"7

ooooobpooooo
6880 19890 T77-97

ENMNENET VP E-—
EAGEEH BHAEXH (Punio Hiai)

Jones[10] & coupling constant & Umegaki O & # fF H 5 E
[19] % > T 11; factor & Z ® subfactor O O {5 M H ik * H
%Lﬁ’;. Pimsner-Popal[l6] 2 Connes-Stdrmer[5] BWEA L 7z = v
P E— %11, factor-subfactor KXW LTCEHEL, =¥+ rbE-—1¢&
Jones ¥ L OB HZ EZMIN L . 1’5 Kosakil[ll] & Connes O
spatial B [3] & Haagerup @ operator valued weight O ¥ &
[6] % ~— 2 iz, Jones ¥ %= — & D factor » 5 subfactor ~ O
SHEMNH M ONE B (Kosaki SEH )R LA, EFH[T]1] factor-
subfactor HKEA Bhi &%, ZOMORMEMNMNEED Kosaki I
HomgNMNE2ZL, BDPDEBRCTCHILDODOREHM ST 25 X 7.

BT, §1clk [1] ORBREAAL, §2 CRBNEHOEAY
HEx#N 5. § 3 ¢, Pimsner-Popa O 5 X fox v b u ¥t — ¢
Jones B OMBERZEHAKK BV, — o v.N. RY¥LzOHH
R#exdlc=v o 1:°-@»%‘?Ln\ﬁ%%§/\*9“5. § 4 TRHRER
M D factor-subfactor DB A KKBE/NEH Lz vy e - ol
FErHODIT S, S2OBKBRELBEHEMG 225, §8§ 3,

4 BAEH ZHBE L 2 (FMIis]).

8§ 1. B/hiEEEOBH ST
PLF, v.N. RE IR+ XCTo -finite &4+ 3. M % factor, N %
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M © subfactor &L, M b5 N ~OLEMHYHE2EEEWMN
<% 4. Be€ F(M N) © Kosaki ¥ % & Index E =E ' (1) TE &S
ha., CZik E-!' & N »5 M ~® operator valued weight T

b, spatial derivative i B§ ¥ % F X

d¢ -E de

dd¢ d¢ -E°!

cw ¥ B, KEL ©.6 BRETAEH N, W LOEEEHRDT seni-
finite weights (E-' & @, ¢ OHWD FLIKk ST W) .

TFBEBELEFELLT,

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

(2) BES(M, N) » Index E <o XTS5, N nM z;tﬁﬁﬁ&i:'@és
n, T XTO FeE(M,kN) w3 LT Index F < o,

(2) & v, Index E <o, VE€EE(MN), %7 Index E = o,

VE€ E(M N).

SEP1.1.[7] & % E€ E(M,N) T Index E <o & &, H—2

® Ep€&(MN) BEHELT,
Index E¢ = min {Index E: EEE(M,N)}

X5, EefE(MN) wxt L T®idEME:
(i)E:E@r

(ii) EI N AM E 1| N AM®B FPVv-—-RTHDH, E-T | N AM

Il

(Index E)E| N n M

(iii) E-' | N A M = (Index E)E| N n M
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(iv) EI N AM B b —-—R2THD, N AM ® mninimal central

projections qp,,qn (2 q.L=1) e Xt L

E(q.L) = (Index E  Index E)'”2 I1Sis<m

L

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

q
Ep(x) =E(p) 'E(x)p TE % 3.

to&HE (iv) B [1] cHRE TR WY, EFH»SF DR
5. Longol[12] d C oL THRNEKEEZHEH ST TV 3.,
EB1.1 T N AM #C 7 51, Index E, E€ E(M,N), &

[ Index Eg,®) ©OFT RXRT Dl B 5.

§2. RAEBROBABE

& D factor-subfactor M2 N Xt L T, B/MNEH [M:N]lg %
[M:Nlg = min {Index E: E€ E(M,N)}

TED»B. L, EMN=F % 71 Index E = o (E€T(M N))
DL EF [M:Nlg=o & ¥ 3.

COHEI TR, v.N. R¥ERBI T T factor & 9 3.

2. 1. [M:N]lg =[N M T,
it BH. [M:Nlg= Index Ep< o & 94 %3 &, Eg’ = (Index Ep) 'Ep~!
€ &(N” ,M" ) & > Index Ep’ = Index Ep T& 2 > 5, [N :M g

< [M:N]p. R UE®HTH &KL ]
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@H2.2. MDM, 2N, 2N ®& &, [Mi:N:1a < [M:Nlg.

