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DILATIONS AND RIGID FACTORISATIONS ON NONCOMMUTATIVE
LP-SPACES

MARIUS JUNGE AND CHRISTIAN LE MERDY

ABSTRACT. We study some factorisation and dilation properties of completely positive maps
on noncommutative LP-spaces. We show that Akcoglu’s dilation theorem for positive con-
tractions on classical (= commutative) LP-spaces has no reasonable analog in the noncom-
mutative setting. Our study relies on non symmetric analogs of Pisier’s operator space
valued noncommutative LP-spaces that we investigate in the first part of the paper.
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1. INTRODUCTION.

Akcoglu’s dilation theorem [I], 2] for positive contractions on classical LP-spaces plays a
tremendous role in various areas of analysis. The main result of this paper says that there
is no ‘reasonable’ analog of that result for (completely) positive contractions acting on non-
commutative LP-spaces. Recall that Akcoglu’s theorem essentially says that for any measure
space (€2, ), for any 1 < p < oo and for any positive contraction u: LP(2) — LP(€2), there
is another measure space (€, '), two contractions J: LP(Q) — LP(Q) and Q: LP(Q') —
LP(2), and an invertible isometry U: LP(Q') — LP(€)') such that v = QU™J for any integer
n > 0. Let SP be the p-th Schatten space of operators a: > — ¢? equipped with the norm
llall, = (tr(|a|p))%. We show that if p # 2, there exists a completely positive contraction
u: SP — SP which is not dilatable in the noncommutative sense. Namely whenever LP(M)
is a noncommutative LP-space associated with a von Neumann algebra M, there is no triple
(J,Q,U) consisting of contractions J: SP — LP(M) and Q: LP(M) — SP, and of an in-
vertible isometry U: LP(M) — LP(M), such that u™ = QU™J for any integer n > 0. Let
P = p/(p—1) be the conjugate number of p. We actually show the stronger result that there
is no pair (7', S) of isometries T: S? — LP(M) and S: SP' — L¥ (M) such that u = S*T.

The ‘need’ of a noncommutative version of Akcoglu’s theorem (and its semigroup version
[7]) came out from some recent work of Q. Xu and the authors devoted to diffusion semigroups
on noncommutative LP-spaces [13]. The lack of a noncommutative Akcoglu’s theorem turns
out to be a key feature of this topic.

We give two proofs of our main result. In Section 4, we give a non constructive one,
that is, we show the existence of a completely positive contraction u: S? — SP which is not
dilatable without giving an explicit example. In Section 5, we provide a second proof, which
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is longer but shows an explicit example. Our proofs rely on various properties of a class of
operator space valued noncommutative LP-spaces which we investigate in Sections 2 and 3,
and on LP-matricially normed spaces [12].

We will need a few techniques from operator space theory and we refer the reader to
either [5] or [22] for the necessary background on this topic. If E, F are any two operator
spaces, we let CB(FE, F') denote the space of all completely bounded maps u: £ — F. We
let ||u||e denote the completely bounded norm of such a map and we say that u is a complete
contraction if ||u|l < 1. We let F ®, F and FE ®,;, F' denote the Haagerup tensor product
and the minimal tensor product of F and F', respectively. Then we let || ||min denote the
norm on F Qi F.

For any integer k > 1 we let M, be the space of all £ x k matrices equipped with the
operator norm and for any 1 < p < oo, we let S? be that space equipped with the p-th
Schatten norm. Also we use the notation S* for the C*-algebra of compact operators on ¢2.
Unless stated otherwise, we let (ex)z>1 denote the canonical basis of ¢? and for any 4,5 > 1,
we let Ej;: 2 — (? be the matrix unit taking e; to e; and taking ey to 0 for any k # j. If X
is any vector space, we regard as usual S} ® X as the space of all k x k matrices with entries
in X, writing [x;;] for Z” E;; ® x;; whenever z;; € X.

2. SOME NONCOMMUTATIVE OPERATOR SPACE VALUED LP-SPACES.

In this section we introduce a variant of the noncommutative vector valued LP-spaces
considered by Pisier in [20, Chapter 3] and we establish a few preliminary results. We refer
the reader to [11] and [I4] for related constructions. We start with some background and
preliminary results on noncommutative LP-spaces associated with a trace. We shall only
give a brief account on theses spaces and we refer to [25],[0], [24] and the references therein
for more details and further information.

We let (M, ) be a semifinite von Neumann algebra equipped with a normal semifinite
faithful trace . Then we let

(2.1) V(M) = JeMe,

where the union runs over all projections e € M such that ¢(e) < oo. This is a *-algebra
and the semifiniteness of ¢ ensures that V(M) is w*-dense in M. Let us write V = V(M)
for simplicity and let V. = M, NV denote the positive part of V. Then any a € V, has a
finite trace.

Let 1 < p < co. For any a € V, the operator |a|’ belongs to V' and we set

lall, = (¢(lal?))?,  a€V.

Here |a| = (a*a)z denotes the modulus of a. It turns out that || ||, is a norm on V.
By definition, the noncommutative LP-space associated with (M, ) is the completion of
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(Vo Ip)- It is denoted by LP(M). For convenience, we also set L>(M) = M equipped with
the operator norm || ||eo-

Assume that M C B(H) acts on some Hilbert space H, and let M’ C B(H) denote
the commutant of M. It will be fruitful to have a description of the elements of LP(M) as
(possibly unbounded) operators on H. We say that a closed and densely defined operator
a on H is affiliated with M if a commutes with any unitary of M’. Then we say that an
affiliated operator a is measurable (with respect to the trace ¢) provided that there is a
positive real number A > 0 such that ¢(e)) < oo, where €y = X[x.00)(|a]) is the projection
associated to the indicator function of [A, 0o) in the Borel functional calculus of |a|. The set
L°(M) of all measurable operators is a *-algebra (see e.g. [25, Chapter I] for a proof and a
precise definition of the sum and product on L°(M)).

We recall further properties of L°(M) that will be used later on. First for any a in L°(M)
and any 0 < p < oo, the operator |a|’ = (a*a)? belongs to L°(M). Second, let L°(M), be
the positive part of L°(M), that is, the set of all selfadjoint positive operators in L°(M).
Then the trace ¢ extends to a positive tracial functional on LY(M),, still denoted by ¢, in
such a way that for any 1 < p < oo, we have

(M) = {a € L°(M) : ¢(laP) < oo},

equipped with |al/, = (<p(\a|p))%. Furthermore, ¢ uniquely extends to a bounded linear
functional on L'(M), still denoted by ¢. For any a,c € L°(M), we have ac € L'(M) if and
only if ca € L'(M) and in this case, ¢(ac) = ¢(ca). Furthermore we have

[p(a)l < ¢(lal) = [lalh
for any a € L*(M).
Let 1 < p,q,s < oo such that %—i—% = % The so-called noncommutative Holder inequality
asserts that LP(M)- LY(M) C L*(M) and that we have

(2.2) laclls < llallpllclly, @ € LP(M), ¢ € LH(M),

For any 1 < p < oo, let p’ = p/(p — 1) be the conjugate number of p. Applying (2.2]) with
q¢=p and s = 1, we may define a duality pairing between LP(M) and L¥' (M) by
(2.3) (a,c) = p(ac), a€ LP(M), ce LV (M).
This induces an isometric isomorphism

/ 1 1

LP(M)* = LP (M), 1<p<oo, —-+—-=1
p P

In particular, we may identify L'(M) with the (unique) predual M, of M.

We will assume that the reader is familiar with complex interpolation of Banach spaces,
for which we refer to [4]. We recall that by means of the embeddings of L°°(M) and L'(M)
into L°(M), one may regard (L>(M), L*(M)) as a compatible couple of Banach spaces and
that we have

(2.4) [L°(M), LY(M)]s = LP(M), 1< p< oo,

==
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where [, -]p denotes the complex interpolation method.

For any 1 < p < oo, we let LP(M), = L°(M), NLP(M) denote the positive part of LP(M).
We recall that the support projection @) of any element b € LP(M), is the orthogonal
projection onto the closure of the range of b, and that ker(Q) = ker(b). This projection
belongs to M.

