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ENMNEHET VP E—
tAGEH HAEXHE (Punio Hiai)

Jones[10] & coupling constant & Umegaki O % # f Hf 7 &
[19] % > T 11; factor & £ ® subfactor O O KT #H %= M
ﬁtf:'. Pimsner-Popal[l16] (& Connes-Stgrmer[5] BE AL 72 = ~
P 2 ¥ — %11y factor-subfactor & L CEHEL, = v b2t —1¢&
Jones ¥ L OB B EZMWM L 2. 1’5  Kosaki[ll] & Connes O
spatial B i [3] & Haagerup @ operator valued weight o B iR
[6] 2 ~— R iz, Jones #E¥ % — &k D factor Zﬁ!’o subfactor ~ O
SHMHGMEOE K (Kosaki fEH) I/ LA, EH[T]E factor-
subfactor ¥ E5E A St &, ZoMOKLHENYHBMED Kosaki 15
HogNMNE2ZEZ, BNERTOII-DORH ST 2 H A K.

T, 81Ttk [1] oRZEZBANAL, §2TcRENMNEROEFXH
BA2#EARN 3. § 3 Cix, Pimsner-Popa D H X /2 x v b v ¥ — &
Jones HHOMBERNZEHA KBV, — o v.N. R¥ELTORH
R¥eHlTczy e E-—DHLVWERZEAT 2. § 4 CTRIEXK
B O factor-subfactor DS B /NMEHE vy P er -l
BrxHLPKRT S, §20RRELAREHEHLT L2, § 8§ 3,
4 ZEHEHEBE LA (FMEII08]) .

§ 1. BPhEHOOHE®S Y
AT, v.N. RE I+ XCTo -finite &4+ 3. M % factor, N %

"7
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M © subfactor &L, M 5 N ~OKHEMYHE2E%EEWMN
<% 4. Be€F(MN) © Kosaki ¥ % & Index E =E"' (1) TE &S
s, 2k E"‘ X N » S M ~®dD operator valued we'ight"c\‘

D, spatial derivative K B3 % F K

d¢ -E de

dd¢ ‘ d¢ -E°1

¥ T B, REL ©,¢ BehEgh N, M LOoEBEEHDZ seni-
finite weights (E-' & @, ¢ OMbD BFIES W) .

ETYWMBEAOFEL LT,

(1) E€ E(M,N) 2 Index E <4 TS5, N nM =C THD,
S(M,N) = {E} |

(2) BEE(M, N) # Index E <o W5, N nM aiﬁﬁﬁiﬁzfc'@és
n, TRTO FeE(M,kN) w3 LT Index F < o,

(2) X b, Index E <o, VEEE(MN), k& Index E = =,

VY E€ E(M N).

EM1.1.[7] &% % E€EM,N) T Index E <o o & &, H—2

® Eg€L(M.N) BEHLELT,
Index Bg = min {Index E: E€ E(M, N)}

X5, E€EMN) iextLT®idHEME:

(i) E = Eo,

(ii) EI N AM E '[N AMM» FPLrv—xTdsb, ELIN nM
= (Index E)E| N ‘A M,

(iii) E"' | N AM = (Index EDE| N M

-2~



"9

(iv) E|J N AM B b»v—x*@&:ﬂo, N AM ® minimal central

projections qp,,qn (2 qi=1) Xt L

E(qi) = (Index E  Index E)'”2 1<i<nm.

L

2Zi N AM O projection p kX L, B € E(pMp,Np) i
p

q
Ep(x) =E(p) 'E(x)p TE Z 5.

o @ (iv) @& [1] cBHREhTCRVY, EFH» S F R DLD
5. Longo[12] $ COoKHBTHRIDEREHEH ST TV 3.
EB1.1 T N AnM #C 7 5, Index E, E€ E(M,N), &

[ Index Eg,®) O+ XRToOE %> H 3.

