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Abstract

We introduce a natural concept of positive definiteness for bundle maps between
Fell bundles over (possibly different) discrete groups and describe several examples.
Such maps induce completely positive maps between the associated full cross-sectional
C*-algebras in a functorial way. Under the assumption that the kernel of the homo-
morphism connecting the groups under consideration is amenable, they also induce
completely positive maps between the associated reduced cross-sectional C*-algebras.
As an application, we define an approximation property for a Fell bundle over a dis-
crete group which generalizes Exel’s approximation property and still implies the weak
containment property; both approximation properties coincide when the unit fibre is
nuclear.
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1 Introduction

The concept of positive definiteness for complex-valued functions on a group G has a long
history (it goes back to Toeplitz in 1911 when G = Z and to Mathias in 1923 when G = R;
for more details, see [59] and references therein). Its importance is ubiquitous in various
areas of mathematics, in particular in connection with the development in the 1940’s and
50’s of the representation theory of locally compact groups and of the associated group
C*-algebras (see e.g. [22, 28, 29]). On the other hand, completely positive linear maps play
a prominent role in the modern theory of operator algebras and in quantum information
theory (cf. e.g. [50, [14], 33]). Haagerup discovered in 1978 that there is a very useful link
between the two concepts. Namely, he proved in [31, Theorem 3.1] that given an action
a of a locally compact group G on a von Neumann algebra M, every continuous positive
definite function ¢ on G gives rise to a normal completely positive linear map My, on the
crossed product M x, G such that M, acts on each g-component by multiplication with
¥ (g). This link also holds in the context of group C*-algebras and group von Neumann
algebras, as noted by Haagerup in his seminal paper [32] and exploited in later works, such
as [21] where continuous positive definite functions on G are identified as multipliers of the
Fourier algebra A(G) of G. In the setting of discrete unital C*-dynamical systems, a similar
link was established in a series of paper [8 [0} [10], where broader concepts of multipliers
were introduced. As a sample of related articles we mention [50, 511, [52) B34L [6l, 39, [49].
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Given two C*-algebras A and B, it is often the case that one needs to construct
completely positive linear maps from A to B. When A and B belong to some class of C*-
algebras, one may hope to find some specific procedure achieving this. In this paper, we
consider this problem for the class F (resp. F;) of C*-algebras which may be described as
the full (resp. reduced) cross-sectional C*-algebra C*(A) (resp. C}(.A)) of a Fell bundle A
over a discrete group, as studied in [26], 27] (and e.g. in [45] [40]; see also [28], 29] for a more
general treatment dealing with C*-algebraic bundles, i.e., Fell bundles over locally compact
groups). The class F (resp. F;) is large as it contains all full (resp. reduced) twisted group
C*-algebras, and more generally all full (resp. reduced) C*-crossed products associated to
discrete twisted C*-dynamical systems, even those for which the action of the group is
only assumed to be partial [25]. Also, every C*-algebra on which there exists a maximal
(resp. normal) nondegenerate coaction by a discrete group belongs to F (resp. J;), see
[23, Proposition 4.2] (resp. [68, Corollary 3.9]). In particular, both classes include any
C*-algebra on which there exists a nondegenerate coaction by a discrete amenable group,
e.g., any C*-algebra on which there exists an action of a compact abelian group, such as
Cuntz algebras and, more generally, (higher-rank) graph C*-algebras. Note here that one
may always choose to regard a C*-algebra B as the cross-sectional C*-algebra of a Fell
bundle over the trivial group, hence that our set up includes the case where no assumption
is put on B.

After a preliminary section (Section 2), our main findings are gathered in Section 3.
To describe these, let us first assume that A = C*(A) and B = C*(B), where A is a Fell
bundle over a discrete group G and B is a Fell bundle over a discrete group H, and let
¢ : G — H be a homomorphism. Consider an A-p-B bundle map T : A — B, meaning
that 7" maps the fibre of A over any g € G into the fibre of B over ¢(g) in a linear and
bounded way. Inspired by the definition of positive definiteness for a complex function on
a group and the definition of complete positivity for a linear map between C*-algebras,
we introduce a natural notion of positive definiteness for such a bundle map, and show
that T is positive definite if and only if there exists a completely positive linear map
&7 : A — B which “extends” T (see Theorem [B.I0] for a more precise statement). Our
proof relies on a reformulation of positive definiteness in terms of the matrix C* algebras
associated to a Fell bundle by Abadie and Ferraro in [I], and builds on the Stinespring
dilation theorem for Fell bundles due to Buss, Ferraro and Sehnem in [I8, Appendix].
After introducing a category of Fell bundles over discrete groups whose arrows are pairs
(p,T), where ¢ € Hom(G, H) and T is a positive definite A-p-B bundle map, we get that
the association A — C*(A), (p,T) — @ is a functor into the category of C*-algebras
with completely positive linear maps as arrows.

Next, we consider the case where A = C}(A) and B = C(B). It is not difficult to see
that an A-p-B bundle map T has to be positive definite whenever there exists a completely
positive linear map Mp : A — B which “extends” T. However, the converse statement
can not hold in general. This may be deduced from a result in the recent book of Bekka
and de la Harpe, cf. [11} Corollary 8.C.15], which says that the homomorphism ¢ : G — H
extends to a *-homomorphism from C}(G) into C}(H) if and only if the kernel of ¢ is an
amenable subgroup of G. Using this result in combination with Fell’s absorption principle
for Fell bundles and a generalization of another result of Buss, Ferraro and Sehnem ([18],
Proposition 4.8]), we are able to show that the converse does hold if we also assume that
ker(p) is amenable, cf. Theorem The association A — C}(A), (¢, T) — My is then
also functorial if one considers the subcategory of Fell bundles whose arrows satisfy that



ker(y) is amenable.

In Section 4 we illustrate the usefulness of Theorem [3.I0] and Theorem in a long
series of examples, showing that these two results are not only generalizations of previous
results of the same flavor, but also lead to new applications. In particular, we devote a
section (Section 5) to discuss a new approximation property for a Fell bundle A over a
discrete group. We call it the PD-approximation property since it requires the existence
of a net of uniformly bounded, finitely supported positive definite bundle maps converging
to the identity map on each fibre, in analogy with the well-known characterization of
the amenability of a discrete group in terms of positive definite functions. The PD-
approximation property for A is (formally) weaker than Exel’s approximation property
[26, 27], but still implies the weak containment property (i.e., amenability of A in the
sense of Exel), cf. Theorem [5.4l Moreover, when it is satisfied, then C*(.A) (resp. C;(A))
is nuclear if and only if the unit fibre of A is nuclear, cf. Theorem Using current
knowledge from [3], it follows that the PD-approximation property for A is equivalent to
Exel’s approximation property when the unit fibre of A is assumed to be nuclear. However,
the arguments used to deduce this fact give no clue whether it also holds when the unit
fibre of A is not nuclear.

In the final section (Section 6) we discuss some possible further developments. Let us
mention here another one. Abadie and Ferraro have introduced in [I] (see also [2]) the
notion of a right Hilbert B-bundle for a Fell bundle B over a group, which reduces to the
notion a right Hilbert C*-module when the group is trivial. In a forthcoming article we
will consider left actions of Fell bundles on such right Hilbert bundles and discuss the
connection with positive definite bundle maps. This will provide a useful tool to produce
positive definite bundle maps. Moreover, we will also study how C*-correspondences over
the cross-sectional C*-algebras arise from such actions.

When we were about to finish the first draft of the present article, an interesting
preprint by Buss, Kwasniewski, McKee and Skalski appeared [19], where the existing
theories of Fourier-Stieltjes algebras associated to groups [36], to groupoids [60, 54] and to
discrete twisted unital C*-dynamical systems [10] is extended to the category of twisted
actions by étale groupoids on C*-bundles. Only a few of their results deal with the general
case of Fell bundles over étale groupoids, hence with general Fell bundles over discrete
groups, and there is little overlap between our papers.

2 Preliminaries

Throughout this article, G and H will always denote discrete groups. The unit of any
group will be denoted by e. We will be considering Fell bundles over discrete groups. Our
main reference on this topic will be Exel’s book [27], and we will follow his notation and
terminology. For the ease of the reader we give below a short introduction. We assume
familiarity with Hilbert C*-modules, and follow the notation in Lance’s book [46]. In
particular, if X is a right Hilbert module over a C*-algebra A, L£4(X) will denote the
C*-algebra of adjointable operators on X. The left regular representation of G on £2(G)
will be denoted by \C.

Let A = (Ay)4ec be a Fell bundle over G. So each fibre A, is a Banach space and we
often use A to also denote the disjoint union of the A,’s. There is a multiplication map
Ax A — A, (a,b) — ab, and an involutive map A — A, a — a*, such that AjA, C Ay,

and Ay = A1 for all g,h € G, which satisfy some natural conditions and turn the unit



fibre A, into a C*-algebra. The vector space C.(A) consisting of all finitely supported
functions f : G — A such that f(g) € A, for all g € G, becomes a x-algebra with respect
to the operations defined by

(frx f2)(h) =Y filg)falg™ h),  f*(h) = f(h1)*
geG

for all h € G. The space C.(.A) is also a right pre-Hilbert A.-module, the right action of
A, being defined pointwise and the inner product being given by

(fi, f2)a. = fu(B)" fa(h).
heG
By completion we obtain a right Hilbert A.-module, denoted by £?(A). The (left) regular
representation A = ()\;4)960 of Ain L4, (¢%(A)) is determined for each g € G by
()\;‘(a)f)(h) =af(g~'h) whenever a € Ay, f € C.(A) and h € G.