Lemma 2.1. Let 1 < p,q,s < oo such that % + % = % and s < co. Let b € LP(M)y and let
Q be its support projection. Then qu(M)” Il _ QL*(M).

Proof. Let s’ be the conjugate number of s. Since (QL*(M))* = L' (M)(1 — Q), it suffices
to show that (bLI(M))* = L¥(M)(1 — Q). If ¢ € (bLI(M))*, then ¢(cba) = 0 for any
a € LY(M), hence cb = 0. This implies cQ = 0, hence ¢ € L¥ (M)(1 — Q). This proves one

inclusion and the other one is obvious. O

Lemma 2.2. Assume that p > 2 and let ¢ > 2 be defined by % —l—% = % Lety € LY (M),
a€ LY(M), and b€ L*(M), such that

|o(y=d)| < ||dallz]|b=]|

for any z € M and d € LP(M). Let Q, and Qy be the support projections of a and b,
respectively. Then there exists w € M such that |[w|| < 1, y = awb and w = Q,wQy.

Proof. By Lemma 21 alP(M) and bM are dense subspaces of Q,L*(M) and Q,L*(M),
respectively. Hence according to our assumption, there exists a (necessarily unique) contin-
uous sesquilinear form o: QuL*(M) x Q,L*(M) — C such that o(bz, ad) = p(yzd*) for any
z € M and any d € LP(M). Let & be the contractive sesquilinear form on L?(M) defined by
(g,h) = 0(Qvg, Quh) and let

T: L*(M) — L*(M)

be the associated linear contraction. By construction we have

(2.5) (T(bz),ad)s = p(yzd*), ze€ M, de LP(M)
and
(2.6) (T(g9), )2 = (T(Qe9), Quh)2,  g,h € L*(M),

where ( , )» denotes the inner product on L?(M).
We claim that for any ¢ € M and any g € L*(M), we have T(gc) = T(g)c. Indeed, for
any z € M and d € LP(M) we have

(T'(bzc), ad)y = @(yzed®) = p(yz(dec™)”) = (T'(bz), adc™)s
by (£3). Consequently we have
(T'(@vgc), Quh)2 = (T(Qbg), Qahc”)s
for any g, h € L*(M), and hence
(T'(ge), h)2 = (T(g), he)a = (T(g)c, h)s



by (2.6]). This proves the claim.
Consequently there exists w € M, with ||w||. = ||T|| < 1, such that T'(g) = wg for any
g € L*(M). Using [Z3) again, we find that

plawbzd”) = p(w(bz)(ad)”) = p(yzd")

for any z € M and any d € LP(M). This shows that y = awb.
The identity (2.6) ensures that (Q,wQ@pg, h) = (wg, h) for any g,h € L*(M). Hence we
have w = QwQy. O

We introduce a notation which will be used throughout. Suppose that p, q,r, s > 1 satisfy
%+%+% = %. Let X be any vector space, let y € L"(M)® X and let (ax)x and (z)x be finite
families in L"(M) and X respectively such that y = >, ar, ® . Then for any ¢ € LY(M)
and d € L*(M), we will write cyd for the element of LP(M) ® X defined by

cyd = Z capd @ Ty,
k

Let F' be an operator space, let 1 <p<ooandlety e V& F. If p> 2, we let
1Yllag, = nf{ [lcllooll2llminlldll, }

where the infimum runs over all ¢,d € V and all z € M ® F' such that y = czd. Here ||z||min
denotes the norm of z in M ®,;, F. Arguing as in the proof of [20, Lemma 3.5], it is not
hard to check that || [|o¢ is a norm on V' ® F. The proof of the triangle inequality relies on
the convexity condition

1
I(didy + dsdo)? || < (Idall2 + 1 dal2)?, di,ds € LP(M),
and the latter holds because p > 2.
If p <2, we let ¢ > 2 be such that %%—% = %, and we let

1yllag = inf{[lallgllzllmnllbll2},

where the infimum runs over all a,b € V| and all z € M ® F such that y = azb. Arguing
again as in [20, Lemma 3.5], we find that || [[o¢ is a norm on V' ® F. Then for any p > 1, we
define the space

Lp{M; F}z

as the completion of V @ I for the norm || [[4¢.
Likewise, if p > 2, we let

1yl = inf{llellpll2llminlldll

where the infimum runs over all ¢,d € V and all z € M ® F such that y = czd. Then if
p < 2 we let

1yllay = inf{[lallzll[lmllbl4



6 MARIUS JUNGE AND CHRISTIAN LE MERDY

where the infimum runs over all a,b € V| and all z € M ® F such that y = azb. We obtain
that || [|a; is @ norm on V' ® F' as before, and we let

LP{M; F},

be the completion of V' ® F' for that norm.
In the case when M = M, these definitions reduce to the ones given in [I2 Section 2]
and we have

SZ{F}@ = Lp{Mk; F}g and S]I;{F}T = Lp{Mk; F}T,

where SP{F'}, and S;{F}, are the spaces introduced in the latter paper.

For any n € F*, the linear mapping Iy @ n: V ® F' — V (uniquely) extends to a bounded
map 77: LP{M;F}, — LP(M), and we have ||7j|| = ||n]|. Indeed assume for example that
p>2,andlet y=czd € VR F, with ¢c,d € V and z € M ® F. Let (ay)r and (z)x be finite
families in M and F respectively, such that z = ), a;®x). Then (Iy®@n)y = >, (0, k) card,
hence

Iy @ mylly < lelle|| S 0 20) ai|_ldl,
k

AN

< llelloo 112 [minlll]-

Passing to the infimum over all ¢, d, » factorising y, we obtain that ||(Iy @n)yll, < [Inlllly/la-
Thanks to the above fact, we have a canonical (dense) inclusion

(2.7) [P(M)® F C LP{M;F},.

More precisely, the bilinear mapping V' x F' — V @ F C LP{M; F'}, obviously extends to
a contractive bilinear mapping LP(M) x F — LP{M; F'},, which yields a linear mapping
k: LP(M)® F — LP{M; F},. Then we obtain (2.7)) by showing that  is one-to-one. For
that purpose, let y in LP(M) ® F and assume that x(y) = 0. For any n € F*  we have
(Mo k)y = (Irr ®n)y, hence (Ir» ® n)y = 0. This shows that y = 0.

The next lemma follows from the above discussion. We omit its easy proof.

Lemma 2.3.
(1) Assume that p > 2. Then for any z € M ® F and any d € LP(M), we have
lzdl| o (arry, < |2l |min [l -

(2) Assume that p < 2, and that § + % = %. Then for any z € M ® F and any
a€ L"(M),be L*(M), we have

lazbll e arry, < llallqll2llminl b2

(3) The embedding (2.7) extends to a contractive linear map LP(M)QF — LP{M; F},,
where & denotes the Banach space projective tensor product.
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We end this section with an observation regarding opposite structures. We recall that
the opposite operator space of F, denoted by F°P, is defined as being the vector space F
equipped with the following matrix norms. For any [z;;] € M ® F,

il aserory = Niillag, oy

(See [22, Section 2.10].) Then M°P coincides with the von Neumann algebra obtained by
endowing M with the reverse product * defined by a* ¢ = ca (for a,c € M). It is clear from
the definition that M Qi F = M Qi FOP isometrically. We deduce that we have an
isometric identification

(2.8) LP{M; F}, ~ LP{M°P; P},

Indeed assume for example that p > 2 and let y € V ® F. Suppose that the norm of y in
LP{M; F}, is < 1. Then there exist ¢,d € V and 2 € M ® F such that y = czd, ||c[[, < 1,
d]|oo < 1 and ||2]| e, r < 1. Let us write z = ), ay ®xy, with a;, € M and x), € F, so that
y =, card®x). Then card = d*ay*c for any k, hence y = d* (Zkak@)xk) xc=d*xzx*xcC.
Since ||2||memr = 12| pers,,, For, this implies that the norm of y in LP{M®P; F°P}, is < 1.
Reversing the argument we find that the norms of y in LP{M; F'}, and in LP{M°P; F°P},
actually coincide.

