 and define

W(A) ={v(xa) =21} for AeX.
v, 0 X — X satisfies (Lj) for j = 1,2, (N), and (E).
Since v(x4) + v(xac) = 1 for z € ,(A) it follows y(xac)(z) <0, so x € [y,(A°)]¢, i.e. 1, (A4) C
[ (A)]¢, implying 7,(A4) N, (A°) = 0, i.e. v, satisfies (V).
Remark 4.19. Write (X, L, \) for the Lebesgue measure space on X := [—1/2,1/2]. Let £ be an

R-vector lifting for £°()\). There does not exist a v : £ — L satisfying (V) and (E), such that
o = &, where vo(f)(z) =sup{r € Q: z € v{r < f}}. (See [5] for the basic properties of vy.)

Proof. Assume, that there exists a v : £ — L satisfying (V) and (E), such that 79 = £ and let
E,F € Lsatisfy ECF. If G:= F\ E we get {(xg) + £(xa) = {(xr) and by [5], Proposition 3.4

(ii) get X (z) + Xy(@) = Xy(F)-

r € y(E) Nv(G) would imply 2 = xy(g)(7) + Xy(@)(*) = XyF)(7) = 1, contradiction, i.e.
Y(E) N y(G) = 0, so y(E) C v(F), i.e. ~ satisfies (M) and £ = ~ satisfies (m), that is, for
every f,g € L)), f < g implies £(f) < £(g), i.e. € is an order-preserving vector lifting for \,
contradicting Proposition 4.6. O

5. PRODUCT VECTOR LIFTINGS

Definition 5.1. Given sets X,Y and functions f : X — K and ¢g: Y — K, define (f ® g)(z,y) :=
f(@)-g(y) for (z,y) € X x Y.

For later reference, we make the following observation concerning the nature of f ® g when f
and g are measurable real- or complex-valued functions on probability spaces.

Remark 5.2. Fix p € [0,00], (X, X, ), (Y, T,v) probability spaces, f € KX, g c KY, h:= f®g.
(i) If f € £P(u) and g € LP(v) then h € LP(u @ v).
(ii) If f1, fa € LP(i), 91,92 € LP(v), f1 = f2 and g1 =, g2 then f1 ® g1 =ux0 f2 @ go.
Let (X x Y, Y,v) be a third probability space so that [P)], [C] and [C] hold.
(iii) If h € LP(v) then either f =5 0, or g =5 0, or f € LP(u) and g € LP(v).
(iv) If h € £%v) then h =, 0 if and only if f =; 0 or g =5 0.

HOf course eg: = g: but we are emphasizing the failure of the multiplicative property.
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If v = p®v then in (iii) we can write f = 0, g = 0 instead of f =; 0, g =5 0 using the proof
below with the set M taken to be empty.

Proof. (i) The measurability of f®g is clear since functions of one variable are also p®v-measurable
as functions of two variables, and products of measurable functions are measurable. The statement
thus holds for p = 0. For p = oo, we have a,b > 0, N € Xy and M € Tj such that |f(z)| < a,
lg(y)] < bwhen z ¢ N,y ¢ M. Then |f(x)g(y)| < ab when (z,y) ¢ NxYUX xM,s0 f®ge€
L®X xY,p®v). For 0 < p < o0, we have by the Tonelli Theorem, [ |f(z)g(y)[P du(z)dv(y) =
J1f@)Pduz) [1g(y)IP dv(y) < oo, 50 f@g € LI(X XY, u@v).

(ii) There exist N € Xy and M € Ty such that fi(z) = fa(z) when x ¢ N and ¢1(y) = g2(y)
when y ¢ M. Then fi(z)g1(y) = f2(z)g2(y) when (z,y) ¢ N x Y UX x M.

(ili) Suppose we have neither f =5 0 nor g =5 0. By [C], thereis an M € Xy such that h, € LP(v)
when = ¢ M. Choose ¢ M such that f(z) 7é 0. Then g = (1/f(x))hy € LP(v). Similarly, using
[C] we get f € LP(p).

(iv) (=) We prove the contrapositive. Suppose we have neither f =; 0 nor g =5 0. By (iii),
feL%u)and g € LO(v). Then theset {f #0} x{g#0} € ¥QT C T has positive u ® v-measure,
and hence positive v-measure, so h = f ® g =, 0 fails.

(<) Say f =4 0. We have f(x) = 0 when 2 € M€ for some M € Xy. Then h(z,y) = 0 when
(x,y) ¢ M xY. By [Py], M xY €Y, and by [C], v(M xY)=0,s0 h=,0. O

Proposition 5.3. Let h: X xY — K. Write
V =span{h; : x € X}, H =span{h?:ycY},

the spans of the collections of vertical and horizontal sections of h, respectively. The following
statements are equivalent.
(a) h=>" 1 fi®g; for some fie H, gieV,i=1,...,n
(b) h=>"", fi®g; for some fi e KX, g; e KY,i=1,...,n,
(c) V is finite-dimensional.

Note that by the symmetry of (a), we could say in (c) that H is finite-dimensional. The equiv-
alence of the two forms of (c) is basic linear algebra though since dimH = dimV when either of

these dimensions is finite. This is essentially the standard fact that the row-rank and column-rank
of a matrix are equal. (The equality can fail when the dimensions are not finite.)

Proof. Clearly (a) implies (b), and if (b) holds then V is a subspace of span{g; : i = 1,...,n}, so
(c) holds.
There remains to show that (c) implies (a). Let {g; : ¢ = 1,...,n} be a basis for V. Define
functions f; on X by writing for each x,
) = Z fi(-r)gz

Since the g; are linearly independent, we can choose y1, . . ., ¥, such that the matrix with (7, j)-entry
gi(y;) is invertible. Then the functions

h¥i ( Zfz gly] J=1...,n

all belong to H, and hence so do the f; since we can solve for them as linear combinations of the
h¥i. O

Corollary 5.4. Let X and Y be topological spaces and assume that K is equipped with a topology.
Let h: X xY — K be separately continuous. The following statements are equivalent.

(a) h=>Y", fi®gi for some f; e KX, g e K¥Y,i=1,...,n
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(b) h =311 fi ®gi for some f; € C(X), gi € C(Y).

Note that when K is a topological ring and (b) holds, A is in fact jointly continuous since sums
and products of continuous functions are then continuous.

Proof. To show that (a) implies (b), apply the proposition to h. The spaces V and H contains
continuous functions since h is separately continuous. O

Proposition 5.5. Suppose K=R or C and 0 < p < oco. Let (X, X, n) and (Y,T,v) be probability

spaces with a product space (X x Y,Y,v) so that [Py], [C] and [C] hold. Let h € LP(v). Write
V =span{hy : hy € LP(v), z € X}
H = span{h? : hY € LP(n), y € Y}

The following statements are equivalent.

(a) h=y >y [i ® gi for some f; € LP(n), gi € LP(v),i=1,...,n, n€N.

(b) h=y Y i fi ®g;i for some fie H, g;€V,i=1,...,n,neN.

Proof. We need to show that (a) implies (b). Let f;, g; be as in (a) and set k:=>_"" | fi ® g;. By
Remark 5.2 (i), k € £P(v). By [C], for some N € Xy we have hy, k, € LP(v) and h, =, k; when

x ¢ N. By [C], for some M € Ty we have that hY, kY € LP(p) and hY =, kY when y ¢ M.
Apply Proposition 5.3 to k [ S, where S := (X \ N) x (Y \ M), to conclude that we can write
k1S=73"",u ®v; where

(1) each vj is a linear combination of vertical sections of k [ S of the form
ko | (Y \M) =, he [ (Y \M), z€X\N
and hence v; =, g; | (Y \ M) for some g; € V,
(2) and similarly each u; =, f; [ (X \ N) for some f; € H.
Then (see Remark 5.2 (ii))

m

hrS:UkrS:Zui@@vj:UZ(ﬁ@gj) IS
j=1

j=1
Since v(S) = 1 and the functions involved are measurable (Remark 5.2 (i)), it follows that h =,
Z;nzl fj & gj- O
Corollary 5.6. Suppose K = R or C and 0 < p < oo. Let (X,6,X,u) and (Y,%,T,v) be

topological probability spaces with a product space (X xY,& x T, T, v) so that [Py], [C] and [C]
hold. Let h € LP(v) be separately continuous. The following statements are equivalent.

(a) h =y Y iy fi ®g; for some fi € LP(v), g; € LP(u),i=1,...,n, n €N,
(b) h=y > i [i ® gi for some f; € CP(X), g€ CP(Y),i=1,...,n,neN.

The next propositions give an analog for sets of the results above.
Proposition 5.7. Let E C X xY. Write
V={E,:z€X}, H={EY:yeY},

the collections of all vertical and horizontal sections of E, respectively. Write H* = {(\H' : H' C
H, H' finite}. The following statements are equivalent.

(a) E =", Ai x B; for some Aj € H*, B; eV, i=1,...,n,
(b) E =" A; x B for some A; C X, B;CY,i=1,...,n,
(c) H and V are finite.
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Proof. Clearly (a) implies (b), and (b) implies (c).

There remains to show that (c¢) implies (a). For this, assuming (c) it suffices to check (a) with
the A; x B; ranging over all rectangles contained in E with A; € H*, B; € V. We verify that these
rectangles cover F.

Consider a point (p,q) € E. We have {p} x E, C E, and if y € E, then p € EY € H. Thus,
Hy=(\{H e H:pec H} € H* satisfies Hy C EY, and hence Hy x {y} C E, for all y € E,. Thus,
(p,q) € Hox E, CE. O

Corollary 5.8. Let X andY be topological spaces. Let U C X XY have open vertical and horizontal
sections. The following statements are equivalent.

(a) U= Ai xB; for some A; C X, BiCY,i=1,...,n.

(b) U =i, A;i x B; for some open sets A; C X, BiCY,i=1,...,n.

Note that when (b) holds, U is in fact open in X x Y.
Proof. Follows from the proposition since the elements of V and H* are open sets. O

We shall use the tensor product notation of the following definition.

Definition 5.9. (i) Let (X, X, u), (Y,T,v), (X x Y, Y,v) be probability spaces satisfying [P} ].
If V and W are linear subspaces of £P(u) and LP(v), respectively, we denote by V ®, W, or
just V@ W, the linear subspace of LP(v) generated by {(f ® ¢)*: f€V,g e W}
(ii) For v € £P(u) — KX and n € LP(v;) — KY, let v ®p, 1, or just v @ 1, denote the set of
maps 7 : LP(v) — KXY such that 7(f ® g) = v(f) @ n(g) for all f € LP(u), g € LP(v).

Lemma 5.10. Let (X, X, pn), (Y, T,v), (X x Y, Y, v) be probability spaces satisfying [Py]. Let V
and W be linear subspaces of LP(u) and LP(v), respectively. If (f2)icr is a basis for V* and <g;>jej

7

a basis for W*, then ((fi ® g;)*) (i j)erxs is a basis for the linear subspace V@ W of LP(v).

Recall that V* denotes the image of V' in LP(u) under the quotient map f +— f* and similarly
for the other measures.

Remark 5.11. (a) When v = p®@ v, V = LP(u), W = LP(v), and p > 1, the lemma describes the
standard realization of a tensor product of the Banach spaces £P(u) and LP(v).

(b) Lemma 5.10 shows that the bilinear map V* xW* — V®W given by (f*,¢°%) — (f®g)®isa
tensor product of V* and W*. (Cf. [36], pages 403—404. The map (f*,¢°*) — (f®g)*® is well-defined
by Remark 5.2 (ii) and [P1] and its bilinearity is clear.)

Proof. We wish to show that ((f; ® g;)®) @ jerxs is a basis for V.@ W.

For linear independence, suppose Z” ¢ij(fi ® g;)® = 0°, where ¢; ; € K, (¢; ;) of finite support.
The function h = 3, . ¢; j(fi ® g;) is ¥ ® T-measurable. Therefore, M := {h # 0} € Y ®T
and by [P1], p @ v(M) = v(M) = 0. By the Fubini theorem there exists a set ) € T, such that
MY € Xy for every y ¢ Q. When y ¢ @Q, set a;(y) := >, ¢i;jg;(y). We have for z ¢ MY € X,
> filx) - ai(y) = 0 implying . a;(y)f? = 0°. Since (f’) is a basis for V* we get a;(y) = 0 for
each i and y ¢ @, giving >, ¢; jg7 = 0° for every ¢ implying ¢; ; = 0 for every (i, j), since (g7) is a
basis for W*®. This shows that ((f; ® g;)°®) is linear independent.

To see that ((f; ® g;)®) generates V ® W, given f € V and g € W, write f® = . a;f’, where
a; € K, (a;) of finite support, and write ¢g* = Zj bjg;, where b; € K, (b;) of finite support. There
exists sets N € Yo, P € Tj so that f(z) = > ,aifi(z) when z ¢ N, and g(y) = >_,b;9,(y)
when y & P. Then (f ® g)(z,y) = f(x)g(y) = >, ; aib; fi(%)g;(y) = >, ; aibj(fi ® g;)(x,y) when
(z,y) € (N xY)U (X x P) and this set belongs to To by [P1], so (f ® g)® = 3_, ; aibj(fi ® g;)°.
Hence, ((f; ® gj)®) is a basis for the linear subspace V & W. O
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The next proposition is covered by [26], Remark 2.9, when p = co, when p and v are complete
and v is their completed product. Our proof adapts the proof given there to our present context.
The proposition also follows directly from the upcoming Theorem 5.15 by taking & = {{), X} and
T = {0,Y}. We present it anyway because its proof presents the idea for the proof of Theorem
5.15 in a simper setting.

