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Abstract

Let M be a von Neumann algebra acting on a Hilbert space H, and let {O}ses
be a semigroup of contractive, normal and completely positive maps (henceforth:
CP maps) on M over a unital and abelian semigroup S, that is:

®s+t = 95 o @t,

for all s,t € S, and Oy = id.

A quadruple (K, u, R, {as}ses) consisting of a Hilbert space K, an isometric
embedding u : H — K, a von Neumann algebra R (of operators acting on K)
and a semigroup of normal x-endomorphisms {«;}ses is called a x-endomorphic
dilation of {Os}ses (or an E-dilation, for short) if M = uw*Ru and if for all
T € R,s € S the following equation holds:

Os(u*Tu) = uas(T)u.

The purpose of this thesis is to develop dilation theory of semigroups of CP
maps. The central results of this thesis are

1. When S = Ri and ©,,; = ¢5 o ¢y, where {¢};>0 and {1, };>0 are two
strongly commuting semigroups of unit preserving CP maps, an E-dilation
exists.

2. When § = R2, M = B(H) and O,; = ¢, o ¢y, where {¢}¢>0 and
{1 }1>0 are two strongly commuting semigroups of (not necessarily unit
preserving) CP maps, and E-dilation exists.

3. For general S we formulate some necessary and sufficient conditions for
the existence of a (minimal) dilation.

Moreover, we show that in general, when S = N*, an E-dilation does not nec-
essarily exist (thereby settling an open problem raised by Bhat in 1998).

The main tools used to prove the above results are product systems, subprod-
uct systems, and their representations. With every semigroup of CP maps we
associate a subproduct system and a representation from which the semigroup
can be reconstructed. This association reduces the problem of constructing an
E-dilation to a semigroup of CP maps to the problem of constructing an iso-
metric dilation to a subproduct system representation. Regarding the latter
problem, we obtain the following results:



1. When § = Di, then every completely contractive product system repre-
sentation has an isometric dilation.

2. When S C R is sufficiently “nice” (e.g., R or N¥), then every fully coiso-
metric product system representation has a fully coisometric and isometric
dilation.

3. When S C R% is commensurable (e.g. Q% or N¥), then under suitable
assumptions a product system representation has an isometric dilation.

The latter two results are proved by a novel construction that allows to reduce
these problems to analogous, well-studied problems in classical dilation theory.

The application of subproduct systems to the solution of the above problems
have led us to study subproduct systems in their own. Special attention is given
to subproduct systems over the semigroup N, which are used as a framework
for studying tuples of operators satisfying homogeneous polynomial relations,
and the operator algebras they generate. As applications we obtain a noncom-
mutative (projective) Nullstellansatz, a model for tuples of operators subject
to homogeneous polynomial relations, a complete description of all representa-
tions of Matsumoto’s subshift C*-algebra when the subshift is of finite type,
and a classification of certain operator algebras — including an interesting non-
selfadjoint generalization of the noncommutative tori.
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BUT ALSO
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Introduction

Motivation: dilation theory of CP-semigroups

Let H be a separable Hilbert space, and let M C B(H) be a von Neumann
algebra. A CP map on M is a contractive, normal and completely positive
map. A CP-semigroup on M is a family © = {©;};>0 of CP maps on M
satisfying the semigroup property

Osit(a) = O4(0:(a)) , s,t>0,a € M,

Oo(a) =a, a € B(H),

and the continuity condition

Jlim (©:(a)h, 9) = (O (a)h,g) , a € M,h, g € H. (0.0.1)

A CP-semigroup is called an E-semigroup if each of its elements is a *-endomorphism.
Let © be a CP-semigroup acting on M, and let a be an E-semigroup acting

on R, where R is a von Neumann subalgebra of B(K) and K O H. Denote the

orthogonal projection of K onto H by Py. We say that « is an E-dilation of ©

ifforallt >0and BeR

@t(PHBPH) = PHOLt(B)PH. (002)

In the mid 1990’s Bhat (building on earlier works with Parthasarathy) proved
the following result, known today as “Bhat’s Theorem” (see [10] for a discussion
of the case where M = B(H) and the CP maps are unit preserving, and also
the works by SeLegue [49], Bhat-Skeide [15], Muhly-Solel [36], and Arveson [7]
for different proofs and for the general case):

Theorem 0.0.1 (Bhat). Every CP-semigroup has a unique minimal E-dilation.

Naturally, there is also a version of the above theorem with R replaced
with N. In [I1], Bhat showed that given a pair of commuting CP maps © and
® on B(H), there is a Hilbert space K O H and a pair of commuting normal
x-endomorphisms « and S acting on B(K) such that

e O‘I)n(PHBPH) = Pya™ Oﬂn(B)PH , Be B(K)



for all m,n € N. Later on Solel, using a different method (product systems and
their representations), proved this result for commuting CP maps on arbitrary
von Neumann algebras [60].

A natural question is then this: given two commuting CP-semigroups, can
one simultaneously dilate them to a pair of commuting E-semigroups? This
question was the starting point of the research documented here. We still do
not know the answer to it, but that is all for the good. The difficulty of this
question has led us into unknown mathematical territories, where we have made
several exciting discoveries.

This thesis contains the mathematical results that we (the author, under the
supervision of Professor Baruch Solel) obtained while trying to solve the problem
of dilating two commuting CP-semigroups. A detailed account of the results in
this thesis is given in the section Detailed overview of the thesis below. The
results in this thesis are taken from several papers that the author has written:
[31] (with Eliahu Levy), [33] (with Daniel Markiewicz), [50, 51}, [52] 54], and [55]
(with Baruch Solel).

The role of product systems and subproduct sys-
tems

Product systems of Hilbert spaces over R were introduced by Arveson some 20
years ago in his study of Eg-semigroups [2]. In a few imprecise words, a product
system of Hilbert spaces over Ry is a bundle {X (¢)};cr, of Hilbert spaces such
that

X(s+t)=X(s)®X(t), s,t € Ry.

We emphasize immediately that Arveson’s definition of product systems re-
quired also that the bundle carry a certain Borel measurable structure, but we
do not deal with these matters here. To every Eg-semigroup Arveson associated
a product system, and it turns out that the product system associated to an
Ep-semigroup is a complete cocycle conjugacy invariant of the Eg-semigroup.
See [7] for a detailed account.

Later, product systems of Hilbert C*-correspondences over R, appeared
(see the survey [68] by Skeide). In [I5], Bhat and Skeide associate with every
semigroup of completely positive maps on a C*-algebra A a product system of
Hilbert A-correspondences. This product system was then used in showing that
every semigroup of completely positive maps can be dilated to a semigroup of
x-endomorphisms. Muhly and Solel introduced a different construction [36]: to
every CPg-semigroup on a von Neumann algebra M they associated a product
system of Hilbert W*-correspondences over M’, the commutant of M. Again,
this product system is then used in constructing an Eg-dilation for the original
CP-semigroup.

Product systems of C*-correspondences over semigroups other than R were
first studied by Fowler [22], and they have been studied since then by many
authors. In [60], product systems over N? (and their representations) were



studied, and the results were used to prove that every pair of commuting CP
maps has a #-endomorphic dilation. Product systems over Ri were also central
to the proof of Theorem below, where every pair of strongly commuting
CP-semigroups is associated with a product system over Ri. However, the
construction of the product system is one of the hardest parts in that proof.
Furthermore, that construction fails when one drops the assumption of strong
commutativity.

On the other hand, there is another object that may be naturally associated
with a semigroup of CP maps over any semigroup: this object is the subproduct
system, which, when the CP maps act on B(H), is the bundle of Arveson’s
“metric operator spaces” (introduced in [4]). Roughly, a subproduct system of
correspondences over a semigroup S is a bundle {X (s)}secs of correspondences
such that

X(s+t) CTX(s)@X(@), s, teS.

See Definition below. Of course, a difficult problem cannot be made easy
just by introducing a new notion, and the problem of dilating commuting CP-
semigroups remains unsolved. However, subproduct systems did already pro-
vide us with an efficient general framework for tackling various problems in
operator algebras, and in particular it has led us to progress dilation theory of
completely positive semigroups. We have our reasons to believe that they will
play an important part in noncommutative analysis, in particular in the further
development of dilation theory of completely positive semigroups.

Brief overview of the thesis

The thesis contains three major achievements, and is divided into three parts.
The first achievement, to which the Part [l is devoted, is a partial solution to
the problem of dilating two commuting CP-semigroups. Here is one of the main
results we obtainl:

Theorem 0.0.2 (Theorem [5.2.7)) Let {¢1}i>0 and {0:}i>0 be two strongly
commuting CP-semigroups on B(H ), where H is a separable Hilbert space. Then
there is a separable Hilbert space K containing H and an orthogonal projection
Py : K — H, and two commuting E-semigroups « and 8 on B(K) such that

¢s 0 0:(PuBPy) = Ppas o Bi(B)Pu
for all s,t >0 and all B € B(K).

In other words: every two-parameter CP-semigroup that satisfies an addi-
tional condition of strong commutativity has a two-parameter E-dilation.

In order to prove Theorem [0.0.2] we proved several new results in the theory
of isometric dilations of product system representations. To this end, we came
up with a very neat trick that reduces (in some cases) the problem of dilating

lwe also have a result for general von Neumann algebras M instead of B(H), under the

additional assumption that the semigroups are unit preserving.



a product system representation to an isometric one, to the problem of dilating
a semigroup of contractions on a Hilbert space to a semigroup of isometries on
some larger Hilbert space. The latter problem is classical and well studied.

The second major achievement of this thesis is progress in the development
of a general dilation theory for semigroups of CP maps (over an arbitrary semi-
group S). This progress is the subject of Part [Il Building on earlier works of
Arveson and of Muhly and Solel, we associate with each semigroup © = {O;}ses
of CP maps a subproduct system X and a subproduct system representation T
from which © can be reconstructed (Proposition [T and Theorem [T.T2). We
show that the pairing © + (X, T) is, essentially, bijective. From here we deduce
several new results regarding *-endomorphic dilation of k-tuples of commuting
CP maps.

The third major achievement of this thesis is the progress made in the study
of subproduct systems over N. We show how these subproduct systems fit nat-
urally in the study of noncommutative algebraic geometry, and we find that
certain universal operator algebras (generated by a row contraction subject to
homogeneous noncommutative polynomial identities) can be realized explicitly
in terms of (a representation of) a subproduct system. We study two classes
of examples of such universal algebras, and we show how these algebras can be
classified - up to isometric isomorphism - by the subproduct systems that give
rise to them. In the last chapter of the thesis, we show that Matsumoto’s C*-
algebras associated to subshifts also fit into the framework provided by subprod-
uct systems, and we study their representation theory using the tools developed
here.

Note to the reader: The three parts of this thesis can be read independently
and in any order, with the exceptions that one should read Chapter [0l before
Part [T, and also, some results in Part [Tl depend on Chapter

Detailed overview of the thesis

Following this introduction there is a chapter containing some preliminary ma-
terial.

Chapters [ through [ constitute the first part of the thesis. In Chapter [l we
study some fine continuity and extendability properties of semigroups. Section
[T contains a proof that every CP-semigroup is continuous in the point-strong
operator topology. By that we mean that a CP-semigroup ©, which is a priori
only assumed to satisfy the continuity condition (O], actually satisfies the
seemingly stronger continuity condition

tliglo H@t(a)h — @to (a)h” = Oa

for all a € M,h € H. This result is taken from the paper [33], written jointly
by Daniel Markiewicz and the author of this thesis.

In Section it is shown that a semigroup of CP maps {O:}:cs (acting
on B(H)), that is parameterized by a dense subsemigroup & C R, and that



satisfies the continuity condition (LO) (with ¢,t9 € S), can be extended to a
CP-semigroup (parameterized by Ry). This result is taken from [54], and the
proof uses ideas from [49]. Section contains a similar result, but for weakly
continuous semigroups of contractions on a separable and reflexive Banach space
instead of semigroups of CP maps, a result that appeared in a joint paper with
Eliahu Levy [31]. This section is not used anywhere else in the thesis.

Chapter Bl contains a construction by which we “represent” a product system
representation as a semigroup of contractions on a Hilbert space. That is, for
a given product system X = {X(s)}ses and a representation T' of X on a
Hilbert space H, we construct a Hilbert space H and semigroup of contractions
T = {T.}ses on H that encodes all the information about T' (Section 2.
Using this construction we derive several new existence theorems for isometric
dilations of product system representations. Most importantly for dilation of
commuting CP-semigroups, we prove that every fully-coisometric representation
(of a subproduct system over Ri) has an isometric and fully-coisometric dilation
(Theorem 2:6.1]). Several other sufficient conditions for the existence of a regular
isometric dilation are given, among them a “double commutation” condition and
a norm condition. The results in this chapter are taken from the papers [51]
and [50] (the existence of a regular isometric dilation under a norm condition
has not appeared before).

In Chapter[Blwe define the notion strong commutativity (introduced in [60]),
and we study it. Most of the material in this chapter is borrowed from [51],
Section B2 is from [54]. Section B4 is new.

Chapter [ contains our first main result regarding dilation of commuting
CP-semigroups, Theorem

Theorem 0.0.3 Let {¢:}e>0 and {0:}i>0 be two strongly commuting unit pre-
serving CP-semigroups on a von Neumann algebra M C B(H), where H is a
separable Hilbert space. Then there is a separable Hilbert space K containing H
and an orthogonal projection Py : K — H, a von Neumann algebra R C B(K)
such that M = PgRPy CR, and two commuting unit preserving E-semigroups
a and B on R such that

¢s 0 01(PyBPy) = Pras o fi(B) Py
for all s,t >0 and all B € R.

This result was published in [51]. The proof of this Theorem depends on The-
orem [2.6.1] together with the constructions of Section 2] where we associate
with each pair of strongly commuting CP-semigroups a product system (over
Ri) and a product system representation which “represents” in some way the
CP-semigroups.

We close Chapter @] with Section 4] in which we study the cocycle conju-
gacy classes of the dilating semigroups o and S (in the notation of the above
theorem). We show that (in the interesting cases) « is cocycle conjugate to
¢’s minimal dilation, and that § is cocycle conjugate to 6’s minimal dilation.
Combining this result with Daniel Markiewicz’ earlier work on quantized con-
volution semigroups, we deduce Corollary L4.T6] which says that for every pair



of quantized convolution semigroups, there exists a pair of commuting type I
Eg-semigroups that dilate them simultaneously. This is a very concrete yet
nontrivial class of examples to which our theory applies.

The final Chapter of Part [l is Chapter Bl where Theorem is proved
(Theorem BE.2.7). That is, we prove the existence of an E-dilation to a pair
of strongly commuting CP-semigroups on B(H), where the difference from the
previous chapter is that we drop the assumption of unitality and add an as-
sumption that the semigroups act on a type I factor. The proof is significantly
different from the proof of Theorem The isometric dilation theorems ob-
tained in Chapter [2] are not applicable in this case, and we need to develop
an appropriate isometric dilation theorem, Theorem The results in this
chapter are taken from [54].

Subproduct systems, their representations, and their units, are defined in
Chapter [6l The following two Chapters, [l and 8 can be viewed as a significant
reorganization and sharpening of some known results, including several new
observations.

Chapter [1 establishes the correspondence between cp-semigroups and sub-
product systems. It is shown that given a subproduct system X of N- cor-
respondences and a subproduct system representation R of X on H, we may
construct a cp-semigroup © acting on Ry(N). We denote this assignment as
© = X (X, R). Conversely, it is shown that given a ¢p-semigroup © acting on
M, there is a subproduct system F (called the Arveson-Stinespring subproduct
system of ©) of M’-correspondences and an injective representation T of F on
H such that © = X(E,T). Denoting this assignment as (E,T) = Z(0), we
have that ¥ o = is the identity. In Theorem [[ZZT] we show that = o ¥ is also,
after restricting to pairs (X, R) with R an injective representation (and up to
some “isomorphism”), the identity. This allows us to deduce (Corollary [Z.2.3))
that a subproduct system that is not a product system has no isometric rep-
resentations. We introduce the Fock spaces associated to a subproduct system
and the canonical shift representations. These constructs allow us to show that
every subproduct system is the Arveson-Stinespring subproduct system of some
cp-semigroup.

In Chapter B we briefly sketch the picture that is dual to that of Chapter
[ It is shown that given a subproduct system and a unit of that subproduct
system one may construct a cp-semigroup, and that every cp-semigroup arises
this way (via the GNS construction).

In Chapter [0l we construct for every subproduct system X and every fully
coisometric subproduct system representation 7' of X on a Hilbert space, a
semigroup T of contractions on a Hilbert space that captures “all the informa-
tion” about X and 7. This construction is a modification of the construction
introduced in Chapter [2] for the case where X is a product system. It turns out
that when X is merely a subproduct system, it is hard to apply T to obtain
new results about the representation 7. However, when X is a true product
system T is very handy, and we use it to prove that every eg-semigroup has a
x-automorphic dilation (in a certain sense).

Chapter contains some general remarks regarding dilations and pieces



of subproduct system representations, and the connection between the dila-
tion theories of cp-semigroups and of representations of subproduct systems
is made. We define the notion of a subproduct subsystem and then we define
dilations and pieces of subproduct system representations. These notions gen-
eralize the notions of commuting piece or q-commuting piece of [14] and [19],
and also generalizes the definition of dilation of a product system representation
of [36]. Proposition I0.Z1] Theorem and Corollary [[0.2.7 show that the
1-1 correspondences ¥ and = between cp-semigroups and subproduct systems
with representations take isometric dilations of representations to e-dilations
and vice-versa. This is used to obtain an example of three commuting, normal
and contractive CP maps on B(H) for which there exists no e-dilation acting on
a B(K), and no minimal dilation acting on any von Neumann algebra (Theorem
[[03T]). This resolves an open problem raised by Bhat in 1998.