3. DuALITY FOR LP{M; F'},.

We let R and C' be the standard row and column Hilbert spaces, and we denote by Ry and
C}, their k-dimensional versions, respectively. This section is devoted to various properties
of the dual space of LP{M; F'},, especially when F' = R. We will start with a description of
the dual space of Sy{F'}, for any F.

We recall that if Fy and E; are any two operator spaces, and if (Fy, F4) is a compati-
ble couple in the sense of Banach space interpolation theory, then [Ey, E1]g has a canonical
operator space structure. Indeed its matrix norms are given by the isometric identities
Mk([EQ,E1]9> = [Mk(EO),Mk(El)}e. See [22], Section 2.7] and [23] for details and comple-
ments. For any 6 € [0, 1], we let

R(6) = [R,Cly

be the Hilbertian operator space obtained by applying this construction to the couple (R, C').
Then we both have
R(0)" = R(1-10) and R(6)°® = R(1—0)

completely isometrically for any 6 € [0, 1].

Let F be an operator space. We may identify St ® F with (2 ® F' ® (; be identifying
e, @ ®e; with E;; @ x for any x € F and any 1 <14, j < k. According to [12], this induces
isometric identifications
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if p > 2, whereas

(3.2) Sﬁ{F}g ~ Ry (2(1 - %)) Qp F®, C,  and Sﬁ{F}r ~ R @ F ®p Rk(% — 1)
if p < 2.

Proposition 3.1. Let 1 < p,p’ < 0o be conjugate numbers and let F' be an operator space.
Then we have isometric identifications

(3.3) (SP{F},)" =~ SP{F*°P}, and (SP{F},)" =~ SP'{F*or},

through, the duality pairing (S? @ F) x (S? @ F*) — C mapping the pair (a ® z,c®1) to the
complex number tr(ac)(n, ) for any a € SY, c € Sﬁl, x € F andn € F*.

Proof. We will use the fact that if Ey, ..., E, are any operator spaces, then E; ®j, - - - ®p, E,
is isometrically isomorphic to E% ®, - - - ®p, E7¥ via the linear mapping taking 7 ® - - - ® x,,
tox, ®---®ua; for any z, € Ey,...,z, € E, (see e.g. [22, p. 97]).

We only prove the first identity in (3.3]), the second one being similar. We use the self-
duality of the Haagerup tensor product (see e.g. [5, Th. 9.4.7]). Assume that p > 2. By the
above observations, we have

(S{Z{F}Z)* ~ CF Qn F* ®y, Rk(%)*
~ Ry @y F" @y Ry(1 - 2)
~ Ry(1—2)" @4 F*P @), R
~ Rk(%) ®p F*P @p, Cy,
SY(F*P)..

12

Moreover it is not hard to check (left to the reader) that the duality pairing leading to these
isometric isomorphisms is the one given in the statement.
The proof for p < 2 is similar. O

Remark 3.2. Let S;[F] denote Pisier’s operator space valued Schatten space [20, Chapter
1]. We recall that for any y € Sy ® F, the norm ||y||srp) is equal to inf{{|c[l2||2[lminld[|25},

where the infimum runs over all ¢, d € S,fp and all z € My (F) = M}, ®uin F' such that y = czd.
Moreover we have

(3.4) SPIF] = Ry (1 — 2) @n F @, Ri(5)
isometrically. Then the proof of Proposition B.1] yields an isometric identification
(3.5) SPIF])* ~ SY[F*P).

Using transposition, the latter result is the same as [20, Cor. 1.8].
We finally observe that in general the identifications in (B.3) are not completely isometric
(already with k = 1).
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The above proposition leads to a natural duality problem, which turns out to be crucial
for our investigations in the next two sections. Let 1 < p,p’ < oo be two conjugate numbers,
and consider an arbitrary semifinite von Neumann algebra (M, ¢). For any operator space
F', consider the duality pairing

(LP(M) ® F) x (LP (M) @ F*) — C
defined by
(3.6) (a®z,c®n) — @lac) (n, z)

for any a € LP(M), ¢ € I’ (M), * € F and n € F*. In view of Proposition B.1] it is
natural to wonder whether this pairing induces an isometric embedding of L' {M; F*°P},
into LP{M; F'};. Arguing as in the proof of [20, Th. 4.1], and using Proposition B.I we may
obtain that this holds true when M is hyperfinite. However it is false in general, see Remark
(2) below. In the rest of this section we will focus on the special case when F' = R and
we will show a positive result in that case.

We recall that R* = C and that C°? = R, so that R*? = R. In Sections 4 and 5,
we will use the fact that for any 1 < p < oo, the above pairing induces a contraction
LP{M; R}, — LP{M; R};. The next theorem is a more precise result that we prove for the
sake of completeness.

Theorem 3.3.
(1) For any 1 <p <2, we have

LP{M;R}; — LP{M;R}} isometrically.
(2) For any 2 < p < oo, we have an isometric isomorphism

LP{M;R}; ~ LP'{M;R},.

In the sequel we let (e,),>1 denote the canonical basis of R and we recall that for any
finite sequence (z,), in M, we have

HZZ" ® en MmmR HZznzZ

Lemma 3.4. Let 2 < p < co. For any finite families (d;); in LP(M) and (2y;)n,; in M, we

have )
i@l e < (2 00) ], [ 50
sz”@)e Lr{M:R}; Z 77) ZZ’Z””
n,j J n,J
1
Proof. We suppose that M C B(H) as before. Let d = (Z] djdj> * and let @ be its support

projection. For any j, we have 0 < djd; < d* hence there exists a (necessarily unique)
w; € M such that

1
2
00

1
2
00

U)jd = dj and U)jQ = wj.
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Then we have
= Zd;dj = d(Z w;wJ-)d and Q(Z w;wj)Q = Zw;wj.
J J J J

This readily implies that jwiw; = Q. Indeed, these two bounded operators coincide on
the range of d and on the kernel of (). In particular, we have

DI
J
Let g1,...,9n,... and h be elements of H. Then

S i) gah) = D= (wi(ga). 251

n J n,J

<1

Hence by Cauchy-Schwarz, we have

(S awm)onn)] < (St (S 00r)

1 1 1
< > wjw; ;(Z Joul?)’ szm-z:;j L
j .
< |2 (annn) 1]
g

For any n > 1, let
= Z an'wj'.
J

The above calculation shows that

E /
n

1
Z 3
*
M®minR . 0
n7j
Moreover we have

A ®e, _ H( ) ")dH <l ' e
H;Z] ]®e Lp{M;R}l ;Zﬂ@e Lp{M;R}l ~ H ||p ;Zn(ge

by Lemma 23] (1). The result follows at once. O

M®minR

Proof. (Of Theorem B3l) The first step of the proof will consist in showing that for any
2 < p < o0, we have
(3.7) LY {M:R}, C LP{M;R};  isometrically.

We let V' = V(M) be given by (2.1)) and we let # C R be the linear span of the e,’s. By
Lemma 2.3 (3), V ® H is both dense in LP{M; R}, and LP {M; R},. In the sequel we regard
V ® H as the space of finite sequences in V. Indeed we identify such a sequence (y,), with
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We let ¢ > 2 such that % + % = z%‘ Equivalently,
1 1 1

¢ p 2
Let y = (yn)n and ¥’ = (y),)n in V@ H. Let ¢,d € V and let (2,), be a sequence of M such
that y, = cz,d for any n > 1. Likewise, let a,b € V and let (z],), be a sequence of M such
that y,, = az/,b for any n > 1. The duality pairing (y,y’) from (B.6) is given by

.0y =D euas) = D plezadazh) = p(bezndaz,).

By Cauchy-Schwarz, we deduce that
(. )| < D lplbezadazy)| < [lbezalslldaz |2

(Z ||bczn||§)% (Z ||daz;||g) ’

IN

Moreover we have

S lbezally = - wlbezazie) = o (be(D- 2z )ev) < el I3 20z

n

o0

Likewise,

z : )
Zn”n

n

S dazyll3 < allall2 |3 27|

n>1 n

All together we deduce that
)] < Nl llallyllcllbllz |3 2 & e

Y
[e.e]

> lldazy|l; < [ldal;
n

and hence

)ZZ,Q@%

Passing to the infimum over all possible a,b,c,d € V and z,, 2/, in M as above, we deduce
that

M®minR M®minR

[ 90| < Myllrorsmy, 1911 ar:y, -
This shows that the duality pairing (8.6) for F' = R induces a contraction

LY {M; R}, — LP{M;R}}.