Proposition 5.12. Let (X, X, pn), (Y, T,v), (X xY,Y,v) be probability spaces satisfying [Py] and
[C]. For everyy € VP(u) andn € VP(v) there exists am € VP(v)N(y®n) satisfying [7(f)]. € LP(v)

for every x € X. If [C] also holds, then we may require also that [w(f)]Y € LP(u) for everyy € Y.

Proof. Choose linear bases (f7)icr for LF(u) and (g5) e s for LP(v) so that y(f;) = fi and n(g;) = g;
for all ¢ and j. (See Proposition 4.3.) By Lemma 5.10 the subspace £P(u) ® LP(v) of L(v) has the
basis ((fi ® 9;)*).5)erx-

Extend this to a basis (h})rex for LP(v) with I x J C K and h;; = f; ® g; for (i,7) € I x J,
where for k € K \ I x J by Corollary 2.21 we may choose hj in such a way, that [hy], € LP(v)
for every # € X. If [C] holds we may also arrange [hi]Y € LP(u) for every y € Y. For all
hij = fi ®gj, (i,5) € I x J, these section properties holds automatically, since [f; ® gj]. = fi(z)g;
and [f; ® g;]Y = g;(y) fi-

Let 7 be the vector lifting for £P(v) such that 7(hy) = hy for all £ € K. By Example 4.9 (b,c),

for h € LP(v) we have [r(h)], € LP(v) for x € X, and if [C] holds, [7(h)]Y € LP(u) for y € Y.
Claim 5.13. w(f @ g) = v(f) ® n(g) for every f € LP(u) and g € LP(v).

Proof. Write f* =%, a;f’, a; € K, (a;) of finite support, and write g* = Zj bjg5, bj € K, (b;) of
finite support. Since (f ® g)* =>_, ; aib;(f; ® g;)* for (z,y) € X X Y, we get

7(f @ 9)(w,y) = oy aibs(fi @ g) (@) = (S aifi(@)) (5505 ))
= 7)) -n(g)(y) = (v(f) @ n(9))(x,y),

Le, m(f ®g) =~(f) ®@n(g). O

This completes the proof. [l
Lemma 5.14. Let (X,6,%, ) and (Y,%,T,v) be topological probability spaces satisfying (Nc,,.)
and (N¢, ), respectively. For every topological probability space (X xY,& x T, Y, v) satisfying [C],
we have (Nc).

Proof. From h € C(X xY), it follows that h, € C(Y) for every x € X and h¥ € C(X) for every
y €Y. If h =, 0 then by [C] there is an M € Xy with h, =, 0 for x ¢ M. Then for all x ¢ M,
hy = 0 by (N¢,). Thus, h¥ =, 0 for all y € Y and hence h¥ = 0 for all y € Y by (N¢,,). This
gives h =0, so (N¢,,,) is satisfied. d

Theorem 5.15. Let (X, 6, X, u), (Y,2,T,v) and (X xY,6 x T,Y,v) be topological probability
spaces satisfying [Po] and [C]. Assume that (X, &, X, u) and (Y, %, T,v) satisfy (Nc,,) and (Nc,),
respectively. Then (X xY,&x %, T, v) satisfies (Nc), and for everyy € VP(S, u) andn € VP(T,v)
there exists a m € (y®@n) NVP(S x T,v) so that for f € LP(v) we have [n(f)]s € LP(v) for all

x € X. If [C] also holds, then we may require also that [w(f)]Y € LP(u) for every y € Y.

Proof. (X xY,6 x %, Y, v) satisfies (N¢,,) by Lemma 5.14.

Note that V?(&, ), VP(Z,v) # 0 by Proposition 4.13. By the assumptions (N¢,,) and (N¢,,),
CP(X) and CP(Y') are linearly isomorphic to their images in LP(u) and LP(v), respectively. Choose
a basis (fi)icx for CP(X) and a basis (g;)jer, for CP(Y). Then v(f;) = f; and n(g;) = g; for each
i1 € K, j € L since v and 7 are strong.
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Extend (f?)iex to a basis (f)ier for LP(u), K C I, and extend (g7)jer to a basis (g7);es for
LP(v), L C J, choosing the representative functions so that v(f;) = f; and n(g;) = g; also for
ieI\K,jeJ\LL.

By Lemma 5.10, ((ft ® g1)°®) (k,1)e K x L 1s @ linear basis for CP(X) @ CP(Y). Let C := CP(X xY)*.
This is a linear subspace of LP(v) which by (N¢,) is linearly isomorphic to CP(X x Y) (the

isomorphism being h® — h for each h € CP(X x Y)).
Claim 5.16. C' N (LP () ® LP(v)) = CP(X) @ CP(Y).

Proof. The inclusion from right to left is clear. For the other direction, suppose h € CP(X x Y)
and for some functions f; € £P(X) and g; € LP(Y), i = 1,...,n, we have h =, > | fi ® g;. By
Corollary 5.6, we can take f; € CP(X), g; € CP(Y), so h* € CP(X) @ CP(Y). O

Extend ((fr ® g1)°) (k,1)ex < to a basis (h?),cr for C with K x L C R, each h, € CP(X xY),
and hy; = fr ® g for every (k,l) € K x L. Then [h,], € CP(Y) C LP(v) for z € X and
[h]Y € CP(X) C LP(u) for y € Y. Also (h,)rer is a basis for CP(X x Y) since the latter is
isomorphic to C.

Again by Lemma 5.10 it follows that ((f; ® g;)®)( j)erxs is a basis for LP(u) ® LP(v). Write V
for the linear subspace of LP(v) generated by C and LP(u) ® LP(v). By Claim 5.16, V has the
basis ((fi ® 9;)*) (i jyerxs U (hy)rer. Extend this to a basis (h),es for LP(v) with (I x J)JUR C S,
where h?; = (f; ® g;)® for (i,7) € I x J. By Corollary 2.21, we can choose the new representatives

hy for r € S\ ((I x J)U R) to satisfy [h,], € LP(v) for x € X. If [C] holds we may also arrange
[h,]Y € LP(u) for every y € Y. Together with our earlier choices, we get that these section properties
now hold for every r € S.

Let 7 be the unique vector lifting for £P(v) such that w(h,) = h, for each r € S. By Example
4.9 (b,c), for f € LP(v) we have [r(f)], € LP(v) for z € X, and if [C] holds, [r(f)]Y € LP(u) for
y € Y. By Example 4.9 (d), 7 € V(6 x T, v) since by construction 7 fixes each basis element of
CP(X xY). As in the proof of Claim 5.13, we have 7(f ® g) = v(f) @ n(g) for every f € LP(u) and
g € LP(v). This completes the proof of the theorem. O

Corollary 5.17. Let (X,6,X, u) and (Y, %, T,v) be T-additive topological probability spaces with v
complete, satisfying (Nc,,) and (Nc,), respectively. Their T-additive product (X xY,& x T, T, v)
satisfies (Nc,), and for everyy € VP(S, u) andn € VP(Z,v) there exists am € (y&n)NVP(GxT,v)
for every f € LP(v) satisfying [7(f)]. € LP(v) for x € X. If u is also complete, then we can require
also that [m(f))Y € LP(v) fory e Y.

Proof. The properties [Py] and [C] (and [C] if p is complete) for the spaces (X, S, X, pn), (Y, %, T,v)
and (X xY,6x%, T, v) are consequences of [4], Theorem 2.15, and so the desired result is immediate
by Theorem 5.15 g

Example 5.18. Let (Y,%,T,v) be the hyperstonian space (see [13], 321K, where it is called the
Stone space) of a probability space, and let o be the canonical strong lifting for v which selects the
unique clopen set from each measure class. By Proposition 4.13 the space (Y, %, T, v) satisfies the
property (N¢ ), and so by Corollary 5.17 the 7-additive product (Y x Y, T x T, T, v) of (Y, %, T,v)
by itself satisfies (N¢ ), and there exists a 7 € (0 ® o) N VE°(T x T, v) for every f € L*(R,v)
satisfying [7(f)]z, [7(f)]Y € L®(R,v) for all z,y € Y. Could 7 be converted into a strong (linear)
lifting on L2(R,v)?

Question 5.19. Given a family of probability spaces (X;, X, pi), ¢ € I, with product (X, X, ), is
there always a vector lifting for £°°(u) which respects coordinates in the sense of [13] 346A7

6. MARGINALS

Extending Definitions 4.2 and 4.4 of [5] (cf. Definitions 3.1 and 3.2 of [27]) in a natural way, we
make the following definitions.
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Definition 6.1. Fix sets X and Y. Also fix a map §: U — P(Y), where U C P(Y), as well as a
family of maps n = (1;)zex, where for each z € X, 1, : A, — KY for some A4, C K"
(a) Define do(F) C X xY for EC X xY by

[0e(E)]e = 6(E,) if By € U, and [04(E)], = 0 otherwise.

We call ¢ a 2-marginal with respect to a family £ C P(X x Y), if do(E) € &€ for every E € £.
Interchanging the roles of the two coordinates, we similarly define n*(E) C X xY forn:V —
P(X), where V C P(X), by setting [n°(E)]Y = n(EY) when EY € V, [n*(E)]Y = () otherwise. Call
n a l-marginal with respect to € C P(X xY) if §*(F) € € for every E € €.
(b) Define ne(f): X xY — Kfor f: X xY — K by

(ne(f)) (. y) :=1a(f2)(y), if f € Ay and (ne(f))(z,y) := 0 otherwise.

We call n a 2-marginal with respect to a family F C KX*Y if n,(f) € F for each f € F.
(c) Similarly, given a single map 1 : A — K", where A C KY, define ne(f) for f: X xY — K by

(Uo(f))(ﬂ”,y) =n(fz)(y), if fr € Aand (n.(f))(ac,y) := 0 otherwise.

In this latter setting, interchanging the roles of the two coordinates, we similarly define 6°(f) :
X xY =K for §: B— KX, where B C K¥, by setting 6*(f)(z,y) = 6(fY)(z) when f¥ € B, =0
otherwise. We call § a 1-marginal with respect to F C KX*Y if §°*(f) € F for each f € F.

The next proposition is a stronger version of [5], Remark 4.6 (e).

Proposition 6.2. Let p € [0,00]. Let (X, X, u), (Y, Ty, vz)zex, and (X X Y, T, v) be probability
spaces satisfying [C] and X xY C Y. Let T = (Ty)zex, v = (Vz)zex. Define the four families

Ay = LP(v)

Ay = LP(v,v) :={f € LP(v) : fz € LP(vg) for all x € X}

Ag = LyP(T,v) = {f € LY(Y) : for some N € Xy, x € N° implies f € L(vz)}
Ay = LOP(Y,v) = {f € L2Y) : f, € LP(v,) for all x € X}

We also write Az, A4 as .Cz’p(v,u), LOP(v,v), respectively. Let p = (pz)zex, with py: LP(vy) —
LP(v,) satisfying (11) and (12). Suppose that one of the following completeness assumptions holds.
() (ZoXY)[T]C Y.
(B) pz(0) =0 for x € X, and p is complete.
Then all implications among the conditions pe(A;) C Aj, 4,5 = 1,2,3,4, hold, omitting, when
p # 0, those implications involving a condition where i € {3,4} and j € {1,2}.

Remark 6.3. (a) The omitted conditions in the last sentence all say that applying pe to a function
with £? sections, will create an £P function on the product, which of course will not hold in general
when p # 0.

(b) The conclusion gives in particular that the conditions “p is a 2-marginal with respect to A4;”,
i1 =1,2,3,4, are all equivalent.

(c) If (o) holds, then for any N € X, the preimage of a Borel set under a function pe(f) intersects
N xY in a member of Y since each [pe(f)]s is either 0 or p(f;) and so is T,-measurable.

Proof. Write H;; for the statement pe(A;) C A;.

Since Ay C Ay C A3 (the second by [C]) and Ay C Ay C As, in a hypothesis H;; : pe(A;) C Aj,
we need consider only the case i = 2, j = 3, since that only weakens the hypothesis and this is not
among the omitted conditions. When p = 0, in a conclusion H;; we similarly need consider only the
case 1 = 3, j = 2 since that only strengthens the conclusion. When 0 < p < oo, avoiding the omitted
conditions, we see that we need only consider in the conclusion the cases (7,7) € {(1,2),(3,4)}.
Thus, we need only consider the following cases:
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e when p =0, Ho3 = Hso;
e when P 7é 0, H23 = ng and H23 = H34.

Observe that any function of the form pe(f) belongs to A4 as long as it belongs to £(Y) since
for all z € X, [pe(f)]z € LP(v;) by definition of p, and by our assumption that p, maps into
LP(vy). In particular, pe(f) € As if and only if pe(f) € A4, and similarly pe(f) € A; if and only if
pe(f) € Ay. Taking these into account, we see that we need only consider the following cases:

e when p= 0, Hoy = H31;
e when p 75 0, Hoy = Hyq and Hoy = Hss.

Case 1. p=0.

We need to show Hoy = Hsi. Let f € As, with N as in the definition. Note that when
p=0, Ay C A;. Define g | N°xY = f [ N°xY, g | NxY =0. Since ypxY C 7T, g is
T-measurable, and by the choice of N, we have g € As. Thus, by Ha4, pe(g) € As. We have
Pe(f) | N XY = pa(g) | N® XY, 50 pe(f) is T-measurable on N¢ x Y. If («) holds, then it
follows immediately that pe(f) is T-measurable (see Remark 6.3 (c)) and therefore pe(f) € A;. If
(B) holds, then we can take N = {x € X : f, ¢ L%(v)} and using p,(0) = 0 for z € X we get

pe(f) = pa(g) € Ay C Ay.
Case 2. p = 0.