It induces a faithful *-representation 1 : C.(A) — L4, (¢(*(A)) given by
A =D NU(F(g)  forall f € C(A).
geG

The reduced cross-sectional C*-algebra C*(A) is the C*-subalgebra of £, (¢?(A)) gener-
ated by 4(C.(A)), i.e., by {)\;4((1) :g € G,a € Ag}. The full cross-sectional C*-algebra
C*(A) is defined as the C*-completion of C.(.A) with respect to the universal C*-norm
| [lu given by

[ flla = sup {p(f) : p is a C*-seminorm on C.(A)}.

For f € C.(A), we set || f]l» := ||tA(f)|. We then have |||, < ||f]a-

For g € G, we let j;‘ : Ag = C.(A) denote the canonical injection. If a € A5 we will
sometimes write a ® g instead of j7'(a). Further, we let K4 : Cc(A) — C*(A) denote the
canonical injection and set 3;]4 = rho j;‘ : Ay — C*(A). For any f € C.(A), we have
f= deGj;‘(f(g))a 50

WA =D 05 (F(9))-

geG

As each 3;]4 is isometric, this gives that

A < S I @ = 3 156l 0

geG geG
The canonical *-homomorphism A4 from C*(A) onto C;(A) is determined by
A (G54 (@) = M (@)

for all g € G and a € Ay, i.e., it satisfies A = A o kA, The following diagram allows to
visualize the various maps:

i
‘ C*(A)
e
jA
Ay, —— C.(A) AA
\A
A
& Cr(A)



In addition, for each g € G, there is a contractive linear map E;]“ 1 Cx(A) — Ay satisfying
that for each h € G and a € Ay, we have

A (@) = { o
0, if g h.
For z € C}(A), E;‘(a:) may be thought of as the Fourier coefficient of x at g. The map
EA := EA is a faithful conditional expectation from C(A) onto A, (when one identifies
A, with M AL)).
We will need the following lemma several times. It follows readily from [27, Lemma
17.2]. For completeness, we give the proof.

Lemma 2.1. Assume a € (A.)" and ¢ € A. Then c*ac € (A.)" and c*ac < ||a| c*e.
Hence,

le*acll < lall e]*.
Proof. Write a = b*b for some b € A.. Then c*ac = c*b*bc = (be)*be € (Ae)™ and [27,
Lemma 17.2] gives that

ctac= c*b*be < ||b|]? e = ||a|| cFe.
Hence [[c*ac|| < [all[lc*c]| = |la] [lc]*. O

We will also make use of the matrix C*-algebras associated by Abadie and Ferraro
to a Fell bundle A in [I]. We recall here their definition. Let g1,...,9, € G and set
g:=(g91,---,9n) € G". Then

Mg(.A) = {R = [rij] S Mn(.A) 1T € Agflgj forall 4,7 =1,... ,’I’L}

is a C*-algebra with respect to the natural operations, the norm being inherited from
the natural embedding of Mg (A) into M, (C*(A)) (or M,(C)(A))). We note that Mg(.A)
can also be represented by adjointable operators on a right Hilbert A.-module. Indeed,
consider the right Hilbert A.-module Ag := Agfl e---dA 4,1 obtained by taking the
direct sum of the Ay ’s (considered as right Hilbert A.-modules), whose inner product is
given by

n
<(a1,...,an),(a’l,...,a;»Ae = Za?ag
i=1

for aj,a; € A1, i=1,...,n. We can let each R = [r;;] € Mg(A) act on Ag by

n
Lg(ay,...,an) = (a},...,a),), where a;:= E rija; for each i = 1,...,n.

r'n
=1

It is easy to check that the operator Lg : Ag — Ag is adjointable with (Lg)* = Lpg~, and
that the map R +— Lg from Mg(A) into £4,(Ag) is a faithful *-homomorphism. Thus,
the norm on Mg (A) satisfies that ||R|| = ||Lg||.

3 Positive definite bundle maps and complete positivity

In this section we let A = (Ay)4eq be a Fell bundle over a group G, B = (Bj)nen be a Fell
bundle over a group H and ¢ : G — H be a group homomorphism, i.e., ¢ € Hom(G, H).



3.1 Positive definite bundle maps

Definition 3.1. An A-p-B bundle map is a family T' = (Ty)4ec of maps T, : Ay — By
which are linear and bounded for all ¢ € G. Alternatively, we can think of T" as a map
T : A — B such that for each g € G the restriction Tj; of T' to A, is a bounded linear map
from Ay into By

Note that T* = (T})eq, defined by

T;(a) =Ty-1(a")" for all g € G and a € Ay,

is then also an A-p-B bundle map.
An A-p-B bundle map T is said to be self-adjoint if it satisfies that T* =T, i.e.,

Ty(a)" =T,-1(a")

for all g € G and a € A,;. Moreover, it is said to be multiplicative if it satisfies that
T,y (ad") = Ty(a)T,(a)

for all g,¢ € Gand a € Ag,a’ € Ay.
A pair (¢,T) where ¢ € Hom(G,H) and T is a self-adjoint, multiplicative A-p-B
bundle map will be called a (Fell bundle) morphism from A to B.

In the case where G = H and ¢ = idg, so A and B are both Fell bundles over G, we
will use the term A-B bundle map instead of A-idg-B bundle map. Moreover, if A = B,
we will just say B-bundle map instead of B-B bundle map.

Remark 3.2. Considering the case where G = H and ¢ = idg, Exel defines a morphism
from A to B to be an A-B bundle map 1" which is self-adjoint and multiplicative, and he
proves that it gives rise to a x-homomorphism from C*(A) into C*(B) (resp. from C;(A)
into C}(B)), cf. [27, Section 21.1]. We will later see (cf. Example [£4]) that in general,
every morphism (p,T) : A — B gives rise to a *-homomorphism from C*(A) into C*(B);
moreover, if we assume that ker(y) is amenable, then we will also get a *-homomorphism
from C}(A) into C}(B).

Definition 3.3. We will say that an A-¢-B bundle map T' = (T},)4eq is positive definite
whenever we have .
> b T -1, (afa;) b5 € (Be)*t (2)
ij=1

foralln €N, g1,...,9, € G and all a; € Ay, b; € By(gy, 1 =1,...,n.

Remark 3.4. Let T = (Ty)4ecc be an A-¢-B bundle map. We note that T is positive
definite if and only if for every n € N, g = (91,...,9n,) € G" and a; € Ay, i = 1,...,n,
the matrix

[T, )]

is positive in the C*-algebra Mg (B), where ©(g) := (¢©(g1),---,¢(g9)) € H".
Indeed, consider g = (g1,...,9n) € G" and a; € Ay, fori =1,...,n. Let then S := [s;;]

be the matrix in Mg (B) given by
Sij = Tgi—lgj (afaj) €eB =B

o(9; ' 95) e(g:) " o(g;)
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for each i,j € {1,...,n}. Then for b1 € By(g,);---,bn € By(g,), We have that

STy, (afa) b =S b (D s b5) = (07, b2), Ls (b, B2)
i=1 Jj=1

ij=1

Using [46, Lemma 4.1], it follows from this equality that if 7" is B-positive definite, then
Lgs is positive in Lp, (Byg)). As the map R +— Lp is a faithful *-homomorphism from
M g)(B) into Lp,(Byg)), this is equivalent to S being positive in M, g)(B). This shows
the forward implication. The converse implication can be shown by reversing the argu-
ments above.

Proposition 3.5. Let T' = (T,)gcc be a positive definite A-p-B bundle map. Then the
following properties hold.

o The map T, : Ac — B. is completely positive.
o T is self-adjoint.
o for ge G and a € Ay, we have Tg(a)*Ty(a) < ||Te||Te(a*a) (in Be).

Proof. The first assertion follows readily by choosing all g;’s to be equal to e in the
definition of positive definiteness. Next, pick an approximate unit {u;};e; for A. Let
icl,geG,aec Ay Choosing g1 = e,92 = g,a1 = u; and ap = a, and setting g = (e, g),
we get that the matrix

€ Mg (B)™.

In particular, this matrix is self-adjoint, which gives that Ty(u;a)* = Ty-1(a*u;).
Taking now the limit w.r.t. ¢ and using that T, is bounded, we get that Ty(a)* =
T,-1(a*), and the second assertion follows.
Moreover, since T.(u?) and T.(a*a) are positive elements in A, it follows from [46]
Lemma 5.2 (iii)] that
Ty (a*ui) Ty (uia) = Ty(uia) Ty(uia) < ||Te(ud)|| Te(a*a) < ||Te(wi)| Te(a*a).
Taking the limit w.r.t. ¢ and using again that T}, is bounded, we get that the third assertion

holds (since ||T¢|| = lim; ||Te(u;)|| as Te is completely positive). O

Note that if A is unital (i.e., if A, is unital), replacing each w; with 14 , we don’t
need to take any limit in the proof above, hence the boundedness assumption for each
Ty is not required in this case for the second and the third properties above to hold; the
boundedness of each T follows then readily from the third property, and could therefore
be omitted in the definition of a positive definite bundle map.

As an immediate consequence of Proposition B3] we get

Corollary 3.6. Let T' = (Ty)4ec be a positive definite A-p-B bundle map. Then

sup || Ty = [|Te]l-
geG



3.2 Completely positive maps

Our interest in positive definite bundle maps is due to their connection with completely
positive maps. Here is the first evidence of this fact.

Proposition 3.7. Let M : C}(A) — C}(B) be a completely positive linear map. For each
g € G, define a map Ty : Ag — By by

Ty(a) = Eg(g)(M()\;;l(a))) for each a € A,.

Then T = (Ty)4ec is a positive definite A-p-B bundle map.

Proof. 1t is clear that each T} is linear and bounded, so 7" is an A-¢-B bundle map.
Let g1,...,9n € G, a; € Ay, and b; € By, for i = 1,...,n. Then for each 7,j we have

i

b T

* * B A * * B *
oy (@7 a) U5 = b By (MON (a707)) 6 = bi Bggy-1,(q,) (wig) b

v(9; 95 9 9 j
where w; j := M(/\é(ai)*/\é (a;)) € Cx(B).