§ 2. mAMEHOERAH®REH

& ®D® factor-subfactor M2 N KX L T, B/NIEH [M:N]lqg %
[M:N]e = min {Index E: E€ E(M, N)}

TEHB. LFEL, EMN=@Z %71 Index E = (E€T(MN))
D& ER [M:N]lg=o &7 3.

COHE T, v.N. REWRE T XT factor &9 3.

A2, 1. [M:N]lg =[N M T
AFBH. [M:Nlg= Index Eg< o & ¢ 3 &, Eg’ = (lndex Ep) 'Ep !
€ &(N” ,M" ) » > Index Bg’ = Index Eg T & 2 5 5, [N M 1l

< [M:N]g. AU & &KL, O
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@ E2.2. MDM,2N, 2N ®& &, [M:N:1a = [M:Nla.

EH. M2L2N kXL, ®o (1), (2) 2R & v

(1) [L:Nlg < [M:Nlg,

(2) [M:Llp < [M:Nle.
[M:N]o = Index Ep <o @& &, Egll €E(LN) THbh, ROH
B82.3 £ D Index(Eg| L) .S Index Eg. & » € (1) BEL. N 2

L/ 2M & (1) & @21 2HwhE, (2) &8ki. ]

M E2.3. MD2L2N, E€ E(M,N) © & &, Index(E| L) < Index E.
iFE BH. Index E <o & LT, M ® standard i%ﬁ’;:ﬂglﬂif, N,
N ez FnBEEHRRB states @, ¢ BELEST Z. ¢, =
¢ I M, ¢, =9¢ | L &BL., Bl oLF5Z2HVWT, N CL’ &

n # Cc H o D(H. ¢ 1 )D2D(H.b2). £ EDH, b)) i

¢ 1 ¢ 2
LT, R¢1(E)=R¢2(E)|Jf¢1 xoe® (s er=e®%(r. 8)
ri oy,

0 -5(0” "(r.E)) =0 B0”%(E, .

X » T positive quadratic forms

0, (£) =@ -B(o”H(E . £)), FeDH. 6, ). 1= 1.2

OB B >WT, D(q1)2D(d) » 2 ;(F)Sq(F), ¥ F €D(qy).

> %0 d¢ ‘E/d¢ , = d‘P'(EI‘ L)/d¢v2. P - T

de d¢ -8 _ d9 -(El L) _ de

d¢  E-1 dé g d¢ » d¢ o+ (E| L)1
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LR g B2 ¢ (Bl L)Y, Wi E"(lk_)%(E L LY (). O

i WE2 3 REBMEAIL L VEH SN TV AKROER (Pinsner-
Popa AERX)DSHSL: MBEBRBXRXRTTRIIHLE, £F D EE
EM,N) e L=

~(Index E) ' =max {2 20: E(x)= A x, VxE€ M+} .

M A 11, factor D&, Chid [16] TEHEN . M BHBRK
TTH E -2id P TFHE VI E&ALBEHAIAE, ALRAPK
. Ld>»L, Lo BRoiFHT ” 4 >0 => Index E < o ” »I

BEe#gELWEWwWS o, HELS OEREOIHENHE%Z S X 7.

EB2.4. M;2N; (i = 1,2) © & &,
(Mi®@ Mo:N1®N2lp = [My:N¢Jp[M2:N2]0.

MWL EFE, EOL®@M, Ni®N)# P & M N # @ (i = 1,2)
BT Cicbh B, Kic E€E(M @ Mo, Ny®Ny), Index E < o ‘<‘:‘§‘%>
&, (Index B) 'E"' € E(Ny' ®N2' . My' ®M2' ) X b E(N[ .M ) |
&, e (Ni®N) n (Mi®Mz) = (Ny' AM)® (N2' A M) 8
ARRxTE» S, N nMy PHEBRKRIT. &->7T F, €M, N;)
L Index F, < (i = 1,2). ®-» T Mi®@M2:N; ®Nolpg < =
[M; :N;1p <o (i =1,2) BPWAl., BRI [Mi:NL]“ =Inde‘x Ebi_

<eo (i =1,2) &¢33%&, XRo#ELS D (E1®Ep) "' =

E1"'®E"! TH B S,

(E1®E2) 1] (Ny®Nz) n (M ® Mp)
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= (lndex E;)(Index E2)E;1®E2 | (N1 ®Nz2)" n (M1 ® M2).