Hyy = Hyp: Let f € A;. Write M := ||f||eo. By [C], there is an N € Xy such that for z € N¢,
|| fzlloo < M. Define g as in Case 1. We get g € Ag, so pe(g) € As. As in Case 1, it follows that
pe(f) is YT-measurable. Since each p, satisfies (I1), we have ||pz(fz)]|cc < M for x € N¢. By [C]
and since N x Y € Ty, it follows that ||pe(f)||cc < M, s0 pe(f) € A;.

Hyy = Hjss: Let f € As, with N as in the definition. Define g as in the argument for Case
1, getting that g is YT-measurable and g, € £L>(v,) for all x € X. For each n € N, write g, =
(=n) V(g An). Then g, € Az, s0 pe(gn) € A4. Since for each x, [gn]: =,, g if n is large enough,
and p, satisfies (12), for each z we have [pe(g)]s = [pe(gn)]z € L(v,) when n is large enough. It
follows that pe(g) = limy, o0 pe(gn) is YT-measurable. Then, as in Case 1, it follows that pe(f) is
T-measurable. By our observation, it then follows that pe(f) € A4 C As.

Case 3. 0 < p < .

Hyy = Hyyp: Let f € Ay. By [C], there is an N € Y such that for x € N€¢, f, € LP(v,). Define
g as in Case 1. We get g € Ag, s0 pe(g) € A4. As in Case 1, it follows that pe(f) is T-measurable.
Since each p, satisfies (11), we have p(fz) =,, fz for z € N¢. By [C], it follows that pe(f) € A;.

Hyy = Hsg: Let f € A3, with Ny € Xy as in the definition, i.e., x € N§ implies f, € LP(v;). By
[C], specifically Proposition 2.19 (i) applied to h = |f|P, we can enlarge Ny to N € Xy to get that
on N¢, the function z — [|fz|P dvy is X-measurable.

Under (3), we take specifically No = {x € X : f; ¢ LP(vz)}. We do not need to enlarge Ny
since measurability on N¢ implies measurability on /N§ by completeness of p. So under (3), we
take N =No={x € X : fo & LP(vy)}.

The function z — [ |f4|P dv, is finite-valued on N¢ by the choice of N. For each n € N, let
E,={z € N¢: [|fs|Pdvy <n} € ¥ and define g, (z,y) = f(z,y) when x € E,, g(x,y) = 0 when
x ¢ E,. Since E, xY € T, g, is T-measurable. By [C] applied to |g,|P, we have g, € A; and
therefore g, € As. By Hay, we then get pe(gn) € Ag. For x € E,, we have [g,]» = f and therefore
[Pe(gn)]z = [pe(f)]z- The set N€ is the union of the increasing sequence of the E,. We therefore
have pe(f) = limy o0 pe(gn) on N¢ x Y, giving that pe(f) is T-measurable on N¢ x Y. As in Case
1, it then follows that pe(f) is T-measurable and hence belongs to A4 C As. 0

Lemma 6.4. Let (X, X, p), (Y, T,v) and (X xY,Y,v) be probability spaces satisfying [Ps] and [C].
Let (Y,T,T) € T, with ZNT = Ty. Then for every f € LO(vs,x7) there exists a g € LO(u @ v)
such that f =x,x7 9.
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Proof. Property [C] continues to hold if we extend v to make the triple (X, X, u), (Y, Tz, v1),
(X xY,Y,v). Then by Proposition 3.28 (applied with Xy and (Y,77z,vz) in the place of Z and
(Y, Ty, Vz)zex), Usyxz is defined. By [P3] and Corollary 3.11, v = u ®~, v.

Apply Lemma 3.1 (ii) twice, first getting a Y-measurable function gp: X x Y — R satisfying
f =xyxz g0 and then getting a X' ® T-measurable function g: X x Y — R satisfying go =, 9.
Noting that To C Xy x Ty € Xy X Z, we get f =x,x7 g ]

Corollary 6.5. Let (X, X, u), (Y, T,v) and (X x Y, T, v) be probability spaces satisfying [P2] and
[C]. For every f € LO(vy) there exists a g € LO(n ® v) with f =x g.

Proof. Apply the lemma with Z being the completion of Tj. O

Corollary 6.6. Denote by (X x Y, 6 x T, T, v) the T-additive product of the T-additive topological
probability spaces (X,6,X, u) and (Y,%,T,v). For every f € LP(vy) there exists a g € LP(u @ v)
with f =n4g-

Proof. By [4], Theorem 2.15 all assumptions of Corollary 6.5 are satisfied and so we may apply it
to get the desired result. O

The next lemma is analogous to the fact that on complete measure spaces, functions equal almost
everywhere to a measurable function are measurable. It provides a useful setting in which this works
without completeness assumptions.

Lemma 6.7. Let X be a set, T an upwards directed family of subsets of X. Let (Y,T;)zex be
measurable spaces and for each x € X, let J, be an ideal of T,,. Write T = (Ty)zex, J = (Jz)zex-
Let Y be a o-algebra on X XY such that Y CI X T. Let K:=Z x J.

(i) For each f € L°(Yx), there is an N € T so that f, € L°(T,) when x ¢ N.
(ii) If h: X x Y — K satisfies that for some N € T and for all x € N¢ we have h, € L°(T,) and
he =7, 0 then h € L°(Yx) and h = 0.
(iii) If f € L°(Yx) and g: X x Y — K satisfies that for some N € T and for all z € N, f,,
9z € 'CO(Tx)7 and 9z =J, fa:; then g€ ['O(TIC) and g =K f

Proof. Since T C Z x T and K is an ideal of Z x T, we have (X x Y, T,K) € T, and thus Y is
defined.

(i) From Y CZ x T and K CZ x T we get Txc CZ x T. Apply Proposition 2.16 (i).

(ii) We may assume that h is real-valued. We have {h < r} € K when r < 0 since [{h < 1}]; =
{hy <1} € J, for x € N°. When r > 0, {h < r} is the complement of {h > r} which similarly
belongs to K. Thus, h € L%(Yx). For h = 0, we are given {h, # 0} € J, when z € N¢ so
{h # 0} € K and hence h =k 0.

(iii) The function h = g — f satisfies the assumptions of (i), so h € £°(Yx) and hence g =
f4+heL£%Yx), and since h =x 0 we get g =x f. O

It has been observed already in [27], Theorem 5.1, that given a complete probability space
(Y, T,v) not all liftings are 1-marginals or 2-marginals with respect the completed product T&T
of T by itself. In addition, under the assumption of CH, it has been shown in [5], Example 6.20,
that there are complete topological probability spaces (X, &, X, u) and (Y, T, T,v) and a lifting on
the second space which is not 2-marginal with respect to the Radon product 4 ® g v or even with
respect to the product p ®gqn, v. In the case of vector liftings, we have the same phenomenon that
this does not happen if 915 is replaced by 91, as shown in Examples 6.11 and 6.12 after the following
lemmas.

Lemma 6.8. Let X be a set, T an upwards directed family of subsets of X. Let (Y,T;)zex be
measurable spaces and for each x € X, let J, be an ideal of T,,. Write T = (Ty)zex, J = (Jz)zex-
Let Y be a o-algebra on X XY such that T CZ xT. Let K:=Z x J. If n = (nz)zex, where each
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ne: LO(T,) — LO(T,) satisfies (I11), then ne satisfies (11) on L°(Tx) and hence n is a 2-marginal
with respect to LO( ).

Proof. Use Lemma 6.7. By (i) of that lemma, for each f € £L°(Yx), the function g = 1, (f) satisfies
the assumptions of (iii) of that lemma. O

Lemma 6.9. Let (X, X, u), (Y, Ty, vy) for x € X, and (X x Y,Y,v) be probability spaces. Write
T = (Ty)rex, To = Ty : x € X), where Ty is the null ideal of v, and v = (Vy)zex. Let T C Xy
be a o-ideal of X, K =71 x Ty. Suppose that Y CZ x T and KNY C Yy.

Assume that [C]z holds and Xo xY C (Yic)o. If n = (Ne)wex, where each ny: LP(vy) — LP(vy)
satisfies (11), then ne satisfies (I1) on ,C,ij(T;C, v).

Remark 6.10. (a) Since Y CZ x T and K is an ideal of Z x T', we have (X x Y, T,K) € T,. Since
we also have X N'YT C Yy, vg is defined.

(b) n is a 2-marginal with respect to both E?jp (Yk,v) and the smaller family £P(vi).

(c) When Z = X, Xy x Y C (Tx)o holds automatically since Yo x Y CZ x Ty = K C (Ti)o.

Proof. Case 1. p = 0. This case follows from Lemma 6.8 since Eg’O(T;C, v) C LY(Tk).

Case2. 0 < p<oo. Let f € E,ij(T;g, v). By Proposition 3.28, [C]7 holds for vi. By Proposition
2.16 (i) and Proposition 2.19 (i), there is an N € Z such that f, € £%(v;) for € N¢, and =
[ |fz|P dv, is X-measurable on N€. Since f € ﬁ%p(r,c, v), the set A ={z € N°: [|fu|P dv, = oo}
belongs to Xy. Define fi(x,y) = 0 when z € A, fi(x,y) = f(x,y) otherwise. Then f; is Ti-
measurable since Yy x Y C Tx. For z € A, we have [s(f1)]z = 0 = (f1)2 and [ne(f)]. = 0. For
x € N°\ A, we have [ne(f1)]e = 1(fz) =v, fo = (fi1)z. Thus, g = ne(f1) satisfies the assumptions of
Lemma 6.7 (iii) with respect to fi and hence 7e(f1) is Tx-measurable. Since 7e(f) and ne(f1) agree
on N¢x Y, and since P(N xY) CIXY CZx Ty C Yk, it follows that ne(f) is Yx-measurable
as well. By assumption, A x Y € (Yx)o, so from [C] it follows that 7e(f) =uc f-

Case 3. p = co. Proceed as in Case 2, replacing [ |f,|P dvy by || fz|/co, using Proposition 2.19 (ii)
for the measurability of z — || f2]co- O

Example 6.11. Let (X, X, u), (Y, Ty, v2)rex, and (X x Y, T, v) be probability spaces satisfying
[C]. Write v = (Vg)zex. If 1 = (N2)zex, where each n,: LP(v,;) — LP(v,) satisfies ({1), then n is a
2-marginal with respect to Ez’p(Tcﬂ(u’y), v) and hence also with respect to LP(Tgy,.))-

Proof. Use Lemma 6.9 with Z = . (See Remark 6.10 (c).) O

Example 6.12. Let (X, X, u), (Y,T,v) be probability spaces and let (X x YV, X ® T, u ® v) be
the product space. If n: LP(v) — LP(v) satisfies (I1), then n is a 2-marginal with respect to
LOP(% @0yx1, T, v) and hence also with respect to LP(u @pyxr, V)-

Proof. Use Lemma 6.9 with Z = {0}. O

Lemma 6.13. Let X be a set, (Y, Ty, vy)rex probability spaces, f: X XY — K, n = (nz)zex with
ne : LP(vg) — KY.

(i) Forxz € X, [ne(f)]z equals ng(fz) if fo € LP(vz) and equals O otherwise.

(ii) If each n, is homogenous and f = g ® h for some g € KX and h € LP(v), then ne(f)(z,y) =
g(x)nz(h)(y) for each (z,y) € X x Y. In particular, if we have a single space (Y, T,v) and a
single 1 : LP(v) — KY, where 1 is homogeneous, then ne(f) = g @ n(h).*?

(iii) If K=R, when nz(g) >0 (x € X) for all nonnegative g € LP(v), f > 0 implies ne(f) > 0.

(iv) If we also have g: X XY — K and fz, g9, € LP(vy) for every x € X then the following hold.

(a) If each n, is homogeneous then ne(af) = ane(f) (a € K).
(b) If each ny is additive then ne(f + g) = ne(f) + ne(g)-

1295 in general, 1o does not satisfy (12).
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(¢) If p=0 or co and each n, is multiplicative then ne(fg) = ne(f)ne(g).
(d) If ne(fa) = fo for all x € X then no(f) = f.

Proof. (i) is true by definition of 7.

(ii) We have f; = [g® hl, = g(x)h € LP(v) for every x € X, so by homogeneity of 1z, [ne(f)]z =
n(fz) = g(x)ne(h) giving ne(f)(z,y) = g(x)n:(h)(y).

(iif) holds by (i).

(iv) is clear from the definitions. In (c), that p = 0 or oo ensures that each £P(v;) is closed under
multiplication. ]

Lemma 6.14. Let (X, X, u), (Y,T,v) and (X x Y, T,v) be probability spaces satisfying [C], and
let n: LP(v) — KY. If n satisfies (12) then for f,g € LP(v) with f =, g we have for ally €Y the
equality [ne(f)]Y =z [ne(9)]"-

Proof. By [C], there is a set N € X such that for € N¢ we have f,, g, € LP(v) and f; =, gz By
(12) for n we get [ne(f)]le = 1(fa) = 1(ga) = [1s(9)]e for 2 € N©. Thus, {[ne(f)]Y # [ns(9)]"} S N

for all y € Y, implying {[ne(f)]¥ # [ne(9)]¥} € X for all y € Y. O
Example 6.15. Denote by (X xY, & x %, T, v) the 7-additive product of the r-additive topological
probability spaces (X, &, u) and (Y,%,T,v), where v is complete. If n € VP(r) then Lemma
6.14 applies to 1, and in Lemma 6.13, clauses (ii) and (iv)(a,b,d) apply to n, and, when K = R, so
does (iii) if additionally n € G(v), i.e., n is a linear lifting, and so does (iv)(c) if n € A*(v). (See
[4], Theorem 2.15, for the hypotheses of Lemma 6.14.)

The next Lemma extends [27], Proposition 3.1 as well as [3], Lemma 4.4. Compare [5], Lemma
4.7.