We note that the matrix W := [w;;] € M, (C}(B)) is positive as M is assumed to be
completely positive. Considering the direct sum (¢2(B))" as a right Hilbert B.-module,
we let M, (C#(B)) act on (£2(B))" in the natural way.

Using [27, Proposition 17.12] and setting € := (jf(gl)(bl)*, . ’jglj(gn)(b")*) € (2(B))™,
we therefore get that

n

Z bi Tyrg,(a7a5) U = Z <jg(gi)(bi)*’wij jg(gj)(bj)*>e2(s) - <Q’WQ>(£2(B))"

i,j=1 i,5=1
is positive in B.. Thus, T is positive definite. O

Proceeding in a similar way, it should be straightforward for the reader to check that
the following analogous result holds.

Proposition 3.8. Let ® : C*(A) — C*(B) be a completely positive linear map. Then we
get a positive definite A-p-B bundle map T = (Ty)geq by setting

Ty(a) = Eg(g) (AB((ID(EgA(a)))) for each g € G and a € A,.

Let T' = (Ty)gec be an A-p-B bundle map. We can then define a linear map ¢r :
Ce(A) — C.(B) by setting

or(f) = ily)(Ty(f(g) forall f e C.(A).

geG

(Note that the sum above is finite since f has finite support.) It is the only linear map
from C,(A) to C.(B) satisfying that

(bT(j;‘(a)) = jf(g) (Ty(a)) forall g e G and a € A,.

Definition 3.9. Let T' = (T,)4ecc be an A-¢-B bundle map. We will say that 1" is reduced
(resp. full) if ¢p is bounded w.r.t. the reduced (resp. universal) C*-norms on C.(.A) and
C.(B), and will denote the natural extension of ¢7 to a linear bounded map from C;(A)
into C}(B) (resp. from C*(A) into C*(B)) by My (resp. ®7).



Thus, an A-¢-B bundle map T = (Ty)4ecq is reduced when there exists a (uniquely
determined) linear bounded map My : C(A) — C(B) satistying that Mrp ot = B o ¢r,

that is,
Mr( YA (9) = DN (Ty(f(9))  forall [ e CulA),

geG geG

ie., My ()\;4((1)) = )\B(g)( y(a)) for all g € G and a € A,.
Similarly, an A--B bundle map T' = (Ty)gec is full when there exists a (uniquely
determined) linear bounded map ®7 : C*(A) — C*(B) satisfying that &7 o s = KB 0 ¢,

that is,
or( D TA@)) = Y B (Telflg)  forall f e ColA),

geG geG

ie. (IDTG’\;‘( )) :jj\B( )( y(a)) for all g € G and a € A,.
We note that if T' = (7})4ec is a reduced A-p-B bundle map such that M7 : C)(A) —

C}(B) is completely positive, then T is positive definite. Indeed, this follows from Propo-
sition B (with M = My), since

Ty(a) = E, ()()\o(g)( (a))) = go(g)(MT()\ (a )))

for every g € G and a € A,.

We also note that if 7" is a full A-¢-B bundle map such that &7 : C*(A) — C*(B) is
completely positive, then T is positive definite. Indeed, for every g € G and a € Ay, we
have

AB ) (Ty(a)) = AB(GE  (Ty(a)) = AB(®r (554 (a))),
thus
Ty(a) = ES ) (A5 (Ty(a)) = E5 ) (A% (®1(5;(a)))),

and the assertion follows from Proposition B8 (with & = &7).

We will now discuss whether the converse of these two assertions hold. We will first
show that it does in the full case. To obtain a reduced version, we will have to assume that
the kernel of ¢ is amenable. Such a condition is known to be necessary and sufficient when
considering the extendibility of the homomorphism ¢ : G — H to a x-homomorphism from
CY(Q) into C}(H) (cf. [IT], Corollary 8.C.15]). Note here that a completely positive map
from C}(G) into Cy(H) which extends ¢ has to be a *-homomorphism, so one gets from
the result cited above that ¢ extends to a completely positive linear map from C}(G) into
Cx(H) if and only if ker(p) is amenable.

Theorem 3.10. Let T = (T,)4ec be an A-p-B bundle map. Then T is positive definite if
and only if T is full and the associated map @1 : C*(A) — C*(B) is completely positive.
In such a case, we have | ®p| = ||Te||.

Proof. In view of our preliminary discussion, in order to prove the first statement, we
only need to show the forward implication. So assume that T is positive definite. Let
Y+ A — C*(B) be the map given by

dr(a) = 8,)(T(a))

whenever a € Ay for g € G, and let II be a faithful *-representation of C*(B) on some
Hilbert space H.



As a first step, we will show that ¢ := I[To ¢y : A — B(H) is completely positive
in the sense of Buss, Ferraro and Sehnem, cf. [I8, Appendix]. Let g1,...,9, € G, set
g:=(g1,---,9n) € G" and let ¢& : Mg(A) — M, (B(#)) be the linear map defined by

¢&([rij]) = [6(rij)] = [I(Yr(ryy))] for each [rij] € Mg(A).

To show that ¢ is completely positive amounts to check that ¢® is a positive map for every
g € Upen G™. It clearly suffices to show that the linear map ¢% : Mg(A) — M, (C*(B)),
given by

V& (Iri]) = [vr(riy)] = [J’B

oo )(ng o (rw))] for each R = [r;] € Mg(A),

is a positive map for every g € UpenG™. So let g = (g1,...,9,) € G™ and consider
a; € Ay, for e =1,...,n. Since T is positive definite, the matrix [T 1, (a a])] is positive

in M g)(B). Now, it is easy to check that if h = (h1,...,hy,) € H" then the map

[si5] € M(B) = [ G4, (s19)] € Mo(C*(B))
is a *-homomorphism. Hence we get that

CACAE [Ef(gi)*lw(gj)(Tgflgj(a:aj))} =0

It then follows that ¢ ([r;;]) > 0 for every R = [r;;] € Mg(A)™, hence that ¢ is a positive
map.

Indeed, assume R = C*C for some C = [¢;j] € Mg(A). Then R = >7_, [cf;ckj], so
applying what we have just shown gives that

- ;w:gp( i)

is positive in M, (C*(B)), being a finite sum of positive elements.
This shows that ¢ = Il ot : A — B(H) is completely positive, as desired.

By [18, Corollary A.8], there exists a completely positive map ¢ : C*(A) — B(H) such
that
QNSGA(a)) = ¢(a) for every g € G and a € A,.

We then get that
3G (@) = dla) = M(wr(a)) = 11(75, (Ty(a)) for every g € G and a € 4.

Thus, é(C*(.A)) C II(C*(B)). Since II is injective, we may regard it as a *-isomorphism
onto its range II(C*(B)) and define ¢' : C*(A) — C*(B) by ¢/ = II"' 0 ¢. Then ¢ is
completely positive and satisfies

(ZS(A _10 (Ty(a)) for every g € G and a € A,.

Thus, ¢’ extends ¢, so T is full, and &7 = ¢’ is completely positive, as we wanted to
show.

Finally, let {u; };c; be an approximate unit for A.. Then {jf(uz) b ¢ 1s an approximate
unit for C*(A). So if T is positive definite, then T, and ®p are completely positive, and
thus

|7l = 11m\|<I>T(Je (ui))la = 11mllje (Te(ui)) [l = tim [ Te(u) || = |[Te]l-
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Note that if A and B are amenable in the sense of Exel [26] 27], i.e., their full and
reduced cross-sectional C*-algebras are canonically *-isomorphic, respectively, then we get
as a corollary to Theorem [B.I0 that T is a positive definite A-¢-B bundle map if and only
if T is reduced and My : C}(A) — C}(B) is completely positive. When A or B are not
amenable, this equivalence is also true under the assumption that ker(p) is an amenable
subgroup of G. In order to show this, we will first generalize [18, Proposition 4.8].

Proposition 3.11. Assume that the kernel of p : G — H is amenable and let m = (7p)hen
be a representation of B on a Hilbert space H such that w. is faithful. Suppose that
Y : C*(A) — B(H) is a completely positive linear map such that for all g € G

¢(3§4(Ag)) - 7Ts0(g)(Bso(g))'
Then there is a completely positive linear map ¢ : CF(A) — C*(B) such that for all g € G

¥(A7(49)) € Aig) (Bee)) (3)

and
(Mot © W) oW 0 M) 4, = (0033 4, (4)
Proof. By Stinespring’s dilation theorem for completely positive maps (see e.g. [46, The-
orem 5.6]), there exist a Hilbert space K, a *-homomorphism ¢ : C*(A) — B(K) and

a bounded operator V : H — K such that ¢(z) = V*(x) V for all z € C*(A). Let
7 = (Ty)gec denote the representation of A on K associated to 1, so that

z/p\(;;l(a)) =Tg(a) forallge G and a € A,.

By Fell’s absorption principle for Fell bundles [27, Proposition 18.4], the integrated
forms of the representations 7 ® A% = (7, ® /\ )gec and T @ A = (m, @ Aoy factor
through C}(A) and C}(B), respectively. Let 1/JA : CXA) — B(K ® (3(G)) and 95 :
C*(B) — B(H®?*(H)) denote the induced *-homomorphisms. In fact, using [27, Corollary
18.5], we may regard V4 as a map from C;(A) into B(K) ®min C;(G) and ¥ as a map
from C}(B) into B(H) ®min C;(H), satisfying that

Ya(Ng (@) = Ty(a) ® AF and (A7 (D)) = ma(b) @ Af]

forall g € G, a € Ay, h € H and b € Bj,. Note that ¢ is faithful since 7, is assumed to
be so, cf. [27, Proposition 18.4].
Now, as shown in [II, Corollary 8.C.15], ¢ extends to a *-homomorphism ¢y, :

CH(G) — Cx(H) satisfying that cp*m()\G) = )\g(g) for all g € G.
Let V : B(K) — B(#) denote the completely positive map given by V(T) = V*TV

for all T € B(K). Using [14, Theorem 3.5.3], we may define a completely positive map
®:CH(A) = B(H) Qmin CF(H )by

= (V ©uin ,r) 0 V.
Let g € G and a € A;. Then we have
®(X7(a)) = (V ®umin Por) (a(Ng(a)))
= (V @min u,r) (Fg(a) ® A7)
=V*7,(a)V ® )\go(g)
= V(i) @ A,
= ¢(Jg (a)) ® Agp(g)
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By assumption, we have that ¢(3§4(a)) € Tu(g)(By(g))- Thus there is some b € B
that 1/1(3;4(@)) = Ty(g)(b). Hence

DON(a)) = o) (B) @ M) = 6B, (b)).