Wi EE1.1 £, [Mi®Ma:N;®N2lpg = (Index Ey)(Index Ez). O

W25, B € S(ML N (i=1.2) EHLT, (B1®B)7" =
B, '®E,"'. & » T Index(E;®Ez)= (Index Ey)(Index Ez).

B, Ch i spatial derivative KBl T 3 F R

d(® 1®@ ®,) d® 4 ae

®
d(¢ 1® ¢ 2) ddo 4 d¢ »

PEEORTHS. LrLEBEEIRS, MUFied~3zEH (2@
Rick3) vEBETH 3.
‘Pi,qbi A FNnEF N N: . M,L o B EIFFHNT semifinite weights

¢ ,-E1® ® 2-E> ¢ ,-E, ¢ >-E» o 1® ¢ 2
Vc‘:‘é‘é&, at = 04 ®0t , at =

¢ 1 ¢ 2 d@]‘E] d@ ,-Eo_ it R
X b, Ad & ¥ &L U
t t ( d¢ d¢ » )

d{(® {‘E1® @ ,-E,) it .
Ad ( LURLE e B2l ity M, @M, BX U M, ®M, LbiEL

d(¢ 1® ¢ 2)
action %= 8] ##& 4 [3]. M. » factor # & 5

i
d(¢ {-E1® ® 5+-E,) d¢ ,-E d¢ »-E
1B 2 B2) _ 1 Bog 2 E2 (a >0)
d(¢ 1® ¢ 2) dd¢ d¢ »
BB

de , de d(e 1® ¢ )

—— @ E— -~ 8 — T (B >0)
d¢ 1-E4 d¢ 2-E2 d(¢ 1*E17'® ¢ 2-E2"")

X - T (E1®E2)-1.=7E1_1®Eg_1 (y >0). e ® e

= €
N1® N2 N1 N2
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cEB LT, [11]1 &b

1 = (E,®E,)"! = gy B, ! ®E, ! ( = 4.
(E 2) (eN1®N2) 7 By (eN1) 2 eNQ) 7

#Hic (E1®Ep)" ! = El‘i®E2'1. (Lo F Index E; < %7

2 = KhbhbdiZw, ) O

EE2.5 & [12] ©d &b 3,

M2L2N o & &, [M:N]g = [M:L]lo[L:Nlg &8 5 ».

MmE2.6. M2LDN, [M:Nlpg=Index Eg < D& &, ®XIiZ[EHE:
(i) [M:N]g = I[M:Llgl[L:N1lg,
(ii) 3 E€ E(M,L) s.t. Eq = Eg-E,

- E
(iii) ¢ %2 N Lo BEIEHR state & T %5 &, 0‘.0 "(Ly=1,Vt

ER (oKX © OWMD HFicks2w) . |

ik . (D)= (ii). 2.2 £V [M:Llg <o, [L:N]g <o T
555, E€ (ML), FEE(LN) BEHEL T Index E = [M:L]g,
Index F = [L:N]a. F'E € E(M,N) o Index F-B =
(Index E)(Index F)= [M:Nlg. & » T Eg= F-E. # > T Eg| L =
F &7 b, Eg= Eg-E.