Lemma 6.16. Let (X, X, n), (Y, Ty, Vz)zex, (X XY, T, v) be probability spaces so that [C] holds. Let
v=(Vg)zex and n = (Ng)zex, where ng: LP(v,) — LP(v,). Fiz a linear subspace M C Eg’p(’f, v).
(i) If n is a 2-marginal for M and there is an N € Xy such that x ¢ N implies n, satisfies (11)
on LP(vy), then ne satisfies (I11) on M.
(i) If for cach z, 1,(0) = 0 and (1), (12) hold for na, then na([ma(D)e) = (e for any
function f on X x Y.
(iii) If n is a 2-marginal for M, for each z, n, € VP(v;), and Yo xY C T, then there is a
W € V(M) such that ng ([ (f)]z) = [(f)]z for all f e M, z € X.
(iv) Suppose K =R and p = co. Ifn is a 2-marginal for M, n, € A>®°(v;) for eachx, Sy xY C T,
and there exists a 0 € A (v | Y[T]) then there is a1 € A (v) such that ny([¢Y(f)]e) = [¥(f)]«
forall f € L2v), x € X.

Remark 6.17. Under CH, by a theorem of Mokobodzki (cf. [5], Theorem 2.7), the assumption in
(iv) that there is a lifting for v | Y[T] holds if the measure algebra of v has cardinality at most Ns.

Proof. (i) Let f € M. Then f € L%P(Y,v), so there is an N € Xy such that x ¢ N implies
fo € LP(vz) and [ne(f)]z = n2(fa) =v. fo- BY [C], ne(f) =v [

(ii) If f ¢ LP(vy), then by definition [ne(f)]; = 0 and the conclusion is clear. If f, € LP(v,),
then by (I1), ns(fz) =v, fo and then by (12), n:(nz(fz)) = 12(fx). The conclusion follows since by
definition [ne(f)]e = n2(f2)-

(iii) If n, € VP(v,), take any @ € V(M) whose values are in L%P(T,v) (cf. Example 4.9 (b)).
Define ¥(f) := ne(0(f)) for each f € M. Since 6 and 7, both satisfy (1), so does v, and 1) satisfies
(12) since 0 does. Linearity of ¢ follows from linearity of § and the 7,, and the fact that 6 takes
values in £9P(Y,v) (see Lemma 6.13 (iv) (a,b)). Since (1) = 1 and 7,(1) = 1, we get ¥(1) = 1, so
1 € V(M). Finally, for all f € M and z € X we have 1, ([¢(f)]z) = [ ()] by (ii).

(iv) f K =R, p = o0, n, € A®(v,) for each z, and we fix § € A®(v | Y[T]), then by
Corollary 2.21, the inclusion £>*(v | T[T]) — L£>°(v) induces a bijection L>=(v | T[T]) — L*>(v)
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which is clearly an algebra isomorphism, so it suffices to define ¢ on £>(v | Y[T]). Notice that
[0(f)]: € L®(vy) when z € X, f € L®(v | YT[T]) since [0(f)]. € L%(v) by Corollary 2.18, and
10(H)] < Iflloo ([18], (1) page 35). Thus, 6 takes values in £%°(Y,v). Take ¥(f) := ne(0(f)),
f € L(v), and proceed as in (iii) (using also Lemma 6.13 (iv)(c)). O

There is a converse of sorts to Lemma 6.16 (iii).

Lemma 6.18. Let (X, X, u), (Y, Ty, v2)zex, (X x Y, YT, v) be probability spaces satisfying [C].
Let v = (Vp)zex and n = (Nz)zex, where ng: LP(vy) — LP(vy) satisfies (12) for each x. Let
M C LYP(T,v) satisfy M + N () = M. Suppose (2o X Y)[T] € Y and there exists a function
: M — M satisfying (I11) so that

Ne([(f)lz) = [W(f)la, for all f € M with x ¢ Ny, for some Ny € Xy.

(i) Then n is a 2-marginal with respect to M and ne satisfies (I11) on M.
(ii) When we have a single space (Y,T,v) and a single map n: LP(v) — LP(v), if l®@ g € M for
all g € LP(v) then n satisfies (I1).

Remark 6.19. When M = LP(v), the condition X x T' C T is sufficient to ensure that 1 ® g € M
for all g € LP(v).
Remark 6.20. Take K = R and suppose (X, X, u), (Y, T,vz)zex, (X XY, X ® T, v) are probability
spaces so that (v,).ex is a product r.c.p. on T for v with respect to pu. According to [24] Theorem
3.11, for every equi-admissible family (7,).cx of densities 7, € ¥(v;) (see [24] for the definition)

there exist a family n = (1;)zex of liftings 7, € A*°(7,) admissibly generated by 7, (see [24] for
the definition), and a lifting ¢ : £L°(vyn) — L£°(V) such that

[o(f)]e = nx([<p(f)]x) for every f € L®(vn) and z € X.
By Lemma 6.18 applied to (X, X, 1), (Y, T, Up)zex, (X XY, X ®, T,7), where ¥ ®,, T is the domain
of U, n is a 2-marginal with respect to £*°(0).
Proof. (i) Fix f € M. Since ¢(f) =, f, using [C] and enlarging the given set Ny € X if necessary,
we can assume that [¢(f)]., fo € LP(v,) and [(f)]s =u, fo for every x ¢ Ny. For o ¢ Ny we

have, using (12) for 7,
[W(N)]e = 12([0(Hz) = ne(fa) = 06 (f)]a; R

so(f) I (N§xY) =ne(f) I (N§xY). Alsone(f) [ NyxY is T-measurable since (Lo x Y)[T] € To.
Since (f) € M and M + N (u) = M, we have ne(f) € M and ne(f) =, ¥(f) = f, 80 1 satisfies
1).

| ()ii) Now assume that we have a single space (Y,T,v) and a single map n: £P(v) — LP(v), and
1®g e M forall g € LP(v). To see that n satisfies (I1), fix g € LP(v) and let f = 1® g. Note that
{v(1®g) #1®g} € To C Xy x Tp. Choose x ¢ Ny such that {[¢(1® g)]. # [1 ® gl = g} € To.

Since x ¢ Ny, as in (i) we have (1 ® g)]. = [ne(1 ® 9)]» = n(g), yielding {n(g) # g} € To, or
n(g) =, g and hence 7 satisfies (I1). O

The next example shows that, assuming sets of reals of cardinality less than ¢ have measure zero,
the restriction to having a single 7 cannot be removed in (ii).

Example 6.21. Let each of (X, X, u) and (Y,T,v) be [0,1] with Lebesgue measure, and let F'*
denote the class of F' € T' in the measure algebra of v. Let (X x Y, T, v) be the Lebesgue measure
space on [0,1]2. There are n,: £L°(v) — LO(v), © € X, satisfying (I2) so that n = (7:)zex is a
2-marginal for £°(v), and 7. satisfies (11) on £°(v), but none of the maps 7, satisfy (I1).

Let E,, x € X be non-null Borel sets so that for each Borel set A C X x Y, {x € X : (E;)® =
(Az)*} has cardinality less than ¢.!?

BList [0,1] bijectively as {zo : a < ¢}. List the Borel subsets of X x Y as {Ba : a < ¢}. Recursively define
E,, =[0,ta] so that at each stage, (Fs,)® is different from any of the < ¢ classes ([Bglz.)®, 8 < a.
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Claim 6.22. For any f € £%(v), there is an N € X such that {z € N°¢: f, € LY%(T), fo =» XE,}
has cardinality < c.

Proof. Let g € £°(v) be Borel so that f =, g. For some set N € Xy, z € N implies f, € L(v),
fe =v go- Let A = g7 1(1). Then S = {zr € X : (E,)* = (A;)*} has cardinality less than ¢. If
x ¢ N and f, =, xg,, then g, =, xg, so (4;)® = (F,)® giving z € S. O

Suppose that sets of size < ¢ have measure zero, which is true for example if CH holds. Fix a
§: LYT) — L£°(T) which is a 2-marginal for £%(v) (for example, see Proposition 7.24 along with
[3] Example 4.8) and let n,: £°(v) — L£%(v) agree with § except on functions h =, xg,, setting
nz(h) = 0 for such functions. If f € £%(v), then the set

Ny={zeX:f. ¢ [,O(V), or f, € ﬁo(u) and fr =, xE, }
has measure zero by the claim. Since ne(f) and do(f) agree on N§ x Y, ne(f) € £°(v) and

Ne(f) =v de(f) =v f, so (I1) holds for n,. It follows that each 7, satisfies ({2) and 7 is a 2-marginal
for £9(v) but no 7, satisfies (11) since 1 (xg,) = 0.

The following example extends that included in Remark 7.20.

Example 6.23. Let (X, Y), (Y, T ) be measurable spaces. Let v be a probability measure on X T,
and p the marginal measure of v on Y. Suppose that the marginal measure v of v on T is inner
regular with respect to a countably compact class L C T (see [14] 451A for definition) which is
closed under finite unions and countable intersections. By [29] Theorem 3.5 (see also [14] Theorem
452M) there exists a family (Y, Ty, vz)zex of complete probability spaces satisfying the property
[C]for T =Y ® T such that for every 2 € X the inclusion K C T}, holds and v, is inner regular
with respect to K. So, we may apply [24] Theorem 3.8, in order to find a family (7,).ex of liftings
Nz € A (v,) and a lifting ¢ € A*°(0) such that

[o()]z =n:([p(f)]z) forevery z€ X and f¢€ EOO(E@)UT).

By Lemma 7.18 applied to the probability spaces (X, X, i), (Y, Ty, Vs)zex, and (X x Y, X ®, T, V),
the family 1 := (7z)zex is a 2-marginal with respect to L> ().

Note that the existence of a family (v;),ex of probability measures v, as above with domain T
is guaranteed, if either T is the Baire o-algebra with respect to a compact Hausdorf topology on

Y, or T is the Borel o-algebra with respect to an analytic Hausdorff topology on Y, or (Y,T) is a
standard Borel space (see [14] 452N).

From Lemmas 6.16 and 6.18, we easily get the following corollary.

Corollary 6.24. Let (X, X, n), (Y, Tu,vz)zex, (X X Y, T, v) be probability spaces satisfying [C].
Suppose that (2o X Y)[T] C Y. Let 1 = (g)sex with each n,: LP(vy) — LP(vy) satisfying 1,(0) =
0, (11), and (12). The following statements are equivalent.
(i) n is 2-marginal with respect to LP(v);
(il) ne(f) =0 f for every f € LP(v);
(iii) there exists a map ¢ : LP(v) — LP(v) satisfying (11), such that n:([p(f)]z) = [@(f)]z for all
feLP(v) andz € X;
(iv) there exists a map ¢ : LP(v) — LP(v) satisfying (11), such that for each f € LP(v) there
exists a set Ny € Xy with n:([¢(f)]e) = [@(f)]z for all x ¢ Ny.
Proposition 6.25. Let (X, X, ), (Y,T,v), (X x Y, T,v) be probability spaces satisfying [C] and
2’0 xY C Y, and suppose that there is a 0: T — T satisfying (L1) which is a 2-marginal for Y.
Then there is a §: LO(v) — LO(v) satisfying (11) which is a 2-marginal for LO(v). If Y has a
topology T C T with respect to which 0 is strong, then we may take § to be strong, i.e., to fix the
elements of C(Y,%T).
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Proof. We may assume that K = R. By [C] and Yo xY C 7, it follows from Proposition 4.5 of [5]
that 6g: L2(R,v) — LO(R,v) is a 2-marginal with respect to L°(R,v), where 0o(f)(y) = sup{r €
Q:y € 0{r < f}}. By Proposition 3.4 (iv) of [5], 0y satisfies (I1). Let §: L%(v) — L%(v) be the
restriction of y to £L°(v), with values modified to replace oo by 0, i.e., §(f)(z) = 6o(f)(x) when
Oo(f)(x) # £o0, §(f)(z) = 0 otherwise.

We check that § is a 2-marginal with respect to £°(v). If f € L£O(v) then (6p)e(f) is T-measurable.
By Lemma 6.16 (i) (which works in the same way for functions into R), (6p)e(f) =, f and hence
A ={(00)e(f) = £oo} € To. We have 0o(f) | A° = (0p)e(f) | A¢ and do(f) | A =0, so de(f) is
T-measurable.

For the last sentence, Proposition 3.6 of [5] implies that 6y is strong and hence § is strong. [

Question 6.26. Is there a vector lifting for Lebesgue measure on [0, 1] which is a 2-marginal for
L9(v), where v is Lebesgue measure on [0, 1]?

In the next example, we show that it is possible that a primitive lifting for £P which is a 2-
marginal for £? for all ¢ > p might not be a 2-marginal for £?.

Example 6.27. Let (X,X, ) and (Y,T,v) be the Lebesgue measure space on (0,1), and let
(X x Y,T,v) be the Lebesgue measure space on (0,1)2. For any p € [0,00), there is a primitive
lifting for £P(v) which is not a 2-marginal with respect to £P(v) but whose restriction to £(v) is
a 2-marginal with respect to £4(v) for each g > p.

Proof. Tt suffices to do the case K = R. Since there are strong liftings for v which are 2-marginals
for T by [3] Example 4.8, Proposition 6.25 gives a 6: L(v) — L£°(v) which is a strong 2-marginal
with respect to £°(v).

Fix a positive continuous function h on (0,1) which belongs to £P(v) but not to £9(v) for any
q > p. (One possibility: if p = 0 take h(z) = e'/%; if 0 < p < oo take h(z) = [xlog?(2/x)]~1/P.)
Define f(x,y) = zh(y). We have f € L£P(v). Note that the sections f, are distinct. They are also
continuous, so 6(fz) = f. since 0 is strong. Fix a set £ C (0,1)? which is the graph of a function
such that each section EY has outer measure one. (See Example 3.24.) Let p: £P(v) — LP(v) agree
with 0 except for setting p(f.)(y) = 0 when (z,y) € E. When ¢ > p, for any function g € £9(v)
we have do(g) € L9(v). For some N € Xy, g, € L9(v), and hence p(g;) = §(g,), for x € N¢. Thus,
pe(g) agrees with de(g) on N¢ x Y and therefore pe(g) € L7(v). However, for g = f, the zero set of
pe(f) is E and hence pe(f) is not Y-measurable. By [5], Proposition 3.4, § satisfies ({2) and fixes
constant functions; hence § and p are primitive liftings for £P(v). O

The following lemma corresponds to [3], Lemma 4.9.