To show that this contraction is actually an isometry, we let y' = (y),), in V @ H, we let
¢: LP{M; R}, — C be the corresponding functional and we assume that ||| < 1. According

to Lemma [B.4] we have
= (&Y st en)
n?j

‘Z @(y;znjdj)
n,j
1
| )], [,
J n,j

1
2
00

IN
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for any finite families (d;); in LP(M) and (2,;),,; in M. Multiplying each z,; by an appro-
priate complex number of modulus one, we deduce that

Sletsianty] < |(Saa)

Note that £ is the conJugate number of £ and let K be the positive part of the unit ball
of Lz(M), equipped with the (L2 (M), Lz (M))-topology. Likewise, let Ky be the positive
part of the unit ball of M*, equipped with the w*-topology. Since ||d||> = |d*d|[2 for any
d € LP(M), it follows from above that for any (d;); in LP(M) and any (2y,;),; in M, we have

2 Z‘@(y;znjdj) < ju}() ¢<<Zd;dj)z4) + sup <B,Zznjz,’;j>.
n.j € j n.j

*
anan
- 0

BeKo

Since K and K, are compact, we deduce from [5, Lemma 2.3.1] (minimax principle) that
there exist A € K; and B € K5 such that

9 Z‘Qp(yéznjdj)‘ < ¢<<Zdj—dj>z4> + <B,Zznjz:ﬂ>
n.j i "

for any d; and z,; as above. Using the classical identity 2st = infs~ 6¢* + §'s* for nonneg-
ative real numbers s,t > 0, we finally deduce that

(3.8) Z}ap(y;znd) < p(d*dA) %< Zzn > , de LP(M), z, € M.

We now argue as in the proof of [9, Prop. 2.3] to show that B may be replaced by its normal
part in the above estimate. Let Bgn, be the singular part of B. It is shown in [9] that there
is an increasing net (e;); of projections in M converging to 1 in the w*-topology, such that
Bging(€) = 0 for any ¢. This implies that

<Bsmg,zn:(etzn)(etzn)*> = <BSing’et<zn: Zn? )et> = 0.

Since (y),z,d) = limy p(y, er2,d), this implies that (3.8) holds true with B — By, instead
of B.

Thus we may assume that B is normal, and we regard it as an element of L*(M),. Let
b= B3 ¢ L?(M), be its square root. For any z1,...,2,,... in M, we have

(8.2 0) = L eaz) = X bl

Likewise if we let a = Az € LI(M),, then we have p(d*dA) = ||da||2 for any d € LP(M).
Consequently, we have

Z}wynzn ||da||2(2||bzn||) de LP(M), 5 € M.

Applying Lemma [2.2] to each y/,, we deduce that there is a finite sequence (w,,), in M such
that y,, = aw,b and w, = Q,w,Qy for any n > 1, where @), and @) denote the support
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projections of a and b, respectively. Since LP(M)a is dense in L*(M)Q,, and bM is dense in
QuL*(M) (see Lemma 2.1]), the above estimate yields

(S weat)| < Il (S houll)’, b L200Qu, 00 € QM)
Since w,, = QanQb this implies tha:
(S wagan)| < Il (S ll) ', he L200), g € L2(a0)

Regarding M C B(L*(M)) in the usual way, we deduce that ||>°, waw;, . < 1. Appealing
to Lemma 2.3] (2), this proves that ||y'|| 5.z, < 1, and concludes the proof of (B.7).
The latter intermediate result implies that for any 2 < p < oo, we have

(3.9) LP{M;Ry}; ~ L¥'{M; Ry},
for any integer N > 1. Since the above spaces are reflexive, this implies that (3.9) actually

holds true for any 1 < p < oco. In turn this implies that (3.7)) holds true for any 1 < p < oo,
because V ® H is dense in LP {M; R},. In particular we obtain part (1) of the theorem.

We now turn to the proof of (2), which will consist in showing that for 2 < p < oo, the
isometry given by (3.7) is onto. Note that according to (2.4]), we have

(3.10) LP(M) = [M, L*(M))s,
where 0 = %. We will now check that for any integer N > 1, we have
(3.11) LP{M; Ry} ~ [M ®min R, L*{M; RN}Z}Q isometrically.

For that purpose, let y € V ® Ry and let ||y||s denote its norm in the above interpolation
space.

Assume that [lyll,e < 1. There exist ¢,d € V and z € M ® Ry such that y = czd,
12|lmin < 1, |lcllec < 1 and ||d||, < 1. Consider the strip

Y={AeC:0<Re(N) <1}

According to (B.10), there exists a continuous function D: ¥ — M + L?(M) whose restriction
to ¥ is analytic, such that D(0) = d, the functions ¢ — D(it) and t — D(1 + it) belong to
Co(R; M) and Cy(R; L*(M)) respectively, and such that || D(it)|| < 1 and [[D(1+1t)|s < 1
for any ¢t € R. We define

f:X — M @uin Ry + L*{M; Ry},
by letting
f(A) = czD()N), AEX.
Then f is continuous, its restriction to ¥ is analytic and we have f(f) = y. Moreover the

functions ¢ — f(it) and t — f(1 +it) belong to Co(R; M @uin Bx) and Co(R; L2{M; Ry }e),
respectively. Further for any t € R we have

[F (14 i) < llellooll2llminl[D(1 4 it)]]2 < 1
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by Lemma 2.3 (1). Also we have || f(it)||min < 1 for any ¢t € R, hence ||y|ls < 1.

Assume conversely that ||y|l¢ < 1 and write y = (y1,...,yn). Thus there is an N-tuple
(f1,- .., fn) of continuous functions from ¥ into M + L?(M) such that f,(0) =y, and f,s
is analytic for any n = 1,..., N, and such that

IS e,

for any t € R. Let a,b € V and 2], ...z} in M such that

N
z : !
n=1

Since [L?(M), M]y = L(M), there is a continuous function A: ¥ — M + L?(M) whose
restriction to ¥ is analytic, such that A(f) = a and for any t € R, ||A(it)|]|]s < 1 and
|A(1 + it)||oo < 1. Consider F': & — C defined by

<1
L2{M;Rn},

M®@min RN

N
<1 and Han(l—i—it)@)en
n=1

<1, Jall, <1, and [b]s < 1.
M®minRN

ng Nzbfa(N),  Ae

Then F' is a well-defined continuous function, whose restriction to ¥ is analytic. For any
t € R, we have

IF(1+it)] < Hi Ful+it) @ e

N
Z Al +it)z b ® e,
1

L2{M;Ry}s L2{M;Ry}e

by the first part of the proof of this theorem. Thus |F(1 + it)| < 1. Likewise, we have

<1
LY{M;Rn}

N
HZ A@)2b @ en

M®minRN n=1

for any ¢t € R. It therefore follows from the three lines lemma that |F'(0)| < 1. Since

N
= Z o (az),byn)
n=1

is the action of y on ZTZLVZI azlb ® e,, this shows that the norm of y as an element of
LP{M; Ry}; is < 1. By (83), this means that [yllag < 1.

wmﬂsuﬁyum®%

We will conclude our proof of (2) by adapting some ideas from [20, Chapter 1]. We
momentarily fix two integers 1 < k < m and we let P: R,, — R,, be the orthogonal
projection onto Ry = Span{ey,...,ex}. Welet P=Iy@PonV®R,,. Foranyy € VQR,,,
we have

Wllwin < (IP@I2 + 10 = P)0)20) "
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Indeed this assertion simply means that for any yq,...,y,, in M, we have

S < (IS 3wl

Moreover it is plain that

1Wllag < 1Pl + I = Pyllas-

Recall that 2 < p < oo and let s > 1 be defined by % = %+ %. By interpolation, using (3.1T]),
we deduce from above that the (well defined) linear mapping