(ii)=> (i). F= Eg| L € E(L.N) & B < &,

[M:N]y = 1Index F‘E = (Index E)(Index F)

® -E
(ii)=> (iii). @ E; = @ Eg+E &£V ¢ (L) = L.
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(iii)=> (ii). B€ EM, L) BWEAEL T @ -Eg= @ Eg*E. & > T

Ea = Ez‘E. D
2T, M2L2N, N AnM = (N AL)VIL AM D & X,
[M:N]g = [M:Llgl[L:NJe.

iFBH. [M:Lle = F 7213 [L:N]lg = 5, MBE2. 2 ]
[M:N]g =°°...J:’)'C [M:Llg < o, [L:N]lg < &9 3% &, E €
E(M,L), FETAL,N) MEZEL T Index E = [M:L]g, Index F =

[L:N]la. FEFE D x€EL" A M, y€XN' AL L T

I

(F-E) ' (xy) E-1-F ' (xy)

BTN (x) P (y)

Il

(Index E)(Index F)E(x)F(y)

= (Index E)(Index F)F-E(xy).

P - T (F-E)"'] N AM = (Index E)(Index F)F-E| N AM & & D,

EFHBH1.1 b [M:Nlg = Index F-E = [M:Lla[L:N]e. (___]'

EH2I2.4 EBVT, MOM:2N, @MDON 1 ®N, B E2.7T ORE %
M3, Lo Twm#2.7T 25 ¢&, TEH2.4 OEHBDLBEBEKR 3.
XOFBEHBTWR, a2Bf2 vy P8 GO M(DN) Eo action

L, a(N)=N,VgeG, & 3., i, MM G B EWo -finite
g : a ;

THBEI5FT 3L, 6 BEITEELLTEL (COBRFRAEN

e DOTRITW) .



EM2.8.(1) Crossed products MX G, NX G & factors @ & %,
: a a

[MX G : NX Glg = [M:N]a.
a a

(2) a | N » semi-dual &9 % (a | N & dominant B 5 % 5 T

a a
» B) . Fixed point algebras M , N A factors (& MM G,
o a

NX_ G factors) O & &, e v% 1, = [M:Nla.

EB. (1) M = anc,?v’z N@_ G & e, (18] kb

a @ Ad(p ) a ® Ad(p )

¥ = (M@ B(L2(G))) Y = (N®B(L2(G)))

[M:N]lg = Index E <o (EE€EM,N)) &3 3¢, HEOD ge6 iwx

L<, aBa"! €E(MN) > Index(aEa ') = Index E (%
g g g g

REHE2.3 O TFT TRBRRAEEDLPSHSHOPTH 20, BHERRT OO B

£5). BMNE¥E25X 3% Eo—FHED»S, aBa ! = E,Vg€GQ.
g g

2% 0D E & a REUBTHDHBES, EQid i3 a @ Ad(p ) & | .

- ~= . ~ ~ fs
2T B =E®idy o0 I W CEMN) &Ry, WE2LI CHE

2.5 £ 0 Index E < Index(E® id) = Index B. # » T [M:Nlp <
[M:N]s.

. A A~

Ric, a% a ® dual co-action & L T(Z D& Zxa | N Ba | N

MX G,
a

D dual co-action), N X G &£ B &, [13] &b
a

~

= M®B(L2(G)), N = N®B(L2(G)).

1]

A _A
a Fa "' €

[M:N1e = Index F <o (FPEEMN)) &4 3 &, Fa =
a

E(a M), 2 (M) ©sv, KoRR
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e

~ ~Q N :

M = M ®B(L2(G)) = a (M)®B(L2(G))
F l l 2% 0@
¥ 79@B(12(6) = & (M) ®B(LE(G))

) BEF B, 0D & &

Index F = Index(F,&\Qid) =‘Index FQ——_ Index F.
BT X1y = [W:Nlo S ol EHE2.4 & o’

(M:¥1s = [M®B(LZ(6)) : N®B(L2(6))]o = [M:Nle.
Bic [(N:N1e = [M:N]e.

(2) @ | N # (k»>Tab) semi-dual # 45, [18] &

=
X
o
IR

W @ B(L2(G)). N3¢ = " ®B(L2(G)).

o (1) v, ¥, =[M>4aG PN Glo = [M:N]o. [

TEE2.8 3 &Y ¢ oM ERELTWALEDY, — OB v
J P ETEIVWIEEFIHE» SRR E N K.