In Chapter [IQlwe also present a reduction of both the problem of constructing
an eg-dilation to a cpp-semigroup, and the problem of constructing an e-dilation
to a k-tuple of commuting CP maps with small enough norm, to the problem of
embedding a subproduct system in a larger product system. We show that not
every subproduct system can be embedded in a product system (Proposition
[[032), and we use this to construct an example of three commuting CP maps
01,02, 63 such that for any A > 0 the three-tuple A1, Af2, Af3 has no e-dilation
(Theorem[10.3.3]). This unexpected phenomenon has no counterpart in the clas-
sical theory of isometric dilations, and provides the first example of a theorem in
classical dilation theory that cannot be generalized to the theory of e-dilations
of cp-semigroups.

The developments described in the second part of the thesis indicate that
subproduct systems are worthwhile objects of study, but to make progress we
must look at plenty concrete examples. In the third and final part of the paper
we begin studying subproduct systems of Hilbert spaces over the semigroup N.
In Chapter [[1] we show that every subproduct system (of W*-correspondences)
over N is isomorphic to a standard subproduct system, that is, it is a subproduct
subsystem of the full product system {E®"}, ¢y for some W*-correspondence
E. Using the results of the previous section, this gives a new proof to the
discrete analogue of Bhat’s Theorem: every cpg-semigroup over N has an eg-
dilation. Given a subproduct system we define the standard X -shift, and we
show that if X is a subproduct subsystem of Y, then the standard X-shift is
the maximal X-piece of the standard Y-shift, generalizing and unifying results
from [14} [19] [47].

In Chapter [[2 we explain why subproduct systems are convenient for study-
ing noncommutative projective algebraic geometry. We show that every homo-
geneous ideal I in the algebra C(z1,...,24) of noncommutative polynomials
corresponds to a unique subproduct system X7, and vice-versa. The represen-
tations of X; on a Hilbert space H are precisely determined by the d-tuples in
the zero set of I,

Z(I) ={T = (T\,...,Tq) € B(H)*:V¥p € Lp(T) = 0}.
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A noncommutative version of the Nullstellansatz is obtained, stating that

Chapter [[3] starts with a review of a powerful tool, Gelu Popescu’s “Poisson
Transform” [46]. Using this tool we derive some basic results (obtained previ-
ously by Popescu in [47]) which allow us to identify the operator algebra Ax
generated by the X-shift as the universal unital operator algebra generated by
a row contraction subject to homogeneous polynomial identities. We then prove
that every completely bounded representation of a subproduct system X is a
piece of a scaled inflation of the X-shift, and derive a related “von Neumann
inequality”.

In Chapter [[4] we discuss the relationship between a subproduct system X
and Ax, the (non-selfadjoint) operator algebra generated by the X-shift. The
main result in this section is Theorem [I4.0.8, which says that X = Y if and
only if Ay is completely isometrically isomorphic to Ay by an isomorphism
that preserves the vacuum state. This result is used in Chapter [[5] where we
study the universal norm closed unital operator algebra generated by a row
contraction (71, ...,T,) satisfying the relations

TiTj = QijTjTi s 1 <7 <] < d,

where ¢ = (gij)¢;2; € M,(C) is a matrix such that ¢;; = qigl. These non-
selfadjoint analogues of the noncommutative tori, are shown to be classified by
their subproduct systems when g;; # 1 for all ¢,j. In particular, when d = 2,
we obtain the universal algebra for the relation

VI = qI>T,

which we call A,. It is shown that A, is isomorphically isomorphic to A, if and
only if g =7 or g = 1.

In Chapter [[6 we describe all standard maximal subproduct systems X with
dim X (1) = 2 and dim X (2) = 3, and classify their algebras up to isometric
isomorphisms. It is shown that the algebras are isometrically isomorphic if and
only if the subproduct systems from which they come are isomorphic, and we
give an effective description of when this happens.

In the closing section of this paper, Chapter [[7, we find that subproduct
systems are also closely related to subshifts and to the subshift C*-algebras
introduced by K. Matsumoto [34]. We show how every subshift gives rise to a
subproduct system, and characterize the subproduct systems that come from
subshifts. We use this connection together with the results of Chapter to
describe all representations of subshift C*-algebras that come from a subshift of

finite type (Theorem [[7.3.7).
All of the results in Parts [l and [[II] are taken from [55].
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Preliminaries

Who is S§?

Throughout this thesis, S will denote a subsemigroup of Ri that contains 0. In
some places we will need to put some additional restrictions on S, but in most
places one can take arbitrary unital semigroups, not necessarily abelian. Many
of the parts that do not work for arbitrary semigroups, should work for, at least,
Ore semigroups. However, we are most interested in the case where S is either
N* or Ri.

C* /W*-correspondences, product systems and their
representations

We begin by defining Hilbert C*-modules. Our references for this material are
[29] and [43].

Definition 0.0.4 Let A be a C*-algebra. A vector space E (over C) is called an
inner product A-module if it is a right A-module with a map (-,-) : Ex E — A
such that for all x,y,z € E,a, € C, anda € A

(z,ay + Bz) = alz,y) + Bz, 2) (0.0.3)
(z,ya) = (z,y)a, (0.0.4)
(z,y) = (y,2)" (0.0.5)
(0.0.6)

(x,x) > 0; and (r,2) =0=2=0,

and
a(za) = (ax)a = z(aa).

For an inner product A-module F we can define a norm
2] := V[, z)]] - (0.0.7)
This norm satisfies an analog of the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality

Iz, y)lla < |z|ellyle-
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It is sometimes convenient to define an A-valued “norm” |- | on E, by
1
|| == (x,z)2.

If E is complete with respect to the norm (0.7) then it is called a Hilbert
A-module, or a Hilbert C*-module (over the C*-algebra A).

The simplest example of a Hilbert C*-module is a Hilbert space, the C*-
algebra being C. Any C*-algebra is a Hilbert C*-module over itself, with the
inner product {(a,b) := a*b.

Definition 0.0.5 Let E and F be Hilbert C*-modules over a C*-algebra A. A
mapping T : E — F is called adjointable if there exists a map S : F — E such

that for allz € B,y € F
(T'(x),y) = (x, S(y))-

If T and S are as above then we denote T* = S.

It is a fact that, just like in the Hilbert space setting, every adjointable map
is A-linear and bounded. On the other hand, and contrary to what one is used
to from Hilbert spaces, not every bounded, A-linear mapping is adjointable. It
is the space of adjointable operators between Hilbert modules, rather than the
space of bounded ones, that serves as the useful generalization of B(H). We
denote by L(E, F') the space of adjointable operators between E and F', and if
E = F this space is denoted by L(F). L(FE) is a C*-algebra (with respect to
the usual operations and the operator norm).

Definition 0.0.6 Let E be a Hilbert C*-module over A. E is called self-dual
if every (norm) continuous A-linear map T : E — A is given by the formula

T(z) = {ur,z) , z € E ,
for some up € E.

Definition 0.0.7 Let E be a Hilbert C*-module over the von Neumann algebra
M. E is called o Hilbert W*-module over M in case E is self-dual.

Definition 0.0.8 Let A and B be C*-algebras. A Hilbert C*-correspondence
from A to B is a Hilbert C*-module E over B, endowed with the structure
of a left module over A via a *-homomorphism ¢p : A — L(E). A C*-
correspondence over A is simply a C*-correspondence from A to A. If A and
B are von Neumann algebras and E is a W*-module over B, then E is called

a W*-correspondence from A to B (or a W*-correspondence over A, in case
A=B)if opg: A— L(E) is normal.

To explain the statement “pp is normal” we note that if F is a Hilbert
W*-module over the von Neumann algebra M, then £(E) is known to be a von
Neumann algebra, i.e., L(E) is a C*-algebra which is also a dual space and which
can be represented faithfully on a Hilbert space such that the weak-* topology
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on L(E) (generated by its pre-dual) coincides with the o-weak topology induced
by the representation.

We will usually omit g when writing the left action: for « € A and x € E
we shall write ax for pg(a)z.

The following notion of representation of a C*-correspondence was studied
extensively in [35], and turned out to be a very useful tool.

Definition 0.0.9 Let E be a C*-correspondence over A, and let H be a Hilbert
space. A pair (0,T) is called a covariant representation of E on H if

1. T: E — B(H) is a completely bounded linear map;
2. 0: A— B(H) is a nondegenerate *-homomorphism; and
3. T(za) =T(x)o(a) and T(a-x) = o(a)T(x) for all x € E and all a € A.

It called a completely contractive covariant representation (or, for brevity, a
c.c. representation) if T' is completely contractive. If A is a W*-algebra and E
is W*-correspondence then we also require that o be normal.

We shall usually omit the adjective “covariant” (see the following line for an
example).

Given a C*-correspondence F and a representation (o,T) of E on H, one
can form the Hilbert space F®, H, which is defined as the Hausdorff completion
of the algebraic tensor product with respect to the inner product

(z@hy®g) = (ho((z,y))g)-

One then defines T : E @, H — H by

T(x®h) =T(x)h.

As in the theory of contractions on a Hilbert space, there are certain partic-
ularly nice representations which deserve to be singled out.

Definition 0.0.10 A representation (o,T) is called isometric if for all x,y € FE,
T(x)*T(y) = o({z,y))

(This is the case if and only sz is an isometry.) It is called fully coisometric
if T is a coisometry.

Note: T is completely contractive if and only if |T|| < 1.

Given two Hilbert C*-correspondences E and F over A, the balanced (or
inner) tensor product E ® 4 F is a Hilbert C*-correspondence over A defined
to be the Hausdorff completion of the algebraic tensor product with respect to
the inner product

<x®y7w®z>: <y,<I,w>'Z> Y $7UJEanvz€F
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The left and right actions are defined as a- (2 @ y) = (a-z) ® y and (z @ y)a =
x ® (ya), respectively, for all « € A,z € E,y € F. We shall usually omit
the subscript A, writing just £ ® F. When working in the context of W*-
correspondences, that is, if £ and F are W*-correspondences and A is a W*-
algebra, then E ® 4 F is understood to be the self-dual extension of the above
construction (see [43]).

Suppose S is an abelian cancellative semigroup with identity O andp : X — S
is a family of W*-correspondences over A. Write X (s) for the correspondence
p~1(s) for s € S. We say that X is a (discrete) product system over S if X is
a semigroup, p is a semigroup homomorphism and, for each s,t € S\ {0}, the
map X(s) x X(t) > (x,y) = 2y € X(s +¢) extends to an isomorphism U, ,
of correspondences from X (s) ® 4 X (¢t) onto X (s + t). The associativity of the
multiplication means that, for every s,t,r € S,

Us-i—t,r (Us,t ® IX(T)) = Us,t-i—r (IX(s) ® Ut,r) . (008)

We also require that X (0) = A and that the multiplications X (0)x X (s) — X (s)
and X (s) x X(0) — X (s) are given by the left and right actions of A and X (s).

Usually in this thesis, we will think of a product system as a bundle X =
{X(8)}ses of C*-correspondences together with a family {Us+}s tes of unitary
correspondence maps Us ; : X(s) @ X (t) — X (s +t).

Definition 0.0.11 Let H be a Hilbert space, A a W*-algebra and X a product
system of Hilbert A-correspondences over the semigroup S. Assume that T :
X — B(H), and write Ty for the restriction of T to X (s), s €S, and o for Ty.
T (or (0,T)) is said to be a covariant representation of X if

1. For each s € S, (0,Ts) is a covariant representation of X (s); and
2. T(xy) =T (x)T(y) for all x,y € X.

T is said to be an isometric/fully coisometric/completely-contractive representa-
tion if it is an isometric/fully coisometric/completely-contractive representation

on every fiber X (s).

Completely positive maps and Stinespring’s The-
orem

Let A and B be C*-algebras, and let © be a linear map from A to B. © is said
to be positive if for all a € A

a>0=0(a) >0.

We denote by M,,(A) the C*-algebra of n x n matrices with entries in A. For
any positive integer n, we define ©,, : M,,(A) — M,,(B) to be the map that acts
elementwise as O, i.e.,

On(aij) = (0(ai;)).
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Definition 0.0.12 A linear map © : A — B is said to be completely positive,
if for all n >0, ©,, is a positive map M, (A) — M, (B).

To keep terminology short, we shall use the term CP map to mean a completely
positive, contractive (because dilation theory is sensible only for contractive
maps) and normal map.

Examples. The transpose map My(C) — M5(C) is positive but not completely
positive. Every x-endomorphism is completely positive, and so is any composi-
tion of completely positive maps. If © : A — B is positive, and if either A or
B is commutative, then © is completely positive. The prototypical example of
a completely positive, normal map is the map

T S.TS;,

defined for T in some B(H), where S,, are bounded operators such that 3 S, S
converges strongly. In fact, any normal completely positive map on B(H) is of
this form, due to the following theorem and some C*-representation theory.

Theorem 0.0.13 (Stinespring’s Dilation Theorem, [62].) Let A be a C*-algebra,
let H be a Hilbert space, and let © : A — B(H) be a linear map. © is com-
pletely positive if and only if there exists a Hilbert space K, a bounded linear
map V € B(H, K) and a *-representation p of A on K such that

O(a) = V*p(a)V,
for all a € A.

The triple (K,V, p) is called the Stinespring dilation of ©. If
K =\/{p(a)Vh:a€ A he H},

then (K, V, p) is called a minimal Stinespring dilation. The minimal Stinespring
dilation is unique up to unitary equivalence. If © is unital and (K,V,p) is
minimal, then V is an isometry. If A is a von Neumann algebra and © is
normal, then p is also normal.

The goal of this thesis can be described as a version of Stinespring’s Theorem
that works for a semigroup © = {O}scs of CP maps rather than for a single
one.

cp-semigroups and e-dilations

Let S be a unital subsemigroup of R%, and let M be a von Neumann algebra
acting on a Hilbert space H. A CP map is a completely positive, contractive
and normal map on M. A CP-semigroup over S is a family {O;}scs of CP
maps on M such that:

1. For all s,t € S
B,00; = ®s+t;
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2. ©g =idpg;
3. For all h,g € H and all a € M, the function
S 35— (B5(a)h, g)
is continuous.

A CP-semigroup is called an E-semigroup if it consists of #-endomorphisms.
A CP (E) - semigroup is called a CPy (Ep)-semigroup if all its elements are
unital. A semigroup will be called a ep(cpo/e/ep)-semigroup if it satisfies all the
conditions that CP(CPy/E/Eq)-semigroup does, except (perhaps) the continuity
condition 3 above. Let’s say it again, a CP-semigroup, with uppercase letters, is
a cp-semigroup (with lowercase letters) that satisfies the continuity condition 3
above. Don’t worry: in the body of the thesis we never discuss CP-semigroups
and cp-semigroups at the same time, so there will be no confusion.

Definition 0.0.14 Let M be a von Neumann algebra of operators acting on a
Hilbert space H, and let © = {O }secs be a cp-semigroup over the semigroup
S. An e-dilation of © is a quadruple (K,u,R,«), where K is a Hilbert space,
w: H — K is an isometry, R is a von Neumann algebra satisfying u*Ru = M,
and o is an e-semigroup over S such that

Os(u*au) =u*as(a)u, a € R (0.0.9)

forall s € S.
If (K,u,R,q) is a dilation of ©, then (M,©) is called a compression of
(K,u,R, ).

In the above definition, if « is an E-semigroup (or Eg-semigroup), then we
call it an E-dilation (Ey-dilation).

Let us review some basic facts regarding e-dilations. Most of the content
of the following paragraphs is spelled out in [7, Chapter 8], for the case where
S == R+.

Note that by putting a = uzu* in ([@0J), for any x € M, one has

Os(z) = v*as(uzu*)u , T € M. (0.0.10)

If one identifies M with uMu*, H with vH, and p with uu*, one may
give the following equivalent definition, which we shall use interchangeably with
definition [LOI& a triple (p, R, ) is called an e-dilation of © if R is a von
Neumann algebra containing M, o is an e-semigroup on R and p is a projection

in R such that M = pRp and

Os(pap) = pas(a)p

holds for all s € S,a € R.
With this change of notation, we have

pas(a)p = O(pap) = O4(p*ap®) = pas(pap)p,
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so, taking a =1 — p,

0 = pas(p(1 — p)p)p = pas(1 — p)p.

This means that for all s € S, as(1 —p) < 1 —p. A projection with this
property is called coinvariant (note that if « is an ep-semigroup then p is a
coinvariant projection if and only if it is increasing, i.e., as(p) > p for all s € S).
Equivalently,

wu*as(l) = uuas(uu®) , s € S. (0.0.11)

One can also show that (LOI0) and (@OII) together imply (@0, and this
leads to another equivalent definition of e-dilation of a ¢p-semigroup.

Let © = {O;}ses be a ep-semigroup on a von Neumann algebra M, and let
(K,u, R,«) be an e-dilation of ©. Assume that ¢ € R is a projection satisfying
uu* < g. Assume furthermore that ¢ is coinvariant. Then one can show that
the maps

Bs : a > qas(a)g

are the elements of a cp-semigroup on ¢Rgq.

If the maps {8} happen to be multiplicative on ¢Rgq, then we say that ¢
is multiplicative. In this case, (¢K,u,qRq, 3) is an e-dilation of ©, which is in
some sense “smaller” than (K, u, R, ).