By a density and continuity argument, we obtain that ®(C}(A)) C ¢p(C;(B)).
Since g is faithful, we can define ¢/ : C*(A) — C}(B) by ¢/ = (15) ! o ®, which then

satisfies ¢/ (/\;]4( g)) C )\g(g)( o(9))s 1., (@) holds. Tt is now straightforward to check that

Y’ also satisfies (). O

p(g) Such

Theorem 3.12. Let T = (Ty)geq be an A-¢-B bundle map, and assume that the kernel
of v is amenable. Then T is positive definite if and only if T is reduced and the associated
map My : CH(A) — C}(B) is completely positive, in which case we have | Mrp| = ||Te].

Proof. As we have seen previously, the backward implication is always true. So assume
that T = (Ty)gec is positive definite. By Theorem [B.I0] we know that ¢7 extends to a
completely positive map &7 : C*(A) — C*(B) satisfying that ®p Gf(a)) = Eg(g) (Ty(a))
for all g € G and a € A,. Let m = (mp)hen be a xrepresentation of B in B(H) for
some Hilbert space H such that its integrated form IT : C*(B) — B(H) is faithful. Note
that m, = ITo ;5 is faithful too. Then the linear map ¢ := 1o &7 : C*(A) — B(H) is

completely positive and satisfies that

5(3;74(@) (@T ]g H(B = Tp(g) (Ty(a))

for all g € G and a € A;. Now, using Proposition B.1I, we get that there exists a
completely positive map ¢ : C;(A) — C*(B) such that qﬁ’()\;‘(Ag)) C )‘g(g)(Bw(g)) and

B \- A T oA
(Tog) © Vo)) fogloly )|Ag = (¢ o7, )|Ag
for each g € G. This means that

Tote) (M) "1 (8 (A (@) = T (Ty(a))

for g€ G and a € A,. Since 7 is injective on B this implies that

w(g) v(g)>

qb'()\;‘(a)) = /\g(g) (Ty(a)) forevery g€ G anda € A,.
This shows that ¢’ : Cjf(A) — C(B) is a bounded extension of ¢7. Hence T is reduced,
and My = ¢’ is completely positive, as desired.

Finally, if T is positive definite, then one may proceed in a similar way as in the full
case to show that ||[Mp|| = ||Te]|. O

Remark 3.13. Assume ker(y) is not amenable and T" = (T})4ec is a positive definite
A-p-B bundle map. Then it may still happen that T is reduced and My is completely
positive, cf. Example [l Hence, in such a setting, it would be interesting to find some
additional condition(s) ensuring that 7' is reduced with My completely positive.

Remark 3.14. One could say that a completely positive linear map ¥ : C*(A) — C*(B)
is p-diagonal whenever

V(54(Ag) € 354 (Boi)
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for all ¢ € G. Note that if T is a positive definite A-p-B bundle map, then &7 is -
diagonal. For a general completely positive linear map ® : C*(A) — C*(B), letting
T® denote the positive definite A-¢-B bundle map associated to it in Proposition B.7],
we get from Theorem B.I0 that the map ®;+ is a p-diagonal completely positive linear
map (which could be called the p-diagonalization of ®). Hence the map ® — Pp e is a
projection from the space CP(C*(A),C*(B)) of completely positive linear maps onto the
subspace of p-diagonal maps. If the kernel of ¢ is amenable, using Proposition [3.8] and
Theorem B.12] one obtains a similar projection map on CP(C;(A), Cx(B)).

Remark 3.15. The family of A-p-B bundle maps forms a vector space L(A, ¢, B) with
respect to pointwise addition and scalar multiplication. Set

B(A,¢,B) :=span{T € L(A, ,B) : T is positive definite}.

Then any S € B(A,¢,B) is a full A-p-B bundle map, which is also reduced if ker(yp)
is assumed to be amenable. This follows readily from Theorems B.I0 and after
noticing that the map T' — ¢p is linear. We thus get a linear map T +— ®p from
B(A, ¢, B) into the space of completely bounded linear maps CB(C*(A), C*(B)), and a
similar one into CB(C}(A),C*(B)) when ker(y) is amenable. It is easy to see that the
space B(A) := B(A,idg,.A) becomes a unital algebra w.r.t. natural composition, which
could be called the Fourier-Stieltjes algebra of A, in analogy with the case where A is the
Fell bundle associated to a unital discrete twisted C*-dynamical system, cf. [9].

When G = H and ¢ = idg, we may combine Theorem B.10] and Theorem to
obtain the following.

Corollary 3.16. Assume A and B are both Fell bundles over G and let T' = (Ty)4ec be
an A-B bundle map. Then we have that T is positive definite if and only if T is full and
the associated map &1 : C*(A) — C*(B) is completely positive, if and only if T is reduced
and the associated map My : CF(A) — C¥(B) is completely positive. When this happens,
we have ||@p[| = || Mp]| = [|Te|.

3.3 Categorical considerations

There is a category Fell-PD whose objects are Fell bundles over discrete groups, and an
arrow from A = (Ay)geq to B = (By)nen is defined as a positive definite A-¢-B bundle
map for some homomorphism ¢ : G — H, with composition of arrows defined in the
natural way. More formally, we define an arrow from A = (Ay)4cq to B = (By)nen to be
a pair (¢,T), where ¢ : G — H is a homomorphism and 7T is a positive definite A-p-B
bundle map. Composition of an arrow (¢, T) from A to B with an arrow (¢, S) from B to
C = (Ck)kek is defined by
(1, 8) o (¢, T) = (¥, R)

where R is the A-1¢-C bundle map given by R := (S, Ty)gec- Note here that R is
positive definite, hence that ()¢, R) is an arrow in Fell-PD. Indeed, as

~,

(@50 @) (5 (8)) = @5 (75 (To(8))) = (01 (Sit0) To))) = Ty () (B (0))
for all g € G and b € By, we get that &g o &7 is a completely positive linear map from

C*(A) into C*(C) which extends ¢, and it follows from Theorem B.I0l that R is positive
definite.
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For an object A in Fell-PD, the identity arrow is defined as (idg,id 4) where idg is the
identity map on G and id4 = ((id4)g)gec with (ida)g(a) ;= a for all g € G and a € A,.
It is now straightforward to check that Fell-PD becomes a category.

The main point with introducing Fell-PD is that we get a functor F from the category
Fell-PD to the category C*CP whose objects are C*-algebras and arrows are completely
positive linear maps, by setting

F(A) := C*(A) and F(p,T) := &7 : C*(A) — C*(B)

for an object A in Fell-PD and an arrow (¢,7T) from A to B in Fell-PD.

The category Fell-PD contains a subcategory Fell with the same objects, but where
an arrow (¢,7T) from A to B is required to be a morphism according to Definition Bl
As &7 = F(p,T) is a x-homomorphism from C*(A) into C*(B) whenever (¢,T) is a
morphism, we may restrict F to Fell and get a functor from Fell into the category
C*HOM of C*-algebras having *-homomorphisms as arrows.

We may also introduce the subcategory Fell-PD,eq of Fell-PD having the same objects
but whose arrows involve only group homomorphisms with amenable kernels. The fact
that composition of arrows in this category makes sense is due to following result: if
¢ :G — H and ¢ : H— K are group homomorphisms such that ker(p) and ker(¢)) are
amenable, then ker(¢¢) is amenable. This can be shown by first observing that ker(y) is
a normal subgroup of ker(1¢¢) such that the quotient group ker(wp)/ker(¢p) is isomorphic
to a subgroup of ker(t)), from which the amenability of ker(¢p) then follows by using that
amenability is preserved when passing to subgroups and closed under extensions.

We then get a functor Feq from Fell-PD,oq to C*CP by setting

Fred(A) := Cr(A) and Fred(p, T) := Mr : C;(A) — C(B)

for an object A in Fell-PD,¢q and an arrow (¢, T') from A to B in Fell-PDyeq.

The category Fell-PD,eq contains an obvious subcategory Fell,.q having the same
objects, but whose arrows are morphisms (¢,T) : A — B with ker(¢) is amenable. By
restricting Freq t0 Fellyeq We get a functor from Fell,eq into C*HOM.

Sometimes, the subcategory C*CCP of C*CP whose arrows consist of contractive com-
pletely positive maps is the one of interest. It follows from TheoremsB.10land B12 that we
obtain functors into this category by restricting F and JF,.q to the respective subcategories
of Fell-PD and Fell-PD,.q whose arrows are such that 7, is contractive.

4 Some examples

Example 4.1. Let’s first consider the simple case where A = (C x {g})4ec is the group
bundle associated to G, B = C x {e} is the trivial bundle over {e} and ¢y : G — {e} is the
trivial homomorphism. Then one readily sees that an A-@g-B bundle map T' = (Ty)gec is
of the form Ty(z,g) = (¢(g)z,e) for some (necessarily bounded) function ¢ : G — C, and
that T is positive definite if and only if ¢ is positive definite. In this case, we have C*(A) =
C*(@), C*(B) = C, and the map T — ®p corresponds to the usual correspondence between
positive definite functions on G and positive linear functionals on C*(G).