(VoR,)®(V®R,OR,) — VR,
taking any (P(y),y — P(y)) to y extends to a contraction
LP{M; Ry} ® LP{M; R, © Ry — LP{M; R}

By (8.9)) its adjoint is a contraction

L7 {M; RYe — LPIM; Ry @ LV {M; R,, © Ry}

and this adjoint maps any y' € V ® R,, to the pair (P(y'),y' — P(y)).
We deduce that for any finite family (¢/,...,y.) in L? (M) and any 1 < k < m, we have

e "‘szn@)en <szn®en

(It should be observed that ' is finite.) Let ¢ € LP{M;R};. For any integer n > 1, let
(ot LP(M) — C be defined by ¢,(y) = ((y®e,,). Then (, is represented by some 3/, € LP' (M),
and it is easy to show, using the density of V ® U,,R,,, in LP{M; R},, that

(312 szn @e

p/

— 3 !
(3.13) (Gl = Jim |30 e,

(6%
p/

Letting m — oo in (312), we deduce that

[Sneal, + -

for any k£ > 1. Using (8.13)) again, this implies that

< ¢ armys

LP{M,R};

k
H< - Z:;y; ® enHLP{MJ%}Z‘ — 0

when k — co. Thus ¢ belongs to the closure of L (M) ® R, hence ¢ € LP {M; R},. O
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Remark 3.5.
(1) The isometric embedding in Theorem (1) is not surjective in general. Indeed let
B = B(?) and set S?{R}, = L*{B; R},. As in ([3.]), we have

(3.14) SR}y ~C®, R®,C
and passing to the opposite structures, this yields
S*{R}y~ R®,C o, R.

Regard S* = B, as the predual operator space of B. By well-known computations, we deduce
that S?{ R}, ~ S'®;, R and that S*{ R}; ~ B®;,C. On the other hand, S*{ R}, ~ S*®;C by
(3.14). Hence the embedding of S?{R}, into its dual corresponds to t® I, where ¢: S® < B
is the canonical embedding of the compact operators into the bounded operators.

Likewise for any 1 < p < 2, the embedding of S*{ R}, into SP{R}} corresponds to

L®IR(I%>: S ®hR(Z%> %B@)hR(I%)-

(2) Let F' be an operator space, let 1 < p < oo and suppose that
(3.15) LY {M; F**}, — LP{M;F}; contractively.
Then we also have
(3.16) M @uin F*P — L'Y{M; F}; contractively.

Indeed assume that p > 2, and let 2 < ¢ < oo such that %—I—% = % Let w € M @ F*°P and let
y € V@F with |y, < 1. Then we can write y = azb for some a,b € V and some z € M@ F
such that [|a|ls < 1, ||b]|2 < 1 and ||z||min < 1. Let us factorise a and b in the form a = ajas
and b = byby, with ay,as, by, by € V verifying ||a1]ls < 1,]|as]leo < 1, |01, < 1,||ball; < 1. It
is plain that

(w,y) = (w,azb) = (byway, azzby ).

Hence by our assumption, we have

[bawarl| o (ar,provy, lazzbr || Logar;ry,

la 2]l azlloo b1 | [1b2lq ]|l minll 2llmin < [[20]]min-

[(w,y)| <
<

This shows ([B.16]). It is a well-known consequence of Haagerup’s characterization of injectiv-
ity [10] that if the von Neumann algebra M is not injective, then (BI6) does not hold true
for ' = ¢>. The above argument shows that for any 1 < p < oo, (B.I5) cannot hold true
either in this case.

(3) Using a standard approximation argument, we deduce from (BIT]) that for any p > 2,

LP{M; R}, ~ [M @min R, L*{M; R}g} isometrically.

2

p

Also, slightly modifying our arguments in the proof of Theorem [B.3] one can show that
M min RN = Ll{Mﬂ RN}Z

for any N > 1. Details are left to the reader.
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(4) Lemma 2.3] Theorem B.3]and all formulas above have versions for the ‘r-case’, i.e. with
the spaces LP{M; F'}, in place of LP{M; F'},. These versions can be obtained by mimicking
the proofs of the ‘/-case’, or by applying that ‘¢-case’ together with (Z8)). Thus the ‘r-version’
of Theorem [B3] says that for any 1 < p < 0o, we have

LP{M;C}, — LP{M;C}* isometrically,
and that this embedding is onto if p > 2.

4. RIGID FACTORIZATIONS AND DILATIONS OF LP OPERATORS

In this section we study various properties for bounded linear maps on noncommutative
LP-spaces. We need to introduce the matricial structure of LP(M). If (M, ¢) is any semifinite
von Neumann algebra, we equip My (M) = M, ® M with the trace tr @ for any k > 1, where
tr is the usual trace on Mj. This gives rise to the noncommutative LP-spaces LP(M;(M)).
According to [22, p. 141], there exists a (necessarily unique) operator space structure on
LP(M) such that

SPILP(M)] ~ LP(My(M)) isometrically
for any & > 1. (This structure is obtained by interpolation between the predual operator
space of M°P and M.)

We say that a linear map u: LP(M) — LP(M) is positive if it maps LP(M), into itself.

(Note that LP(M) is spanned by LP(M),.) Next we say that u is completely positive if

Tsr @ u: LP(Mp(M)) — LP(Mp(M))

is positive for any k > 1.

We will consider isometries on noncommutative LP-spaces, and we will use their description
given by Yeadon’s theorem (see also Remark [£.2] below).

Theorem 4.1. (Yeadon [20]) Let (M, ¢) and (N, 1)) be two semifinite von Neumann algebras,
let 1 <p#2<oo, andlet T: LP(N) — LP(M) be a linear isometry. There exist a one-to-
one normal Jordan homomorphism J: N — M, a positive unbounded operator B affiliated
with J(N) N M and a partial isometry W € M such that W*W is the support projection of
B, ¢(a) = ¢(BPJ(a)) for alla € Ny, and

T(a) = WBJ(a), a€ NNLP(N).

Remark 4.2. We will need a little information on Jordan homomorphisms, for which we
refer e.g. to [I7, pp. 773-777]. Let M, N be von Neumann algebras. We recall that a Jordan
homomorphism J: N — M is a linear map satisfying J(a?) = J(a)? and J(a*) = J(a)* for
any a € N. Assume that J: N — M is a normal Jordan homomorphism, and let D C M
be the von Neumann algebra generated by the range of J. Then there exists two central
projections ej, es of D such that the map m: N — M defined by m(a) = J(a)e; is a *-
representation, the map mo: N — M defined by ms(a) = J(a)ey is a x-anti-representation,
and e; + ey is equal to the unit of D. Thus we have J = 7 + m».
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Throughout the rest of this section, we fix a number 1 < p # 2 < oo, and we let p’ denote
its conjugate number. Let (N, %) be a semifinite von Neumann algebra and let u: LP(N) —
LP(N) be a linear mapping. We say that u admits a rigid factorisation if there exist another
semifinite von Neumann algebra (M, ¢) and two linear isometries T': LP(N) — LP(M) and
S: LY (N) — L” (M) such that u = S*T.

LP(M)

L?(N) u LP(N)

We note that any completely positive contraction w: S; — S§ is completely contractive.
This follows from [21, Prop. 2.2 and Lem. 2.3]. The main result of this section is the
following.

Theorem 4.3. Assume that 1 < p # 2 < co. There exist an integer k > 1 and a completely
positive contraction u: Sy, — S}, which does not have a rigid factorisation.

The origin of this result is the search for a noncommutative analog of Akcoglu’s dilation
theorem [1 2]. Let (€2, ) be a measure space, and let u: LP(2) — LP()) be a positive
contraction. Akcoglu’s theorem asserts that there exist another measure space (£, '), two
contractions

J: LP(Q) — LP(Q) and Q: LP(Q) — LP(Q),
and an invertible isometry U: LP(€2') — LP(§Y') such that u” = QU™J for any integer n > 0.