On the other hand, consider the von Neumann algebra

R=W* <U as(u/\/lu*)> :

seES

This algebra is clearly invariant under «, and it contains uMu™*. Thus, restrict-
ing a to R, we obtain a “smaller” dilation. This discussion leads to the following
natural definition.

Definition 0.0.15 Let (K,u,R,«a) be an e-dilation of the cp-semigroup ©.
(K,u,R,«) is said to be a minimal dilation if there is no multiplicative, coin-
variant projection 1 # q € R such that uwu* < q, and if

R=W* <U as(u/\/lu*)> : (0.0.12)
s€S
In [7] Arveson defines a minimal dilation slightly differently:

Definition 0.0.16 Let (K,u,R,a) be an e-dilation of the cp-semigroup ©.
(K,u,R,«) is said to be a minimal dilation if the central support of uu* in

R is 1, and if ([@012) holds.

The two definitions have been shown to be equivalent in the case where © is a
cpo-semigroup over Ry ([T, Section 8.9]). We now treat the general case.

Proposition 0.0.17 Definition [(.0. 13 holds if[0.0.16] does.

18



Proof. Assume that Definition is violated. If ([LO.I2)) is violated, then
Definition is, too. So assume that (0.I2) holds, and that there is a
multiplicative, coinvariant projection 1 # ¢ € R such that uu* < ¢. Denote
A ={as(a) : a € uMu*,s € §}. By an easy generalization of [7, Proposition
8.9.4], ¢ commutes with as(¢qRq) for all s € S, so ¢ commutes with A, thus ¢
commutes with W*({J,cg as(uMu*)). In other words, ¢ is central in R. [J

Below, we will work with Definition Whether or not the two def-
initions are equivalent remains an interesting open question. To prove that
they are, it would be enough to show that the central support of p = wu* in
w* (USES Qs (u./\/lu*)) is a coinvariant projection, because the central support
is clearly a multiplicative projection. This has been done by Arveson in [7|
Proposition 8.3.4], for the case of a c¢pg-semigroup over S = R;. Arveson’s
proof makes use of the order structure of R, and cannot be extended to the
case Ri or other semigroups with which we are concerned in this thesis.
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Part 1

E-dilation of two-parameter
CP-semigroups
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Chapter 1

Continuity and
extendability of
CP-semigroups

1.1 Continuity of CP-semigroups in the point-
strong operator topology

1.1.1 Introduction

Let M be a von Neumann algebra acting on a Hilbert space H. Let ¢ = {¢¢}i>0
be a CP-semigroup on M. Recall that ¢ is assumed to satisfy the continuity
condition

lim (¢:(A)§,n) = (¢4, (A)E,m), AeM,{neH. (1.1.1)

t—to

We shall refer to this type of continuity as continuity in the point-weak operator
topology. It is equivalent to continuity in the point-o-weak topology, that is, for
all A e M and w € M., limy_,4, w(¢p:(A)) = w(dr, (A)), where M, denotes the
predual of M.

In this section we prove that CP-semigroups satisfy a seemingly stronger
continuity condition, namely

T [160(A)€ — 61 (A)e]| = 0, (1.12)

for all A € M,€ € H. A semigroup satisfying (LT2]) will be said to be continu-
ous in the point-strong operator topology. The proposition that CP-semigroups
are continuous in the point-strong operator topology has appeared in the liter-
ature earlier, but the proofs that are available seem to be incomplete. In the
proofs of which we are aware, only continuity from the right in the point-strong
operator topology is established. By this we mean that ([LI.2)) holds for limits
taken with ¢\ to.
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We consider the continuity of CP-semigroups in the point-strong operator

topology to be an important property, because it plays a crucial role in the
existence of dilations of CP-semigroups to E-semigroups. We are aware of five
different proofs for the fact that every CP-semigroup has a dilation to an E-
semigroup: Bhat [10], SeLegue [49], Bhat—Skeide [15], Muhly—Solel [36] and
Arveson [7] (some of the authors require some additional conditions, notably
that the CP-semigroup be unital or that the Hilbert space be separable). In
order to show that the minimal dilation of a CP-semigroup to an E-semigroup is
continuous in the point-weak operator topology, all authors make use of continu-
ity of the CP-semigroup in the point-strong operator topology, either implicitly
or explicitly. Thus, in effect there was a gap in the proof of what is known as
“Bhat’s Theorem” (although Bhat did avoid making this mistake in his early
paper [I0] - he did not claim there that a CP-semigroup has an E-dilation -
rather, he stated that a CP-semigroup that is continuous in the point-strong
operator topology has an E-dilation).
Author’s note: After two years of working on my PhD. thesis I came to the
conclusion that all of the known proofs to Bhat’s Theorem rely on the fact that
CP-semigroups are continuous in the point-strong operator topology, and that
this continuity of CP-semigroups is not justified in the literature. I notified
Daniel Markiewicz of this problem, and he came up with the proof given below,
modulo a couple of minor changes for which I am responsible. The following
proof will appear in [33]. T am grateful to Daniel for giving me permission to
include the proof here.

1.1.2 Proof

Let M be a von Neumann algebra acting on a Hilbert space. Let ¢ = {¢:}i>0
be a CP-semigroup acting on M. We denote by M, the set of o-weakly con-
tinuous linear functionals on M. We shall denote by (M., M) the pointwise
convergence topology of M, as a subset of the dual space of M.

Let § be the generator of ¢, and let D(J) denote its domain:

D(§) ={A e M:35(A) € MVw € M, t£151+t_1w(¢t(A) —A) =w(5(A)}).

Lemma 1.1.1 For every A € M and & € H, the map t — ¢+(A)E is continuous
from the right (in norm).

The proof of this result can be found in the literature, for example as Lemma
A.1 of [12] or Proposition 4.1 item 1 in [36]. For completeness, let us present
the argument from [12]. Let A € M, £ € H and t > 0. For all h > 0, we have,
using the Schwartz inequality for completely positive maps,

|ptn(A)E — Pr(A)E]l =
= (Pen (A)* Pein(A)E, ) — 2R(Pe1n(A)E, 9 (A)E) + | (A)E ]
< (Dn(B1(A) P (A))E, &) — 2R(Drin(A)E, D (A)E) + l|lde (A = 0
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We remark, however, that two-sided continuity does not follow directly from
continuity from the right. This is in contrast with the situation of the classical
theory of Cy-semigroups on Banach spaces (see for example [24]). If T = {T}}+>0
is a semigroup of contractions on a Banach space X such that the maps

t— Tt((E)

are continuous from the right in norm for all x € X, then it is easy to show
that these maps are also continuous from the left in nornt]. In fact, when X
is separable, for instance, it can be proved by measurability and integrability
techniques that if the maps ¢ — f(Ti(x)) are measurable for all x € X and
f € X*, then the maps t — T;(z) are continuous in norm for ¢ > 0. In the case
of CP-semigroups on von Neumann algebras, however, these techniques seem to
require considerable modification. We provide here an alternative approach to
the problem.

Recall that a function g : [0,1] — H is weakly measurable if for all n € H,
the complex-valued function g,(t) = (1, g(t)) is measurable. We will say that
the function g is strongly measurable if there exists a family of countably-valued
functions (i.e. assuming a set of values which is at most countable) converging
Lebesgue almost everywhere to g. (For more details, see Definition 3.5.4, p. 72,
and the surrounding discussion in [24]).

Lemma 1.1.2 For all £ € H,A € M, the function f : [0,1] — H given by
f(t) = ¢:(A)E is strongly measurable and Bochner integrable on the interval
[0, 1].

Proof. The function f is weakly continuous, since ¢ is continuous in the point-
weak operator topology. In particular, it is weakly measurable. Furthermore,
by Lemma [[L.T.I] the function f is continuous from the right in norm, hence it
is separably valued (i.e., its range is contained in a separable subspace of H).
By Theorem 3.5.3 of [24], the function f is strongly measurable because it is
weakly measurable and separably valued.

Thanks to Theorem 3.7.4, p. 80 of [24], in order to show that f is Bochner
integrable it is enough to show that f is strongly measurable and that

1
/ 1£(®)]dt < .
0

The latter condition is easy to verify, as t — ||f(¢)|| is a right-continuous,
bounded function on [0,1]. O

We thank Michael Skeide for the idea to use the continuity of f from the
right in order to avoid making the assumption that H is separable.

Lemma 1.1.3 Let A € B(H) be positive. Then there exists a sequence A, €
D(98) of positive operators such that A, — A in the o-strong* topology.

1 for givenz € X, 0<t < a, |[Ta—t(z) — To(2)|| = [|[Ta—t(z — Tt(x))|| < ||z — Te(z)]]-
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Proof. Recall that the sequence

1/n
0

(integral taken in the o-weak sense) converges in the o-weak topology to A.
Furthermore A,, € D(§) and it is a positive operator for each n > 0 since ¢; is
a CP map for all ¢. It is easy to check that ||A,|| < ||A] for all n since ¢; is
contractive.

By Lemma [[.T.2] for each £ € H the map t — ¢;(A)¢ is Bochner integrable
on [0, 1], hence in fact we have

1/n
Ané=n o (A)Edt
0

where the integral is taken in the Bochner sense. The identity holds because for
alln € H, n € N we have:

1/n

1/n
(Anerm) =n / Gyt = (n [ gu(A)edt,n).

0

We now show that A,, — A strongly. Let £ € H be fixed.
1/n 1/n
IA¢ = Autll = n [ agdt—n [ anarean
0 0

1/n
< ”/o A€ — gu(A)é]ldt.

The latter goes to zero by continuity from the right (Lemma [LT.1]). Since A,
A are positive operators, by considering adjoints we obtain that A, — A in the
strong® topology. Finally, since the sequence is bounded, we have convergence
in the o-strong* topology. [

Lemma 1.1.4 Let A, be a bounded sequence of operators in M converging to
A in the o-strong™ topology and let to > 0. Then for every sequence t;, — to,
&€ H and € > 0, there exists N € N such that forn > N,

s, (An — A)E|| <€, for all k.

Proof. Let B, = (A, — A)*(A, — A), wi(X) = (¢, (X)&,€) and w(X) =
(1, (X)E,€). Then we have that

||¢tk (An - A)§||2 = <¢tk (An - A)*(btk (An - A)§7§> < Wk(Bn)

since ¢; is a CP map for all t. Since ¢ is a point-o-weakly continuous semigroup,
we have that {wy}ren is a sequence of o-weakly continuous linear functionals
such that wy(X) — w(X) for all X € M. Furthermore, B,, is a bounded se-
quence converging in the o-strong* topology to 0. The latter holds because
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A, is a bounded sequence converging to A in the o-strong* topology and mul-
tiplication is jointly continuous with respect to this topology in bounded sets
(of course * is also continuous). Finally, we obtain the desired conclusion by
applying Lemma II1.5.5, p.151 of [64], which states the following. Let M be a
von Neumann algebra and let pj be a sequence in M, converging to pp € M, in
the o(M.,, M) topology. If a bounded sequence {a, }nen converges o-strongly*
to 0, then lim,,_, o px(ay) = 0 uniformly in k. O

Theorem 1.1.5 Let ¢ be a CP-semigroup acting on a von Neumann algebra
M C B(H). Then forall¢ € H, Ae M and ty >0,

Jim |:(A)E — dro (A)E]| =0

Proof. Let ¢ > 0 be given, and let {¢x}ren be a sequence converging to to. By
Lemma [[LT3] there is a bounded sequence {A;, },en of operators in D(4) such
that A, — A in the o-strong* topology. By Lemma [[.T.4], there exists N € N
such that for n > N,

lpe, (An, — A)E|| < g, for all k > 0.

By an application of the Principle of Uniform Boundedness, if X € D(§) there
exists Cx > 0 such that

1
sup —[|¢s(X) — X|| < Cx < 0.
s>0 S
Now notice that A4,, € D(9) for all n, and in particular 3C > 0 such that
1
sup —[|¢s(An) — An|| < C.
s>0 S

Because ¢, is a contraction for all s, we obtain that for all k,

0, (Ax)E = by (AnEI| < 15, (Aw) — b1y (AN Il
< (916,01 (An) — An] €]
< Clle] Jtx — tol.

In particular, we must have that ||¢s, (AN)E — ¢r, (AN)E| — 0 as k — oo. Thus
there is K € N such that for k > K,

€
166 (AN)E = deo (AN)EN < 3
We conclude that for & > K,

Pt (A)E — bro (ANl < || e, (A — AN )ENI+
+ ([t (AN)E — D1o (ANEN + 1|1, (AN — A)E| < e
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1.2 Extension of densely parameterized positive
semigroups

Let S be a dense subsemigroup of Ry, and let ¢ = {¢s}secs be a bounded
semigroup over S acting on M, such that ¢4 is a normal positive linear map
for all s € S. Tt is the purpose of this section to give sufficient conditions under
which the semigroup ¢ can be extended to a continuous semigroup (of positive
normal maps) ¢ = {giA)t}tZO such that ¢, = ¢ for all s € S. The results of
this section will be used in Chapter Bl in the construction of an E-dilation to a
two-parameter CP-semigroup. The results of this section are taken from [54].
We follow the ideas of SeLegue, who in [49] pages 37-38] proved that a
semigroup of unital, normal x-endomorphisms over the positive dyads, which is
known to be weakly continuous only on a strong operator dense subalgebra of
B(H), can be extended continuously to an Eg-semigroup (over Ry ). The crucial
step in SeLegue’s argument was to use a result of Arveson [3, Proposition 1.6]
regarding convergence of nets of normal states on B(H). As we are interested in
non-unital semigroups as well, we will have to generalize a bit Arveson’s result.
The proof, however, remains very much the same.
Author’s note: I am grateful to Daniel Markiewicz who, during the Be’er-
Sheva/Haifa/Tel-Aviv Operator Algebras/Operator Theory Seminar, told me
about SeLegue’s thesis.

Lemma 1.2.1 (Arveson [3, Proposition 1.6]) Let M be a direct sum of type I
factors, let {p;}; be a bounded net of positive linear functionals on M, and let
w be a positive normal linear functional on M such that

lim p; () = w(z)
for all compact x € M, and also
lim p;(1) = w(1).

Then
lim||p; — wl| = 0.

Proof. Without loss of generality, we shall assume that all of the functionals
involved have norm < 1. We shall show that if  is large enough then ||p; — w||
is arbitrarily small. Let ¢ > 0. Since w is normal, there exists a finite rank
projection p € M such that

w(l—p) <e (1.2.1)

Since pMp is a von Neumann algebra on the finite dimensional space pH, and
since pxp is compact for all x € M, we have that

lim sup |p;(pzp) — w(pap)| =0, (1.2.2)
v orzeMy
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where M denotes the unit ball of M. Now,
lpi —wl = sup. |pi(z) — w(z)|
zEM
< sup |pi(pzp) — w(pzp)| + sup. |pi(x — pap)| + sup |w(z — pzp)|.
reMy rzeM reMy

By (LZ2)), the first term in the last expression is smaller than e when i is large.
We now estimate the second and third terms. Write x—pap = (1—p)z+pz(1—p).
Then

sup |p(r — prp)| < sup. ln((1 = p)z)| + sup [u(pz(1—p))l,
TEM;, TzeEM TEM1

with 4 = p; or p = w. But by the Schwartz inequality,

(1 = p)a)| < p(1 —p)*/|z]
and
|(p(1 —p))| < u(l—p)*2(lpell < u(l —p)/2|2].
Thus, using (LZT]), we obtain the following estimate for the third term:

sup |w(z — prp)| < 2642,
TEM;y

Now, p;(1) = w(1) and p;(p) = w(p), thus for all i large enough,
pi(1 —p) Sw(l—p)+e€< 2

S0
sup |pi(x — pap)| < 4¢'/2.
rEM;
We conclude that for all i large enough, ||p; — w|| < 6€*/2 + e. This completes
the proof. [J
We now give a somewhat generalized version of SeLegue’s Theorem discussed
above.

Theorem 1.2.2 (SelLegue, [49, pp. 87-38]) Let M C B(H) be direct sum of
type I factors. Let S be a dense subsemigroup of Ry, and let ¢ = {¢ps}ses be a
bounded semigroup over S acting on M, such that ¢ is a normal positive linear
map for all s € S. Assume that for all compact x € M and all p € M,

lim p(¢u()) = p(e) and  _lim p(g,(1)) = p(1).

S3s5—0 S35—0

Then ¢ can be extended to a semigroup of normal positive linear maps giA) =
{Pi}i>0 such that ¢s = @5 for all s € S, satisfying the continuity condition

tlgrgl p(d:(a)) = p(dr,(a)) for all a € M,p e M,. (1.2.3)

Moreover, if ¢ consists of contractions/completely positive maps/unital maps/*-
endomorphisms then so does ¢.
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Proof. We assume, without loss of generality, that ||¢s|| <1 for all s € S. As
@5 is normal for all s, there is a contraction semigroup T' = {Ts}ses acting on
the predual M, of M such that T = ¢, for all s € S. The assumed continuity
of ¢ at 0 implies that for all compact a € M and all p € M,,

Tsp(a) = p(a) and  Tip(1) — p(1)

as § 3 s — 0. Let p be a normal state in M,. For all s € S, the functional
Tsp = pogs is a positive and normal, because ¢ is positive and normal. Applying
Lemma [2.Tto the net {T;p} s\ {0}, We obtain that

lim ||T.p— ol = 0.
Sslsrgoll sp—pl=0

Any p € M, is a linear combination of normal states, thus limsss—0 || Tsp—pl| =
0 for all p € M,, and it follows that for all sg € S, p € M,,
sdm [ Tep = Teopll = 0.