§ 3. ZfHxY Fur-—
M 22 EFHEHTEBILLEA LY —2Z2 T %625 v.N. R¥ &L,
NE MO v.N. BARKEF 5 & %, [5, 16)] THEASN A v b

v E— H(M| N) &

(%) H(M| N)= sup %
(x.) i

{z (n E(xi))—r‘(n x )1,
1
T’ p(t)=-tlogt, E & M H» S N ~Dv -LBMFHEME, sup

_'10_



i x.€M+, Sx =1 TH BT XTD (x1,*,xn) Kbl ->»TH?3.
i i

M % II, factor, N A% subfactor ® & &, [16]iKc N, N AM
B atomic TR T HIE HM| N)=o THDH, N AM » atomic &
5 i

M N 1]

fv Ty
T (fg)?

’

(%x%) H(M| N) = zkz (fy)log

721 L {f«) B N AM © atoms TdbH T fy=1 &I 3T

[M :Nf ]= Index Ef =7 (£ )E-1(fy), [11], &€ B3 d» s, ERXiF
k k k

T (fk)

H(M[ N)= -~ zkr (fk)logm

EEF B, oT, -HMMIN) & | N AM & E'| N nAnM oM

¥x v bwe-— [1, 2, 20] ERTE 3. _
WE vl RB N EREEER state @ AFA Snk LT 5.

BT, @& Mo v.N. BSRKETH D, M5 N ~00-FHEMHY

HMWH E BELEST B0 ET S (i.e. ow(N)=N,VtEIR). D& E,
o, N kB34 2 MokHKEHfzyber-— Hq’(MIN) AR ODO L IDKE

#£94 5: E ' N AM M semifinite TR T i H(p(MI N) = o,

E-1 | N AM 2 semifinite B o o = © | N AM & =
 cECVI N AM EBWT
(%%%) Hzp(Ml N) = —S(w | 3),

. A A '
REL S(o | 0) @ o & & oy ot —7Td 55,

S(l)< o tHBOLRVDT

_11_
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A

+
S(w | @)= inf (S(w 1o’ ) : e €l AW, o AR

EED B, [5, 16] TR HMIN) 2 " =z bevr-" &KA
TUBEN, CICRAZORMERIILOEMBEAMLL T £ H
ffx vy buob—=" %HW1K,

EEiE, DTk~ &3, H‘p(MI’N) BHBELLTVRTE x

b3 EBbd B, B V| N AMM semifinite ® & &, [6]1& D

<& 5h 5, E ® centralizer (N’ AW affiliate ¥3 h 2

0 BELELT ©=o0(h-), [14], S0 & & h 21 (i.e. @ 2 ®)
Thdbh, HW Ty F e ¥E—D monotonicity[2, 18] & sufficient

subalgebra O FEim[9, 15] %2 f 5 &,
H(p(MI N)= w (log h)= @ (log h)

BAEHTESL., T &D

A3l (1) H (M N)=0, H (M| N)=0 & M=N.
® ®

(2) N AM © projections py, ,pn (= pL'—'l) Xt L

¢ (E—1 (p;_))
® (pi_)

‘H (M| N) = En @ (p.)1log < log @ (E-'(1)).
¢ i=1 t

@E3.2. 0 % M, LOBEEMR state E¥ 5 (i = 12). N
mo N (CH) ~O O RHEMNMBENEET S L &,

_12_



i (M1 ®@ Mo | N ®Nz) = H (M; | Ny) + H (Mo | Np).
1 ® ¢, © 4 Q5

EM3.3. I(M) » atomic D & &, WMWHE I :

(1) H“O(MIN) <o BHWE, N AaMiE I BTdb, (N nM)E

i3 finite 72 1 B (i.e. matrix algebras D EM) T d 3.