Lemma 6.28. Let (X, X, u), (Y,T,v), (X x Y, T,v) be probability spaces satisying [Ps] and [C],
and let (X xY,Y,T) € Ty with X XY CT C K :=N(p,v) = Sox Ty. Ifn: LP(v) — KY satisfies
(12) and ne(g) € LP(vr) when g € LP(u® v), then

(1) ne(f) € LP(v1) for each f € LP(vk).
(ii) n is a 2-marginal with respect to LP(vy) for any J with (X xY,Y,J) € T,, Z C J C K.

Remark 6.29. (a) K is an ideal of Xy x T"and T C Xy x T, so (X x Y, Y, K) belongs to T,.
(b) Z C K are o-ideals of the o-algebras Y7 C Y, respectively.

Proof. For each ideal H = Z,K, and in (ii) also J, since H C K and [C] holds, the condition
HNYT C Yy is satisfied, so vy is defined.

(i) Fix f € LP(vk). Choose g € LP(u ® v) such that f =x g by Lemma 6.4. By [C] for v
(Proposition 3.28), fix N € Xy such that f,, g, € LP(v) and {f, # g} € Tp for all x € N€. For z €

14The claim after the statement of Lemma 4.9 in [3] that the assumptions imply v is complete is incorrect.
Completeness of v should be added to the hypothesis. Alternatively, write 91(u, v) instead of 91 as we have done here.
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N we have fo =y gz, 50 1(f2) = n(ga) by (12). 1t follows that ne(f) [ (N°xY) =ns(g) [ (N®xY).
By assumption, 7 (g) € £P(vz). Then because Xy X Y C 7 it follows that 7e(f) € LP(vz).
(ii) Follows from (i) since LP(vz) C LP(vy) C LP(vk). O

Proposition 6.30. Let (X, X, u), (Y,T,v) and (X x Y, T, v) be probability spaces satisfying [Po]
and [C]. Let K := N(u,v) = Xy x Ty. For every v € VP(u) and n € VP(v) there exists a
p € VP(uk) N (y®n) such that n([p(f)]z) = [@(f)]z for every f € LP(v) and xz € X.

Proof. By Proposition 3.28, vx is defined and [C] holds for the triple (X, X, u), (Y,T,v), (X x
Y, Tk, vk). By Proposition 5.12 choose 7 € (v ® ) N VP(v) such that for every f € LP(v),
[7(f)]e € LP(v) for all x € X. Define ¢ := ne o 7, ie., [¥(f)]z := n([x(f)]z) for f € LP(v) and
x € X. Clearly ¥(1) =1, and

n([Y(f)le) = [¢(f)]z for f € LP(v) and x € X.

By Lemma 6.8 the map 7 is a 2-marginal with respect to LP(vi), so ¥(f) = ne(n(f)) € LP(vk)
and (f) =k 7(f) =u f, implying ¥ (f) = f since Yo C K. Thus, we have

¥ LP(v) = LP(vk), ¢(f) =k [

Since 7 satisfies (12), so does ¥ = 1, o . By Lemma 6.13 (iv)(a,b), v is linear since 7 is linear and
[7(f)]z € LP(v) for every x € X. For f € LP(u), g € LP(v), we have, using Lemma 6.13 (ii),

Y(f ®g) =ne(m(f ®g)) =ne(v(f) @n(g)) =v(f) @n(n(g)) = v(f) @n(g),

i.e. we have ¥ € vy ®n.

Thus, v has all the desired properties of ¢ except that it is defined only on £P(v) rather than on
all of LP(vx). Using Lemma 3.1 (ii), we now readily extend the domain of ¢ to all of LP(vx). Since
vk extends v, if g1, g2 € LP(v) satisfy g1 =k g2 then g1 =, g2. Hence, we have a linear isomorphism
i: LP(vx) — LP(v) where for each g € LP(v), we map ¢* € LP(vx) to g* € LP(v). The composition

LP(u) -Ls TP (vx) == LP(v) - £P(v)

is the desired extension ¢ of v, where q(f) = f* and ¥(g°*) = ¥(g). Clearly ¢(1) = 1, and ¢ is
a composition of linear maps and hence linear. Since ¢ satisfies (I2), so does . Invariance of the
sections under 1 holds since for f € LP(vk), [¢(f)]z = [¥(9)]s for any g € LP(v) in the vi-class of
f. Also for such f and g, o(f) = ¥(g9) =x g =k f, so (I1) holds. The property ¢ € v®mn holds since
this property only deals with functions f ® g that belong to £P(v) on which ¢ and ¢ agree. O

Taking v = u ® v with v complete gives the following.

Corollary 6.31. Let (X, X, p) and (Y,T,v) be probability spaces with v complete. For every
v € VP(u) and n € VP(v) there exists a p € VP(u@nv) N (y®n), such that n([e(f)]) = [»(f)]a
for every f € LP(u®@nv) and x € X.

Theorem 6.32. Let (X,6,X,u), (V,2,T,v) and (X xY,6 x T,Y,v) be topological probability
spaces satisfying [Fy] and [C]. Let K :=N(u,v) = X x Ty. Assume (Nc ), (Nc,) hold, and

(6.33) hy € CP(Y) for allh € CP(X xY) and x € X.

For every v € VP(S,pu) and n € VP(Z,v) there exists a ¢ € VP(6 x T, ux) N (v ®n) such that
n(le(lz) = [o(N]e for every f € LP(vk) and x € X.

Remark 6.34. Here are some conditions under which (6.33) holds: (1) p = 0; (2) p = oo (by Lemma
5.14, (N¢,) holds, so if h € C(X x Y) and ||hl|s < 00, then h is bounded by Remark 4.11 (iii));
(3) any p, if Y is pseudocompact, i.e., the elements of C'(Y") are all bounded.
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Proof. By Theorem 5.15 choose a 7 € (y ® n) N VP(S x T,v) for every f € LP(v) satisfying
[7(f)]z € LP(v) for all x € X, and repeat the construction of ¢ from the proof of Proposition 6.30
using this 7. From (6.33) and Lemma 6.13 (iv)(d) we have for h € CP(X xY') that ne(h) = h. Along
with the fact that 7 is CP(X x Y)-strong this implies that ¢(h) = 1(h) = ne(m(h)) = ne(h) = h,
ie. ¢ is CP(X x Y)-strong. O

Corollary 6.35. Let (X x Y, 6 x T,T,v) be the T-additive product of the T-additive topological
probability spaces (X, 6, X, ) and (Y,%,T,v) with v complete. Assume that (N¢,.), (Nc,v), and
(6.33) hold. For every v € VP(G,pn), n € VP(T,v) there exists a ¢ € VP(um) N (y®@n) such that
n(le(fle) = le(f)le for every f € LP(vn) and z € X.

Proof. Since the assumptions of Theorem 6.32 are satisfied by [4], Theorem 2.15, we may apply
Theorem 6.32 in order to get the result. ]

7. MEASURABLE MODIFICATIONS OF STOCHASTIC PROCESSES

In this section we prove that the existence of a measurable p-integrable vector lifting modification
for stochastic processes is equivalent to the existence of a marginal vector lifting in one of the
factors (see Theorem 7.5) and, in case of modifications respecting continuous functions to the
existence of strong marginals (see Corollary 7.7). In Theorem 7.11 and Corollary 7.13 we provide
a characterization of stochastic processes which have a measurable modification.

Because our main objects of study here are liftings, in this section we assume throughout that K =
R. The results not mentioning liftings work for complex scalars as well (by the same arguments).
Throughout this section, p € [0, 00] and we fix a measurable space (I', B), where T is a Tychonoff
space and B is its o-algebra of Baire sets.

Given a measurable space (X,X), write £ = L{°(X) for the space of all bounded X-B-
measurable maps from X into I', where we say f: X — T is bounded if f(X) C K for some
compact K CT.

Remark 7.1. Measurability of f: X — I' is equivalent to X-measurability of each composition ho f,
for h € C(I"), since B is the Baire o-algebra.

Definition 7.2. Fix a probability space (X, X, 1) and p € A>°(u). Then p’ : L — L{°, the lifting
of LT associated to p, is the unique map satisfying

(a) hop'(f)=p(ho f)for f e L and h € C(T),

(b) p'(f) =, f for f € L,

(c) p'(f) =p'(g) if f =), gfor f,g € LT
where f =}, g means ho f =, hog for all h € C(I).

Remark 7.3. (i) It follows by [5], Remark 6.5(a) that, property (a) already uniquely determines p/
and hence necessarily implies (b) and (c).

(ii) For the proof that p’ exists, see Theorem IV.7 p. 52 of [18].

(iii) Again by [5], Remark 6.5(d), in (b) we cannot strengthen =}, to =,.

Definition 7.4. Let (Y,T), (X x Y,T) be measurable spaces. For (c)—(e) below, assume we also
have a family of measures v := (v3)zex on T

A family (Qg)zex of T-B-measurable functions Q,: Y — I' will be called a stochastic process
(or just a process) over (Y,T) with values in I". We say that the function Q: X xY — T given
by Q(z,y) = Q:(y) and the process (Q,).cx are associated to each other. Conveniently, (Qz)zecx
is the family of vertical sections of ), so there is no conflict with our notation for vertical sections.
The process is called

(a) bounded if Q, € LX(T) for every z € X,
(b) T-B-measurable if Q) is T-B-measurable,
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(c) an LP-process if ' =R and Q, € LP(v,) for each x € X,
(d) a modification of (R;)zex if Qy =, Ry for every z € X,
(e) a weak modification of (R,),ex if Qz =) R, for every z € X,

Vg

where (R, )zex is another stochastic process over (Y,7T') with values in T'.

The next theorem does for liftings for £P(v) something analogous to what Theorem 6.10 of [5]
did for liftings for the measure algebra of v.

Theorem 7.5. Let (X, X, u), (Y,T,vz)zex, and (X x Y, Y, v) be probability spaces satisfying [C],
YxY CTY. For p:= (pg)zex with py: LP(vy) — LP(v,) satisfying (11) and (12) with either (o)
(Zo X Y)[T] €Y or (B) p(0) = 0 and u is complete, consider the following statements. In (i),
assume py € A (v,) for each x.

(i) p is a 2-marginal with respect to LP(v).

(i) (pz(Qz))zex is a Y-measurable LP-process for every Y-measurable LP-process (Qz)zex -

(iil) (pL(Qz))zex is Y-B-measurable for every bounded Y-B-measurable process (Qz)zex over

(Y, T) with values in T, for any choice of T

Then (i) is equivalent to (ii). When p = oo and p, € A®(vy) for x € X, (i)—(iil) are all equivalent.

Remark 7.6. (a) When p € (0,00), Theorem 7.5 applies to vector liftings p, € VP(v,) but none of
these are linear liftings (Proposition 4.6).

(b) In (iii) (p,(Q)) is a process by definition of o/, and it is a weak modification of (Q) by
Definition 7.2 (b). (It may not be a modification of (Q,) by [5], Remark 6.11.)

(c) For the case p = oo and p, € A*®(v,), the proof of (ii) < (iii) below makes use of none of
the assumptions on v.

Proof. (ii) is equivalent to stating that p is a 2-marginal for L% (v, v), so the equivalence of (i) and
(ii) follows from Proposition 6.2. For the rest of the proof, let p = oo and p, € A*°(v,) for each z.

(ii) = (iii) This part follows as for the proof of (i) = (iv) in Theorem 6.10 of [5]. We repeat the
argument for completeness. By (ii), p is a 2-marginal with respect to L2 (v,v). Let Q: X xY — T
be T-B-measurable with @, € L°(T) for all z € X. Let g € C(I'). Then goQ: X xY — R is
T-measurable, and each section [g o Q], = g o @, belongs to L>*(v,) since @, is bounded. Thus,
goQ € L%®(v,v) and hence po(go Q) € L2®(v,v). The map

(7,9) = pe(g 0 Q)(x,y) = [pe(g © Q)]x(y)
=p(lgoQla) (W) = plg° Q) (y) = 9(p'(Qz)(y))

is therefore YT-measurable for all g € C(T"), and therefore (z,y) — p'(Q:)(y) is T-B-measurable.

(iii) = (ii) We apply (iii) with I' = R. For f € £L>(v,), by [18], (2) page 35, we have g o p(f) =
pz(go f) for any g € C(R). From Remark 7.3 (i), it then follows that in this case we have p/, = p,.
Thus, when p = 0o, the only distinction between (ii) and (iii) with I' = R is that in (ii), the Q. are
essentially bounded, whereas in (iii) they are bounded.

We want to show that p is a 2-marginal with respect to £%®°(v,v). Let f € £%%(v,v). We use
an idea from the proof of Proposition 6.2. Define f, = (—n) V (f An) for n € N. Then f, € £°(v)
and each section [f,], is bounded. By (iii), the process (pu([fn]z))zex is YT-measurable. For each x,
when 1 is large enough we have fo =y, [fale , 50 [oe(f)]a = [9a(fr)]a- ThUS, pa(f) = litin 00 pa(fr)
is T-measurable, yielding pe(f) € L% (v, v), as desired. O

Corollary 7.7. Let (X, X, u), (Y, T,vz)zex, and (X XY, Y, v) be probability spaces satisfying [C],
YXY CTY, and Xy xY C Y. Suppose we have a topology T C T on'Y with X xT C Y. For
p:= (pz)zex with py: LP(vy) — LP(vy) satisfying (11) and (12), consider the following statements.
In (iii), assume py € A (vy) for each x.