In fact, by standard operator-semigroup methods, for every p the map & >
s — Tsp € M, is uniformly continuous on bounded intervals, thus it may be
extended to a unique uniformly continuous map Ry — M,. For all t € Ry
this gives rise to a well defined contraction T}, such that for s € S, T = Tj. Tt
is easy to see that {T}t>0 is a semigroup.

Now define ¢, = T Then ¢ = {¢t}t>0 is a semigroup of normal linear
maps extending ¢ and satlsfymg the continuity condition (LZ3). With (L2.3])
in mind, the positivity of (;3 is obvious, and the final claim of the theorem is also
quite clear, except, perhaps, the part about *-endomorphisms. Assume that ¢
is a semigroup of *-endomorphisms. For ¢t € R, a,b € M, we have

de(ab) = lim ¢(ab) = lim os(a)s(b),

S3s—t

where convergence is in the weak operator topology. But QAS is a CP-semigroup.
Thus, by Theorem [[LTH for all z € M, ¢s(x) converges to ¢:(x) in the strong
operator topology as s — t, so

di(ab) = lim og(a)ps(b) = dela)pe(b),

S35t

because on bounded sets of M multiplication is jointly continuous with respect
to the strong operator topology. [J

1.3 Continuous extension of a densely parame-
terized semigroup on a Banach space

1.3.1 Author’s preface

In the course of the construction of an E-dilation to a CP-semigroup, the prob-
lem of continuously extending a densely parameterized CP-semigroup arose (see
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Chapter[Hl). This problem was solved in the previous section. However, the prob-
lem also makes sense for general densely parameterized semigroups of operators
on Banach spaces, and my first attempt to solve the problem was in this general
setting. I asked Eliahu Levy about it, and he come up with an idea of a proof.
After a few months of working on this idea, we came out with the partial solu-
tion that appears below, and that should see light in [31]. In Theorem [3.2] we
show that every right weakly-continuous semigroup of (linear) operators on a
reflexive and separable Banach space, parameterized by a dense subsemigroup
of Ry, can be extended to weakly continuous semigroup parameterized by R .
Eliahu Levy has managed to prove the analog of this theorem for arbitrary
Banach spaces using a different approach [30].

It is honest to say that the best parts of the proof of Theorem (the
clever use of the “Ulam-Kuratowski Theorem” and the semigroup argument at
the end) were Eliahu’s ideas. T am grateful to Eliahu for giving me permission
to include the proof here.

Finally, I should also say that the main part of this section, Theorem [[.3.2]
is inappropriate for applications in the theory of CP-semigroups, as there are
no infinite dimensional von Neumann algebras with a separable and reflexive
predual.

1.3.2 Introduction

Let X be a Banach space, and let S be a dense sub-semigroup of R;. A
semigroup of operators over S is a family T' = {Ts}ses of operators on X such
that

Ts+t =Ts0T;, S,tES.

If 0 € S, we also require that Ty = I. We shall refer below to such a semigroup
as a densely parameterized semigroup. A contractive semigroup on X (over S)
is simply a semigroup T = {Ts}ses such that Ty is a contraction for all s € S,
that is, ||Ts|| is a linear operator such that ||Ts|| < 1.

The word operator shall mean henceforth linear operator unless otherwise
stated. A semigroup T (over S) is said to be weakly continuous if for all z €
X,y € X*, the function S 5 s — y(Ts(x)) is a continuous function. Left and
right weak continuity are defined similarly.

The theory of weakly continuous semigroups over R, is highly developed
[24, 27]. Some of the techniques used for semigroups over Ry cannot be used
when one considers a semigroup of operators over an arbitrary semigroup S.
For example, the existence of a generator for the semigroup can be proved using
Bochner integration. But if one has a semigroup of operators, say, over the
rational numbers, then one cannot integrate. The main result of this section is
that if S is a dense sub-semigroup of R; and X is a separable, reflexive Banach
space, then every right weakly continuous contractive semigroup on X over S
can be extended to a weakly continuous semigroup over R .

A similar but weaker result is also obtained for semigroups of nonlinear
operators. A mnonlinear map A is said to be nonexpansive if A is Lipschitz
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continuous with a Lipschitz constant, denoted by ||A||, that is not larger than
1. We shall show that, under the same assumptions on X and S, every right
weakly continuous semigroup of nonexpansive maps that are continuous with
respect to the weak topology on X can be extended to a right weakly continuous
semigroup over R .

The result that every densely parameterized semigroup of (linear) contrac-
tions that is weakly continuous from the right may be extended to a continuous
semigroup parameterized by Ry may seem rather expected. Indeed, if the semi-
group is assumed to be strongly continuous from the right, that is, if for all
x € X the function § 3 s — Ts(z) is continuous from the right (where X is
given the norm topology), then constructing a continuous extension is straight-
forward. One is tempted to think that a densely parameterized semigroup that
is continuous with respect to any reasonable topology can always be extended
to a continuous semigroup (with respect to the same topology) over Ry. The
following example may serve to illustrate that things do not always work as
expected.

Example 1.3.1 Let X be the closed subspace of L>°(R) spanned by the func-
tions x — €%* with ¢ € Q. We endow X with the topology inherited from the
weak-* topology on L (R). We call this topology the L' weak topology on X.
Let T = {T,}scq be a group of isometric multiplication operators on X given
by

(T,f)(@) = ¢ f(a).

For every f € X, the function s ++ T, f is continuous with respect to the L!
weak topology, but T cannot be extended to an L' weakly continuous semigroup
over R. Indeed, if T was extendable then for r ¢ Q and for all g € L' we would
have

lim [ g(z)e™® f(x)dx = / 9(x) (T f)(z)dz,

S—T R R
from which it follows (using Lebesgue’s Dominated Convergence Theorem) that
T, must be given by multiplication by e’ However, X is not closed under
multiplication by e**.

1.3.3 The main result

For the remainder of this section, let X be a separable and reflexive Banach
space, with a dual X*, and let S be a dense sub-semigroup of R = [0, 00).
Recall that the pair (X, X*) satisfies:

z||=  max z)|, 1.3.1
ol = _max  1y(a) (13.)

and that X is weakly sequentially complete, that is, it has the property: if
{zn} C X is such that for all y € X*, {y(x,)} converges, then there is x € X
such that y(x,) — y(z) for all y € X*.
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Theorem 1.3.2 Let X and S be as above. Let T = {Ts}ses be a contractive
semagroup on X, such that

lim y(Ts(z)) =y(x), xe X,ye X", (1.3.2)

S35s—0t

Then T can be extended to a weakly continuous contractive semigroup {T;}1>0.

Remark 1.3.3 If T is a nonlinear semigroup of nonexpansive maps satisfying,
in addition to the above conditions, the assumption that for all s € S, T is
continuous in the weak topology of X, then the following proof will guarantee
that we can extend T to a right weakly continuous semigroup over Ry of non-
expansive maps. Throughout the proof, we shall indicate where the differences
between linear and nonlinear semigroups occur.

Proof. We shall split the proof into a number of logical steps.

1. Simplifying assumptions.

We assume that X is a real Banach space, as the complex case follows easily
by considering the real and imaginary parts of the functionals appearing in the
proof. We also assume that T is right continuous at any s € S, as this clearly

follows from (L32)).

2. Preliminary definitions.
For any (real valued) continuous function ¢ on S we define a function ¢~
on R by

¢~ (t) = inf{h(t) : h € RUSC(R4),Vs € S.p(s) < h(s)}

for allt € R, where RUSC(R. ) denotes the space of right upper-semicontinuous@
(RUSC) functions on Ry. Similarly, we define ¢_ as the supremum of all
right lower-semicontinuous functions (RLSC) smaller than ¢. It is clear that
v <p <, is RUSC, and ¢_ is RLSC.
For every fixed x € X,y € X™* we can define a right continuous function on
S by
F(s:2,) = y(Ty(2). (1.3.3)

Our aim is to prove

(Ftiz,y)” = (ftey)_  teRpreX,yeX .  (1.34)

2A right upper semicontinuous function is just an upper semicontinuous function with
respect to the half-open topology generated on Ry by the half open intervals of the type:
(a,b).

Note, that the open sets for the latter topology are characterized as those whose connected
components (with respect to the usual topology) are all intervals open above, necessarily at
most countable in number. Thus any set open for the half-open topology turns into a usual
open set by deleting an at most countable set of points, hence the half-open interior (resp.
closure) of any set differs from the usual one by an at most countable set. One concludes that
the properties of a set being dense, resp. Baire, meager, residual, coincide for the half-open
and the usual topologies. In particular, R4 with the half-open topology is a Baire space.
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Before we do that, we concentrate in the next two steps to show how the theorem
follows from this fact.

3. Showing how ([I.3.4) gives rise to a weakly right-continuous con-
tractive semigroup.
Define

E={teRy:Vee X,y X".(f(t;z,y))” = (ft;z,v))_}. (1.3.5)

Observe that S C E. This follows from the fact that for all fixed s € S,
x € X and y € X*, the functions

(Y(Ts(x)) + €) - X[s,540) + 00 - X[s,5+6)°

and

(Y(Ts(x)) = €) - X[s,5+6) — OO * X[s,5+6)¢
are right continuous, and for some § > 0 they dominate and are dominated
by the function § > t — f(¢;2,y), respectively. We then have f(s;x,y)” —

f(s;z,y)- < 2€, for all €, so s € E.
For any t € Ry, if S 3 5, \(¢, then for all z € X,y € X*,

(f(t;2,y))_ <Uminf (f(sp;z,y))_ =liminf y(Ts, (x)) <
< limsupy(Ts, () = limsup (f(sn;2,9)) < (f(G2,y))

because (f(-;x,y))_ is RLSC and (f(;z,y)” is RUSC. If t € E, then this
means that y(Ts, (z)) — (f(¢;x,y))” regardless of the choice of {s,} and for
allz € X and y € X*. Thus for t € E\S we may define T;x to be the weak limit
lim,, T, x, where {s,} is any sequence in S converging to ¢ from the right (this
is where we use the fact that X is weakly sequentially complete). Note that for
t € ENS this weak limit would turn out to be the same T; that we started
with. We will use this below before we shall actually prove that £ = R.

Now if E = Ry, then we get a family {7} }+>0 of linear operators on X. Equa-
tion (L3.J)) implies that the operators in this family are contractions. {T}}>0 is
weakly continuous from the right, since y(Ti(z)) = (f(t;2,y))” = (f(&2,9))_,
a right-continuous function in ¢. Also, in either case 0 € Sor 0 ¢ S, Ty = I by
assumption.

To show that {T}}:>0 is a semigroup, we first show that

Tort=T50T,, seS,teRy. (1.3.6)
Let S 5¢t, \(t, and fix z € X,y € X*. On one hand
Y(Ts o Ty, () = Yy(Tot,, (2) — y(Tste(x))- (1.3.7)
On the other hand,

y(Ts o Ty, (x)) = y(Ts(Ty,, (x))) — y(Ts(Ti(x))) = y(Ts 0 Ty(x)),
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because T}, (x) converges weakly to Ti(z), and T is continuous in the weak
topology (as any bounded operator. This is the main reason why in the nonlinear
case we assume that Ty is weakly continuous, for all s € S§). Together with

(31 and (L3T), this means that (I3.6]) holds.
Now let s,t € R4, and let § 3 s, \( s. On one hand, from equation (L.3.6])

and the weak right continuity of {T}};>0, it follows that for all z € X
y(Ts, o Ti(x)) = y(Ts,+4(2)) — y(Tse(x)).
On the other hand, for all = and y,

y(Ts, (Te(x))) — y(Ts(Ti(x))),
where we used again the weak right-continuity of {T}};>¢. Thus

T5+t:TSOTt, S,t€R+.

4. {T,}1>0 (once defined) is two sided weakly continuous.

From the previous step, it follows that the semigroup 7" extends to a right
weakly continuous contractive semigroup which we shall also call T'. It follows
from classical results that T is weakly (and, in fact, strongly) continuous from
the left as well (see the corollary on page 306, [24]. This step does not hold for
the nonlinear case).

5. Two Lemmas.
In this step we prove two technical lemmas, in order to make the main parts
of the proof smoother.

Lemma 1.3.4 For every t € R, the set

Ap={(z,y) e X x X" (f(L2,9) = (f(t2,9) )
is closed in X x X*.
Proof. Let (z,y) € A;. We shall show that f(t;z,y)” — f(t;z,y)— < € for
every € > 0. Indeed, given ¢ € (0, 1), let (w, z) € A, such that |w—z|, |z —y| <

sy Where M = max{||z[|, |ly|l} + 1, and N is a bound for ||Ts(x)|| for all

s € SNJ0,t+1]. The existence of such a bound N follows from (Z32), together

with the semigroup property and the Principle of Uniform Boundedness (of

course, if T' is a semigroup of linear operators, N can be taken to be |z]|).
Because (w, z) € Ay, there is a 6 € (0,1) such that for all s € [¢t,t4+0)N S,

ftw,2)- —€/6 < f(s;w,z) < f(t;w,2)” + €/6.
But then for all s € [t,t +0)NS
f(si,y) = y(Ts(w)
< y(Ts(w)
( s(w)
f(t

+ y(Ts(2)) — y(Ts(w))
+ YTl — wl|
+ (y = 2)(Ts(w)) +¢/6

sw,z)” +€/2.

)
)
)
)"
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Similarly, for all such s, f(s;z,y) > f(t;w, z)— —e/2. Tt follows that f(¢;2,y)” —
f(t;z,y)- <, for all €, in other words, (x,y) € A;. O

Lemma 1.3.5 Let 9,9 : S — R be right continuous, and let ¢ € Ry be such
that
e (s+¢c)<y(s), seS.

Then
e (t+c) <y (t), t € Ry. (1.3.8)

A similar statement, with inequalities reversed and using @—_,_ instead of
w=,Y7, is also true.

Proof. Let h be a RUSC function dominating v on S. Then the function
he given by he(t) = h(t —¢) for t > ¢, and he(t) = oo for t < ¢, is RUSC
and dominates ¢~ on ¢+ S. Let c < s € S, and let ¢+ s, € ¢+ S such that
¢+ s, \¢ s. Since ¢ is right continuous at s, we have

o(s) =lim e~ (sp + ¢) < limsup ¥(s,) < limsup h(s,) < he(s).

Thus, h. is RUSC and dominates ¢~ on S, so ¢~ (t 4+ ¢) < h(t) for all t € Ry,
from which (3:8) follows.

The similar statement, involving ¢_,1_ instead of ¢, ™, is obtained im-
mediately by multiplying by —1. [J

6. Proof of (1.3.4).

Now we turn to prove that (f(t;z,y))” = (f(t;z,y))_, for all t € R,z €
X,y € X*. That is, we turn to prove that £ = R,.

Consider the space X = Ry x X x X* with half-openxnormxnorm topol-
ogy. Recall that with the half-open topology R, is a Baire space. Denote the
subspace § X X X X* by Xp. A straightforward computation shows that f is
jointly continuous on Xy. It then follows that (¢,z,y) — f(¢;x,y)” is upper
and (¢, z,y) — f(t;z,y)- is lower semicontinuous on X', which means that the
sets

An = {(ta,y) € X : fltim,y)™ — fltia,y)- < 1/n}

are all open and contain the dense set Aj. We conclude that the set

A=A ={tz,y) e X: ft;z,y)” — f(tz,y)- =0}

18

is a dense G in X.

By the results in [27), Section I1.22.V], (sometimes referred to as the Kuratowski-
Ulam Theorem. To apply this theorem we need the separability assumption),
it follows that there is a dense G; (in the half-open topology) set E' C R, of
points ¢ for which the set

Ay ={(z,y) e X x X" (f(L2,9) = (f(t2,9) )
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is residual, and, in particular, dense in X x X*. But by Lemma [[L34] A, is
closed, so for all t € B/, A; = X x X*. In other words, we obtain that F
contains a dense G5 in Ry in the half-open topology, and it follows that E is
residual in Ry in the standard topology (because every open set U in the half
open topology contains an open set V' in the standard one, such that V is dense
in U).

By the discussion following the definition of E, we can define Tz for all
t € F and all x € X, consistently with the definition of Tiz for t € S. For
s,t € S, we have

[+ siz,y) = fG:To(z),y).
It follows that for t € Ry, s € S,
(ft+sizy) = ([ Ts(2),y) (1.3.9)

and similarly for f_. So whenever ¢t € E'and s € S, then ¢+ s is also in E. Now
in (L39) we put S 3 s, \, s € E, to get, for all t € S,

(Pt s5,)) ™ =l (F(E+ 8052,9)
= 117511 f(t; Tsn (:E)v y)

() = y(Te(Ts(2)))
= f(t;Ts(x)vy)

(equality () follows from the fact that T is weakly continuous). It follows using
Lemma that

(ft+sia,y) <(f(6Ts(2),y) , s€ EteR,.

Similarly,

(fE+siz,y)_ 2 (f(6T(@),y)_ , s€ Bt eRy.

In particular, if s,t € E, then

(ft+s2,2)) < (f(Ts(2),y) = (f&Ts(2),y) < (ft+s52,2) .

Thus, E is a semigroup.