ERB. M2L2N kL, Ko (1), (2) 2R EE &V

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

(2) [M:Llp < [M:Nlo.
[M:N]o = Index Ep <o ®& &, Eoll €E(L.N) THV, RDOH
B82.3 £ D Index(Eo| L) .S Index Eo. & » T (1) BEI. N 2

L/ 2N i (1) @Bl A VWAE, (2) LR, O

M&E2.3. M2L2N, E€ E(M,N) © & &, Index(E| L) < Index E.
EIEHH Index E <o & LT, M © standard iﬁ%ﬂiﬂli’, N,
NV Fe2h R HEEHKZ states ¢, ¢ BEHET Z. ¢ =
o I M, ¢, =¢ | L &B8LK. [3] o5 xHWT, M’QL;J:

n H C H o D(H. ¢ )2D(H.d2) EEDH. &) kx

¢ 1 ¢ 2
LT, R¢1(E)=R¢2(E)l?f¢l ;oe‘b‘w,s)ge“(f,s)
Ly,

o -5c0” (g ) =0 80”25, ).

X » T positive quadratic forms

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

ODFBI2WVT, D(11)2D(1,) » 2 (F)Sq(F). Y § €D(q,).

> b d¢ -E/d¢ = d‘P'(EIL)/ddxg. % - T

de d¢ -E de -(E| L) de

d¢ ¢ B o d¢ + d¢ » d¢ »-(E| L) !
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&R B2 4 (B L) i BTT(L)2 (B L)TI(L). O

FRLOREL BRERER LI VDEH SN TV BKROER (Pinsner-
Pora AEFEX)SHOSDH: M BEFRBRTTRIFIHLE, H£ED E€

EM.N) LT
~(Index E)°! =max {2 20: E(x)=2 A x, VxE€ M+} .

M A 11, factor O¥E, T hid [16] TEHENL 7. M BEHBRRK
TTh E -2id BEAFEFEE VW& A BEEHRZ AL, B LXK
. Ld>»L, Lo BRoiFHT " £4 >0 > Index E < o” I

BLHELVWEWS BT, BE?LI OEBOIHEHEHEE X .

EBE2.4. M;20N (i = 1,2) © & &,
[Mi®@ Mo:N;®Nolp = [My:N{JalMa:N510p.

EH. T, ZM®M, N ®N)#F P o EM, N ) #Z (i = 1,2)
R3T Ciwbd b, Kk E€EEM @M, Ny®Np), Index E < » & ¢ 3
&, (Index E) " 'E-'e€&(Ny ®No' My’ @Mz ) &1 E(N; M) |
#Z. Fl (Ni®Nz) n(Mi®Mz) = (Ni/ AM)® (N2' N Mp) B8
ERERTEE» S, N nMy BEBKRT. &->7T F g, N;) &t
L Index F, <o (i = 1,2). #~>T [M1®Me:N:;®Np]lp <
[M;:N;ls <o (i=1,2) BWVWAf. B [M :N 1lg = Index B,

<ewo (i =1,2) &3 3%&, RKRoOoOWHELS £ (E1®E2) ! =

E1-1®E2-1 T&%z])‘a,

(E1®Ex) '] (Ny®N2) A (M;® Myp)
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= (Index E;)(Index E2)E1®E2 | (N1 ®N2)" n (M1 @ M2).

Wi E®E1.1 £, [Mi®M2:N1®N2lg = (Index Ey) (Index Ez). O

W25, B e (ML N (1= 12) &£HLT, (B1®E)7" =
B, '®E, ', & » T Index(E;®E,)= (Index Ey) (Index Ez).

S B, C it spatial derivative KBl ¥ 2 F X

d(¢.1®9,) _ d®, o d¥.

d(¢ 1® ¢ 2) do¢ 1 do¢

PEEORTHS. LILBEELYRS, UFcd~3zEH (@
Rick ) BE T dH 5.
‘Pi’ 'd’i A FNnNFhn N: . M'L o B EIFEHEHML semifinite weights