(i) p is a CP(Y)-strong 2-marginal with respect to LP(v).
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(ii) (p2(Qz))zex is a T-measurable LP-process for every Y-measurable LP-process (Qz)zex and
Qz = p2(Qy) when Qy is continuous.

(iil) (pL(Qz))zex is T-B-measurable for every bounded Y-B-measurable process (Qz)zex with val-
ues in T, for any choice of T, and pl,(Q.) = Q. when Q. is continuous.

Then (i) is equivalent to (ii). If p = oo and p, € A>®(v,) for x € X, (i)-(iii) are all equivalent.

Proof. The equivalence of the statements (i) and (ii) is immediate by Theorem 7.5. The assumption
X xT C T ensures for (ii) = (i) that if g € CP(Y) then Q = 1 ® g is the associated function of a
T-measurable LP-process. Now assume p = oo and p, € A*(v,) for each x.

For (i) = (iii), by Theorem 7.5 we get that (p;(Qgz))zex is T-measurable for every bounded
T-B-measurable process (Q)zex with values in I'. The equality p,(Q) = Q5 in (iii) follows from
g0 p(Qz) = pz(goQz) = goQy for g € C(I'). The converse implication (iii) = (ii) is clear by
Theorem 7.5, taking I' = R, which as pointed out before makes p/, = p,. O

Example 7.8. Let (X, X, u) and (Y,T,v) be probability spaces.

(a) Assume that v is complete. Every p € AG(v) is a 2-marginal with respect to £L®(u® v) by
[26], Theorem 2.6 along with Corollary 6.24. It follows that the clauses (i) and (ii) of Theorem 7.5
hold. See [21] for the definition of AG(v).

(b) If v is complete and p € A*°(v) is an admissibly generated lifting (see [25], page 291 for
the definition), then we get the existence of a lifting 7 € A®(u® ) with p-invariant sections:
[7(f)]e = p([r(f)]z) for each f € LX(u®v) and each z € X, by [25], Theorem 2.13. By Corollary
6.24, this property implies that p is a 2-marginal with respect to £*°(u ® v), and so the clauses of
Theorem 7.5 all hold for (X, X, u), (Y, T,v), (X x Y, XQT, u@v).

(c) Let (X x Y, T,v) be a probability space satisfying [C] and ¥ x Y C Y. If n: LP(v) — LP(v)
satisfies (/1) and (/2) then 7 is a 2-marginal with respect to £LP(vyy,,)) by Example 6.11. It follows
that the clauses of Theorem 7.5 hold for the spaces (X, X, u), (Y,T,v), (X XY, Tngur), Ungur))
which satisfy [C] by Proposition 3.28 and satisfy Xy X Y C MN(u,v) C Tor(u,)- (Clause (iii) requires
p=o00,1n€A®{).)

For part (a) of the next example, cf. [5], Example 6.14(a).

Example 7.9. Let (X,S, Y, 1) and (Y, T, T, v) be topological probability spaces.

(a) If pu,v are T-additive then from [4], Theorem 2.15 we get a 7-additive product space (X X
Y,8 x T,T,v). By the proof of (v) of that theorem, [C] holds if we replace (Y,v) by (T,),
where T := B(X x Y), v := v | T. Extending by the ideal 9N to get Yo, Uy, we preserve [C]
by Proposition 3.28. If p € VP(%,v), then similarly to what we did in Example 7.8 (c), we may
apply Example 6.11 in order to get that p is a 2-marginal with respect to L£P(Tg). Then clauses (i)
and (ii) of Corollary 7.7 hold for (X, X, ), (Y, T,v), (X x Y, T, Ug). Clause (iii) also holds when
p =00, p€ A®(v).

(b) If v is complete and p € A®(v) is a strong admissibly generated lifting, then there exists
a & x T-strong lifting 7 € A®(u® ) with p-invariant sections as in Example 7.8 (b), and such
that the product topology & x T consists of measurable sets by [22], Theorem 4.1.1° We then get,
as in Example 7.8 (b), that p € A®(v) is a 2-marginal with respect to £%°(u® v). But since 7 is
S x T-strong, it follows by [14], 453C, that 7 is C(X x Y)NL>®(u & v)-strong. Thus, the clause (i) of
Corollary 7.7 holds, and so the clauses of that Corollary all hold for (X, &, X, n), (V,%,T,v), (X x
V,6x T, Y07, ndv).

Cohn [8], Theorem 3 (see also Chung and Doob [7]) has given a necessary and sufficient condition
for a process to have a measurable modification. The result of Cohn has been extended in [5],
Theorem 8.8. Hoffmann-Jgrgensen [17] has given another necessary and sufficient condition, which

15Recall that for topological probability spaces (X, &, X, u) and (Y, %, T, v), in general we don’t have SxT C X@T
(see [13], Lemma 346K and [15]).
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only depends on the 2-dimensional marginal distributions of the process. Musial [24], Proposition
4.1 states another characterization of processes possessing a measurable modification. The next
theorem is inspired by that statement. See Corollary 7.13 for the specialization to probability
measures, and Remark 7.16 for how our result relates to the one in [24]. We begin with a technical
fact.

Lemma 7.10. Let X be a set, T an upwards directed family of subsets of X. Let (Y,Ty)zex be
measurable spaces and for each x € X, let J, be an ideal of T,,. Write T = (Ty)zex, J = (Jz)zex-
Let Y be a o-algebra on X XY such that Y CZ x T.

(i) If (T XY)[T] C Y then Y, s [T] = Y[T](pyncs-
If(YV\T,,K;) € Ty, z € X, and J, = K, NT,, K = (K;)zex then
(i) Yzur[T] = Y1ws[T].

Proof. By Proposition 3.3, (X x Y, Y,D) € T,, and so Yp is defined, for D =7 x J, Z x K, and
similarly (X x Y, Y[T],{0} x J) € T, so that T[Ty, is defined.

(i) Since Y[T]pyws € Yz and for any £ € {@} x J and x € X we have E, € J, C Ty, we have
Y[T]ipyxs € Yzus[T]. Conversely, let A € Yz, ;[T]. Then for some B € T and £ € Zx J, we have
A =BAE. For some N € Z, we have for all x € N¢ that B, € T and E, € J,. It follows that
EN(N¢xY) e {}} x.J. Wealso have BN(N°xY) € Y since NxY € (ZXY)[T] C T, and hence
BN(N¢xY) € T[T]. Therefore, AN(N®xY) = (BAE)N(N®xY) € T[T]ips. By assumption,
forallz € X, A, € Ty, 50 AN(N xY) € (ZXY)[T] C Y[T] C Y[T]gpyxs- Thus, A € Y[T]¢gyu-

(ii) Since J, C K, for all z, we have Y7, j[T] C Yzxx[T]. Conversely, let A € Y7, x[T]. Then for
some Be T CIZxTand F € Zx K, we have A= BA E. For some N € Z, we have for all x € N°
that B, € T, and FE, € K,. But we also have by assumption A, € T, so E, = A, A B, € T, and
therefore E, € J,. It follows that £ € Z x J and thus A € Tz, . O

Theorem 7.11. Let X be a set, T an upwards directed family of subsets of X. For x € X, let
Y, T,,K;) € Ty, Jp := K, NT,. Write

T = (TI)QZEX; J = (Jz)xEX7 K = (K:Jc)a:GX; Tk = ((Tx)Kz)wGX'

Let Y be a o-algebra on X x Y such that Y CI x T. Let Fp = {f ¢ RX*Y : f, € LY(T}), z € X}.
For f € Fr, consider the following statements, where £ is a o-algebra with T C Q C Y7y k.

(a) fo =7, g for all x € X, for some Y-measurable g € Fr.
(b) f is Y[T)¢pynr, -measurable.
(¢c) f is Yzxj-measurable.
(d) f is Yzxx-measurable.
(e) fo =K, gz for allx € X, for some Q-measurable g € Fry, .
The following implications hold: (a) < (b) = (c¢) & (d), (a) = (e) = (d). If (ZXY)[T] C T,

then (c) = (b) and therefore all statements are equivalent.

Proof. The implications (b) = (c¢) = (d) are clear. For the converses of these, if (d) holds, then by
Corollary 2.18, f is Yz« x[T]-measurable, and hence, by Lemma 7.10 (ii), is Y7 s[T]-measurable,
giving (c). If (ZXY)[T] € Y and (c) holds, then by Corollary 2.18, f is Yz, s[T]-measurable, and
hence, by Lemma 7.10 (i), is T[T]{gyx7,-measurable, giving (b). Next we check that (a) and (b)
are equivalent.

(a) = (b) Assume that g € Fr is T-measurable and f, =, g, for z € X. By Lemma 6.7 (iii)
(taking Z, T there to be {0}, YT[T], respectively), f is Y[T](p}x-measurable.

(b) = (a) Suppose (fi)zex is a Y[T]¢p}n-measurable process. By Lemma 3.1 (ii), there is a
real-valued Y[T]-measurable function g on X x Y such that g =g}, f. For each z € X, g, is
T-measurable by Proposition 2.16 (i) (with Z = {0}), giving g € Fr. From g =g}, s f we get that
for each z € X, g, =, fz, as required.
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The implication (a) = (e) is obvious since T C €, so there remains to show (e) = (d). For this
we apply (a) = (c) to the structures obtained by replacing Ty, J, and Y with (73)k,, K, and Q,
respectively. For the hypothesis corresponding to Y C Z x T', we have Q C T7yx CZ x Tx. We
have f € Fr C Fr,, so (a) = (c) in this instance gives that (e) implies that f is Q7 x-measurable,
and therefore is Y7, g-measurable since Q7w x C (Yzxx)zxkx = Yznk. Thus, (d) holds. O

Remark 7.12. Assume that (Z X Y)[T] € T holds and there exists an n = (1,)scx, where each
ne: LO(T,) — LO(T,) satisfies (I1) and (I2) (modulo K,) and 7 is a 2-marginal for £°(Y). Then
starting with f € Fr being Y7, x-measurable as in (d), we directly get g € Fr as in (a) by taking
g ="e(f)-

Proof. By (I1) for the n,, g € Fr and f, =k, g for all x € X. There remains to show g is
Y-measurable. By Lemma 3.1 (ii), there is an h € £L%(T) such that f =z, x h. There isan N € T
such that for z € N¢, we have h, € L%(T) and f, =k, hs,. By redefining h to be zero on N x Y,
we get h € Fr. The function 7e(h) is T-measurable since 7 is a 2-marginal for £°(Y). By (I2),
when z € N¢ n,(fz) = nz(hs). Hence ne(f) and ne(h) have the same restriction to N¢ x Y. By
(ZXY)[T] C T, it follows that g = ne(f) is T-measurable. O

Corollary 7.13. Let (X, X, pn), (Y, T,vs)zex, and (X x Y, YT, v) be probability spaces satisfying
[C]. Write Consider the following statements.
) (Qu)zex has a T-measurable modification (Uy)zex over (Y, T).
) (Qz)zex is T[T pyxr,-measurable.
(¢) (Qu)zex 18 Top(y,)-measurable.
) (Qz)zex is Tox-measurable.
)

The following implications hold: (a) < (b) = (c) < (d), (a) = (e) = (d). If (Zox Y)[T] C T,
then (c¢) = (b) and therefore all statements are equivalent.

Proof. This follows immediately from the theorem, taking 2 = T. O

Remark 7.14. The equivalence of (d) and (e) Corollary 7.13 holds under the milder assumption
that Xo x Y C Y. Since Yoy = Yan, for the equivalence of (d) and (e), we can apply Theorem 7.11
to the spaces (X, X, u), (Y, Txyi/\m)xe)(y (X x Y,'/I\",@), where T, is the domain of Tj. ([C] holds
by Proposition 2.19 (v).) Now the assumption (Z X Y)[T] € T holds since Xy XY C T follows
from Yy xY C Y. Some assumption is needed because if we take (X, X, u) = (Y, T,v) = [0,1]
with Lebesgue measure, (X x Y, Y, v) = the trivial probability having X x Y as its only nonempty
measurable set then all the measures are complete. The function @ = Xx{o}xy is Tm-measurable
since {0} x Y € M, but if U, =, Q, for all x, then U must take both the values 0 and 1 and hence
is not Y-measurable.

Remark 7.15. For 0 < p < oo, we could stipulate in clause (a) of Corollary 7.13 that (U,).ecx is
an LP-process and in clauses (b)—(d) that (Qz)zex is an LP-process, since a modification of an £P-
process is an £P-process. Then, similar to Remark 7.12, if (X X Y)[T] € Y holds and there exists
an 1 = (ny)zex, where each n,: LP(T,) — LP(T,) satisfies (1) and (I2) and 7 is a 2-marginal for
L£9P(T), then for any process (Q.)zex which is Tiy-measurable, we get a Y-measurable modification
(Uz)zex by taking U, = ne(Qz). In the proof of Proposition 4.1 of [24], liftings for £ were used
to show that (d) implies (e).

Remark 7.16. In Proposition 4.1 of [24], (using our notation) a product r.c.p. (vz)zex for a measure
v is given (see Example 2.15), and a process on (Y,T) is defined to be measurable if it is ©-
measurable. The proof that a Yg-measurable process has a measurable modification produces a
family of variables (U,)zex where U, is V,-measurable. By our definition, this is not a process
because the U, are not all measurable with respect to the same o-algebra. Nevertheless, it fits into
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the framework of Corollary 7.13 as statement (e) (see Remark 7.14), and was the motivation for
including statement (e).