(2) {pl} % (M) @©. atoms D LKk & F 5 &,

H M| N) = = @(nE(p)) + Z @ (p )H (MP | NP ),
© i i i i <Pi_ i i
EEL @ = ©(p)7'0 [ Mp. B N & factor ® & &, ERT
© (n E(p,)) = n @ (p.).
L 1 2

EMS3. 4. M B factor & L T H‘p(MI Ny< o ©& &, RHIKI:
(1)y (N’ ﬁM)E ® minimal projections {fx} (2 f, =1) X

L T,

E-1 (fk)’.

H (M| N) = 3 fe)1
w( | ) ‘ ¢ (fy)log e (1)

Index E
k

© (E(f¢)2) ~

Zk @ (fy)log

(2) {qj‘}' % I(N) @ atoms D&&KkE&T % &,

H (M| N) = 29 ©(qg) + = @ (q )0 (q Mg | Nq ),
¢ j j j j ®. i j
J
1 12 , = )t ) ..
7L @J P (qJ) ® | qJMq‘J

FE3. 5. N 5 factor & L T H‘p(M.I N)<o @& &, RHNKIL:

jl3;

89
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(1) N AaM & I ®BThy, (N nM)E i3 finite B I B T H 3,

(2) (N7 nM)E ®d minimal projections {fx} (2 fy =1) &x

L T,
' « E-V(fy)
H (M N) = = @ (f log ——m—m——
oM AR LT
Index E
K
= ¥ @ (f¢)log—mmmm™™———
“ & © (fy)?

% 3.6. H(p(MIN)<oo D& &, ®Ii3EME:

S (1) Z(M) I3 atonmie,
(ii) Z(N) & atomic,

(iii) N A M & 1 B,

M2 N & 11y factors © & &, FHEHS3.4(1) & (#%x) oK & —H 7
5, ¥/, WML - FHEHKRKIZ ()DO HM| N) &xtLl, M (resp. N)
H factor D & % FHI.4(2) (resp. THI3I.3(2)) ¢@AULAR%2B

TWw 3 [21]. - T

*3.7. M % I1,/8® v.N. R¥, 72 bV —2&EFT 3 &E&E, M ZF

7ok N(CM) & factor WS W, H (M| N) & (%) © H(M| N) & —
T i

2T 5.

EE. MDN BEBRBRTOBAE, B (MI N) & (¥) © H(M| N) &
. Y

—BLBWw, flZE M= M(C), N =C OB4&, E (M| C) =

_14_



2 log n, LML H(M| C) = H(M)= log n, [5]. CoxEE

Pimsner-Popa AEAXAMBERRKR T TCKILBR W EeRIELTW 3,

Gy PP - BURBEIRNREHEELLT, RO b OBEY
>Hh 3: MD2L2N &L, M5 L BXU N ~0@-%fMHHBMHE
BEEYT S L &,

| < + L ,
(a) n‘p(MlN) = H‘p(MIL) H(p L( | N)

(b) H (M| L) £ H (M| N),
® ®

(c) H(p | L(LIN) = Hw(MI N).

DLULEEEBCE, (a), (b) ORI MBEHTE S, (c) ROWVWTHR
b s Rw,

GHEHFH T Y PR E—0FE (x+%) RBER (++) B — BRI T
32X EAHMLAELOTHYD, POEAMNTH B, AHui, B!
(k> T Index E) 28 F RV b-> tHSENRBEELOHBRETNET
A3, FlAE () o7 Fav—% [4] b3 M2N BERBR KT
PBEOERE BT B ERENZELLONSE, LAL, 0k

BREHED (xxx) & —H T B EE2VIDER (FEZ M B T1LE

I

THE-Td © B rL—ThHiIFhiZ) BLZ>CEDN 3.