Moreover, we have C}(A) = C}(G), C(B) = C. Thinking of positive definite A-po-
B bundle maps as positive definite functions on G, it is clear that My is defined exactly
when T is a positive definite function associated with a unitary representation of G weakly
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contained in A\“, in which case M7 is the corresponding positive linear functional on C*(G).
Note that this is true regardless of whether G = ker(yp) is amenable or not.

Example 4.2. Next, if both A and B are Fell bundles over the trivial group {e} with
fibers A and B, respectively, then a positive definite .4-B bundle map T corresponds to a
completely positive map from A into B. Of course, in this case, we have C*(A) = A and

C*(B) = B.

Example 4.3. We now look at a more general situation, covering both the previous
examples. Let A = (Ay)gec be a Fell bundle and B be a C*-algebra. Let B be the Fell
bundle over the trivial group {e} with fiber B over e, so B = C*(B), and let ¢y : G — {e}
be the trivial homomorphism. Then a positive definite A-pp-B bundle map T' = (T})4ec
is a family of linear maps T, : A; — B such that the matrix [Tg;1 gj(a;-kaj)] is positive in
M, (B) for every gi,...,9n € G and a; € Ay, i =1,...,n

In particular, choosing B = C, we get that a positive definite A-pp-C bundle map w =
(wg)geq is a family of linear functionals wy : Ay — C such that the matrix [w o, (afa;)]
is positive in M,,(C) for every gi,...,9, € G and a; € Ay,,i =1,...,n. This is easily seen
to be equivalent to requiring that

Zw anZO

1,7=1

for every gi,...,9n € G and a; € Agy,,i = 1,...,n. Such a bundle map w = (wg)gec
is essentially the same as what Fell and Doran call a functional on A of positive type,
cf. 29, Chapter VIII, 20.2]. We refer to [4] for a recent study of such maps. In accordance
with Theorem [B.10, every such a functional w = (wgy)geq on A gives rise to a positive
linear functional ®,, on C*(.A) satisfying that @w(;;l(a)) = wy(a) for g € G and a € A,.
Conversely, each positive linear functional ¥ on C*(.A) gives rise to a positive definite
A-¢o-C bundle map w¥ = (wg)geg given by w;I’(a) = 1’(3;4(&)) for g € G and a € Ay,
which satisfies that ¥ = ® . It follows that the map w +— ®,, is a bijection between the
cone of positive definite A-pg-C bundle maps and the cone of positive linear functionals
on C*(A).

In another direction, let now A = (C x {g})gec be the group bundle over G and
assume B = B(H) for some Hilbert space H. Then a positive definite A-po-B bundle
map amounts to a map T : G — B(H) which is completely positive definite in the sense
of Paulsen [56, Chapter 4, p. 51] (some other authors just say positive definite, e.g. [13]
Section 6, p. 115] or [53} Section 8.3)), i.e., it satisfies that the matrix [T'(g; 'g;)] is positive
in M, (B(H)) for every ¢1,...,9, € G. As mentioned by Paulsen on p. 54, there is a one-
to-one correspondence between such completely positive definite maps from G into B(H)
and completely positive maps from C*(G) into B(#). This fits with Theorem 3101

Example 4.4. Consider a morphism (¢, 7") from a Fell bundle A = (Ay)4ec to a Fell
bundle B = (Bj)nen. Then T is positive definite. Indeed, let g1,...,9, € G, a; € A, and

bi € By(g,) fori=1,...,n. Then

ZbTﬂ (ajaj)b; = ZbTﬂ )Ty, (a;) b = Zngl (ai)* Ty, (a;) b

3,j=1 4,j=1 3,j=1

= (ijxai)bz‘)*(ijgj(aj)b?) € (B)".
i=1 Jj=1
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We can now conclude from Theorem [3.10] that there is a unique completely positive linear
map ®p : C*(A) — C*(B) satisfying that

(s (@) = bt (Ty(a))

for all g € G and a € A;. As T is multiplicative, one readily checks that ¢p : C.(A) —
C.(B) is multiplicative. Since its extension ®7 is bounded, this implies that ®7 is multi-
plicative, hence that ®7 is a *-homomorphism.

Similarly, if one assumes that ker(y) is amenable, we get from Theorem [B.12] that there
is a unique *-homomorphism My : C(A) — C(B) satisfying that

MM (a)) = A5 (Ty(a))

forall g € G and a € A,.
These observations generalize [27), Propositions 21.2 and 21.3], where the case G = H
and ¢ = idg is considered.

Example 4.5. Assume B = (By)geq is a Fell bundle. Let ¢ : G — C be positive definite
and let T¢ = (T¢)geg be the B-bundle map given by

for every g € G and b € B;. Then T? is positive definite. Indeed, for gi,...,g, € G and
bi,c; € By,, i =1,...,n, we have

Zcz 2, Wb € = D7 e dlg bbb € = Zm 95) aij

5,j=1 3,j=1 1,7=1

where a;; := ¢;bjbjc; € Be. Now, the matrix [¢(g;*g;)] is positive in M, (C) if ¢ is positive
definite, and [a;;] is clearly positive in M, (B.). Hence, the matrix [¢(g; *g;)ai;] is then
positive in M, (B.) (cf. [47, Lemma 3.1]) and the claim readily follows.

Thus, Theorems B.10] and apply and give completely positive linear maps ®? :
C*(B) — C*(B) and M? : C*(B) — C¥(B) determined by

®(jg (b)) = (9)js (0),  M?(XG (b)) = d(g9)Ag ()

for all g € G and b € B,.
Note that if ¢ : G — T is a character, then T? is easily seen to be a morphism
from B into itself, and the associated map ®7 (resp. M7) is a s-automorphism of C*(B)

(resp. C*(B)).

Example 4.6. Let again B = (By),cc be Fell bundle. We may then also consider maps
of the type used by Exel to introduce the approximation property for Fell bundles [26] 27],
cf. Example Let £ : G — B, be a finitely supported function. For each g € GG, define
a linear map Ty : B, — By by

b) = &(gh)*b&(h) for all b€ By.
heG

Then T = (Ty)4eq is a positive definite B-bundle map.
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Indeed, let g1,...,9, € G and b;,¢; € By, for i =1,...,n. For each j € {1,...,n}, let
d; : G — B, be the finitely supported function defined by

dj(g) = b; &gy 9) ¢

for all g € G, and consider d; as a function in the Hilbert B.-module ¢*(G, B,). Then for
each i,7 € {1,...,n} we have

¢i Ty, (Vb)) ¢ =Y (gt gih)bibiE(h) ¢ = di(g) = (d;,d;) B,

heG geG

Hence,

f: ci Ty, (Vb)) ¢; f: (di,d;)p Zdl, Zd € (Bo)*.

i,j=1 i,j=1

Example 4.7. Let A = (4y)gec and B = (Bj)ren denote the canonical Fell bundles
associated to some discrete C*-dynamical systems ¥ = (A,G,«a) and Q = (B, H,f).
For simplicity, we only consider untwisted systems here, although the case where both %
and ) are twisted systems can be handled in a similar way. We recall that each fibre
Ay :={(a,g) : a € A} is identified with A as a Banach space via the map (a, g) — a, the
multiplication Ay x Ay — Agy and the involution Ay — A,-1 being given by

(CL, g)(alv g/) = (aag(a'), gg/)a

and

(a7 g)* = (ag*1 (CL*), 9_1)7
respectively. Each B = {(b,h) : b € B} is defined similarly, along with the Fell bundle
operations.

We also recall that C*(A) (resp. C)(.A)) corresponds to the full (resp. reduced) C*-
crossed product C*(X) (resp. C; (X)) associated to X, and similarly with C*(B) (resp. C}(B)).
For g € G and a € A, we will identify 3;]4((&, g)) with the canonical element a Ux(g) in
C*(X%), and )\;]4(((1, g)) with the canonical element a Ax(g) in C}(X).

Consider a family (Tvg) geq of bounded linear maps from A to B. For each g € G, define

a bounded linear map 7y : Ay — By by

Ty((a, 9)) = (Ty(a), #(9))

for all a € A. Then T' = (Ty)4eq is easily seen to be an A-¢-B bundle map. Moreover,
T is positive definite if and only if the family (7,)geq is 2-¢-Q positive definite in the
following sense: for every ¢1,...,9n, € G and aq,...,a, € A, the matrix

Boton Ty, (g1 (afay))

’L

is positive in Mn(B)

'When G = H, ¢ = idg, ¥ = Q and A is unital, this amounts to say that (T,)gecc is positive definite
w.r.t. 3 in the sense of [9].
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Indeed, by definition, T' = (T,)4ec is positive definite if and only if

n

Z(bi,sﬁ(gz’))Tg;lgj((ai,gi)*(%gj)) (bj,0(g;))* € BT x {e}

1,7=1

whenever g1,...,9, € G, a1,...,a, € A and by,...,b, € B. On the other hand, ( 9)ged
is Y--Q) positive definite if and only if

Z b; /84,0(91') (Tg;lgj (agfl(ai*aj))) bj* € BT
i,j=1
whenever gq,...,9, € G and ay,...,a, € A and by,...,b, € B. As we have
(bis (90)) T2, ((ai, 90)" (a5, 95)) (b, 0(g5))"
bi, 2(9:)) Ty ((ag,-1(ai™), i) (a7, 95)) (B2 (b57), 0(g) ™)

bes oG Tr, (2,1 (05"t (050, 657 7)) (B2 057 9(0) ™)
o 0) Ty, (s 057050, 067109) (8 (") 0007) )
,(9i) (Tg 1g3( (a, a;)), (g 9i)) ( gp(gj)*l(bj*)vw(gj)_l)

)),cp(g])) (Bogy1 (057 0(g7) ™)

the claim readily follows.
Applying Theorem B0, we get that (7, 9)geq is X-p-§) positive definite if and only if
there exists a completely positive map ®4: C*(X) — C*(Q) such that

B=(aUs(9)) = Ty(a)Ua(p(g))

for all a € A and g € G, in which case we have || @] = I Te]|.
Moreover, if we assume that ker() is amenable, then Theorem B.12 gives that (7, )geG
is X-p-Q positive definite if and only if there exists a completely positive map Mz

CH(X) — CF(Q) such that
Mz(ads(9)) = Ty(a)Xale(g))

for all a € A and g € G, in which case || Mz| = ITe]l.