¢ - E;1® @ 2-E» ¢ 4B, ¢ --E»2 o 1® ¢ 2
7&‘@‘62:, at = 04 ®ot s at

b 2 d@ By d® ,-Bp_ it \
® X b, Ad ® B &0
7t ° % e, T

d(¢ -E1® ¢ s+ Bp) it .
Ad ( ) 2 M1 ® M B XU M @M’ LEicELU
d(¢ 1® ¢ 2) 1 ; 1 2

action = 8] & 4 [3]. M. »¥ factor K » 5

i
d(® {+E1® ¥ »-E de {-E d¢¥ »-E
1B 2+E2) o, B g 2Bz (a>0)
d(¢ 1® ¢ 2) d ¢ d¢ »
Rl B i
de , de . d(® 1® ¢ )
— @ — = B - - (B >0)
d¢ B! d¢ »-Ex"1! d(¢ 1°E17'® ¢ 2-Ex" 1)

5T (E4®Eo) ' =9 E; " '®Ex"1 (7 >0). e ® e

= e
N, ® N Ny N2
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cE®E LT, [11]1 &b

1 = (E;®E,)""! — By ®E>"'(e. ) = 7.
(E, 2) (eN1®N2) 7 b1 (eN1) 2 8N2 7

#iw (E1®Ee)™' = E17'®Ex"'. (LOFEH I Index E; < F £

2 = WhhdbosRBWL, ) O

EE2.5 & [12] €& &b 3,

MD2L2N o & &, [M:N]pg = ([M:L]lo[L:Nlg @B 5 B.

2.6, MDL2N, [M:Nlg=Index Eg <o o & &, KII[HEME:
(i) [M:N]Jg = I[M:L]al[L:NJlg,
(ii) 3 E€ E(M,L) s.t. Egq = Eg-E,

- E
(iii) ¢ %2 N Lo HEIEH state &7 3 &, a(p “(LYy=1,Vt

ER (o0& HER © oM HFick s Zw) . |

EW. ()= (ii). ®E2.2 &0 [(M:lly <o, [L:Nlg <o T3
555, Beg(M L), FEE(L,N) BEZELT Index E = [M:L]g,
Index F = [L:Nla. F‘E € E(M.N) o Index F+E =
(Index E)(Index F)= [M:Nlg. & » T Eg= F-E. # > T Ep| L =
F &7 b, Eg= Eg-E.

(1i)=> (i). F= Eg| L € E(L.N) & B &,

[M:N]yg = Index F‘E = {(Index E)(Index F)
= [M:L]glL:N]a.

® -E
(ii)=> (iii). ® Ep = @ ‘Eg-E &£ 0 o (L) = L.

3
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(i11)> (ii). B€ E(M, L) NHEE LT ® Bg= ¢ -Ea-B. & - T

Eg = EB‘E. D
wE2.7. M2L2N, N AM = (NN ALYV L AM) o0& %,
[M:Nlg = [M:Llg[L:NJo.

B, [M:Lle = F /@ [L:Nlp = QT 5, @E2.2 £
[M:N]g =°°...J:o‘( [M:L]lg < e, [L:N]pg o &9 3% &, E €
E(M,L), FETAL,N) MEEL T Index E = [M:L]g, Index F =

[L:Nlg. FE D x€l’ AM, yeEN AL WL T

(F-E) '(xy) = E-'-F '(xy)

BTN (x) P (y)

Il

Il

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

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

£ > T (F-E) '] N AM = (Index E)(Index F)F-E| N A M &3y,

EEL1.1 £ [M:N]lg = Index F-E = [M:L]lal[L:N]g. O

EFHE2.4 BT, M®M22N,; @OM,D2N;®N, @ E2.7T ORE %
M. Lo-oT@wm@2.7T 2fMIE, EH2. 4 OXHAXP D LEHHRICI 3,
ROEFEEBETIR, a2Bfra v P8 GO M(2N) D action

L, a(N)=N,VgeG, &% 3, i, MX G B EMP o -finite
g , a

THd2LIHIFT 37, (6 REAJELLTEBL (CORERAHEBN

B DTRIBWVW) .



FH2.8.(1) Crossed products MX G, NX G 2% factors oD & X%,
TO 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 B ) . Fixed point algebras M , XN B factors (& MX G,
. ‘ a

NX_ G % factors) @& &, e v% 1, = I[M:Nlo.