But then F must be R;. Indeed, for 0 < r € Ry, » — E contains a dense
G5 in [0, 7], so it must intersect E. Thus r is a sum of two elements in F, and
hence is in E. It follows that £ = R, and the proof is complete. J

Remark 1.3.6 Note that for Hilbert spaces the above result is trivial, because
weak continuity implies strong continuity at 0:

ITh = bl = | Toh|1* = 2R(Tih, h) + [|h]]* < 2||h||* = 2R(T;h, h) — O

as t — 0 (see, for example, [63] Section 1.6]), and strong continuity at 0 implies
uniform strong continuity (this remark — that is, the triviality of the result — is
not true, in our opinion at least, for nonlinear semigroups).
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One might ask where in the proof we used the reflexivity of X. Checking the
proof, one can see that we need both X and X* to be separable (in order to use
the Kuratowski-Ulam Theorem), and that we need X to be weakly sequentially
complete. These two conditions turn out to be equivalent to having X separable
and reflexive.

Another condition one might question is the contractiveness of the semi-
group. This condition is not essential, as the following result shows.

Corollary 1.3.7 Let X and S be as above, and let T = {Ts}secs be a semigroup
of operators on X such that (I-32) holds. Then T can be extended to a weakly
continuous semigroup of operators over Ry if and only if there exist M,a > 0
such that for allt € S,

| T|| < Me™. (1.3.10)

Remark 1.3.8 Any semigroup bounded on all bounded subsets of S will satisfy
(L310) for appropriate M and a. Assuming that each T is weakly continu-
ous, the above result also holds for nonlinear semigroups, with the extended
semigroup being only right-weakly continuous.

Proof. It is a well known result that any weakly continuous semigroup over
Ry satisfies (I3.10) for appropriate M and a, and for all ¢ € Ry. Thus, if T
can be extended to a semigroup over R, it must satisfy (C3I0).

Conversely, if T satisfies (L310), then one can define a new semigroup U by

Us=e Ty, seS.
Now one defines a new norm on X by

||| new = sup ||Usz|l,
seS

and with this norm U is a contractive semigroup (this is a standard construc-
tion). (L3.2) and (L3I0) together imply that || - ||new is equivalent to || - ||. One
checks that the normed space (X, |- ||new) is a separable, reflexive Banach space.
Thus, with this new norm, U satisfies the assumptions of Theorem [[L3.2] so it
can be extended. Then one puts

the“tUt R tER+

to obtain the desired extension of T'. [J
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Chapter 2

Representing
representations as
contractive semigroups on a
Hilbert space and
applications to isometric
dilations

In this chapter we introduce one of our key constructions, which allows to prove
the existence of isometric dilations to representations of product systems via
reduction to classical dilation theory of semigroups of contractions on a Hilbert
space. This construction comes from [50], and was used (with several technical
differences) also in [51].

2.1 Introduction

In many ways, representations of product systems are analogous to semigroups
of contractions on Hilbert spaces. For example, when A = C and E is the
trivial product system C X [0,00), then {T;(1)}:>0 is a contractive semigroup
whenever T is a completely contractive representation of E. Many proofs of
results concerning representations are based on the ideas of the proofs of the
analogous results concerning contractions on a Hilbert space, with the appropri-
ate, sometimes highly non-trivial, modifications made. For example, the proof
given in [36] that every c.c. representation has an isometric dilation uses some
methods from the classical proof that every contraction on a Hilbert space has
an isometric dilation.
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A point of view that has proved fruitful is that one may try to exploit the
results rather than the methods of the theory of contractive semigroups on a
Hilbert space when attacking problems concerning representations of product
systems. In other words, we wish to find a systematic way to reduce (problems
concerning) a representation of a product system to (analogous problems con-
cerning) a semigroup of contractions on a Hilbert space. This chapter contains
the first steps in this direction. In Section[Z.2] given a product system X over a
semigroup S and c.c representation (o,T) of X on a Hilbert space H, we con-
struct a Hilbert space H and a contractive semigroup 7" = {Ts}seg on H, such
that 7' contains all the information regarding the representation. In Section 23]
we show that if 7' has a regular isometric dilation, then so does T'.

In Section 2.4l we prove that doubly commuting representations of product
systems of Hilbert correspondences over certain subsemigroups of Ri have dou-
bly commuting, regular isometric dilations. This was already proved in [61] for
the case S = N*¥. Our proof is based on the construction made in Section

Section contains the first result that will directly be applied to dila-
tion theory of CP-semigroups: the existence of an isometric dilation to a fully
coisometric product system representation. This result will be used both in
Chapter [ in the construction of an Eg-dilation to a (strongly commuting) two-
parameter CPg-semigroup, and in Part[[I] in the construction of an Ey-dilation
to a k-tuple of commuting unital CP maps (under additional assumptions).

This is a good point to remark that our approach has some limitations.
For example, the construction introduced in section does not seem to be
canonical in any nice way, and we cannot obtain all of the results in [61]. We
will illustrate these limitations in section 2.0l after proving another sufficient
condition for the existence of a regular, isometric dilation. One might wonder,
indeed, how far can one get by trying to reduce representations of product sys-
tems to semigroups of operators on a Hilbert space, as the former are certainly
“much more complicated”. Indeed, in Section 5.1l we will construct an isometric
dilation of a c.c. representation of a product system over ]D)i, and we have not
been able to do that using the methods of this chapter.

2.1.1 Notation for this chapter

Throughout this chapter, €2 will denote some fixed set, and Rﬂ will denote the
semigroup product of Ry with itself |Q| times, that is, the space of functions
Q — R;. S will be any subsemigroup of Rg, and in different sections we will
impose different additional conditions on S (in many places S can be taken to
be any abelian cancellative semigroup with identity 0 and an appropriate partial
ordering, or, more generally, an Ore semigroup).

We denote by S — S the subgroup of R generated by S (with addition and
subtraction defined in the obvious way). For s € S — S we shall denote by s
the element in S that sends j € © to max{0, s(j)}, and s_ = s; — s.

S becomes a partially ordered set if one introduces the relation

5 <t <= VYjes()) <)

38



s < t means that s <tand s #t; s 14 t means that s > ¢ is false.

2.2 Representing representations as contractive
semigroups on a Hilbert space

Let A be a C*-algebra, and let X be a discrete product system of C*-correspondences
over S. Let (0,T) be a completely contractive covariant representation of X on
the Hilbert space H. Our assumptions do not imply that X (0) ® H = H. This
unfortunate fact will not cause any real trouble, but it will make our exposition
a little clumsy.

Define Hy to be the space of all finitely supported functions f on S such
that for all0 # s € S, f(s) € X(s) ®, H and such that f(0) € H. We equip Ho
with the inner product

<55 . 57515 . 77> - 6s,t<§7n>7

forall s,t € S—{0},£ € X(s)®@ H,n € X(t)® H (where the ¢’s on the left-hand
side are Dirac deltas, the ¢ on the right-hand side is Kronecker’s delta). If s or
t is 0, then the inner product is defined similarly. Let H be the completion of
Ho with respect to this inner product. Note that

H=H® (@o;ﬁsesX(S)@H).

We define a family T = {TS}SES of operators on H, as follows. First, we define
Tp to be the identity. Now assume that s > 0. It is more convenient to define
the adjoint of Ty, and we do that by the formula

T;(ét',ft@h):&t_’_s'fl]t@f;h,

for x; € X(t),h € H, with t # 0 (of course, d;4s - Tt ® Tvs*h means d;45 - (Ups @
It)x, @ Trh, that is, we identify X (t) ® X(s) with X (¢t +s)). We also define
T*6oh = 5STS* h. Since T is a contraction, T* extends uniquely to a contraction
in B(H). )

The family {7,}ses can be described as follows. If t € S and ¢ # s, then
To(6:-€)=0forall € € X(t)®, H (or all € € H,if t =0). If ¢ € X(s) @, H,
then Ts(és <€) =10do- TS@ Finally, if ¢t > s > 0, then

Ty (8- (2es @ s @ h)) = Gps - (xt,s ® Tu(zs ® h)) . (2.2.1)

We now show that 7" is a semigroup. Let s,¢ € S. If either s =0 or ¢t =0
then it is clear that the semigroup property TsT; = Tsy¢ holds. Assume that
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s,t > 0. Then
A;Tt*éuxu X h = T;5u+txu X Tt*h
= Outtrstu @ (Ixe @TS)Th
= OutttsTuy @ T;thh
= T;+t5u:cu ® h.
Note that if T is a fully coisometric representation, then Tisa semigroup of

coisometries.
We summarize the construction in the following proposition.

Proposition 2.2.1 Let A, X, and S and (0,T) be as above, and let
H=Ha ( Dozses X(5) R H)

There exists a contractive semigroup T= {Ts}ses on H such for all0 # s € S,
x€X(s)and he H, A
Ts (85 -z @ h) = Ts(x)h.

If T is a fully coisometric representation, then T isa semigroup of coisometries.

2.3 Regular isometric dilations of product sys-
tem representations

2.3.1 Notation for Sections 2.3} 2.4 and

A commensurable semigroup is a semigroup X such that for every N elements
$1,...,8N € X, there exist so € ¥ and aq,...,ay € N such that s; = a;sg for
all ¢ = 1,...N. For example, N is a commensurable semigroup. If r € Ry,
then r - Q4 is commensurable, and any commensurable subsemigroup of R is
contained in such a semigroup.

Throughout this section and the next two, S will denote a semigroup

S=Y_8,
1€Q

where §; is a commensurable and unital (i.e., contains 0) subsemigroup of R .
To be more precise, § is the subsemigroup of Rfﬁ consisting of finitely supported
functions s such that s(j) € S; for all j € Q. Still another way to describe S is
the following:

S= Zej(sj) : s; € Sj, all but finitely many s;’s are0 » ,
JEQ
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where e; is the inclusion of S; into Hjeﬂ S;. Here is a good example to keep in
mind: if |2 =k €N, and if S; = N for all i € Q, then S = NF.

If u ={uy,...,un} CQ, welet |u| denote the number of elements in « (this
notation will only be used for finite sets). We shall denote by e[u] the element
of R having 1 in the ith place for every i € u, and having 0’s elsewhere, and
we denote s[u] := e[u] - s, where multiplication is pointwise.

2.3.2 Regular isometric dilations of product system rep-
resentations

Let H be a Hilbert space, and let T = {Ts}scs be a semigroup of contractions
over §. A semigroup V = {V;}secs on a Hilbert space K O H is said to be a
reqular dilation of T if for all s € S — S

PV Vi, |, = T2 T,

Here and henceforth Py will denote the orthogonal projection from K onto H.
V is said to be an isometric dilation if it consists of isometries. An isometric
dilation V is said to be a minimal isometric dilation if

K=\/V.H.
seS

The notion of regular isometric dilations can be naturally extended to rep-
resentations of product systems.

Definition 2.3.1 Let X be a product system over S, and let (o,T) be a c.c.
representation of X on a Hilbert space H. An isometric representation (p,V)

on a Hilbert space K O H is said to be a regular isometric dilation if for all
a € A= X(0), H reduces p(a) and

p(a)|y = ola),
and for alls € S-S
Px(s youVs Vs, |X(S+)®H =TT, .

Here, Px(s_you denotes the orthogonal projection of X(s_) ®, K onto X (s_) ®, H.
(p, V) is said to be a minimal dilation if

K=\/{V(@)h:zeX heH}.

In [61], Solel studied regular isometric dilations of product system represen-
tations over N*, and proved some necessary and sufficient conditions for the
existence of a regular isometric dilation. One of our aims in this chapter is to
show how the construction of Proposition 2.2.] can be used to generalize some
of the results in [6I]. The following proposition is the main tool.
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Proposition 2.3.2 Let A be a C*-algebra, let X = {X(8)}ses be a product
system of A-correspondences over S, and let (o,T) be a c.c. representation of
X on a Hilbert space H. Let T and H be as in Proposition [Z.21. Assume that
T has a reqular isometric dilation. Then there exists a Hilbert space K O H
and an isometric representation V of X on K, such that

1. Py commutes with Vo(A), and Vy(a)Py = o(a)Py, for all a € A;

2. PX(S,)®H‘~/S*, V = T;TVS+ forallse S —S;

VS+’X(S+)®H
3. K=\{V(x)h:z e X,he H} ;

4. PHVS(x)‘KeH =0 forallseS, re X(s).

That is, ZfT has a regular isometric dilation, then so does T'. If o is nondegen-
erate and X 1is essential (that is, AX(s) is dense in X (s) for all s € S) then V;
s also mondegenerate.

Proof. Construct H and T as in Proposition 2211 R
Let V = {V;}ses be a minimal, regular, isometric dilation of T' on some
Hilbert space K. Minimality means that

K=\/{Vi(d;- (x@h)):s,t €S 2 € X(s),h € H}.
Introduce the Hilbert space K,

K=\/{Vi(0s-(z@h)):s € S,z € X(s),h € H}.
We consider H as embedded in K (or in H or in K) by the identification

h < &g - h.
Next, we define a left action of A on H by
a-(0s-x®h)=20s-ax Q h,
forallae A,s € S\ {0},z € X(s) and h € H, and
a-(dp-h)=20d0-0(a)h, ac Ah e H. (2.3.1)

By Lemma 4.2 in [29], this extends to a bounded linear operator on H.
Indeed, this follows from the following inequality:

n
Z ar; ® hz
i=1

2 n

= Z (hi,o({azs, axy))hj)

= <(0(<axi7 a‘rj>)) (h17 S hn)T7 (hl? oo hn T>H(")
() < llal* (o (i, 25))) (b, - hn) T (B ) )

n 2
D @i ®hs
i=1

= [lall?
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The inequality (*) follows from the complete positivity of o and from ({(az;, az;)) <
llal|?({xi, z;)), which is the content of the cited lemma.

In fact, this is a *-representation (and it is faithful if o is). Explanation:
it is clear that this is a homomorphism of algebras. To see that it is a *-
representation it is enough to take s € S,z,y € X(s) and h,k € H and to
compute

(ax @ h,y @ k) = (h,o0((az,y))k) = (h,o({x,a*y))k) = (x @ h,a"y @ k),
(recall that the left action of A on X(s) is adjointable). Note that this left action
commutes with 7"

aTS(étxt_s ®xs @ h) =0t_saxi_s @ Ts(xs)h = Ts(éta:tt_s ® x5 ® h),
or ) R
aTs(0sxs ® h) = dgo(a)Ts(xs)h = §oTs(axs)h = Ts(dsaxs @ h).
We shall now define a representation V of X on K. We wish to define Vj by
the rules R A
Vo(a)Vs(0s - x5 @ h) = V5(ds - axs @ h), (2.3.2)
and
Vo(a)(do - h) = do - a(a)h.

To see that this extends to a bounded, linear operator on K, let ), ‘A/t(dt c Ty ®
ht) € K (a finite sum), and compute

I Z Vi(8; - azy @ hy)||* = Z<Vs(5s cams @ hy), Vi(6; - azy @ hy))
t s,t

= Z<‘A/(§—t),‘7(s—t)+ (55 CaTs hs), 0 - 0Ty ® ht>

s,t

() = DTty Tismsy, (0 - azy @ hy), 61 - azy @ h)

s,t

=3 TGy Ty, (0s - a*azy @ hy), 6y w0 ® hy)
s,t

= (Vi(ds - a*axs @ hy), Vi(8; - 21 @ hy)).
s,t

(The computation would have worked for finite sums including summands from
H, also). Step (*) is justified because V is a regular dilation of 7". This will be
used repeatedly. We conclude that if a € A is unitary then

For general a € A, we may write a = 2?21 Ajui, where u; is unitary and
[Ai| < 2||al|. Thus,

Z f/;g(ét ATt ® ht)
t

Z‘Zz@t -2t ® hy)
t

4

Z i Z‘Zz(&eui -2t @ hy)
7

=1

< 8|

Z ‘Z&(&e caxs ® hy)
t

Z‘Zﬁ(ét -2t ® hy)
t
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In fact, we will soon see that Vj is a representation, so this is quite a lousy
estimate. But we proved it only to show that Vy(a) can be extended to a well
defined operator on K.

It is immediate that Vj is linear and multiplicative. To see that it is *-
preserving, let s,t € S, x € X(s),2’ € X(t) and h,h’ € H.

(Vo(a)* Vs (s -z @ h), V(6 - &' @ 1)) = (Vi(8s - 2 ® h), Vo(a) Vi (6 - ' @ 1))
V(s -2 @h), Vi(8; - ax’ @ 1))

Z t)_ Vs t)+ (55'I®h),5t-ax'®h’>

}ﬂ> <>

b Tis—), 6s -z @ h), 8, - az’ @ )

>

—

(
=
=
= (T{,- (0
= (st Tis—ty, (0s-a*z @ h),6; - ' @ ')
= (Va(bs-a :Jc®h),f/(6t-x’®h’)>

= (Vo(a")Va(bs -z @ h), Vi (6, - ' @ 1)),

Thus, Vo(a)* = Vo(a®).

By 23], H reduces Vy(A), and Vo(a)‘H = a(a)’H (under the appropriate
identifications). The assertion about nondegeneracy of Vp is clear from the
definitions.