LP(Q) = LP(Y)

JT lQ
LP(Q) s [P(Q)

Owing to that statement, we consider a noncommutative LP-space LP(N), a linear mapping
u: LP(N) — LP(N), and we say that u is dilatable if there exist another noncommutative
LP-space LP(M), two linear contractions J: LP(N) — LP(M) and Q: LP(M) — LP(N), and
an invertible isometry U: LP(M) — LP(M) such that «™ = QU™J for any integer n > 0. Any
dilatable operator is clearly a contraction and Akcoglu’s theorem implies that any positive
contraction on a commutative LP-space is dilatable.

If u: LP(N) — LP(N) is a dilatable operator on a noncommutative LP-space, then @Q.J is
equal to the identity of LP(N). Since ||J|| <1 and ||Q|| < 1, this implies that J and Q* are
isometries. Furthermore we have u = QU J, hence u = S*T', with T'= UJ and S = Q*. This
shows that u admits a rigid factorisation. As a consequence of Theorem [£3] we therefore
obtain the following corollary, saying that there is no direct analog of Akcoglu’s theorem on
noncommutative LP-spaces.

Corollary 4.4. For any 1 < p # 2 < 00, there is an integer k > 1 and a completely positive
contraction u: Sy — Sy, which is not dilatable.
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We refer the reader to [3] for a related but different notion of factorisation of linear maps
as the product of an isometry and of the adjoint of an isometry.

We will give two proofs of Theorem [4.3], one at the end of this section and another one in
Section 5. Both will rely on the following decomposition result of independent interest.

Proposition 4.5. Let 1 < p # 2 < oo and let (M,p) and (N,) be two semifinite von
Neumann algebras. Let T: LP(N) — LP(M) be a linear isometry. Then there exist two
contractions Ty, Ty: LP(N) — LP(M) such that

T =T+ Ty,
and for any operator space F,
(4.1) |7y @ Ip: LP{N; F}, — LP{M; F},|| <1
and
(4.2) |72 ® Ip: LP{N; F}, — LP{M; F°*},|| < 1.

Proof. Let T': LP(N) — LP(M) be a linear isometry, and let W, B, J be provided by Yeadon’s
theorem .1l so that "= W BJ. We apply Remark [£.2]to the normal Jordan homomorphism
J: N — M, and let ey, eq, m1, ™y be given by this statement. Since B commutes with the
range of .J, it commutes with e;, and hence B commutes with the range of 7.

We define Ty, Ty: LP(N) — LP(M) by letting
Ti(a) = T(a)e; and  Ty(a) = T(a)ey
for any a € LP(N). By construction, 7' = T} + Ts.

Assume that p < 2 and let ¢ > 2 be such that %+% = %. Let V=V(N)andlety e VR F
such that ||y[l,c < 1. Thus we can write y = azb for some a,b € V and z € N ® I such that

lally <1, [lbllz <1, and - [2]lmin < 1.

Let (cx)r and (zx)x be finite families in N and F respectively such that z = ), ¢, ® .
Then

(Ty @ Ir)y = Y Ti(ackh) @ .
k

Let 0 = £, so that 1 — 0 = g. Since m; = J(- )ey is a x-representation whose range commutes
with B, we have

T (acyb) = W By (ackb) = W By (a)m1(cp)m1(b) = W B*m,(a) w1 () B?m1 (D)

for any k. Hence
(Ty ® Ip)y = WB n,(a) (Z (k) ® Ik) B, (b)
k

= WB'"’mi(a)(m & Ir)(2) B’m (b).
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By Lemma 2.3 we deduce that
(T @ Ie)y| gy, < IWB ™ mi(@)lloll (1 @ 16) (2)lininl| B 1 (5) 2.

Since W is the support projection of B, we have |WB'~r (a)| = |B'~%r(a)|. Since B
commutes with the range of 71, and m; is a *-representation, we deduce that

W B Omy (@)t = BI |y ()| = BPmy(Ja]).

Thus
[WB ()]s = ¢ (B'm(|al")) < (BT (|al")) = v(lal?) = [lallt < 1.
Likewise, we have
1B m ()2 < [Ibll2 < 1.

The *-representation m; is a complete contraction, hence
(™1 @ Ip)(2)[lmin < [[2]|min < 1.

Thus we obtain that H(Tl ® ]F)yHLp{]V[_F}‘Z < 1. This shows (4.1]), that is, T} ® Ir extends to
a contraction from LP{N; F'}, into LP{M; F}y. The proof for p > 2 is similar.

The inequality (4.2 can be proved by similar arguments. It also follows from the above
proof and the identification (2.8)). Indeed, saying that mo: N — M is an x-anti-representation

means that m is a x-representation from N into M°P. [

Remark 4.6. Let 7,11, T5: LP(N) — LP(M) as above. Then we also have
|7y ® Ip: LP{N; F}, — LP{M;F},|| <1

and
|72 ® Ir: LP{N; F}, — LP{M; F*}|| <1

for any operator space F. These estimates have the same proofs as (1)) and (£.2]). Appealing
to (28)), they can be also viewed as a formal consequence of the latter estimates.

Our first proof of Theorem 3] will appeal to LP-matricially normed spaces and some
results from [12]. Let X be a Banach space. For any integers k,m > 1 and any y € S} ® X

and y' € S, ® X, let
0
ey = H y}

denote the corresponding block diagonal element of S}, ® X. Suppose that for any integer
k > 1, the matrix space S} ® X is equipped with a norm || ||, and that the natural embedding
y = y @0 from S, ®, X into Sy, | ®, X is an isometry. Here S;®, X denotes the vector space
St ® X equipped with the norm || ||, and by the above assumption, there is no ambiguity
in the use of a single notation || ||, (not depending on k) for all these matrix norms. We say
that X equipped with || ||, is an LP-matricially normed space if S} ®, X = X isometrically
and if the following two properties hold.
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(P1) For any integer k > 1, for any ¢,d € M, and for any y € S, ® X, we have
leydlla < llellsollyllalldlo,

where || || denotes the operator norm.
(P2) For any integers k,m > 1, and for any y € St ® X and y € S?, ® X, we have

1
lyey'lla = (lylla+1y1I5) 7

Let u: S; — S} be a linear map. Following [21], the regular norm of u, denoted by ||u||cg,
is defined as the smallest constant K > 0 such that

|u® Ip: SY[F] — SYF)|| < K
for any operator space F.
Theorem 4.7. ([12]) Let X,Y be two LP-matricially normed spaces, with associated norms

on the matriz spaces Sy X and Sy QY denoted by || || and || || 5, respectively. Leto: X —Y
be a bounded operator, and assume that there is a constant C > 0 such that

(4.3) |lu@o: S? @ X — SE@s Y| < Cllul|reg

for any u: SY — S¥ and any k > 1. Then there exist an operator space F' and two bounded
operators
7: X — F and p: F—Y

such that 0 = po T, T has dense range and for any k > 1,

(4.4) |Igp @7: Sy @ X — SHF]|| <C and |l @p: SEF] — Spep V|| < 1.

Remark 4.8.
(1) Let || ||ap and || ||, be norms on the matrix spaces S ® X such that X equipped with
| [|ao (resp. || [lay) is an LP-matricially normed space. We define a norm || || on each S; @ X

by the following formula. For any y € St ® X,

1

lylls = inf{(lollz, + llle,)” = vo.3n € SO X, y=yo+ w1}

It turns out that X equipped with || ||5 is an LP-matricially normed space. This structure is
obtained as the ‘sum’ of the ones given by S} ®,, X and St ®,, X, and we simply write

S£®BX = SII;®OCOX +p S£®G1X
in this case.

It is obvious that || || satisfies (P1) and the inequality “<” in (P2). To prove the reverse
inequality “>” in (P2), take y € S} ® X and ¢’ € SP, ® X and assume that

H{ 0 O <1
Y 1lis
Then there exists a decomposition
0,0 1 1 0,0 P 1 1 P
l?é O/:|:|:y%)l 952]_'_{9%1 9%2} with Hlyél ?/%]2} +H[y%1 9%2} <1
Y Y21 Y22 Ya1 Y22 Y21 Y22 |||, Yar Y22 |||,
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{ygl 0]:1 {y% ygz}_i_{]k 0 }{921 ygz}{[k 0 }
0 2 YN Yoy 0 —Iy Yo1  Yao 0 —I, ’

we obtain by applying (P1) and (P2) to || ||4, that

Since

- i
y%)l Y12

0 ||1p 0 ||p
+ <
||?/11||a0 ||?/22||a0 = o8 982 ]

Similarly,

! 1 7P
Y1 Y

||?/%1||£1 + ||y%2||§1 < oo
Y21 Yo |

Since y = 49, + yi; and ¥’ = y9 + y39, we deduce that
Iyl + 115 < [lwiille, + lysalle, + llonlle, + llyzlle, <1,

which proves the desired inequality.