SR, (1) M = MG, N = N@ G & B &, (18] XD

a @ Ad(p ) a ® Ad(p )

¥ = (W@ B(L2(6))) ¥ = (N®B(L2(6)))

[M:N]lg = Index E <o (EEEM,N)) &4 2 &, £&OD g'EG i< Xt

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

REE2.3 OFTTRRAEERLSHLG»TH N, EBERLRT OB

xE). BNMNE¥E2E5%2 3% £E o—&HED»S, aba ! = E,Vgeoq.
g g

2% 0D E & a REUBTHBZEIS, EQid 12 a @ Ad(p ) & A .

k-7 E =E® i N eEMY) ¢ bv, HE2.3 LHE

d
B(L2(G))
2.5 £ 0 Index E < Index(E® id) = Index E. % » T [N:Nlp <
[M:N]e.

. A A~

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

MX G, N=0NX G & B < &, [13] &b
a 24

@ dual co-action),

~

= M®B(L2(G)), N = N®B(L2(G)).

1

A A
a Fa "' €

[MW:N1e = Index F <o (FEFMN)) &3 5 &, Fa =
; a

E(a (M), 2 (M) ©5b0, KoRR
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~
a

¥ ®B(L2(G))

I
R>

(M) ® B(L2(G))

lpa‘ ®1dp e (o)) |

(N)® B(L?(G))

iR

R>

I
R>

N ®B(L2(G))

N

Kk oT FeeM. M) 3. coes

Index F = Index(F,&\Gid) = Index F9= Index F.
# -7 :¥a = [H:No sewﬁﬁa4x5

(W:¥1e = (N®B(LZ(6)) : N@B(L2(6)]a = [H:Nlo.
woe :V1e = [N:NDe.

(2) ¢ | N B (X »>»Tad) semi-dual ZH» o5, [18] &b

=
X
@
N

HY®BLA(6)). W@ 6= KT @B(LA(M).

EoT (1) &b, M7 8" 14 =X G ¥X_Gle = [H:Nlo. O

THEH2.8 &% ¢ oHFEHEERELTCWRLDY, —OBHa v
J P ETLIVIEEIHELSRB I N K.

§ 3. &=y buerE-—
M 2R EEHRBZHEBILLEH AL P L —Z2 7 %2825 v.N. KR¥ & L,
N E MO VN BARBET B EE, [5, 16] TEASNL T Vb

o B — H(M| N) &

(%) H(M T N)= sup 2 {7 (pEB(x))— (7 x )},
(x.) i i i

i p(t)=-tlogt, E & M » 5 N ~071 -&BHHEME, sup

.._10-



i x_€M+, Sx =1 TH BT XTD (x1,,xn) Kb > TH?3.
i i

M &5 I, factor, N 2% subfactor @ & ¥, [16]JiIc i, N AM
M oatomic TR T HIE HM| N)=o TdHH, NN AM DB atomic
5 X
(M :N ]
Ty £y

(%%) H(M| N)= Zkr (fk)log—t"(—m;—,

721 L {fe) & N AM © atoms TdbhH Sfy=1. &I AT

[M :N J=Index B =7 (f )E-'(fy), [11], & B B3 H» 5, ERiZ
fk fk fk

T (fy)

H(M| N)= -~ Zkr (fk)logm

BT B, o-T, -HM|IN) & © | N AM & ETV|IN AMOH

= v bwv— [1, 2, 20] LRI E 3. _
WE v N RE M Lk EEER state OHBE5ASNKE ET 5.

LT, Nid Mo v.N. BaRETH0, M PS5 N ~00-%&HH

HHE EDPEET B LD ET B (i.e. aw(N)=N,VtER). D& E,

o, N icB4+ 3 MoKXENzybbor-— Htp(MlN) 2RO X DKE
£ 5: E V| N AM P semifinite TR H if H‘p(MI N) = o,

' A
E-V I N AM M semifinite 7% & i w = % | N AM, 0w =

© -ETT N AM &EBWT

(k% %) H(p(MI N) = - S({w | 8),

o+

L S(o | 0) i o & @ Oz ybot—"Th5H,

S(l)< o tHBORVDT

_11_
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+
S(w | ®)= inf {S(w | @’ ) : @’ € (N’ AN 0’ <o}

EED B, [5, 16 T HMI|IN) %2 7 vt e -7 LA
TWBH, CCTRAZORAEBY I LD HERBEAL 7 & H
ffx v brov—" %HWI7,

EEBIR, DT~z &3 i, Hw(MI N) BEHE LT VAR TE L

b3 EBbh s, E'|N AMDB semifinite ® & &, [6]1& D

’f“&%?ﬁ 5, E @ centralizer (N’ nM)E iIc affiliate ¥ % h =

0 BELELT ®© =0 (h-), [14], S0 & % b 21 (i.e. 2 @)
&b, W T Yo —® nonotonicity[2, 18] & sufficient

subalgebra O FEim[9, 15] %2 & 5 &,
H(p(Ml N)=  (log h)= ® (log h)