To define V; for s > 0, we will show that the rule
Vo(zs)Vi(8; - 24 @ B) = Vs (Ospt - s @ T @ h) (2.3.3)

can be extended to a well defined operator on K. Let > V}Z (0¢, - ©; ® h;) be a
finite sum in K, and let s € S, z, € X (s). To estimate

I Z Viits(Ot45°Ts @ 5 ®@ hy)||* =
—Z‘/tJrs Otits - xs®xz®h)‘7+s(5t+s s @ ® hj))
= (VaVh, (Ot s - s @ 33 ® i), VeV, (61, 15 - 76 ® 15 @ hj))
:Z ‘7t1 (Oti4s - Ts @ x5 @ hy), Vi, (045 - s ® 5 ® hy)),
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we look at each summand of the last equation. Denoting &; = x; ® h;, we have
<‘7t1 (O;4s - Ts ® fz) 2 (0,46 " Ts ® §J)>
(Vi) Vitimty)y Brigs - s @ &), 0y 45 - 5 ® &)
= (T3t Titi—ty)e Oris - s ® &), 61,16 5 ® &)
= (Bt we @ (T8 Ty, ) (T8 Tty ) &
5t-+s " Ts ®§j>
= (4, - (I®T(t —t;)_ ) (I®T(t1—t] )5175t |2s1%€5)
< ti—t;)_ tl—tj)+(5 ) i |5175| §j>
= (Vi (6, - |2s1€:), Vi, (0, - st|€J)>
= (Vollza )V, (0, - &), Vo(lws)) Ve, (90, - €9)),

(again, this argument works also if some £’s are in H). This means that
1D Vet Ges @ @ 2 @ B = Volla) Y Vi, (61, - 2 @ o)

< Vol I [ 32 V2,6, - i )|

)

so the mapping Vs defined in [233) does extend to a well defined operator on

K. Now it is clear from the definitions that for all s € S, (Vp, V5) is a covariant

representation of X (s) on K. We now show that it is isometric. Let s,t,u € S,

z,y € X(s), xz € X(t), x, € X(u) and h,g € H. Then

(Va(2)* Vi) Vids - 24 @ 2, Viubyy - 4, @ g) =

- <‘7t+55t+s Yy R x: @ h Vu-{-s&u-i—s TR Ty @ g>
<V(t u)_ V(t u)+5t+s YR @ h,buys TR Ty ®g)
<V(t w)_ V(t u)+5t T @ h, 6y - (Y, 2)Ty @ g)

(%) =

The justification of (*) was essentially carried out in the proof that Vi(xy) is
well defined. Let us, for a change, show that this computation works also for
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the case u = 0:
(Ve(2)* Vi(y)Vibs - 2 @ h,do - g) =
Siis Y@ @M, Vids -2 ® g)
5t+s Y@ @h,ds-x®g)

= (Vir

=

= (Ti0t1s - Yy @ @ h, 65 - TR g)
=0 y@Ti(x) @h, 05 TR g)
=
= (T,
=
=M

’ﬂ>w_> <>

T(wt)®h o({y,))g)
-t ® h, Vo({y, 2))do - 9)
t5 z @ h, Vo({y, ))do - g)
0((@, ¥))Vids - 2 ® h, 6o - ).

We have constructed a family V' = {V;}ses of maps such that (V5, V;) is an
isometric covariant representation of X (s) on K. To show that V is a product
system representation of X, we need to show that the “semigroup property”
holds.

Let h € H, s,t,u € S, and let x4, x¢, x, be in X (s), X (¢t), X (u), respectively.
Then

‘/s-l-t(xs & :Et)vu((su C Ty @ h) = ‘29+t+u(5s+t+u CTs QX Q Ty @ h)
= Vs(xs)f/;f—i-u(ét-i-u “ Xt Q Ty Q h)
so the semigroup property holds.

We have yet to show that V is a minimal, regular dilation of T". To see
that it is a regular dilation, let s € S — S, 24 € X(sy),z- € X(s_) and
h =209 -h,g=200-g € H. Using the fact that V is a regular dilation of T', we

compute:
(Vi Vi (24 ® 80 - ), (3- @8 - g)) = (Va, (65+w+ @ h), Vs (0s_z_ ®g))
(Vi Ve (0,4 @ D), 65z @ g)
S NCREDR ARy
<Ts (x4 @ h), Ts_(z- ® g))
= (T7 Tor(zy ®h),z_ ®g).

V is a minimal dilation of T, because
K = \/{V. (5, x®h)):s€$,xeX(s),heH}
= \/{Vi(2) )iseS,xe X(s),he H}.

Finally, let us note that item [ from the statement of the proposition is
true for any minimal isometric dilation (of any c.c. representation of a product

46



system over any semigroup). Indeed, let V' be a minimal isometric dilation of
Ton K. Let x5 € X(s),2, € X(t) and h € H. Then

PuVi(zs)Vi(zi)h = PaVspe(xs ® z¢)h
=Tsii(zs @ xp)h = Ts(xs)Te ()R
= PuVi(zs)PuVi(z)h.

But K = \/{Vi(z)h : s € S,z € X(s),h € H}, so PyVi(zs)Py = PuVs(zs),
from which item [ follows. O

It is worth noting that, as commensurable semigroups are countable, if S =
E;’il S;, then, using the notation of the above proposition, separability of H
implies that K is separable.

Corollary 2.3.3 Let X = {X(n)},en+ be a product system over N¥, and let T
be a representation of X such that

k
> ey Tawll < 1. (2.3.4)
j=1

Then T has a minimal regular isometric dilation.

Proof. From ([227)) together with Proposition 2Z27] it follows that
1oyl = [y

By ([234), this means that

k k

2 2 a 5
> N Te,)l? = 1Ty Tl < 1.
=1 =

By [63, Proposition 9.2], T has a regular isometric dilation. The proof is com-
pleted by invoking Proposition [2.3.21 [J

2.4 Regular isometric dilations of doubly com-
muting representations

It is well known that in order that a k-tuple (T1,T5, . .., Tk) of contractions have
a commuting isometric dilation, it is not enough to assume that the contractions
commute. One of the simplest sufficient conditions that one can impose on
(Th,To, ..., Tx) is that it doubly commute, that is

Tka = Tij and CZ—'J-*CZ—}C = Tij*

for all j # k. Under this assumption, the k-tuple (T1,T5,. .., Tk) actually has
regular unitary dilation. In fact, if the k-tuple (71,75, ..., T)) doubly commutes
then it also has a minimal doubly commuting regular isometric dilation (see [53]
Proposition 3.5] for the simple explanation). This fruitful notion of double
commutation can be generalized to representations as follows.
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Definition 2.4.1 A representation (o, T) of a product system X over S is said
to doubly commute if

(Iek(sk) ® Tej(sj))(t ® IH>( e;j(sy) T, k(sk)) =T k(Sk)TeJ(SJ)

for all j # k and all nonzero s; € Sj,s1 € Sk, where t stands for the iso-
morphism between X (ej(s;)) @ X (ex(sx)) and X (ex(si)) @ X (ej(s;)), and I is
shorthand for Ix ).

The following theorem appeared already as [61, Theorem 3.10] (for the case
S = NF). We give here a new proof. S is assumed to be as specified in Section

231

Theorem 2.4.2 Let A be a C*-algebra, let X = {X (8)}ses be a product system
of A-correspondences over S, and let (o,T) be doubly commuting c.c. represen-
tation of X on a Hilbert space H. There exists a Hilbert space K O H and a
manimal, doubly commuting, regular isometric representation V' of X on K.

Proof. Construct H and T as in Proposition 2271

We now show that Te (s;) and Te (s) doubly commute for all j # k, and all
sj € Sj,8, € Sk Lett € S,z € X(t),y € X(ej(s;)) and h € H. Using the
assumption that T is a doubly commuting representation,

T (s) Tey(s) Gtrog(sy) T QY@ h) =
=12 (o) (515 & @ Toys,)(y @ h))
= Otten(sy) T @ T k(sk)TeJ(s])(y @ h)
= Grrenton) 7 0 ((Ton(on) © Toyto) (1 © Ta1) eyt © Ty ) @ 1)

= Te.i(sy) k(sj (5t+e_,(sj) TRYX h)

where we have written ¢ for the isomorphism between X (e;j(s;)) ® X (ex(sx))
and X (ex(sx)) ® X(ej(s;)), and we haven’t written the isomorphisms between
X (s) @ X(t) and X (s+t).

By a straightforward extension of [63 Proposition 9. 2], there exists a min-
imal, regular isometric dilation V= {V tses of T on some Hilbert space K,
such that Vej(sj and Vek(sk) doubly commute for all j # k,s; € S;, s, € Sk.
Proposition gives a minimal, regular isometric dilation V' of T on some
Hilbert space K.

To see that V is doubly commuting, one computes what one should using
the fact that V is a minimal, doubly commuting, regular isometric dilation of
T (all the five adjectives attached to 14 play a part). This takes about 4 pages
of handwritten computations, so is omitted. Let us indicate how it is done. For
any i € Q, s; € §;, write V; for Vx(e(s;)), Li for Ix(e;(s;)), and so on. Taking
Jj#k,s; €8j,si €Sk, operate with

Vil @ Vi) (tje ® Lr)(1; @ Vi)
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and with o
Vi ViV
on a typical element of X (e;j(s;)) ® K of the form:
2@ V(05 - x5 @ h), (2.4.1)

to see that what you get is the same. One has to separate the cases where
ex(sk) < s and ex(sk) f s (this is the case where the fact that V' is a doubly

commuting semigroup comes in). Because V}, is an isometry, and the elements
(ZZ1) span X (ej(s;)) ® K, one has

ViV = (e @ Vi) (b0 @ L) (I; @ V7).
That will conclude the proof. [

2.5 A sufficient condition for the existence of a
regular isometric dilation

Using the above methods, one can, quite easily, arrive at the following result,
which is, for the case S = N¥, one half of Theorem 3.5 of [61]. We prove it for
S satistying the conditions described in Section 223711

Theorem 2.5.1 Let X be a product system over S, and let T be a c.c. repre-
sentation of X. If

uCw
for all finite subsetsv C Q and all s € S, then T has a regular isometric dilation.

Proof. Here are the main lines of the proof. Construct T as in Proposition
221 From (ZEI)), it follows that T satisfies

> (=DM T > 0,

uCo

for all finite subsets v C 2 and all s € S, which, by a not-very-difficult extension
of [63, Theorem 9.1], is a necessary and sufficient condition for the existence of
a regular isometric dilation V of T. The result now follows from Proposition
O

Among other reasons, this example has been put forward to illustrate the
limitations of our method. By [61, Theorem 3.5], when S = N¥, equation ([Z.5.1))
is a necessary, as well as a sufficient, condition that 7" has a regular isometric
dilation. But our construction “works only in one direction”, so we are able to
prove only sufficient conditions (roughly speaking). We believe that, using the
methods of [6I] combined with commensurability considerations, one would be
able to show that (25 is indeed a necessary condition for the existence of a
regular isometric dilation (over §). Whether or not the constructions of Section
can be modified to give the other direction remains to be answered.
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2.6 Isometric dilation of a fully coisometric prod-
uct system representation

For any r = (rq,...,7%) € R¥, we denote 7, := (max{ry,0},..., max{rs,0})
and r_ := ry —r. Throughout this section, & will be a subsemigroup of Rﬁ
such that for all s € § — S, both s; and s_ are in S. The semigroup that we
are most interested in, namely Ri, satisfies this condition. For applications in
Part [Tl of this thesis we will need the following theorem for S = N*_ which also
satisfies this condition.

Theorem 2.6.1 Let S be as above, let X = {X(s)}ses be a product system of
unital A-correspondences over S, and let (o,T) be a fully coisometric represen-
tation of X on H, with o unital. Then there exists a Hilbert space K O H and a
minimal, fully coisometric and isometric representation (p, V) of X on K, with
p unital, such that

1. Py commutes with p(A), and p(a)Pyg = o(a)Py, for all a € A.
2. PyVi(z)|, = Ts(x) for all s€ S, x € X(s).

3. PV, =0 forallseS, x e X(s).

(x)‘KeH

If o is nondegenerate and X is essential (that is, AX (s) is dense in X (s) for all
s € 8) then p is also nondegenerate. If A is a W*-algebra, X is a product system
of W*-correspondences and (o,T) is a representation of W*-correspondences,
then (p, V') is also a representation of W*-correspondences.

Proof. The proof is very similar to the proof of Proposition 2.3.2] so we will
not go into all the details whenever they were taken care of in that proof.

Let H = @sesX(s) ®, H, and let T be the semigroup of coisometries con-
structed in the discussion preceding Proposition 22,11

Since T'is a semigroup of coisometries, there exists a minimal, reqular unitary
dilation W = {W,},cs of the semigroup {T*}scs on a Hilbert space K D H
(this follows from [63, Proposition 9.2]). We denote V, = W*. We have for all
seS-8§

PuV, Vi Py =T, T (2.6.1)

Since the semigroup V' consists of commuting unitaries, and since commuting
unitaries doubly commute, we also have

PV V,, Py =T, T . (2.6.2)

This triviality turns out to be crucial: it will allow us to compute the inner
products in .
Introduce the Hilbert space K,

K=\/{Vi(bs-(z@h)):s € S,x € X(s),h € H}.
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We consider H as embedded in K (or in H or in K) by the identification

(This is where we use the fact that o is unital). We turn to the definition
of the representation V' of X on K. First, note that o(a)h is identified with
00+ 1®, o(a)h =8y - a ®, h. Next, we define a left action of A on H by

a-(0s-x®h) =05 ax Q h,

for all a € A;s € S,z € X(s) and h € H. As we have explained in the
proof of Proposition [2.3.2] this gives rise to a well defined *-representation that
commutes with T and 7% for all s € S.

We now define a representation (p, V') of X on K, exactly as in the proof of
Proposition [Z32 First, we define p by the rule

p(a)Vi(0s - x5 @ h) = V(05 - axs @ h). (2.6.3)

Using ([2:6.2), one shows that p(a) extends to a bounded map on K. It then
follows by direct computation that p is a *-representation. When (o,7T) is a
representation of W*-correspondences, we also have to show that p is a normal
representation. Let {a,} C ball;(A) be a net converging in the weak operator
topology to a € ball; (A). It is known (for an outline of a proof, see [37]) that
the mapping taking b € A to b ® Iy € B(X(s) ®, H) is continuous in the
(o-)weak topologies. Thus, for all s € S,z € X(s) and h € H,

Tt ®h —ax®h
in the weak topology of X (s) ®, H. It follows that
ds-ayx@h —65-ax@h
in the weak topology of K, so
Vsés-avx®h—>17555-ax®h

weakly. This implies that p(a,) — p(a) in the weak operator topology of B(K),
S0 p is normal.

Note that H reduces p(A), and that p(a) |H = a(a)|H (under the appropriate
identifications). Indeed, putting ¢t = 0 in equation ([2.6.3)) gives

p(a)(dp-1®@h) =00 -a®@h=20-1®c(a)h.

The assertions regarding the unitality and nondegeneracy of p are clear from
the definitions.

We have completed the construction of p, and we proceed to define the
representation V' of X on K. For s > 0, we define V; by the rule

Va(zs)Vi(8p - 2 @ B) = Vit (6spt - 5 @ 24 @ D). (2.6.4)
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One has to use (Z.6.2)) to show that V;(z,) can be extended to a well defined
operator on K, but once that is done, it is easy to see that for all s € S, (p, V)
is a covariant representation of X (s) on K. We now show that it is isometric.
This computation is included so the reader has an opportunity to appreciate
the role played by equation 2.6.2)). Let s,t,u € S, =,y € X(s), @ € X(t),
xy € X(u) and h,g € H. Then

—~

(

( t—u)+T(§_u)75t cxy @ hy 0y (Y, )Ty R g)
= (Tlmuy, Ty 01+ (@, y) 2 @ h, - 20 @ g)

( (Lu),v(tfup Ot - {z, y)xt @ hy Oy - Ty @ g)

(Viby - (2, 1) @ hy Viiby - 20 @ g)

(

(The equations marked by (*) are where we use ([2.6.2).) This shows that
Vs(2)*Vs(y) = p({z,y)), so (p, V) is indeed an isometric representation. To see
that it is fully coisometric, is enough to show that for all s € S, V, is onto. It
is clear that

Im(f/s) = \/{f/t-‘,-s(ét-‘,-s s @h):t €S,z € X(s), 2 € X(t),h € H}.
Butift € S, z; € X(t) and h € H, then

‘Zﬁ(ét ‘2t @h) = ‘Z&VSVS*(@ -2t @ h)
(x) = ViViT; (6 - 2, ® D)
= m+s(5t+s “ Tt ® Ts*h) € Im(‘Z)a
where (¥) is justified because V,* is an extension of 7 (as is any unitary dilation

of an isometry). This shows that Vj is onto, so it is a unitary, hence V is fully
coisometric.
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Let s€ S,z € X(s) and h =y -1® h € H. We compute:

PyVi(x)| yh = PuVi(z)do - 1@ h
= PyVy(ds -z @ h)
= PHPHVSIH(& -z ®h)
= PyTy(ds -z @ h)
= Py (0o - 1 @ Ts(x)h) = Ts(x)h.

Item [Blin the statement of the theorem, the “semigroup property” of V', as well
as minimality, follow as in the proof of Proposition 2.3.2] [J
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Chapter 3

Strong commutativity

In this chapter we define the main technical condition that we need in order to
simultaneously dilate a pair of commuting CP-semigroups to a pair of commut-
ing E-semigroups. This condition is strong commutativity. After studying the
definition and its consequences in the first three sections, we turn in the fourth
section to discuss examples. Most of the material here is from [5I]. Section
is from [54]. The example of quantized convolution semigroups did not appear
elsewhere.

3.1 Strongly commuting CP maps

Let © and ® be CP maps on M. We define the Hilbert space M ®¢ M ®g H to
be the Hausdorff completion of the algebraic tensor product M ®a1g M ®Qgu1g H
with respect to the inner product

(a®@b@h,cdk)=(h,00b"®(a"c)d)k).

Definition 3.1.1 Let © and ® be CP maps on M. We say that they commute
strongly if there is a unitary u: M Qs M ®e H - M ®o M ®¢ H such that:

(i) ula®e [ ®o h) =a®e I Q¢ h for allae M and h € H.
(i) u(ca®eb®eh) = (c@ Iy @ Ig)ula®eb®eh) for a,b,c € M and h € H.