(2) Let F' be an operator space and recall that we have
SiiF}e=5®u FF' and  SP{F}, = S} Qay F.

According to [12} Section 2], F' equipped with || [[o¢ (vesp. || [lay) is an LP-matricially normed

space. In the sequel we will use the LP-matricially normed space structure on ¢? defined as
the sum of S;{R}, and Sy{C},.

The following is independent of Theorem 4.7 and will be used in both proofs of Theorem
4.3

Corollary 4.9. Let 1 < p # 2 < 0o and suppose that u: S, — St admits a rigid factorisa-
tion. Then

lu® L S{RY — SP{R}e +p SH{CY[| < 4.

Proof. Suppose that u: SY — S} admits a rigid factorisation. By definition there exist a
semifinite von Neumann algebra M and two linear isometries

T:8" — [P(M) and  S:SY — L¥(M)

such that u = S*T'. According to Proposition .5 we have a decomposition 7' = T1 + T» for
some Ty, Ty: Sy — LP(M) satisfying

|7 & Ip: SY{F}Ye — LP{M; F}o|| <1 and || ® Ip: SY{F}; — LP{M; F*},|| <1

for any operator space F. Likewise we have a decomposition S = S; + Sy for some
Si,8y: S¥ — LP' (M) satisfying

1S1® Ig: SY{GYe — L {M;G}e|| €1 and  ||Se ® Ig: SE{G}e — LP{M; G}, || <1
for any operator space GG. By Remark (4.6, we also have
1S @ Ig: SE{GY, — LX{M;G},|| <1 and ||So® Ig: SE{G}, — LP{M;GP}|| < 1.
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Mixing the two decompositions, we have

Since S} ® Ig is a contraction from Sfl{R}g into LP {M; R}, it follows from Theorem [3.3]
that ST ® I extends to a contraction from LP{M; R}, into S;{R},. Consequently,

|S1T1 @ Ip: SP{R}Ys — SE{R}|| < 1.
Likewise, since Sa®1I is a contraction from SZ,{C },into L {M; R}, it follows from Theorem
and Proposition Bl that S5 ® I extends to a contraction from LP{M; R}, into S;{C'},.
Consequently,
Similarly we obtain that
|SiTe @ Ig: SY{R}e — SH{C},|| <1 and ||S3To @ Ir: Sp{R}, — SE{R}|| < 1.

The result follows at once. O

Proof. (Of Theorem [£.3]) By duality we may suppose that p > 2. Following Remark [4.8] let
| |5 denote the matrix norms on ¢? given by

SP@p 0 = SY{R} +, SE{C},.

Assume that for any integer & > 1, every completely positive contraction S, — S, admits
a rigid factorisation. Let u: S} — S; be an arbitrary linear map. By [21] and [23, Cor.
8.7], one can find four completely positive maps wuy, ug, us,us: Sy — St such that u =
(ug — ug) + i(us — uyg) and for any j =1,...,4, ||u;|| < ||t|lreg- By Corollary .9 we deduce
that
|u® I : SP{R}Ye — SE @5 €| < 16]|t|reg-

Let us apply Theorem B7 with X =Y = (2, and ¢ = I,2. Thus there exist an operator
space I’ and two bounded operators 7: {2 — F and p: F — (2 such that po 1 = I;» and for
any k > 1,

Iy @ 72 SP{R}e — SPIF)|| <16 and  |[Igp ® p: SPIF] — SE @4 0] < 1.

Moreover we can assume that F is equal to the range of 7 and hence, p = 77, We can now
conclude and get to a contradiction as in the proof of [12, Theorem 2.6]. We only give a
sketch of the argument and refer the reader to the latter paper for details.

By means of (3.1]) and (3.4]), the above estimates imply that

I <1 and  |lg@7: Ce@n R — Ri(1-3) @, F|| < 16
for any k£ > 1. Using the well-known isometric identifications
Cr@n R~ My, and  CB(Cp, Ri(1—1)) =57,

we can deduce that ||v]]2, < 16]|v]|w for any linear mapping v: ¢2 — (2. This is false if
k> 16%. U
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Remark 4.10. So far we have only considered noncommutative LP-spaces associated with
a semifinite trace. In fact semifiniteness was necessary to define the spaces LP{M; F'}, (or
LP{M; F},), and hence the duality results stated in Section 3 make sense only in the tracial
setting. We wish to indicate however that Corollary and Theorem extend to the non
tracial case.

More precisely, let M be an arbitrary von Neumann algebra and for any 1 < p < oo,
let LP(M) denote the noncommutative LP-space constructed by Haagerup [8]. We refer
the reader to [25] for a complete description of these spaces, and to [24] or [16] for a brief
presentation. We recall that if M is semifinite and ¢ is a n.s.f. trace on M, then Haagerup’s
space LP(M) is isometrically isomorphic to the usual tracial LP-space (see Section 2). Our
extension of Corollary is as follows: for any 1 < p # 2 < oo, for any integer £ > 1 and
for any pair of isometries

(4.5) T:8 — [P(M) and S:S8" — L¥(M),

we have
|S*T @ Ip2: SP{R}, — Sp{ R}, +, Sp{C}.|| < 4.
Likewise, Theorem [.3] extends as follows: for k > 1 large enough, there exists a completely
positive contraction u: S} — S} such that whenever M is a (not necessarily semifinite) von
Neumann algebra there is no pair (7,S) of isometries as in (4.3) such that u = S*T.

The proofs of these extensions are similar to the ones given above in the tracial case, up
to technical details. They require the extension of Yeadon’s theorem obtained in [15, Th.
3.1] as well as the duality techniques from [16], Section 1]. We skip the details.

Remark 4.11. Let (€2, 1) be a measure space and let u: LP(2) — LP(£2) be a contraction
(with 1 < p # 2 < 00). The following assertions are equivalent.

(i) v admits a rigid factorisation.
(ii) There exist a measure space (£, ') and two linear isometries 7: LP(€)) — LP(§Y)
and S: L¥ (Q) — LP(Q') such that u = S*T (commutative rigid factorisation).
(iii) For any integer k > 1,

| @ Lpoo - LP(Q67°) — LP(Q:67)|| < 1.

(Equivalently, u is regular and ||u||yes < 1, see [21].)

(iv) There exists a positive contraction v on LP(£2) such that |u(f)| < v(|f|) for any

ferrQ).

The equivalence of (ii) and (iv) follows from [19, Section 3|, and the equivalence of (iii)
and (iv) is well-known (see e.g. [18]). So we only need to show that (i) implies (iii). For
this purpose, assume that u = S*T', where T': LP(Q2) — LP(M) and S: LP (Q) — L' (M)
are isometries. For any integer k& > 1, let LP(M;(5°) and LP' (M;{}) be the operator space
valued spaces introduced in [I1]. Arguing as in the proof of Proposition it is not hard to
show that

T @ lpo: LP(67) — LP(M;6)  and  S®Ip: LP(Q;4) — LP (M; ()
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are contractions. Using [T, Prop. 3.6], we deduce that u® Iy~ is a contraction on LP(£; £3°).