BIEHTESE., LD

A3 1. (1) H (M N)=z0, H (M| N)=0 & M=N
14 4

(2) N AM ®© projections py, > .pn (2= pLZI) it L

(Y (E—l (pi))
@ (pi_)

‘H (M| N) = zn © (p.)1log < log @ (E-'(1)).
® i= v

1

@E3.2. 0 E M, LOBEEMR state EF 5 (i = 12). M

Bo N (SH) ~O O KUEREBENELET B &,

_12_



i (Mi® Mo | N1 ® No) = H (M; | N¢) + H (Mz | No).
18 ¢ ® 4 (/I

€ M3 3. (M) 2 atomic @ & &, IR HBEK I :

(1) H‘p(MIN) <o BHE, N nMid I BTHb, (N nM)E

i3 finite 72 1 B (i.e. matrix algebras DEM) Tdh 5.

(2) {pi} % Z(M) @ atoms DALk & F 3 &,

H (MIN) = 2 @ (npE(p)) + X @ (p )H (MP | NP ),

@ i i i i tpi i i
L @, = @ (pi)_l‘P ‘| Mpi. i N B f’actor D L E, J::_L’Q’C
© (n E(p.)) = n @ (p.).

1 1%

EM3. 4. M » factor &L T Hw(MIN)<<5° OEE, RBKIL:
(1)y (N’ nM)E @ minimal projections {f,} (X f, = 1) i

L T,

l

E-1 (fy)

H (M| N)
w(') P (fy)

Zk © (fy)log

Index E
fx

® (E(f,)2)

[

Ek ® (fy)log

(2) {qj'}' % Z(N) @ atoms O L&k & T 5 &,
H (M| N) = 22 ©(q) + = ©(qg )0 (q Mg, | Nqg_ ),
£4 j i j j Q. § ] i

J

1 . = L) . Mq..
7L AOJ fP(qJ) ¢ | qJMqJ

3. 5. N # factor &L < i | N)< oo @& &, RHBKIT:

j13—
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L

(D N M i T ETHY, (N aM) @ finite & | BTk 3

(2) (N nM)E ® minimal projections {fyx} (X fx =1) i&xt

T,
‘ \ E-1(fy)
H (M| N = = @ (f)log ———
© K AT
Index E
K
= ¥ @ (fg)log ———m——mm—
« g Q (fy)?

% 3.6. Hw(MIN)<oo DL E, IZEME:

T(i) Z(M) ¥ atomie,

%.

28

T

7z

(ii) Z(N) & atomic,

(iii) N M & 1 B,

M2 N » 11y factors © & &, FHEHS.4(1) & (#%) oK & —H ¥
g/, WML - FHEHERKEIZ ()0 HM| N) &xt L, M (resp. N)
factor ® & = FH3.4(2) (resp. ®HEH3.3(2)) L @LARZE

W3 [21]. - T

*3.7. M % 118 v.N. RE, %2 PV —2¢F 3% &&, M

i3 N(C M) & factor WS ¥, H (M| N) & (%) o H(M]| N) & —
t .

2T 5.

E&E. MO2N PEFERXRTOBZAE, B (MI N) & (%) © H(M| N) &
t- .

—BLlLRZWw., fIZAE M= M(C), N =C o4&, # (M| C) =
n : T T

_14_
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2 log n, L&»L H(M| €C) = H(M)= 1log n, [5]. Co=Z:EEQ

Pimsner-Popa AEAMPEBRBR T TCHRKIZI LR VW EERRFBEL T 3%,

GHEMFzry o P - BUREIRNEHELLT, RO b 0HBEY
5h3: MD2LD2N &L, M P> L BXU N ~0 0 -£&MH&M
BEET % & &,

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

(b) H (M| L) £ H (M] N),
© ®

(c) H(p | L(Ll N) = H(p(MI N).