(iii) u(a @9 b ®e dh) = (In @ I @ d)u(a @ b ®e h) for a,b € M, d € M’
and h € H.

The notion of strong commutation was introduced by Solel in [60]. Note that if
two CP maps commute strongly, then they commute. The converse is false (for
concrete examples see Section B.4]). In Section B4 we shall give many examples
of strongly commuting pairs of CP maps, and for some von Neumann algebras
we shall give a complete characterization of strong commutativity. For the time
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being let us just state the fact that if H is a finite dimensional Hilbert space,
then any two commuting CP maps on B(H) strongly commute (see Section
BZ43). The “true” significance of strong commutation comes from a bijection
between pairs of strongly commuting CP maps and product systems over N2
with c.c. representations ([60], Propositions 5.6 and 5.7, and the discussion
between them). It is this bijection that enables one to characterize all pairs of
strongly commuting CP maps on B(H) [60, Proposition 5.8].

In the next chapter we will work with the spaces M ®p, M --- M ®p_ H,
where P, ..., P, are CP maps. These spaces are defined in a way analogous to
the way that the spaces M ®o M ®¢ H were defined in the beginning of this
section. The following results are important for dealing with such spaces.

Lemma 3.1.2 Assume that P,_1 and P, commute strongly. Then there exists
a unitary

v Mp M®p, - Qp, , M&p, H>M®p M®p, - ®@p, M®Qp,_ , H
such that

1. v(I®p, ---®p, , IQp, h) =1®p, ---@p, I ®p,_, h, for all h € H,

2. For all X € M,

vo(XQ®I---I®I)=(XQI[---I®I)ouw,

3. For all X € M/,

vo(IRT IT®X)=(I®I - I®X)ouv.

Proof. Letu: M®p,  M®p, H > M®p, M®p, , H be the unitary that
makes P,_; and P, commute strongly. Define

v=1Ip®u,

where E denotes the W*-correspondence (over M) M ®@p, M ®p, ---Qp, _, M
equipped with the inner product

<a1 ® - Qap-3,01 R - QRby_3) = P,_3 (afl,g---Pl(a’{bl)---bn_ig) .

The fact that v commutes with M@ I ®---®@Tand I®I---1 ® M’ and
satisfies the three conditions listed above are clear from the definition and from
the properties of u. The fact that u is surjective implies that v is, too. It is left
to show that v is an isometry (and this will also show that it is well defined).
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Let > a;®p, ,b;®p, , ci®p, h; be an element of EQp, , M®p, , M®Qp, H.

[0} ai @p, , bi®p, , ¢; ®p, hi)|* =
= <Z a; @p, , u(bi ®p, , ¢; @p, hi), Y a; @p, ,ulb; @p, , ¢; Op, hj)> =

= E (u(bi ®p,_, ¢; @p, hi), Pa_a ({as,a;)) u(b; ®p,_, ¢; @p, hj)) = (%)
i

= E (u(bi ®p,_, ¢; @p, hi),u (Pu_z ({ai,a;)) bj ®p,_, ¢; @p, hj)) = (x)
i

= g <bz Xp,_, C Op, hiaPn72(<ai7aj>)bj ®pP,_1 ¢ Op, h]> =
i

=1 ai®p, . bi ®p,_, ¢ @p, hil?

the equality marked by (*) follows from the fact that u intertwines the actions
of Mon M®p, , M®p, H and M ®@p, M ®p, , H, and the one marked by
(**) is true because w is unitary. [J

Lemma 3.1.3 Assume that P and Q are strongly commuting CP maps on M.
Then there exists an isomorphism v = vp,g of M-correspondences

vV MRIpMRKQM =+ Mg Mep M

such that
vI®pI®gl)=1®qI®pl.

Proof. For any two CP maps O, ® let Wg ¢ be the Hilbert space isomor-
phism
Woeo MR M@ M H—= Mo Mes H

given by Wo ¢ (a®ebQ@sc®1h) = a®eb®g¢ch. By a straightforward computation
W§ ¢ is given by W§ 5(a ®e b ®e h) = a ®e b ®q¢ I @1 h, and by even shorter
computations We e W§ ¢ and W§ 4We ¢ are identity maps. For all a,b,c,z €
M and all y € M’ we have

Wo.a(za ®e b ®s ¢ @1 yh) = xa Qg b ¢ cyh
=xa Qe b®as ych
=2eI®y)We.s(a®eb®sc®; h).

From this, it also follows that
Woar@I®y) =(@II0y)Wse (zeMyeM).
We now define amap T : M@p MM H -+ Mg Mep M1 H

by
T=WgpouoWpg,
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where v is the map that makes P and ) commute strongly. As a product of
such maps, T is a unitary intertwining the left actions of M and M’. The v
that we are looking for is a map v: M ®p M ®q M = M ®g M ®p M that
satisfies T' = v ® Iyy. We will find this v using a standard technique exploiting
the self duality of M ®g M ®p M.

For any © € MQoM®@pM we defineamap L, : H > MQgMp M@ H
by

Ly(h)=xz®h, (he H).

The adjoint is given on simple tensors by LX(y ® h) = (z,y)h.

Now, if there is a v such that T'= v ® Iy, then for all z € M ®p M ®g M
and r € M ®qg M ®p M we must have

(x,v(2))h = L (v(z) ® h) = L;T (2 ® h).

This leads us to define, fixing 2 € M ®p M ®g M, a mapping ¢ from M ®q
M®@p M into M:
o(@)h = LiT(z® h).
We now prove that  — (z)* is a bounded, M-module mapping into M.
Into M: For all z € M ®g M ®@p M, ¢(x) is linear. ||L;T(z® h)|| <
WZENT | z][[Bl, so ¢(x) € B(H). So ¢(x)* exists and is also a bounded, linear
operator on H. Now take d € M’. Then
o@)dh =LT(z@dh) =L:TI®d)(:®@h)=Li(I®@d)T(z®h) =dp(z)h
(L intertwines M’ from its very definition) whence p(z) € M” = M. Thus,
p(z)* € M.
M-module mapping: This is because for all 2,y € M ®g M @p M and
alae M Ly =L, + L, and Ly, = aL, (and also Ly = Lya).
Bounded mapping: From the inequalities | LT (z@h)|| < || LT z]]]A|
and [ L7[| < ||z it follows that [lo(x)* || = [[e(z)] < [Iz[[l=]].
It now follows from the self-duality of M ®g M ®p M that for all z €
M @p M ®¢g M there exists a v(z) € M ®g M ®&p M such that
(x,v(z))h =L;T(z®h) (3.1.1)
forallz € M®g M ®p M,h € H. It is easy to see from (B.LI) that v(z) is a
right M-module mapping. (BI) can be re-written as
Li:(v(z)®h) = LiT(z2 ® h),
and, since this holds for all z, this means that (v(z) ® h) = T'(z ® h) (because
NeKer(L2) = (VoIm(L,))™ = {0}), or, in other words, v ® I = T. This last
equality implies that v is unitary, and that it has all the properties required.
For example, if a,b,¢, X € M and h € H, then
v Xa®b®c)@h=T(Xa®b®c®h)
—(X@IQIQDNT(a®b®c® h)
= (X®I®IxDWaeb®c)®h)
= (Xe®I®l)(a®b®c))® h.
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Putting v = v(Xa®b®c) and v = (X @ I ® I)(v(a ® b ® ¢) we have that for
allh e H

0= ||’U1 QR h— vy ® h”2 = ||(’U1 - ’1}2) ®h||2 = <h, <’U1 — VU, V1 — ’U2>h>,

which implies that {(v; —va,v1 —v2) = 0, or ¥(Xa®b®c) = (XRIRI)(v(a®bRc)).
O

Remark 3.1.4 The converse of Lemma[3.T.3is also true: if there is an isometry
of M-correspondences v : M ®p M ®qg M = M ®g M ®p M such that
v(I®I®I)=1I®I®I then P and Q strongly commute. Indeed, to obtain
u: MepMegH — Mg M ®p H with the desired properties, we simply
reverse the construction above. That is, we define T = v ® I, and

u=WgqprpoToWgg.

Lemma 3.1.5 Assume that P; and Pj11 commute strongly, for some j < n—2.
Then there exists a unitary

w: M®p, - @p, M@p,,, - M&p, H— M®p, - @p,,, M®p, - -- M@p, H
such that
1. u(l®p, - I®p I®p,, I I®p, h) =1®p,---IQp,, , I®p,I---1®p, h,
2. For all X e M,

uo(X®I---I®N=(X®I---IxI)ou,

3. Forall X €¢ M/,

wo(IQI-I®X)=I®I - I®X)ou.

Proof. Letv: M®p, M®@p,,, M = M®p, ., M@p, M be the unitary that
is described in lemma Introduce the notation

E=M®p, - ®p,_, M
(understood to be C if j =1 and M if j = 2) and
F=M®p, , - Mxp, H
(understood to be H if j = n — 2). Define
w:E@p, , M&p, M®p,,, M@p,, F = E®p, , M®p,,, M@p, M@p,,, F

by
u:=IgRux Ip.

u is a well-defined, unitary mapping, possessing the properties asserted. [J]
Putting together Lemmas B.1.2] B.1.3] and [3.1.5 we obtain the following
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Proposition 3.1.6 Let Ry, Rs,... R, and S1,52,...,S, be CP maps such
that for all 1 < i < m, 1 < j < n, R; commutes strongly with S;. Then
there exists a unitary

W M®g, - ®r, M®s, @5, H> M®g, - @5, M@p, - g, H
such that

1. w(I®pg, I---1®s,h)=1®g,I---1®g,, h, for all h € H,

2. For all X € M,

uo(X®I---I®)=(X®I---IxI)ou,

3. For all X € M/,

vo(IQI--I®X)=I®I---IT®X)ou.

Furthermore, there exists an isomorphism of M correspondences

v:M®Rl"'®Rm./\/l®sl"'®SHM—>M®51"'®STLM®RI"'®R M

m

such that
vI®---@)=I®---®I.

The existence of u and v as above is clear: simply apply the isomorphisms
from the previous lemmas one by one. One might think that applying these
isomorphisms in different orders might lead to different «’s or v’s. In the next
section we will see, however, that the order of application does not influence the
total outcome (see Proposition B3.3).

3.2 Strong commutativity in terms of the GNS
representation

We now characterize strong commutativity using the GNS representation [43].
This characterization may be interesting for two reasons. First, it shows that the
notion of strong-commutativity is representation free. Second, it provides the
connection between the work of Bhat and Skeide on dilation of one-parameter
CP-semigroups originating in [I5], and the constructions made in this thesis.

Let ©, ® and M be as in the previous subsection. We will denote by
(E,¢) and (F,n) the GNS representations of © and ®, respectively. That is
E = M ®g M, the correspondence formed with the inner product

(a®b,a @) =b"0(a*a )V,

£ =1®1, and one checks that (£,af) = O(a) for all a € M. (F,n) is defined
similarly. See section 2.14 in [15].
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Proposition 3.2.1 © and ® commute strongly if and only if there exists a
unitary (bimodule map)
w:EFEQF —->FQF

sending E@n ton ®E.

Proof. By Lemma [B.1.3] and the remarks right after, © and ® strongly
commute, i.e. there exists a unitary u as in Definition 311} if and only there
exists an isomorphism of M — M-correspondences (a unitary bimodule map)

V: MI@gM@p M —> MRQRp@p$ MRSIg M

such that
1(lRe1®e 1) =1®s 1®e 1.
But
MRGMRMEMR M QMR M)=EQF

as W*-correspondences via the correspondence isomorphism
aRebRsc (a®Reb) ®(1Rqc).
Indeed, this is a well defined isometry because it preserves inner products:

(a®eb)®@(1®e¢c),(d @)@ (1)) =(1Rec,b"O(a*a )t (1 ®sc))
=c*®(b*O(a*a" ')
={a®bxc,d @V @c).

It is onto because the tensor product E ® F' is balanced. It is clear that this
map is a bimodule map. Moreover, this maps sends 1 ® 1 ® 1 to £ ® . Thus,
the existence of an isomorphism v as above is equivalent to the existence of a
an isomorphism

w:EQF3>FQFE
sending ¢ @ ton®E. O

3.3 Strongly commuting CP-semigroups

3.3.1 The definition

How should strong commutativity be defined for semigroups of CP maps? A
natural guess is the following:
NOT the definition: Two semigroups of CP maps {Ri}1>0 and {St}i>0 are
said to commute strongly if for all (s,t) € R the CP maps Rs and Sy commute
strongly.

In [51], the above was used as the definition of strong commutativity of
CP-semigroups. However, we recently discovered that [51] contains a serious
gap, and that the above definition is too weak to obtain the full results of [51]
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without making considerable modifications to the methods used. We therefore
give here a more stringent definition, that works.

We need some notation. Let {R;}+>0 and {S:}+>0 be two semigroups of CP
maps such that Ry strongly commutes with S; for all s,¢ > 0. Let {us,t}(s,t)eRi

be a family of unitaries us; : M ®r, M ®g, H -+ M ®g, M ®pg, H, making the
R and S; commute strongly. By Lemma B.1.3] there is a family {Us,t}(s,t)eRi
of isomorphisms between M-correspondences vs ¢ : M @p, M®g, M - M®g,
M@, Msending I ®I®1 to I ®I®I. By Remark B4 the existence of
such a family {Us,t}(s,t)eRi implies that Ry strongly commutes with S; for all

s,t >0, and gives rise to a family {Us,t}(s,t)eRi-
Fix s,s’,t > 0. We define an isometry

M®g M®stM—>M®RSM®RS,M®StM

s+s’

by
a®r, b®s, c—a®r, I ®r, bQs, .

We also define an isometry
M@g, Mg, M= M5 MRr, MR, M

by
a®g, b®r,, , c—a®s, bAr, I ®R, c.

‘We make similar definitions with the roles of R and S reversed.

Definition 3.3.1 Two semigroups of CP maps {R¢}i>0 and {St}i>o0 are said
to commute strongly if for all (s,t) € Ri the CP maps Rs and S; com-
mute strongly, and if there is a family {Us,t}(s,t)eRi of isomorphisms of M-
correspondences vst : M ®@p, M ®@g, M = M ®g, M @r, M (making the R
and Sy commute strongly) such that for all s,s',t,t' > 0 the following diagrams
commute

M®@r, , Mg, M Vat ol t M®@s, M®g_ ., M

l |

(’Us,t®1)(1®vs’,t)
MRp, M R, Mg M ——mMmm—— Mg, M @r, M R, M

and

M@p, Mes,,, M BLGLN M@s,, , Mor, M

l l

(I®v, ) (vs,:QT)
M XR, M ®s, M s, M— 5 M ®s, M s, M ®Rr, M

where the vertical maps are the isometries from the above discussion.
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Remark 3.3.2 Because the maps v, ; above are unitaries, it follows that strong
commutation is a symmetric relation.

The above definition means that not only do Rs and .S; strongly commute
for all s,¢, the way in which they strongly commute must be compatible with
the semigroup structures of R and S.

3.3.2 More technicalities regarding strongly commuting
semigroups

Proposition 3.3.3 If the CP-semigroups { R }+>0 and {St}i>0 commute strongly,
then, for all (s,t),(s',t') € R%, the associated maps
URS)St : M ®Rs M ®Sr M _> M ®St M ®Rs M7
and
VR,,.5,  M®r, M®s, M= M®s, Mg, M,
(see lemma [31.3) satisfy the following identity :

(I®I®URSI,St/)(UR3,St ®RI®I)=(vg,s, ®I®I)(I®I®URS,,St,)- (3.3.1)

Proof. Let a,b,c,d,e € M. Assume that vg, g, (a @r, b ®s, ¢) =
Yoty Ai®s, Bi®r, Cy, and that vg,, s, (I®R,, d®s, €) = 37 7i®s, 0;@R,, €.
Operating on a ®p, b®g, ¢ ®r,, d®g,, e with the operator on the left-hand side
of equation ([B31]), we obtain

I®I®vr,s,)(Vr,s @I (@b c®dRe) =

(I®I®URS/,St/)ZAi®Bi®Ci®d®€: (*)
i=1

ZAz‘ ®B,®C; - URS/,St/(I®d®€) =
i=1

ZZAi®Bi®Ci7j®5j®€jv

i=1 j=1

where the equality marked by (*) is justified because vg_, s, is a left M-module
map. Operating on a®r,b®s,c@r_, dR®s,, e with the operator on the right-hand
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side of equation ([B.3.1l), we obtain

('URS,St ®I®I)(I(g)I®URS,75t,)(a®b®C®d®€) = (*)
(vR,,5, @ I@I)(a®b®c-vg, s, (I ®dRe)) =

I

<
Il
-

(VR,,5, ®I@I)(@®@b®cy; ®6; ®¢j) =

NE

UR,,5,(a ®@b® cv;) ®0; @ €5 = (x%)

<.
Il
-

NE

VR, 5 (a®@b®c) 7 ®; Rej =

<.
Il
-

HMs

n
Z i ® B ®Civj ®6; @ ¢,

where the equality marked by (*) is justified because vr , 5 X is a left M-module
map, and the one marked by (**) is OK because vg,. s, is a right M-module
map. So equation ([B3.1)) holds for all s, s’,¢,¢' >, and this proof is complete. O

Let {R¢}>0 and {S;}¢>0 be CP-semigroups such that for all (s,t) € R3 the
CP maps R, and S; commute strongly. Let p = {0 =59 < 51 < ... < 8, = 8}
be a partition of [0, s]. We define

:M®R51M®R - M®g H

sg—s1 Sm—Sm—1

and we define (for a partition q) Hqs in a similar manner. If g = {0 =tg < t1 <
. < tp =t}, we also define

R,S
prq = M ®’I%Sl e ®R37n*5m71 M ®Sl e ®Stn*tn71 H'
H Sp is defined similarly.
Now for any two such partitions p, q, Proposition B.1.6] gives a unitary

_ R,S SR
Upq:Hpyg — Hgy

with desirable properties. Our definition of strong commutativity is such that
forces these unitaries to be consistent one with the other.