Corollary 7.17. Let (X, X, pn), (Y, T,vy)zex, and (X XY, Y, v) be probability spaces satisfying [C].
Let (Qz)zex be a process over (Y,T) with values in R. The following statements are equivalent:
(1) (Qz)zex has a Ty-measurable modification (Uy)zex over (Y, T).
(i) (Qz)zex is Tor-measurable.

Proof. For (i) implies (ii), let U be a Ty-measurable modification of (Qz)zex. Then U is Yw[T]-
measurable by Corollary 2.18. The restriction of vy to T[T satisfies [C]. (By Proposition 3.28
(1), vm(u,) satisfies [C], and hence so does its restriction to Yy, [T] = Yw[T] (Lemma 7.10
(ii)) which is the same as the restriction of vy to that o-algebra.) We may therefore apply the
theorem to that restriction in the place of v to conclude that @ is (Yn[T])m-measurable. Since

(ii) = (i) is immediate by taking U = Q. O

8. FUBINI TYPE PRODUCTS

Let (X, X, ), (Y,T,v), (X xY,T,v) be fixed probability spaces, and let p € [0,00]. Also fix
§: LP(u) — RX and n: LP(v) — RY. In this section we work with real scalars assuming throughout
that K = R.

Definition 8.1. Define § ® n: LP(v) — RX*Y by the formula § ® 1 := §® o 1, i.e.,

OO (f)(@,y) = o([ne(N)Y)(x) if [ne(f)]” € LI(p) and (v © 6)(f)(x,y) := 0 otherwise
for all f € £P(v) and (z,y) € X x Y.

Remark 8.2. We can consider the composition 70 := ne 00® instead of §® on,. It is easy to derive
from results about 6 ® 1 corresponding results for the product n ®; 6. By [26], Theorem 3.2, when
v =p®v we have § ©® 1 # 1 @, ¢ if the spaces (X, X, ) and (Y, T,v) are not purely atomic, i.e.
practically in all interesting cases.

Definition 8.3 (Cf. [27], Definition 3.2). We say that n generates LP(u)-sections, if [ne(f)]Y €
LP(u) for all f € LP(v) and y € Y. If n is a primitive lifting for £P(v) which is a 2-marginal with
respect to £P(v) and generates L£P(u)-sections, then we say 7 is y-smooth.

The next result corresponds to [27], Lemma 3.1, concerning primitive liftings for sets, and has a
similar proof, which we enclose for completeness.

Lemma 8.4. Assume that [C] holds, p is complete, (X X Y)[T] C Y, and 1 is a primitive lifting
for LP(v) which is a 2-marginal with respect to LP(v). Then n is p-smooth if and only if there exists
a map ¢ : LP(v) — LP(v) satisfying (11), such that for all f € LP(v), there exists an Ny € Xy such

that for all x ¢ Ny, n([¢(f)]lz) = [o(f)la, and [p(f)]Y € LP(u) for every f € LP(v) andy € Y. In
this statement we can also take each Ny to be empty.

Proof. Consider a map ¢: LP(v) — LP(v) satisfying (/1) and such that for all f € LP(v) there
exists a set Ny € Xy with n([p(f)]e) = [@(f)]e for all & ¢ Ny. There is such a map by Corollary
6.24 (and we can ask that Ny = 0 for all f). By [C] and (1), there is an M; € Xy such that
fa: o(f)le € LP(vy) and fr =, [@(f)]s for all x ¢ My. For y € Y and « ¢ Ny U My we get

(e (/)Y () = n(fz)(y) = n([p(N2)(y) = [e(Nlz(y) = [p(S)]Y ().
Since p is complete, it follows that {[ne(f)]Y # [¢(f)]Y} € Xo. Thus, [@(f)]Y € LP(p) if and only if
(e ()Y € L2 (). O

Lemma 8.5. The map § ® 1 : LP(v) — RX*Y has the following properties. In (iii), (v), (vi),
assume that [C] holds. In (vi), (vii), assume also that Yo xY C T holds.
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() 8(ma(£)¥) = (6 @)Y for all f € £(v) and all y € Y with [na(f)Y € L2(p).

(i) [0 on)(N)]Y =o([(6 ©n)(f))Y) for all f € LP(v) and all y €Y .

(iii) If p is complete, 6 ® n satisfies (12).

(iv) If § and n fiz the constant function with value k on X and Y, respectively, then § ® n fizes
the constant function with value k on X xX Y.

(v) If § and n are homogeneous then 6 ©@n € 6 @ 1.

(vi) If6 € VB (n), n € VE(v), and n generates LF(p)-sections, then §©n is linear: (§&n)(af+g) =
a(don)(f)+ (0 ©n)(g) for alla e R and f,g € LP(v).

(vii) If 6 € A®(u), n € A®(v), and n generates L>(p)-sections, then 6 © n is multiplicative:

(6on)(fg) = on)(f)0©n)(g) fordl f,g € L2(v).
(viil) If & and n are positive then so is 6 ® 1.

Recall from Definition 2.7 that positivity of a primitive lifting means that it takes nonnegative
values on nonnegative functions.

Proof. (i) follows by Definition 8.1.

(ii) If f € LP(v) and y € Y then [(§ © n)(f)]Y equals either 0 ([ne(f)]Y) if [ne(f)]Y € LP(p), or O
otherwise. Either way we get [(6 © n)(f)]Y =0 ([(6 ©@ n)(f)]Y).

(iii) By Lemma 6.14, from f =, g and completeness of 11 we get that for all y, [ne(f)]Y =, [1e(9)]?,
e, u([ne(f)]Y A [ne(g)]¥) = 0, but the sets [ne(f)]Y, [176(g)]Y might not be measurable. If these sets
are measurable, it follows that (5 ® D)) = 8(1e(F)]*) = 6([m(9)]¥) = [(6 ® m)(g)]¥- Otherwise

we have [(0 ©n)(f)]Y = 0= [(6 ©n)(g)]*-
iv) Obvious from the definitions.

(

(v) If g € LP(p) and h € LP(v), then [ne(9 @ h)]Y = [g @ n(h)]¥ = gn(h)(y) € LF(p) by Lemma
6.13 (i), so using (i) we get [(6 © n)(g @ h)]Y = 6([ne(g @ h)]*) = n(h)(y)d(g) = [6(g) @ n(h)]*.

(vi) Let @ € R. Since d®n satisfies (12) by (iii), it follows from Proposition 2.19 (iv) and Corollary
2.21 (here we use Xy x Y C T) that we may assume that f,, g, € LP(v) for all z € X. Then from
Lemma 6.13 (iv) it follows that ne(af 4+ g) = ane(f) + ne(g). Since n generates LP(u)-sections, we
then get for any y € ¥ that [(6 © 1)(af + )1V = ([me(af + 9)) = ab([1e(F)) + 6([na(g)]¥) =

al(6 O n) (Y + (6 ©n)(9)]*.
(vii) As in (vi), we may assume that f;,g, € L>(v) for all x € X. For all f € £L*(v) and all

y € Y applying Lemma 6.13 (iv)(c) and the assumption that n generates £°°(u)-sections, we get

(GO (f9)]Y =[0([ne(f9)]Y) = 6([ne(£)]YIne(9)]*)
= 3([ne(£)])0([ne(9)]¥) = [(6 @ M) (/)I*[(6 © m)(9)]

(viii) Let f € LP(v) with f > 0 and let y € Y. Since 7 is positive, Lemma 6.13 (iii) gives

1e(f) 2 0. Then for y €Y, [ne(f)]¥ 2 0, s0if [ne(f)]” € LP (1) we get [(60n)(f)]Y = ([ne(f)]) = 0
since § is positive. If [n.(f)]y ¢ LP(p) then [(6 ©®n)(f)]Y = 0. O

Remark 8.6. There is now an obvious question, whether when 0 and 7 are primitive liftings for
LP(p) and LP(v), respectively, the map § ® 7 is a primitive lifting for £P(v). As it is shown in [27],
Remark 5.1, when v = u®wv, if § € A%(u) and n € A®(v) it may happen that § ® 7 does not
satisfy (11).

Definition 8.7 (Cf. [27], Definition 4.2). The pair (§,7) is LP(v)-preserving if f € L£P(v) implies
@on)(f) € LP(v).

Proposition 8.8. If § is a 1-marginal and 7 is a 2-marginal with respect to LP(v), then the pair
(6,m) is LP(v)-preserving.

Proof. Let f € LP(v) be arbitrary. Then ne(f) € L£P(v) by the marginality of n and therefore
(bOn)(f) =0%me(f)) € LP(v) by the marginality of §. O
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Definition 8.9 (Cf. [27], Definition 3.2). 1 is a weak 2-marginal with respect to £P(v) if for each
f € LP(v) there is an My € Ty such that [ne(f)]Y, fY € LP(n) and [ne(f)]Y =, fY for all y ¢ M.

Remark 8.10. When [C] and [C] hold, and (Xy X Y)[T] C T, a 2-marginal with respect to £P(v) is
also a weak 2-marginal with respect to £P(v).

Proof. By Corollary 6.24, n satisfies (11) on LP(v). Then for each f € LP(v) we have ne(f) € LP(v)

and ne(f) =, f. Then by [C], there is an My € Ty such that [ne(f)]Y, f¥ € LP(u) and [ne(f)]Y =, fY
for all y & Mjy. O

Under some mild assumptions, § ® n satisfies (1) if and only if (4,n) is £P(v)-preserving and 7
is a weak 2-marginal with respect to £P(v). The following proposition is modelled on Proposition
4.3 of [27] which establishes that equivalence in the context of liftings for sets with v = p®v.
As pointed out in the footnote to [3], Remark 5.7 (b), the proof given there has a gap. We take
the opportunity in Corollary 8.14 to fill that gap. The new proof also eliminates completeness
assumptions on the measures.

Proposition 8.11. Assume [C] holds, 6 is a primitive lifting for LP(u), n: LP(v) — RY.
(i) If (0,m) is LP(v)-preserving and n is a weak 2-marginal with respect to LP(v) then 6 ® n
satisfies (11).
(ii) Assume that X xY C Y. Suppose that either (a) X is not an atom, or (b) X is an atom, [C]
holds, X x T C Y, and n satisfies (12). If § ®n satisfies (I11) then (§,n) is LP(v)-preserving
and n is a weak 2-marginal with respect to LP(v).

Proof. (i) The argument in [27] adapts easily to the present setting. Assume (6,7) is LP(v)-
preserving and 7 is a weak 2-marginal with respect to £P(v). Write ¢ := § ©®n. Let f € LP(v).
Then ¢(f) € LP(v) and for some M € Ty, [ne(f)]Y, fY € LP(1) and [ne(f)]Y =, fY when y ¢ M.
Let F = {¢(f) # f}. We have F € Y. When y & M, [p(/)lY = 6([1a(F)]Y) = 8(/¥) = f¥, where
we used that § is a primitive lifting for £P(u), giving u(FY) = p{le(f)]Y # f¥Y} = 0. It follows from
[C] that v(F) = 0. Thus, ¢(f) =, f and (/1) holds.

(ii) Assume that (/1) holds for ¢ = § ® n. Then in particular the pair (d,7) is £P(v)-preserving.
To prove that 7 is a weak 2-marginal for £P(v), let f € LP(v).

Claim 8.12. For each N € Xy, v*(Gx) =0, where Gy = {y €Y : [e(£)]Y | N ¢ LO(u | N)}.

Proof. Let N € Y. Consider the function g which agrees with f on N X Y and is identically equal
to 1 on N¢ x Y. This function g belongs to £P(v) since X x Y C Y. By [C] and (I1) for ¢, let
M e Ty satisfy that y ¢ M implies [¢(g)]Y, ¢¥ € LP (i) and [¢(g)]Y =, ¢¥ =, 1.

For y € G, we have [1s(9)]Y | N = [ns(f)]Y I N ¢ £%(u | N) implying that [7e(g)]¥ ¢ LP (1)
and hence [p(g)]Y =0, so that y € M. Thus Gy € M and the claim follows. O

Claim 8.13. v*(K) =0, where K = {y € Y : [ne(f)]Y & LP(1)}.
Proof. We treat two cases, corresponding to assumptions (a) and (b).

(a) X is not an atom.

This is similar to the proof of Claim 8.12. Write X = AgUA; where Ag and A; are disjoint sets of
positive measure. Then K = KoUK, where fori =0,1, K; = {y € K : [ne(f)]Y | Ai & LP(u | A;i)}.
It will suffice to show that v*(K;) = 0 for i« = 0,1. We show v*(K() = 0, the case i = 1 being
similar. Consider the function g which agrees with f on Ay x Y and is identically equal to 1 on
A1 x Y. We have g € LP(v). By [C] and (I1) for ¢, let M € Ty satisfy that y ¢ M implies
(0(9)]Y,9Y € LP(p) and [p(g)]Y =, ¢¥ which is not =, 0 since it equals 1 on Aj.

For y € Ko, [ne(9)]Y [ Ao = [ne(f)]Y | Ao & LP(p | Ao) implying that [ne(g)]” ¢ LF(1) and hence
[p(9)]Y =0. Thus, Ky € M and hence v*(Ky) = 0, as desired.
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(b) X is an atom, [C] holds, X x T'C T, and 7 satisfies (I2).