DPLEREZBELS &, (a), (b) OKRIAUVBEHTE S, (c) KO2WVWTR
bbhoiaw,

Gy P E—DOFER (%) BBEFRR (%) B —HICKIT
53X EAMLAEGOTHED, PPEHENTSSH. A%, B
(&> T Index B) 28 FTR VWb - LHSEHUAEREDLOHR T RET
A3, AT (¥) o7 F e v—% [4] kbbb M2N BEFERRKRT
OPHBEOERE —MRicT B LBREBELSHLBE, LEL, 0K
IMERDN (%) & —HFT B & E20VH 501 (LEXL M KB LA

THo-Tbd © BbrL-—2THBYIAE) BLE>SKEDN B,

§ 4. B/ EHEELEEMNf Y P o ¥ —
COHEI TIIHEHUT M2N % factor-subfactor & L, [M:N]lp =
Index Eg <o %Z{{ET 5. F&D EecEMN) cx L, EIN AM

E-' | N AM it scalar-valued T & 2 » 5, Htp(M! N) & @ -FE =

_15._
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E

H
¢

3 M o BHEIFH state © OHEH O HF itk 5 % v, - T

(M| N) = HE(MlN) TEL.

B 3.1(2) &b, EE€EMN wx L HE(MI N) < log Index E

Td 35, ¥ oiRHPKIL:

... HE(MI N) < log [M:Nlg, VE€ E(M N).

BEhEHoH BB ST EL T,

EM4.2. Ee EM,N) LTk E

(i) Index E = [M:N]g,
(ii) HE(MI N) = log [M:N]a,
(iii) HE'(M| N) = 1log Index E,

(iv) N nM o D projections Py, ,pn (= pi=1) I Xf L

) Index E

p.
> E(p )log ——————— = log Index E,
i=1 i E(pi)e

=

(v) N AM oOoffEED projeection p(#0) & L

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

N AM #C o & %, HE(M1N). E€E(M,N), MHR 2 E o & AR

DX SIKIX B

_16_



FTHL4.3. N AM #C 5,

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

R
Il

[M:N]g min {Eg(p)2 : 0#p€EN M projegtion}

“min {[M :N Jg : 0#p€N A M projection} .
P D _

Fa.4. RIZEHE:

(i) inf {HE(MI N): E€ E(M,N)} = o,

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

7l . R % hyperfinite 114y factor & L, Rl% Jones[10] o H

E)ZVL 72 subfactor & ¢ 5. l=[R:Rl]“ < 1/4 & x5, [18] &

X i
H(RIRA) = 2(n t+ n (1-1)),

2 t(l-t)= A. ¥ ¥ projection fE€ R'lnR,“t(f)= t, &
i hi 6 : R — R i e = 6 . X € )
isomorphism ; - FEL Rl {x® (x): x Rf}
Dk R’AnR= 0:f+c(1'—f). t”&R’l toHEHBI ~ v
— 2 & LT, R = R £ 0

R PR,

1 = R : (R = R:R f ’ f

[ ¢ ( A)f] [ A]‘C( )T (f)
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R, ' (f) = 1-t. -7 [1] &£ 0¥
R:R
[ A]m

= [R:Rl] {(z (£) Tz’ (£))'724 (7 (1-f) v’ (1-f))'72} 2 =4,

ﬁéofﬁd\?’é‘ﬁ [R:Rl]@ i3 Jones ¥ F[R:Ri] E—FK L %W,
Index E, BE E(R,Rl), OEEIR [4,©)Td 2. % HE(R’I R,

EEE(R.RA), O (0,log 4] Td b, H(R | Rl) < log 4

BHRL, FESBLEKOS 3 — >0 MEARF CBC 5,

Bl &. [M:N]o = Index Eq <o & LT, Eg: M > N D 5H®T
JlE /X basic construction [11] % §E 4 & NC Mg= MC M, C MpC -~
EEBMNEBRAME En: My = Mpoqg (no= 1,2,) @SN B, o0&
& [M,:Mp-1Ja = Index E, = Index Eoq R S ». 2= & THEH
[Ma:NJa = Index(Eg-Ey-- -Ep), i.e. [Mo:Nlog = [M:NIg"*' 2%

AT EhTHhB., ThHit H E(MnIN)=(n+1)HE (M| N) &

g B .
B <Td 5. Hic M » 11, factor T H(M]| N)= log [M:N] (&
[M:Nlg = [M:N]) @ & &, H(Mol| N)= log [Mn:N] (& [Ma:Nlg =
[Ma:N]) &€ B &M [17] THEHEIALTWE, ik se, Lk

ORBEREL W, Ld&of o M=RrR, N:Rl(l<l/4)®f%é‘¢7-

[Mh:Nlg = [M:N]g"*l = g4"*t L 53 EHLTHELD -7, HE

T &M - T,
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