We note that in the case where G = H, ¢ = idg, ¥ = Q and A is unital, these two
results boil down to the equivalence of (b), (c¢) and (d) in [9, Corollary 4.4]. Under the
same assumptions, we also illustrated in [9, Example 4.1] how positive definite families
(Ty)gec may be constructed from equivariant representations of ¥. We will now describe
how such families arise when € is possibly different from > and A may be non-unital, still
assuming that G = H and ¢ = idg.

Let X be a right Hilbert B-module such that A acts on X from the left by adjointable
operators, and assume « is a homomorphism from G into the group of C-linear invertible
isometries of X satisfying

(i) vg(a-z) = agla) - y4(x)
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(i) vg(a - b) = 7g(x) - By(b)

(iil) (vg(@): v (W) B = Bg((z,9)B)

for each g € G,a € A,;b € B and z,y € X. (This means that v is an a- compatible
action of G on the right Hilbert A-B-bimodule X in the sense of [24], except that we don’t
assume non-degeneracy of the left action of A on X.)

For each g € G define a linear map 7, : A — B by

Ty(a) = (z,a- (35(2)))

for all a € A. Then (~ Ty)gec is E-idg-Q positive-definite. Indeed, let gi,...,9, € G and
ai,...,an € A. Then for i,j € {1,...,n} we have

B (T, (g, <araj>>) By (g1 (a3a5) - (01, (@) )
= (V0: (@), 7g, (g, (a7 a5) Vot (%))
= (19:(2), ag, (g, 1 (a] a;)) "Ygi(’Yg;lgj (x))>3
<791 (ajaj) - ng($)>B
= (a i'/ygi( ), aj g, (%)) 5
= (i, Uj)B
where y; := a; - 74, (z) € X for every i. Thus,

[/Bgi (Tgiflgj(agfl(a;'kaj)))] = [<yi7yj>B] € Mn(B)+7

as desired.

We note that by adapting the proof of [9, Theorem 4.5, one can show that that every
Y-idg-€) positive definite family may be obtained in such a way, at least when A and B
are unital.

Example 4.8. Assume B = (By)4cq is a Fell sub-bundle of a Fell Bundle A = (A4),ecq,
as defined in [27, Definition 21.5], and E = (E,) is a conditional expectation from A to B
in the sense of Exel [27, Definition 21.19]. Thus, each E; is a bounded idempotent linear
mapping from A, onto By, and we have

(i) E. is a conditional expectation from A, onto B,
(ii) for each g € G and a € Ay, we have Ey(a)* = E,-1(a*), and
(iii) for each g,h € G and a € Ay, b € By, we have
Egp(ab) = Eg(a)b, Epg(ba) = bE4(a).

Then FE is a positive definite A-B bundle map.
Indeed, if g1,...,9n € G, a; € Ay, and b; € By, for i = 1,...,n, and we set ¢ :=
> j=1a;b5 € Ac, then

ZbEflgaa]b—Z viga50 1(biaja;by)

1,j=1 Jl

= Z e(biaja;bi) = Ee(cc)

1,j=1
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which is positive in B, since E. is a positive map.
Applying again Theorem B.I0land Theorem B12], we obtain the existence of completely
positive linear maps ®g : C*(A) — C*(B) and Mg : C}(A) — C}(B) satisfying that

Sp(j; (@) = Jg (By(a)),  Mp(N'(a)) = Ag (Ey(a)

for all g € G and a € A,. It is well-known that such a map Mp exists and is a conditional
expectation when C}(B) is identified with its canonical copy inside C}(.A) (cf. [27, Theorem
21.29)).

Further, since B admits a conditional expectation in the sense of Exel (by assumption),
we can identify C*(B) with its canonical copy inside C*(A) (cf. [27, Theorem 21.30]). Then,
for every g € G and b € B, we get that

®p(j;(b) =I5 (Eg(b) = j; ().

Hence, by continuity of ®p, we get that ®p(x) = x for every x € C*(B), i.e., ®p is
a projection from C*(A) onto C*(B). Since ||®g| = ||Ee|]| = 1, we get that ®g is a
conditional expectation.

Example 4.9. Let Y be a right Hilbert C*(8)-module and y € Y. Assume that C(A)
acts on Y from the left by adjointable operators. For each g € G, define a linear map
Tg : Ag — B@(g) by

Ty(a) = Eg(g) <<y, A?(a)y)C:(B)) for all a € A,. (5)

Then T' = (Ty) is clearly an A-¢-B bundle map. Moreover, it is positive definite:

Indeed, let g1,...,9n, € G and a; € Ag,,b; € By, for i =1,...,n. Then we have

©(g:
biTgi 1, (aja;) b =b; EP )(<y,)\ 1, (a;'kaj)mc;f(ls)) b;

A A *
=bi Egp(g) 1¢(gj)(<Agi(ai)y7)‘gj(aj)y>c7’f(8))bj

=bi Eso(g) 150(91')(21']')1);’

o(g; g5

where z;; := <)‘£(ai)ya)\;§- (aj)y)cx(py for each i, j. Now, using [27, Proposition 17.12], we
get that
* B B
bi Eso(g@) 189(9j)(zij)bj = Ag, (i) zij A (b )"

for each 4,j. Since Z := [z;;] € M,(C}(B))*, we get that

Z b; T -1, (aga;)b Z )\B i) Zij A j)*:<Q,ZQ> € Cx(B)*"
i,j=1 i,5=1

where Q := (/\gl(bl)*,... B (B,)*) € (C*(B))"™ and, in the last line, (-,-) denotes the

’ 7 gn
standard C(B)-valued inner product on (C}(B))".

We leave to the reader to check that one obtains a similar result if one replaces the
reduced cross-sectional C*-algebras by their full counterparts and defines Tj; : Ay — B
by

Ty(a) = (EB o(g) © AP) <<y Jy (a Ala )y>c*(3)> for all a € A,. (6)
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Conversely, let us start with a positive definite A-p-B bundle map T = (Ty)4ec. We
can then form the completely positive map &7 : C*(A) — C*(B). Following Paschke [55)],
Section 5] (see also [46, p. 48]), we may then construct from ®p a right Hilbert C*(B)-
module Y and a left action of C*(A) on Y by adjointable operators. Assume that A, and
B, are unital. Then C*(A) and C*(B) are unital, so [55, Theorem 5.2] gives that there
exists some y € Y such that

Or(X) =y, X -y)c=(B)

for all X € C*(A). Then for all g € G and a € A, we have

. 5@) - y) o) = D1 G @) = 35, (Ty(a)),

hence

(EZ(5)oA") (.35 @) m)cm ) = By (A (515) (Ty(@))) = EZg) (M) (Ty(@))) = Ty(a).

This shows that every positive definite A-p-B bundle map 7" may be written in the form
@©). If we further assume that ker(¢) is amenable, then arguing analogously with the
completely positive map My : C)(A) — C)(B), we also get that every such bundle map
T is of the form ({l).

5 An approximation property for Fell bundles

Recall that a discrete group G is amenable if and only if there exists a net {¢;} of normal-
ized finitely supported positive definite functions on G such that ¢; — 1 pointwise (see
e.g. [14] Theorem 2.6.8]). An analogous property for Fell bundles is as follows.

Definition 5.1. A Fell Bundle B = (By)gec over a discrete group G has the PD-
approzimation property if there exists a net {1"};c; of B-bundle maps satisfying the fol-
lowing properties:

(i) For each i € I, T" = (T})4eq is positive definite and its support {g € G : Ty, # 0} is
finite.

(ii) The net {T"};c; is uniformly bounded in the sense that sup; || 77| < oc.
(iii) limg || T;(b) — b|| = 0 for every g € G and b € By.

Example 5.2. Recall from [26], 27] that a Fell bundle B = (By)4ec is said to have the
Exel approzimation property (AP) whenever there exists a net {; };e; of finitely supported
functions from G to B, satisfying that

® SUD;cy H ZheG fZ(h)*fz(h)H < oo,
o lim; || Y cq&i(gh)*b&i(h) — b|| =0 for every g € G and b € B,

It has recently been shown that the AP is equivalent to several other properties, such as
AD-amenability, see [3] [16], [I§]. It can be also extended to Fell bundles over groupoids,
cf. [38].
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We note that a Fell bundle B = (By)4eq has the PD-approximation property whenever
B has the AP. Indeed, assume that there exists a net {&; };cr as above. For each i € I and
g € G, let then T; : By — B, be the map defined by

= Z &i(gh)*b¢;(h) for all b e B,
heG

As explained in Example B8], each T° = (T, ;)geg is a positive definite B-bundle map,
and one readily sees that {T"};c; is a net guaranteeing that B has the PD-approximation
property.

This implies in particular that B = (By)gecc has the PD-approximation property when-
ever (G is amenable.

Example 5.3. Let ¥ = (4, G, a) be a (unital) discrete C*-dynamical system, and let B
denote the associated Fell bundle over G. If the system ¥ is amenable in the sense of [10],
then, making use of Example 7] we get that B has the PD-approximation property.

Recall that a Fell bundle B is said to have the weak containment property (WCP), or
to be Ezel-amenable, whenever the canonical map AB : C*(B) — Cf(B) is injective.

Theorem 5.4. Assume B = (By)4ec has the PD-approximation property. Then B has
the WCP. Hence C*(B) ~ C}(B).