8§ 4. BN EHEEELESf Y P oy -—
COH TIREUT M2N % factor-subfactor & L, [M:N]p =
Index Eg <o ZRET 5. FED EcEMN) L, EI N AM

E-1 | N AM it scalar-valued T & 2 » o, H(p(MI N) & ¢ -E =

_15_
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E &2 M EoBEIEH state © OBV FiE S5 K W, P - T

H (M| N) % H N) T ;
(p( | N) | E(Mi ) &<
Es. 1(2) £, Ee€E(MN) i L HE(MI N) < 1log Index B

Tk B, X b kMK

R HE(MI N) < log [M:Nlg, VEE€ E(M N).

EMNEHoOoF I -BEH ST EL T,

E®41.2. Ee &M, N) XL TR E E

(i) Index E = [M:N]lga.

(ii) HE(MIN) log [M:N]a.,

(iii) HE(MI N) " log Index E,

(iv) N nM o &ED projections Py, ,pn (2 pi=1) Xt L

. Index E
s E(p )log ———L5 = 1og Index E
i=1 i E(p.)? ’

t

(v) N AM OfFE®D projeection p(#0) &x L

Index E = E(p)? Index BE.
p .

N AM #C o & X, HE(MIN), E€ E(M,N), DE 2 M o & B i3 X

DL SR B

_16_



EH4L.3. N AM #=C 7o,

{'HE(Ml N): E€ E(M,N)} = (loga, log [M:N]lal,

R
Il

[M:N]g min {Eg(p)2 : 0#p€ N’ nM projection}

= min {[M :N Jg : 0#p€ N AM projection} .
p p )

Fa.4. RIZEHE:

(i) inf {HE(MI N): E€ E(M,N)} = o,

(ii) NN AM @®© projection p(#0) BELEL T M = N.

#l . R % hyperfinite II;y factor & L, RA% Jones[10] o #

E)ZVL 72 subfactor & 9 5. )L=[R:R}\]'1 < 1/4 o & x5, [16] i

i
H(RIRA) = 2(n t+ n (1-t)),
W t(l1-t)= A. % f2 projection TfE R’AnR, T (f)y= t, &
isomorphism 8 : R — R BEBELT R = {x® 06 (x): x€R }.
f 1-f A f
D& X R’th=Cf+C(1—f). r'%R’l o HEEIAL v
— 2 & LT, R = (R_ ) £ 0
M Lt
1 = R : (R = R:R f ’ f
[,f (l)f] [ A}r()T (f)
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L, ' (f) = 1-t. &-T [T] &P

[R:Rl 1o

= [R:Rk] {(r ()’ (£))' 2+ (7 (1-f)c ' (1-f))' 2} 2 =4,
BT BNER [R:R Jo i Jones B [R:R 1 & —EL&u.

Index E, E€ E(R,Rl), ODEEIR [L,o)Tdd. % HE(R-I R,

EEZ(R,RA). O FEFEIE (0,1og 4] Td b, H(RIRA) < log A4

B, EEFBLAKOS 3 — >0 MEAETFCEC 5.

Bl 8. [M:N]le = Index Eg <o & LT, Eg: M > N D SH®T

JlE X basic construction [11] % fE 3 & NC Mg= MC M,

N

Mo G v v

D &

[

ERXBFNEHEME Eh: My - Mp-g (no=1,2,) BESH 3.
% [M,:Mp..]po = Index B, = Index Eq RIS . Z o THER
[Mo:NJe = Index(Eg-Ey-- +En), i.e. [Ma:Nlg = [M:Nla"*' 2%

LT B3 THhB. il HE E(MnIN)=(n+1)HE (M| N) &

o Eq 2
Bl <Tdh3. Fic M » 11, factor T H(M/| N)= 1log [M:N] (&
[M:N]B = [MN]) Q&gy H(Mnl N)": log [MnN] (¢> [Mn3N]Q] =
[Ma:N]1) &R B &EN [17] TEHEOATWS., i se, L

OMBERIE L W, ERDoH o M=R, N=Rl(l<1/4) OB A I

[Ma:NJog = [M:Nlg"*! = 4°*0 2 E 3 R L CTHIf-hb - fo 25, HHE

T & o - 1z,
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