5. A CONCRETE EXAMPLE

The proof of Theorem [4.3] given above has a serious drawback. Indeed, it does not show
any concrete example of a completely positive contraction w: S; — S; without a rigid
factorisation. The aim of this section is to present such an example, thus giving another
proof of that theorem. This second proof does not use Theorem [4.7]

Throughout we let 1 < p < oo, we consider an integer k > 1. Let u;: St — S} be defined
by letting ui(E;) = k_ﬁEii for any ¢ > 1 and w(£;;) = 0 for any j > 2 and any ¢ > 1.
This can be written as

k
uy(z) = Zafxbi, re Sy,
i=1

where )
a; = Ez and bl = ]{Z_ﬁEu, 1 S 7 S k.
Consider the three linear maps ug, ug, uq: Sy — St defined by letting

k k k
ug(z) = be:cai, ug(z) = Zaf:cai, and  wuy(z) = bexbi
i=1 i=1 i=1

for any « € S}. Then ug is the canonical diagonal projection taking any = = [z;;] € S} to
the diagonal matrix ), z;E;;. Thus |lus|] = 1. Next, u4 is the rank one operator taking
any r = [z;;] € S} to k_%atlllk, where I;; denotes the identity matrix. Since ||Ix||, = k%, we
have ||u4|| = 1. According to [23, Theorem 8.5] and [21], this implies that ||u1|lree < 1. In
particular, u; is a contraction. Likewise, us is a contraction.

We now consider the average

1
(5.1) U= (w1 + us + uz + uq)
of these four maps. Then u: S — S} is a contraction. Moreover we have
1k
(5.2) u(x) = 1 Z(az + b,)*a:(a, + b,), x € S]Z
i=1

Hence u is completely positive.

Theorem 5.1. Assume that 1 < p < oo, and let u: Sy — Si be the completely positive

contraction defined by (5.1) and/or (52).
(1) We have

kh_)rgo |u® Lip o SP{Rk}e — Sp{Rk}e +y St{Ci}r|| = o0

(2) Assume that p # 2. Then for k large enough, the operator u does not admit a rigid
factorisation.
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The proof will be given at the end of this section. We need the following elementary
lemma.

Lemma 5.2. Let Ey and E5 be two operator spaces with a common finite dimension k. Let
(el,...,er) and (€3,...,€2) be some bases of Ey and Ey respectively. Assume that these
bases are completely 1-unconditional, in the sense that for any k-tuple € = (g1, ..., &) with
g; = *£1, the operators

V&:FE, —E  and VZ Ey,— By

defined by letting V2 (el) = eiel and VZ(e?) = eie? for any 1 < i < k are completely
contractive. Let

A El ®h Eg — El ®hE2
be the ‘diagonal’ projection defined by letting Ae} ®@e3) = 0 if i # j, and Ale} ®e?) = e; @€}
for any i > 1. Then A is a complete contraction.

Proof. Let u be the uniform probability measure on 2 = {—1,1}*. It is easy to check that

A= [VieViue).
Q
For any ¢ € (), we have
|V} @ V2 By @y By — By @y B, < [Vl Ve < 1.

Hence
MMs/WGW@mw@SL
Q

We let
D,Cc el

be the k-dimensional subspace of 2 ® (2 @ (2 spanned by {¢; ® ¢; @ e; : 1 <i < k}. Then
we let

P ARG — G 0G
be the projection onto Dy defined by letting P(e; ® e; @ e,,) = 0 if card{s, j,m} > 2, and
Ple;®e; ®e;) =e ®e; ®e; for any i > 1. If p > 2, then according to the identification
(5.3) Si{Ri}e = Cy @y Ry @5 Ry (2)
given by ([31), we may regard P as defined on S;{Ry},. Using ([3.2), we can do the same
when p < 2.
Lemma 5.3. We have

HP: S]I;{Rk}g — SZ{Rk}g H =1.
Moreover, for any complex numbers Ay, ..., g, we have

k k 1
e Qe Re; = ( >\z‘p>p-
b i, = (oM

1=1
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Proof. We assume that p > 2, the proof for p < 2 being similar. Let

A GG — GG
be the diagonal projection (in the sense of Lemma [5.2). Then we can write
(5.4) P=(A®lg)o(lg®A),

which is going to lead us to a two step proof.

We need several elementary operator space results, for which we refer e.g. to [22, Chapter
5] or [5 Section 9.3]. First, Cy ® R ~ M, and the diagonal of Cy ®;, Ry coincides with the
commutative C*-algebra ¢°. Second, Ry ®;, Cj, ~ M} = S}, and the diagonal of Rj, ®; Cy
coincides with the operator space dual of £5°, that is Max(f}) (see e.g. [22, Chapter 3]).
Third, R, ®j R >~ Ry2. We deduce form above that

HA R, ®n, R, — Ry ®p Ry and HA R, ®pn, Cy — Ry ®p, Cy,

I, = I, =

and moreover,
A(Ry @y, Ry) ~ R, and  A(Ry @ Ck) ~ Max((;)

completely isometrically.
Next according to [22, Theorem 5.22], we have

Ry @ Ry (2) =~ [Ry, @n Ry, Ry, @ Ck]%
completely isometrically. Hence by interpolation,
(5.5) 1A Ry @n Ri(3) — Be@n Ri(3) |, =
and we have
(5.6) A(Ry, @, Ri(2)) =~ [Ry. Max(l’i)}%

completely isometrically.
Now applying Lemma 5.2 with £} = Cy and E, = Max(/},), we find that

HA Ck Rn Max(ﬁi) — Ck R Max(ﬁi)‘}cb =1

We claim that
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isometrically. Indeed, we have Cy ®;, Max({;) = Cj Qmin Max({}) =~ CB({2,Cy). Hence
writing B = B((?) for simplicity, we have for any \y,..., Az in C that

k
HZ Aie; ® e
i=1

tyi € B, sup |y < 1}
Ck®minB 7

k 1
. |2
— SUP{HZWP%% N
=1
1

- (o n)’

i=1

k
= su i€ Q y;
B (DIECLY

Dy € B, sup |y < 1}

On the other hand,
HA Ck Xn Rk —)Ck Xn Rkchzl and A(Ck Xp, Rk) ~ Kzo

Since
Ck Xp, [Rk, Max(f,lg)] = [Ck Xn, Rk, Ck Xn, Max(fi)] ,

2 2
p P

we deduce by interpolation that

(5.7) |A: Cr @y, [Ry, Max(zz}f)]% — Cp, @ [Ra, Max(ﬁ,lc)]% |, =1
Since [(3°, (7]p = £}, we obtain in addition that

(5.8) A(Ci @n [Ri, Max(6})]2) = 6

isometrically.

Using (5.3) and the composition formula (5.4)), we deduce from (5.5]), (5.6), (5.7)) and (IBE)

that P is a contraction on Sh{Ry},, and that its range is equal to ¢%.

Proof. (Of Theorem [5.Il) The assertion (2) follows from (1) by Corollary [£.9] so we only
need to prove (1). As in Section 4, we let

St @s ;= SH{Ri}e +p SE{Ci}s-

We observe that Lemma [5.3] holds as well with St{Cy}, replacing S;{Rx},. Namely, P is
contractive on Sp{Cy},, and P(S;{Ck},) is equal to ¢;. We deduce that

(5.9) |P: S? @ 6 — SE @07 =1

and that for any complex numbers \q, ..., Az, we have

k 1 k
(510) <Z|>\z‘p>p §2HZ>\Z€Z®€Z®€Z
i=1 i=1

Now consider

SP@al2

k
w = Z€i®€i®€1.

i=1
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By (B.3]) we have

=1.

k
w = Ze-@e = ||
sy = [Seee],, , =1l

Recall that if we regard St{ Ry}, as the tensor product S} ® (2, then e; ® e; @ e, corresponds
to iy, ® e;. Hence we have

k
(ul ® Izi)(w) = k% Zei ® e Qe

=1
_ 1
(ue @ Ipp) (w) = k™% ey ® €1 @ ey;
(us @ Ipp) (w) = €1 ® €1 @ ey;

k
(U4 &® Igi)(w) = ]{7_% Zei X e R e;.

i=1

Consequently,

k
P(u@]ei)(w) = i (k:_% Zei Qe Qe + (k:_% + 1+ k:_%)el ® e; ®61>.
i=1

Applying (5I0) and (5.9), we deduce that

e
(VAN

8HP(U®I€ﬁ)(w)H5

((%‘ﬁ F14+ET7) 4 (k- 1)k:—%>

This proves (1). O
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