Proof. The proof of the first assertion is an adaptation of the proof for the case of group
C*-algebras associated to amenable groups given in [14, Theorem 2.6.8] (see also the proof
of [10, Theorem 4.6]).

We start by observing that if F is a finite subset of G and CF is the subspace of C.(B)
given by Cp = {f € C.(B) : supp(f) C F}, then we have that x(CF) is a closed subspace
of C*(B). Here we write & for the canonical map x5 : C.(B) — C*(B).

Indeed, let {f,} be a sequence in Cr such that {x(f,)} converges to some x € C*(B).
For each g € G, let E : C*(B) — By be the linear map defined by F, := EB o AB, which
is clearly continuous. For each g € F we then have

fnlg) = Eg(li(fn)) — Eg(x) € Byjasn — 0.

Thus, letting f € Cr be defined by f = deF 4(z) © g, and using (I]), we get

|z = &()lle < llz = &(fu)lle + |6(fr — )Hu
<[z — &(fn Hu‘FZan — Ey(x)|| > 0asn — .
geF

Hence, = k(f) € k(CF), as desired.

Next, let x € C*(B). Consider a positive definite B-bundle map T having finite support.
Then CIDT( ) € k(C.(B)): indeed, letting F' denote the support of T" and { f,,} be a sequence
in C.(B) such that {x(f,)} converges to x, we have

Dr(r(fa) = £(@r(fa)) = (D (Ty(fal9) © 9) € K(Cr)

geF

for each n, so ®p(x) = lim, ®7(k(f,)) belongs to K(Cr) = K(Cr) C k(C.(B)).
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Assume now that A(z) = 0. Let {T"};c; be anet as guaranteed by the PD-approximation
property of B. Theorem B.I0] (resp. Theorem B12) gives a net {®pi}icr (vesp. {Mqi}ier)
of completely positive maps on C*(B) (resp. C(B)). Note that for each i € I, we have
Ao ®pi = Mpi o A on C*(B), since the maps on both sides are continuous and agree on
k(C.(B)). Hence, for each i € I, we get

A(®rpi(z)) = Mpi (A(z)) =0.

Since each T" is finitely supported, we have ®:(x) € k(C.(B)), as established above. But
A is injective on k(C.(B)), cf. [27, Proposition 17.9], so we obtain that ®7:(x) = 0 for
each i € 1.

In order to conclude that x = 0, we will use the observation that for every y € C*(B)
we have y = lim; ®7.i(y). To see this, let f € C.(B) have support F' C G. Using (), we
get that

[07:(a(£) = 5Dl = || 32 w([T3(500) = 1)) @9) || < 32 I1Ta(s0) = @)1
geF

geF

Hence, using the assumption that lim; [|T}(b) — b]| = 0 for every g € G and b € B, we
get that lim; [|®7:(k(f)) — &(f)|lu = 0. This implies that lim; [|®7:(y) — y|lu = 0 for all
y € k(Ce(B)). If {uj}jecs is an approximate unit for A, then {x(u; ® €)};c is easily seen
to be an approximate unit for C*(B), so we get that

187 | = lim [| S (k(u; © )l = lizn 15 (T2 () © €) [l = lin ITE (up)ll = 172

for each i € I. By property (ii) for {T%};cr, we have sup;c; |T?]| < oo, so we get that
sup;e; || @i < co. Hence, since x(C.(B)) is dense in C*(B), an £/3-argument gives that
lim; ®7i(y) =y for every y € C*(B).

Applying this observation to x, we get that = lim; ®7:(x) = 0. This shows that A is
injective, as desired. U

Our next result involves the tensor product Fell bundle C ®,i, B = (C’ Qmin Bg)g e

which is defined for any C*-algebra C' in [27), Definition 25.4]. A similar result when B has
the AP is shown by Exel in [27, Proposition 25.9].

Proposition 5.5. Assume B = (Bg)geq s a Fell bundle having the PD-approximation
property, and let C' be a C*-algebra. Then C Q@uin B has the PD-approximation property.

Proof. We recall from [27, Sections 24 and 25] that the Fell bundle D := C ®uy B is
the completion of the pre-Fell-bundle obtained by equipping the algebraic Fell bundle
C ©B = (C® By)geq with the minimal C*-norm || - |min on C' ® Be. The norm on each

fiber C ® By is then given by ||d|| = Hd*d”iﬁ for d € C ® By, and the fiber of C ®min B
at g, denoted by C ®min By, is the completion of C'® By w.r.t. this norm.

Let {T%};c; be a net as guaranteed by the PD-approximation property of B and con-
sider i € I. Then by Theorem 312, T° is a reduced B-bundle map such that My is
completely positive on C*(B). Letting idc denote the identity map on C and using [14]
Theorem 3.5.3], we get a completely positive map M; := ide ® My: on C @umin C(B)
satisfying .

Mi(c@ X3 (b)) = c® Mp:(AB (b)) = c@ AB (T} (b))
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for all ¢ € C,g € G and b € By, and ||[M;|| = |lide| [|Mzy:|| = |T7]. Now, using [27,
Theorem 25.8], there is a *-isomorphism v : C}(D) — C Quin C;(B) satisfying

P(AD(c®@ b)) = c®@ A5 (b)

forallce C,g € G and b € B,.
We therefore get a completely positive map ¥; := )~! o ]\AjZ o1 on C¥(D) satisfying
that
Ti(AD(c®@ b)) = AP (c® Ti(b))
for all c € C,g € G and b € B, and || ¥, = ||T¢||. Hence, using Proposition B.7), we get
that S* := (S;)ge(;, where for each g € G, S; : C ®min By = C @min By is defined by

i ._ D . D
Sg:=E;oWV;0),,

is a positive definite D-bundle map.

It is now easy to check that the net {S%};c; satisfies properties (i) and (ii) needed for
the PD-approximation property of D = C ®u,in B. To verify that (iii) also holds, using that
this net is uniformly bounded, we only have to check that for c € C,g € G and b € B, we
have

lign ||S;(c ®b)—c®b| =0.

Now, as Si(c®@b) = EP(V;(AP(c® b)) = EP(AD(c @ T}(b))) = ¢ ® Ti(b), we get that

1S (c@b) — c @bl = [[(c® (TE(b) — b))*(c® (Ti(b) — b)) 4o
= ||cfec ® (T;(b) — b)*(Tg(b) - b)Hrlr{i
= lle* el V2 |(Ti(b) — by (Ti(b) — b)) /2
= [le|l 1T (b) — b]| —: 0,

as desired. ]

Theorem 5.6. Assume that B = (By)geq is a Fell bundle having the PD-approximation
property. Then C*(B) ~ C}(B) is nuclear if and only if B, is nuclear.

Proof. By Theorem [5.4] we know that C*(B) ~ C}(B). Assume that B, is nuclear. In [27,
Proposition 25.10], Exel shows that C*(B) ~ C}(B) is then nuclear whenever B has the
AP. It is straightforward to see that his proof goes through verbatim if one just invokes
Proposition 5.0l instead of [27, Proposition 25.9]. Conversely, nuclearity of B, is necessary

for the nuclearity of C(B) since there exists a conditional expectation from C(B) onto
B.. g

We can now include the PD-approximation property in [3, Proposition 7.2] (see also
[5, Théoreme 4.5], [27, Proposition 25.10] and [16, Corollary 4.23]).

Corollary 5.7. Let B = (Bg)gec be a Fell bundle. Then the following conditions are
equivalent:

(i) B has the PD-approximation property and B, is nuclear.
(i) B has the AP and Be is nuclear.
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(iii) C*(B) is nuclear.
(iv) C}(B) is nuclear.

Proof. For the equivalence between (i7), (ii7) and (iv), see [3, Proposition 7.2]. The
implication (i) = () is shown in Example 5.2l Finally, (i) = (iii) follows from Theorem
0.0l ]

An interesting open question related to this result is whether the PD-approximation
property for a Fell bundle B = (By)4eq is equivalent to the AP, also in the case where B,
is not nuclear.

6 Some further developments

In this section we briefly address some directions for further developments.

6.1

Let B = (By)gec be a Fell bundle over a discrete group G, and let 7' be a B-bundle
map. It would be interesting to find some sufficient condition, other than T" being a linear
combination of positive definite B-bundle maps (cf. Remark [3.15]), which ensures that 7" is
full or reduced, in which case one would also like to know whether ®7 or Mr is completely
bounded. We mention here one result of this type. To any bounded function ¢ : G — C
one may associate the B-bundle map 7% = (T, ;’ )gec given by

Ty (b) = ¢(9)b

for every g € G and b € By, as we did in Example in the case where ¢ is positive
definite. One may wonder under which conditions 7' is full or reduced.

Let B(G) denote the Fourier-Stieltjes algebra of G [36], which consists of the coefficient
functions of unitary representations of G. If ¢ belongs to B(G), then T'% is both full and
reduced (because ¢ may be written as a linear combination of positive definite functions
on GG). One may also consider coefficient functions of more general representations of G
on Hilbert spaces, as was initiated by De Canniére and Haagerup [2I] in the case of group
bundles. (Note that this will bring something new only when G is non-amenable.) The
following result extends [9, Proposition 4.2] (which is itself an extension of [21I, Theorem
2.2]) to the setting of Fell bundles.

Proposition 6.1. Let v be a uniformly bounded representation of G into the invertible
bounded linear operators on some Hilbert space H, and set K = sup{||v(g)||,9 € G} < cc.
Let &1,& € H and define ¢ : G — C by

d(9) = (&1,v(9)&) forall g € G.