By Example 3.4, there is a w € £%(v) such that the (X x T)-measurable function g: X xY — R
given by g(x,y) = w(y) satisfies f =, g. By [C], there exists a set P € Xy, such that z ¢ P implies
fo € LP(v), and f, =, g, = w. Since 7 satisfies (12), [ne(f)]z = n(w) when x € P¢, so that for any
y ey, n(f)]Y | P°=n(w)(y) is constant, in particular, [ne(f)]Y [ P¢ € LP(u). For y ¢ Gp we
have [s(f)]Y | P € L) and hence [ne(f)]Y € £P(u). Thus, K C Gp and Claim 8.13 follows by
Claim 8.12. (]

With this claim, the proof proceeds by adapting the argument in [27]. From [C] and (/1) we get
M € Tp, such that y ¢ M implies [p(f)]Y, fY € X, and [¢(f)]Y =, fY. By Claim 8.13, we can also
take M so that y ¢ M implies [ne(f)]Y € LP(p). For y € M¢ we have [ne(f)]Y =4 0([ne(f)]Y) =
[e(f)]Y =4 fY, and therefore 7 is a weak 2-marginal with respect to £P(v). O

We similarly have the following corollary of the preceding proof, giving a version of the proposi-
tion for maps on the family of measurable sets instead of on LP. Except for the new clause (c) in
(ii), it follows by a straightforward modification to the proof of Proposition 8.11.

For set maps 0 € P(X)*, n € P(Y)T the notions in this section have meanings analogous to
the ones given above. For F C X xY, 0°(E) = {(z,y) € X xY : 2z € 6(EY), EY € X} and
Ne(E) = {(z,y) € X xY 1y € 6(E;), E; € T}. Then the pair (d,n) is YT-preserving if E € T
implies (§ © n)(f) := 0*(ne(E)) € T. We say 1 is a weak 2-marginal with respect to Y if for each
E € Y there is an Mg € Ty such that [ne(E)]Y, EY € Y and [ne(E)|Y =, EY for all y ¢ Mg.

Corollary 8.14. Assume [C] holds, X xY C Y, § is a primitive lifting for p, and n € P(Y)T.

(i) If (6,7n) is Y-preserving and n is a weak 2-marginal with respect to Y then § ©n satisfies (L1).

(ii) Suppose that one of the following holds: (a) X is not an atom; (b) X is an atom, [C] holds,
X xT C T, and n satisfies (L2); (c) X is an atom, X x T C Y, n satisfies (V) and p is
complete. If 6 © n satisfies (L1) then (0,n) is Y-preserving and n is a weak 2-marginal with
respect to Y.

Proof. Repeat the proof of Proposition 8.11, making appropriate changes to the notation: in the
whole proof, replace £P(v) by T; in (i), replace f by a set E € T, and take F' = p(FE) A E; in (ii),
fix aset £ € T, replacing f by E in the rest of the proof, replace the restriction symbol [ by the
intersection symbol N, replace L£P(u), LP(p | N) and LP(u | A;) by X and LP(v) by T (for any
exponent p), and replace the constant functions 0 and 1 by the sets () and X. Claim 8.12 now reads
as follows.

Claim 8.15. For each N € Xy, v*(Gy) =0, where Gy ={y € Y : [ne(E)|Y "N ¢ X'}.
In the proof of Claim 8.12, replace g by F'= E U (N¢ x Y'). Claim 8.13 now reads as follows.
Claim 8.16. v*(K) =0, where K ={y € Y : [ne(E)]Y ¢ X'}.

In the proof of Claim 8.13, in (a), replace g by F' = EU (41 x Y). In (b), and also for (c),
the fact that X is an atom and [C] holds with X x T C T, gives us (from Example 3.4 again) an
Ap € T and an Ng € Tj such that E =, F := X x A (F replaces g) and y ¢ Ng implies EY € ¥
and p(EY) = xa,(y). The value n(w)(y) becomes P° or () depending on whether y € n(Ag).

That leaves the proof of Claim 8.16 under the assumptions in (c), namely that X is an atom, 7
satisfies (V') and p is complete. For that, we will make use of the following claim.

Claim 8.17. If y € A\ Ng then [ne(E)]Y € X and u([ne.(E)]Y) = 1.
Proof. When y € Ag\Ng, [¢(E)]Y =, EY, so [p(F)]Y has measure one since y € Ag\ Ng. It follows
that [ne(E)]Y € X and 0([ne(F)]Y) = [p(F)]Y has measure one. Therefore p([ne(E)]Y) = 1. O
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Since n satisfies (V'), so does 1o, and then we get [ne(E)]Y N [ne(E)]Y = O for all y. By Claim
8.17 applied to E¢, y € Age \ Nge implies u([ne(E°)])Y) = 1, and then by completeness of 1 we get
w([ne(E)JY) = 0, in particular [ne(E)]Y € X. We also have that y € Ag \ Ng implies [ne(E)]Y € ¥
and u([ne(E)])Y) = 1, so it follows that (Ag \ Ng) N (Age \ Ngc) = 0. We have by [C] that
v(E) =v(X x Ag) = v(Ag) and similarly for E¢, so the set (Ag\ Ng)U (Age \ Ngc) has v-measure

one and is disjoint from K. Claim 8.16 follows.

Using Claim 8.16, the proof is completed as in the proof of Proposition 8.11, making appropriate
changes as above. O

The following example shows that the assumption that n satisfies (L2) in (ii)(b) cannot be
deleted.

Example 8.18. Let X =Y = [0, 1], u = Lebesgue measure restricted to Borel sets of measure 0
or 1, v = Lebesgue measure, v = u® v.

Note that each p ® v-measurable set E has the property that for some measure zero set P C X,
EN(P°xY)= P¢x A for some measurable set A (since these sets form a o-algebra containing
the products U x V', where U is p-measurable and V' is v-measurable). The measure zero sets for
v are therefore the sets which are contained in (P x Y) U (X x @) for some measure zero sets P, Q.

Let u: X —[0,1/2) and h: X — [1/2,1] be functions such that u is one-to-one and has measure
zero range, and each fiber h=!(y) of h is a Bernstein subset of X, y € [1/2,1]. Let & be the unique
lifting for p, and let 7y be any lifting for Lebesgue measure satisfying 7([0,1/2)) = [0,1/2), and
for measurable sets E C [0,1], let n(E) = no(E) unless E has the form E = [0,1/2) \ {u(x)}, in
which case set 7(]0,1/2) \ {u(x)}) =[0,1/2) U {h(z)}.

Let E C X xY be v-measurable. By [3], Proposition 5.2 (iii), we have E =, L := X x A for some
measurable set A. The set EA (X x A) is contained in (P x Y )U(X x Q) for some measure zero sets
P,Q,s0 EN(P*xQ°) = P°x(ANQ°). If A=, [0,1/2) fails, then we also do not have E, =, [0,1/2)
for any = and hence ne(F) N (P¢xY) = P¢xn(A). This gives for any y € n(A), [ne(F)|Y N P¢ = P¢
and therefore [ne(E)]Y has measure one and [p(E)]Y = d([ne(E)]Y) = X. When y ¢ n(A), we get
[ne(E)]Y N P¢ = () and therefore [ne(E)]Y has measure zero and [p(E)]Y = §([ne(E)]Y) = 0. Tt follows
that (E) = X x n(A) and hence p(E) =, E.

If A=, [0,1/2) holds, then for some N € X, we have for x € N¢ that E, € T and E, =, A,
50 [ne(E)]z = n(Ey) =[0,1/2) or [0,1/2) U{w(x)} for some w(x) € [1/2,1]. Only countable many
fibers w~!(y) of the (partially defined) function w can be measurable of positive measure. For any
other value of y, [ne(E)]Y is of measure zero or not measurable, so [p(E)]Y = (. It follows that
©(E)N(N€xY) equals the union of N¢ x [0,1/2) and countably many sets of measure zero of the
form 6(w=1(y)) x {y} and hence equals E modulo v.

However, identifying u with its graph {(z,u(x)) : € X}, for the set F = (X x [0,1/2)) \ u, all
the sections [ne(E)]Y = h~!(y) are nonmeasurable for y € [1/2,1], so 7 is not a weak 2-marginal for
T.

Proposition 8.19. Assume that u is complete and that [C] and [C] hold. Let 6 € PP(u), n € PP(v).
Assume that (6,m) is LP(v)-preserving. If n is a weak 2-marginal with respect to LP(v), then
doOn e PP(v).

Proof. The product § ® n satisfies condition ({2) by Lemma 8.5 (iii), and (6 ® n)(f) = f for f
constant, by Lemma 8.5 (iv), so we need only to show condition (1), which follows by Proposition
8.11. g

Proposition 8.20. Assume that p is complete and that [C] and [C] hold. Let § € Vg°(u), n €
VRS (v). If (6,n) is L(v)-preserving and 1 is a weak 2-marginal with respect to L2 (v) and generates
L2 (p)-sections, then § ©n € Vo (v).
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Proof. By Proposition 8.19 we get 6 ®n € P*°(v) and by Lemma 8.5 (vi) the product 6 ® 7 is a
linear map. ]

Corollary 8.21. Assume that j is complete and that [C] and [C] hold. If (6,n) € G(n) x G(v) is
L>(v)-preserving and 1 is a weak 2-marginal with respect to L>(v) and generates L°°(u)-sections,
then § ©n € G(v).

Proof. By Proposition 8.20 we get § ® 7 € Vg°(v); hence 6 ©®n € G(v) by Lemma 8.5 (viii). d

Question 8.22. Let (§,7n) € Vg°(n) x Vg°(v) preserve measurability, and let ) be a weak 2-marginal
with respect to £2(u ® v). Assume that §©&n € Ve (p ®v). Does 1 generate p-measurable sections
in £2(1)? What if we assume also that (6,7) € G(u) x G(v) and § ©n € G(u@v)?

The next result is complementary to Theorem 2.6 from [26].

Theorem 8.23. Assume that i and v are complete. Let 6 € G(u), n € AG(v). If (§,n) is L2(v)-
preserving and n generates L£>°(u)-sections, then =8 ®n € G(u@v) and the following hold.

(i) Ted@n.

(i) [r(F))Y = 6((x(£))¥) for all [ € L2(uEv) and all y €Y.

Proof. Since n € AG(v) and p and v are complete, it follows by [26], Proposition 2.4 that there
exists ¢ € G(u®v) such that for every f € L®(u®v) there exists a set Ny € Xy such that
[e(H)]z = n([e(f)]z) for every € X \ Ny. By Lemma 6.18, taking v = p®v and M = L>(v),
we get that 7, satisfies (1) and hence 7 is a weak 2-marginal with respect to £°(u®v). It then
follows by Corollary 8.21 that 7 := 6 @71 € G(u®v), and so applying Lemma 8.5, (ii), (v), we
obtain the validity of the statements (i) and (ii). O

The next result corresponds to [27], Proposition 5.1, concerning liftings for sets, and has a similar
proof, which we enclose for completeness.

Proposition 8.24. Assume that p is complete. If (6,m) € A (u) x A®(v) is L(v)-preserving
and n is 2-marginal with respect to L (p ® v) the the following statements are equivalent

(i) n is p-smooth;

(i) sOn € A®(udv).

Proof. For (i) = (ii), by Corollary 8.21 we get 6 ® n € G(u® v), implying along with Lemma 8.5
(vii) that 6 @7 € A®(u®v).

For (i) = (i), let f € £L*(u®v) and let g = 1 — f. By Proposition 2.19 (ii), there is an N € X
such that forz ¢ N. f;,9, € L®(v). When x ¢ N, we have fy+g, = 1, son(fz)+n(gz) = n(1) = 1.
Thus, we have for any y € Y the equation [ne(f)]Y(x) + [ne(g)]Y(x) = 1 for x ¢ N. Since p is
complete, it follows that [1e(f)]Y € L(u) if and only if [ne(g)]¥ € L>(u). Since for any y € Y we
have

L=[0on)) =[don(f+g)!=I[on(N]+I[6en) (9],
the conditions [ne(f)]Y € L>(1) and [ne(g)]Y € £°°(n) do not both fail, and hence they both hold.
Thus, n generates £°°(u)-sections and therefore is p-smooth. ([l

Theorem 8.25. Let (X, X, 1) be complete and non-atomic and let (Y, T,v) be complete, non-atomic
and perfect. If the pair (5,n) € A®(p) x A= (v) is L>°(u® v)-preserving and 1 is a 2-marginal with
respect to L2(u@v) then § ©@n € PP (u®@v) but § ©n ¢ A (n®v).
Proof. We have that 7 is a weak 2-marginal with respect to £*°(u®v) by Remark 8.10. That
NOR/NS POO(,uQAQZ/) then follows from Proposition 8.19. For the last statement suppose we had
SOneEA®(LBv).

By Proposition 9.24 7 is u-smooth, i.e., it is a 2-marginal with respect to £ (u ® v) and generates
L ()-sections. Since 7 is 2-marginal with respect to £°(u® v), the induced lifting on 7', which
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we also denote by 7, is a 2-marginal with respect to ¥ & T'. (The induced lifting on T is given by
B — n(B) where n(xB) = Xyp)- We have ns(XE) = Xy, (g) for any set £ C X x Y, as is readily
verified.) Thus, applying [3] Lemma 4.11 (see [5] Lemma 4.8 for an important correction to the
proof!® ) we obtain the existence of a lifting 7 € A(u® v) such that

(8.26) n([r(E)]) = [r(E)], forall E€ Y®T and z € X.

By standard arguments it then follows that n([7(f)]s) = [7(f)]. for all f € LX(p®v) and = € X.
(From (8.26) this holds for f = xg, E € ¥ ® T, and hence for simple functions. Then use the fact
that any f € L®(u®v) is a uniform limit of simple functions and the fact that liftings preserve
uniform limits.)

Since n generates £ (u)-sections, and [ne(f)]. = n(fz) = n([7(f)]z) = [7(f)]» for p-almost all
x € X, it follows that [x(f)]Y € £>(u) for all f € LX(u®v) and y € Y. (Cf. the proof of Lemma
9.4.) Thus, we have

(8.27) [(E)Y € X forall E€ X&T and y €Y.

So, there exist liftings n € A(v) and 7 € A(u® v) satisfying conditions (8.26) and (8.27), which

contradicts [25] Theorem 4.3. O
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