Then T? is reduced. In fact, the associated map Mys : CH(B) — CF(B) is completely
bounded, with ||Mrps|le, < K [|€1l|€2]]-

Proof. It is not difficult to check that there is an adjointable operator W on the Hilbert
Be-module H ® £2(B) satisfying

W (€@ jPe) =vh)E®iP() forall ¢ e H,heGandce By,
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It is also clear that W is invertible. Then we have
W (I @ A2 (1)W1 = v(g) ® A5 (b)
for every g € G and b € B,. Indeed, for every £ € H,h € G and ¢ € By, we have
W (I @ AJ(0))(€ @ ji () = W(E © jg,(be) = v(gh) @ jg(be)

= (v(g) @ Ag(0)(v(h) @ ji; () = (v(g) @ AG (D)W (€ ® ji ().
For £ € H, let 6¢ : (*(B) — H @ ¢*(B) be the adjointable operator given by ¢ f = £ @ f
for all f € ¢2(B), whose adjoint is determined by 0:(§" @ f) = (§,&) f for & € H and
f € £2(B). We may now define My : L, ((*(B)) — Lp, (¢*(B)) by

My(x) = 05 W (I, @ )W~ "6,
Then My is completely bounded with || My, < K2 ||&1]|[|€2]]. Moreover, we have
My(Ng (0))f = 05, W (I @ AJ (b)) W ™0, | = 60, (v(g) ® AJ (b))0e, f

= 0F, (v(9)62 ® AF(b)f) = (&1,v(9)&) A (b)f = ¢(g) A5 (b)f

for all g € G,b € By and f € ¢*(B). Thus, My, restricted to C;(B), is a completely
bounded extension of ¢ys. This shows that 7% is reduced, with Mps = My. O

6.2

In this subsection, G and H are discrete groups, ¢ € Hom(G,H), and ¢ : G — C is
a bounded function. We will say that ¢ is a reduced (G, p, H)-multiplier (or simply a

p-multiplier, when G and H are clear from the context) if there exists a bounded linear
map M, 4 : C¥(G) — C}(H) such that

My, 5(Ac(9)) = d(9)Au(0(9)) ,

for every g € G. One can also define full (G, p, H)-multipliers in a similar way, in terms
of the existence a suitable bounded linear map ®, 4 : C*(G) — C*(H). Of course, when
G = H and ¢ = idg, we recover the usual notions of reduced and full multipliers of G
(see e.g. [7] and references therein); the map Miq, ¢ is then denoted My, while ®iq,, ¢ is
denoted by ®g4. In this case, it is well-known (and follows from Theorems and [3.10)
that the function ¢ is positive definite if and only if ¢ is a reduced (resp. full) multiplier
and My (resp. ®4) is completely positive.

Let’s rephrase these notions in terms of the group bundles A = (C x {g})4eq and

B=(Cx{h})hen. Let T? = (qub)gec be the A-p-B bundle map given by
Tf(z,g) = (¢(g9)z,p(g)) forall z€Cand ge€@G.

Then it follows readily that ¢ is a reduced (resp. full) (G, ¢, H)-multiplier if and only if
the bundle map T? is reduced (resp. full). Moreover, under the natural identifications
ClHA) ~ CXG) and Cf(B) ~ C(H) (resp. C*(A) ~ C*(G) and C*(B) ~ C*(H)), the
map My corresponds to My (resp. ®p¢ corresponds to ®4) whenever ¢ is a reduced
(resp. full) (G, ¢, H)-multiplier.
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Note that T¢ = (ng) )gec is positive definite if and only if for all gi,...,9, € G and
21, W1, .- ., 2Zn, Wy € C, we have

n

> (wi,sﬁ(gi))Tj;lgj ((2i,90)%(2),95)) (wj,0(g;))* > 0in C x {e}
ig=1

that is,

n

> wiwjdlg; 'gj)ziz 2 0.

ij=1
This is clearly equivalent to ¢ being a positive definite function on G. Hence, Theorem
B.10] gives that ¢ is positive definite if and only ¢ is a full (G, ¢, H)-multiplier such that
P, 4 : C*(G) — C*(H) is completely positive. Moreover, if ker(y) is amenable, then
Theorem [B.12] gives that this is also equivalent to ¢ being a reduced (G, ¢, H)-multiplier
such that M, 4 : C(G) — Cj(H) is completely positive.

The natural problem of determining the space of all reduced (resp. full) (G, p, H)-
multipliers, and eventually obtain some structure theorem, seems to be challenging. We
include below a few relevant observations.

We first note that ¢ is a full multiplier of G (i.e., ¢ belongs to B(G)) if and only if ¢
is a full (G, @, K)-multiplier for every group K and every # € Hom(G, K), in which case
we have

Dy 4 = 0,0 Dy,

where 0, : C*(G) — C*(K) is the canonical *-homomorphism, cf. [IT, Corollary 8.C.13].
It would be interesting to know if there are situations where some full (G, ¢, H)-multiplier
is not a full multiplier of G.

Similarly, ¢ is a reduced multiplier of G if and only if it is a reduced (G, 6, K )-multiplier
for every group K and every 6 € Hom(G, K) such that ker(#) is amenable, in which case
we have

Mp,p = Osr 0 Mo, (7)

where 0, , : C;(G) — CJ(K) is the canonical *-homomorphism [I1], Corollary 8.C.15].

If ker(¢) is not amenable, then it can happen that ¢ is a reduced multiplier of G, but not
areduced (G, ¢, H)-multiplier. For example, assume G is a non-amenable group, H = {e}
and g : G — {e} is the trivial map. Then ker(ipy) is not amenable. Moreover, the constant
function 1¢ is a reduced multiplier of G, but it is not a reduced (G, o, {e})-multiplier.
Indeed, if it was, then M, 1, would correspond to a multiplicative linear functional on
C}(G) taking the value 1 on each Ag(g), which would imply that G is amenable, cf. [14].
It should also be noted here that the space of reduced (G, pg, {e})-multipliers may be
identified with the dual of C*(G).

One may wonder whether there exists some reduced (G, ¢, H)-multiplier which is not
a reduced multiplier of G, even if ker(y) is amenable.

Let now ¢ : H — C be a bounded function, so ¢ o ¢ : G — C is bounded too. We
note that if ¢ is a full multiplier of H, i.e., 1» € B(H), then ¢ o ¢ belongs to B(G), cf. [36,
Theorem 2.2.1 (i)]; hence 9 o ¢ is a full (G, ¢, H)-multiplier, satisfying that

Py pop = Pop © s = s 0 Py

We don’t know if it can happen that oy is a full (G, ¢, H)-multiplier for some ¢ ¢ B(H).
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Further, assume that ker(y) is amenable and let 1) be a reduced multiplier of H. Then
one readily sees that ¢ o ¢ is a reduced (G, ¢, H)-multiplier with

Moo = My 0 Pur. (8)

It is not obvious to us that v o ¢ is necessarily a reduced multiplier of G. However, if M,
is completely bounded, i.e., ¢ € MyA(H), then ¢ o ¢ € MyA(G) (this may be deduced
from [35, Theorem]|, which is a variant of Gilbert’s theorem), in which case we get that

Mg pop = My © Qup = Prr © Mo

Also here, one may wonder whether it can happen that ¢ o ¢ is a reduced (G, p, H)-
multiplier for some 1) which is not a reduced multiplier of H.

We finally note that if ¢ is assumed to be positive definite, then it follows readily that
the maps @, o, and M, 4o, are both completely positive.

6.3

There has been recently a lot of interest in C*-algebras associated to Fell bundles, not only
over discrete groups but also over locally compact groups, étale groupoids and inverse
semigroups (see e.g. [15] [T, 17, 41l 2, [42] 43| 39, 44 [38, 20l 61]). It seems natural to
investigate to which extent our results in this paper can be carried over to these settings.
Although some work will be necessary in order to handle some technicalities, we expect
that most of our results will continue to hold for Fell bundles over locally compact groups.
In the other cases, it is likely that some efforts will be needed to formulate the correct
versions. For instance, for étale groupoids, one would first have to decide which class(es)
of functors between étale groupoids have the property that a suitable generalization of [11],
Theorems 8.C.12 and 8.C.14] is achievable. We refer to [61] for some possible candidates.

In another direction, it has been known for quite some time that Fell bundles over
(discrete) groupoids and C*-categories are close relatives, although it is hard to find any
specific statement in the literature. Let 7 be a (small) C*-category [30]. One can naturally
associate to 7 a Fell bundle By over the (discrete) pair groupoid Ob(7) x Ob(7T) by setting
B, = (p,0), the Banach space of arrows from the object p to the object ¢ in 7. The
bundle operations follow at once from the corresponding operations in 7. If t € B, , and
s € By then ts € B, ; (product in the bundle) is given by s ot (composition in 7°), and
t* € B, (adjoint in the bundle) is nothing but t* € (o, p). Moreover, it is well known
that to any C*-category 7 one can associate a C*-algebra C*(T) (cf. [30]), and to any
Fell bundle B over a groupoid one can associate C*(B) and C}(B) (see e.g. [37]). One may
wonder whether there is some relationship between C*(7") and C*(Br) (or C}(BT)).

Note also that if 7 is a monoidal (i.e., tensor) C*-category, then a second operation of
composition in the Fell bundle B arises from the tensor product in 7, namely if ¢t € B, ,
and t' € By o then we get t ® t e Bosy ogo (we leave the reader the task of spelling
out the detailed properties of this composition). Thinking of a monoidal C*-category as
a special case of a 2-C*-category with only one object (see e.g. [62]), this might open the
way to a parallel notion of 2-Fell bundle (cf. [12]).

Over the years, notions of amenability have appeared in the context of C*-categories
mainly inspired by subfactor theory, see e.g. [48] for the concept of amenability of an
object in a monoidal C*-category. In the more recent paper [57], many properties origi-
nally defined for groups (e.g., amenability, property (T), the Haagerup property and weak
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amenability) are translated into the setting of rigid monoidal C*-categories. It is therefore
natural to ask if the amenability of a rigid monoidal C*-category T is related to some suit-
able notion of amenability (or approximation property) of the corresponding Fell bundle

Br.

It should be possible to put forward several properties from groups to Fell bundles,

and we believe that the material developed in the main text should provide valuable tools
for this purpose.
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