Let us describe precisely in what sense these unitaries are consistent. We
fix our attentions to two intervals, [0,s] and [0,¢]. Let us order the set of all
partitions of an interval by refinement. If p < p’ are partitions of [0, s], and
q < q’ are partitions of [0, ] we define an isometry

R,S R, S R, S
V(P-ﬂ) (p%a") - HHyq = Hy
as follows. In the particular case where p = p’ and q = {0 =tg < --- <t <
g1 < <tp=tland g ={0 =1ty < -+ <t <T <lppy <<ty =1},
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we define

R,S
V(Pvfl)y(P'ﬂ')(g ORep sy s Ty @8y, ®Stk4k,1 T+1 ®Stk+1*tk Tet2 @ Ty QS 1,4 ®h) =
€®Rsm757n71 Tl ®St1 to ®Stk—tk71 TkJrl ®S‘r—tk 1 ®Stk+1—‘r Tk+2 Q- Tn ®Sﬁn—tn,1 ®h7
(we “inserted an I at time 77) where { € M®p, -+ ®r, . M, T,....,T,
are in M and h € H. If p’ is a one-point-refinement of p and q = q’ then we
define V(g’f) (va") in a similar manner. Finally, for arbitrary p < p’ and q < ¢’
we define V(I;’f) (v.a") by composing the one-point-refinement maps.

In the same way, we define maps

S,.R . 7SR S,R
V(qm)-,(q’m’) PHgy — Hq’-,p"

One can see that Definition B.3.T]is equivalent to the following definition.

Definition 3.3.4 Two semigroups of CP maps {R¢}i>0 and {Si}i>0 are said
to commute strongly if for all (s,t) € Ri the CP maps Ry and Sy commute
strongly, and if there is a family {Us,t}(s,t)eRi of unitaries ust : M ®pr, M ®g,
H - M®g, M®p, H (making the Rs and Sy commute strongly), such that
the maps Up,q obtained from the family {us)t}(si)@ﬁ as in Proposition
satisfies for all s,t > 0 and all partitions p < p’ of [0,s] and q < q’ of [0,1],

S.R _ R.S
Viap).(apr) © Upa = Upar 0 Vig o) (pr.0)- (3.3.2)

Remark 3.3.5 To prove that the above definition implies Definition [3.3.T] one
may imitate the proof of Lemma [3.1.3] and it suffices to assume that equation
(332) holds only for partitions of the form q = ¢’ = {0,t}, p = {0, s1 + s2},
p' =1{0,51,51 + s2}, and p =p" = {0,s}, g = {0,t1 + t2}, ¢’ = {0, 1,11 + {2}

3.4 Examples of strongly commuting maps and
semigroups

In this section we give some examples of strongly commuting CP maps and
of strongly commuting CP-semigroups. In special cases we are able to state
necessary and sufficient conditions for strong commutativity of CP maps.

3.4.1 Endomorphisms, automorphisms, and composition
with automorphisms

By [60, Lemma 5.4], there are plenty of examples of CP maps ©,® that commute
strongly:

1. If © and ® are endomorphisms that commute then they commute strongly.

2. If © and ® commute, and if either one of them is an automorphism, then
they commute strongly.
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3. If « is a normal automorphism that commutes with ©, and ® = © o q,
then © and ® commute strongly.

We note that item 2] does not remain true if automorphism is replaced by
endomorphism. Here is an example.

Example 3.4.1 Take M = B(¢?(N)), and identify every operator with its ma-
trix representation with respect to the standard basis. Let © be the map that
takes a matrix to its diagonal, and let ® be given by conjugation with the right
shift. © is a (unital) CP map, ® is a (non-unital) x-endomorphism, these two
maps commute, but not strongly. See [64, Example 2.13] for details.

Proposition 3.4.2 Let o = {ai}e>0, B = {Bt}i>0 be two E-semigroups acting
on M, and assume that for all s,t > 0, agofy = Broas. Then o and B strongly
commute.

Proof. We construct a family {Us,t}(s,t)eRi as required by Definition B.3.1]
Note that in M ®,, M ®s, M we have the equality a ®,, b®3, ¢ = a Rq, I ®pg,
Bi(b)e. Thus, there is an isomorphism vs ; : M®q, Mg, M — Mg MRy, M
completely determined by the mapping

a4 Q®q, I ®p, c—=a®g, I Ra, c.

Clearly, vs (I @ I®I) = I @ I ® I. We have yet to show that the family
{Us,t}(s,t)eRi participates in commutative diagrams as in Definition 31l De-
note by V' the isometry M ®@q, ., M @3 M = M @4, M ®q,, M @35, M
sending a  b® c to a ® I ® b ® ¢, and denote by W the similar isometry
M@ M®a, ., M= Mg, MR, MQq,, M. For all a,c € M, we have

W(’USlJrSmt(a ®a51+52 I X, C)) = W(a X, I ®0tsl+s2 C)
=a ®ag, I®a51 I®a52 c,
while, on the other hand,
(Usl,t ® I) (I ® Usz,t)(v(a ®Otsl+52
= (vs,,t @ I)(a Das, I ®g, I®O¢32 c)
=a®p, I Qq,, I®a,, c

That establishes one commutative diagram. The other is similar. [J

At a first glance, this proposition might not seem very interesting in the
context of dilating CP-semigroups to endomorphism semigroups. However, we
find this item very interesting, because one expects a good dilation theorem not
to complicate the situation in any sense. For example, in Theorem [£.3.0 in
order to prove the existence of an E-dilation, we will have to assume that the
CP-semigroups {R; }¢>0 and {S;};>0 are unital, but the E-dilation that we will
construct will also be unital. Another example, again from Theorem if
the CP-semigroups act on a type I factor, then so does the minimal Ey-dilation
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that we shall construct. The importance of the above proposition is that it
ensures that if {ay }1>0 and {8:}:>0 are an E-dilation of {R;};>0 and {S;:}:>0 (a
pair of strongly commuting CP-semigroups), then a and 8 commute strongly.

Proposition 3.4.3 Let a = {a;}i>0 be a semigroup of normal x-automorphisms
on M, and let 0 = {0;}+>0 be a CP-semigroup on M, and assume that for all
s,t >0, aso08, =0;0ay. Then a and 0 strongly commudte.

Proof. The proof is similar to the proof of Proposition 4.2l and is omitted.
O

3.4.2 Semigroups on B(H)

It is a well known fact that if © and ® are CP-semigroups on B(H), then for
cach ¢ there are two (£2-independent) row contractions {T;,;}7 ! and {S; };fl)
(m(t),n(t) may be equal to o) such that for all a € B(H)

O:(a) = Z Tt,ia’thiu (3.4.1)

and

®(a) =) Si a8y, (3.4.2)
J

We shall call such semigroups conjugation semigroups, as they are given by con-
jugating an element with a row contraction. It now follows from [60], Proposition
5.8], that for all (s,t) € R%, ©, and ®, commute strongly if and only if there is
an m(t)n(s) x m(t)n(s) unitary matrix

B (k)
u(s,t) = (u(s7t)(ivj))(i7j)7(k,l)

such that for all 4, j,

TiiSej = D u(s,0) ) Sai Ty (3.4.3)
(k1)

As a simple example, if ©4 and ®; are given by (BZ4I) and BZL2), and S, ;
commutes with T ; for all ¢, j, then ®; and O, strongly commute.

3.4.3 Maps on B(H), H finite dimensional

Proposition 3.4.4 Let ® and ¥ be two commuting CP maps on B(H), with
H a finite dimensional Hilbert space. Then ® and ¥ strongly commudte.

Proof. Assume that ® is given by

®(a) = i S;aS;}
i=1
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and that ¥ is given by
U(a) =Y Tjaly,
j=1

where {S1,...,Sn} and {T1,...,T,} are row contractions and m,n € N. Be-
cause ® and ¥ commute, we have that

Z SiTjaT;S; = Z TjSiaS;T;

4,j=1 4,j=1
for all @ € B(H). By the lemma on page 153 of [23] this implies that there
exists an mn X mn unitary matrix u such that

STy =Y ufsy TuSr,
(k1)

and this means precisely that ® and ¥ strongly commute. [J

We note here that the lemma cited above is stated in [23] for unital CP
maps, but the proof works for the non-unital case as well. The reason that the
assertion of the proposition fails for B(H) with H infinite dimensional is that
in that case we may have mn = oo, and the lemma is only true for a CP maps
given by finite sums.

3.4.4 Conjugation semigroups on general von Neumann
algebras

Let M be a von Neumann algebra acting on a Hilbert space H. If © and ® are
CP maps given by

O(a) = i T;aT;,
i=1

and

O(a) =Y _ S;aS;,
j=1

where T;, S; are all in M, then a sufficient condition for strong commutation of
O and ® is the existence of a unitary matrix
_ [, kD)
w= (“(z‘,j)) >
(4,9),(k,1)
such that for all 4, j,
_ (k1)
i85 = > _ (i SiTh
(k1)
Indeed, by [60, Proposition 5.6], it is enough to show that there are are two M’
correspondences E and F, together with an M’-correspondence isomorphism

tE®M/F—)F®M/E
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and two c.c. representations (o,7T) and (0,5) of E and F, respectively, on H,
such that:

1. foralla e M, T(Ig @ a)T* = O(a),
2. for alla € M, S(Ir ® a)S* = ®(a),
3. T(Ig®8) =8UIp&T)o (t®Ig).
We construct these correspondences as follows. Let
E=o2,M and F=0a] M,

with the natural inner product and the natural actions of M’. If we denote by
{ei}i%y and {f;}}_; the natural “bases” of these spaces, then we can define

k,l
t(ei ® fJ) = Z U’Ei,j))fl X ef.
(k1)
We define o to be the identity representation. Now E®, H = @* H, and F ®,
H = @}_,H, and on these spaces we define T" and .S to be the row contractions

given by (T1,...,T,,) and (S, ..., S,). Some straightforward calculations shows
that items ([I)-(B]) are fulfilled.

3.4.5 Maps on C" or (>

Let M = C™ or £*°(N), considered as the algebra of diagonal matrices acting
on the Hilbert space H = C" or ¢?(N). In this context, a unital CP map is just
a stochastic matrix, that is, a matrix P such that p;; > 0 for all 4, j and such

that for all 4,
D pi=1.
J

Indeed, it is straightforward to check that such a matrix gives rise to a normal,
unital, completely positive map. On the other hand, for all 4, the composition of
a normal, unital, completely positive map with the normal state projecting onto
the ith element must be a normal state, so it has to be given by a nonnegative
element in ¢! with norm 1. Thus, every CP map is given by such a matrix.

Given two such matrices P and @, we ask when do they strongly commute.
To answer this question, we first find orthonormal bases for M ®p M ®g H and
Mg Mep H. If {e;} is the column vector with 1 in the ith place and 0’s
elsewhere, it is easy to see that the set {e;Qpe;Rqger}i jx spans MRp Mg H,
and {e; ®q €; ®p e }i jk spans M @g M ®p H. We compute

(ei ®p ej ®q ek, em Op €p R €q) = (er, Qe P(efem)ep)eq)
= 0,m0;,pO0k qQqkjDji-
Thus,
{(ijpji)il/z ce; Qp € ®Q ek . i,j, k such that qkjiPji 75 0}
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is an orthonormal basis for M ®p M ®¢ H, and similarly for M ®g M ®@p H.
fu: M@pMegH - M®g Mep H is a unitary that makes P and @
commute strongly, then for all ¢, k we must have

u(e; ®p a®@qer) = (6 ® 1@ ep)u(e; ®p a®qer) = e; Dg bAp ey,

thus for all ¢,j, the spaces Vi ; = {e; ®pa®g ex : a € M} and W, ; =
{e; ®g a ®p e : a € M} must be isomorphic. Thus, a necessary condition for
strong commutativity is that for all i, k,

i+ arjpji # 0} = {7 : prjqji # 0}, (3.4.4)

where | - | denotes cardinality. This condition is also sufficient, because we may
define a unitary between each pair V;; and W; ;, sending e; ®p 1 ®¢ e, to
e; ®g 1®p ex and doing whatever on the complement. By the way, this example
shows that when two CP maps commute strongly, there may be a great many
unitaries that implement the strong commutation.

One can impose certain block structures on P and @ that will guarantee
that (344 is satisfied. Since we are in particularly interested in semigroups, we
shall be content with the following observation. Let P and @ be two commuting,
irreducible, stochastic matrices. Then P, := e te!r and Q, := e te!? are two
commuting, stochastic semigroups with strictly positive elements, and thus for
all s,t, Ps and Q; commute strongly.

To illustrate, let

o1 /2 0 1/2
P=g |1 1 1|.Q=]|14 12 1/4
11 1 1/4 1/2 1/4

One may check that P and @ commute, but do not satisfy ([B.44]), hence they
do not commute strongly. So we see that strong commutativity may fail even
in the simplest cases. However, P and @ are irreducible, thus for all s, ¢, Py and
Q; commute strongly.

Remark 3.4.5 We wish to call to attention a curious fact: the above CP map
Q does not strongly commute with Q*! (this is readily verified using the nec-
essary and sufficient condition (3Z.4])). This phenomenon suggests that strong
commutativity may not be a healthy concept. (However, note that @ is not em-
beddable in a CP-semigroup. Indeed, if it were it would have to be invertible).

3.4.6 Quantized convolution semigroups

In [32], Daniel Markiewicz introduced and studied a class of CPg-semigroups,
called quantized convolution semigroups. Below we show that every quantized
convolution semigroup strongly commutes with any other.

Let {W, : z € C} denote the system of Weyl unitaries on L?(R). That is,

ab .
WaJrib — ' euzQesz7
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where 14
P=-— Q=M,.

T idx
The Weyl unitaries span a strong operator dense subspace of B(L?(R)), and
they satisfy the following relations:

Wz Ww _ eig(zﬁ)/Q Wz+u}

and therefore also o
Wsz = 61%(Zw)Wsz- (345)

(3(2) denotes the imaginary part of a complex number z).

Lemma 3.4.6 (Claim 5.2, [32]) Let p be a finite variation Borel complex
measure on C. If

[ w.dnt) =0,
C
then p = 0.

Every infinitely divisible Borel probability measure p on C gives rise to
a unique one-parameter family {u;};>0 of Borel probability measures on C,
satisfying po = do, ps * pt = pstt, and p1 = p.

Definition 3.4.7 Given an infinitely divisible Borel probability measure on C,
the quantized convolution semigroup associated with p is the CPy-semigroup
{¢4 }+=0 on B(L*(R)) given by

ot = [ WeaWzdpu(c).

Proposition 3.4.8 Let i and v be two infinitely divisible Borel probability mea-
sures on C. Then for all s,t > 0, ¢! strongly commutes with ¢y .

Proof. Write H = L?(R). It suffices to show that if 4 and v are two Borel
probability measures on C, then the CP maps ¢ and 8 acting on B(H), given
by

(ba - ”za”z*d,u )
and

9(a)=/(CWzaWz*dl/(z),

strongly commute with each other.
For every a,b € B(H) and h € H, we define f, 5 € L*(n x v) @ H by

Japn(z,w) = aW Wy h.

Note that f,pn € L*(v x p) ® H, too.

70



Lemma 3.4.9 {f,pn:a,b€ B(H),h € H} is total in L*(p x v) ® H.

Proof. Denote G = span{fophn: a,b € B(H),h € H}. In [32] Lemma 5.1]
it is shown that the set of functions {w — bW h : b € B(H),h € H} is total
in L?(v) ® H. Tt follows that G is invariant under I ® B(L*(v) ® H), thus the
orthogonal projection onto G is in B(L?(u))®@I® 1. Thus, G = M@ L*(v)®@ H,
with M a closed subspace of L?(u). Let F € M+. The proof will be completed
by showing that F' = 0.

For every g,h € H,

LG W Wi dutevtw) = (F @ 10 9. f1.10) =0,
SO fc (f(c W.gdp(z )) dv(w) = 0. By two repeated applications of Lemma

B-44], we find that F=0.0

Lemma 3.4.10 The map sending a @4 b ®g h to the function f, 1 extends to
a unitary Vyo: B(H) @4 B(H) ®g H — L*(ux v) ® H. For all a,b,c € B(H),
he H

VoI ®g I @ h) = f1,1,

and
V¢79(C£L ®¢ b ®e h) = (I & I & C)fa,b,h-

Proof.
(fabihs farbrh) ://<aW;bW$h,a'W:b’W$h'> du(z)dv(w)

// h, Wb W,a*a WXVWER") du(z)dv(w)
(h,0(b*p(a*a’)b")h')
= < ®¢b®9 h,a ®¢b/®9 h/>,

thus, Vj ¢ extends to an isometry. By Lemma B.49] V¢ is surjective. The
other stated properties of Vy ¢ are obvious. O

Lemma 3.4.11 There exists a unitary
Upw: LP(uxv)®@ H— L*(v x p)® H,

such that
Uppfron = fr,1n,

and
Uﬂﬁy(I(X) I® C)fa,b,h = (I® I® C)U,u,vfa,b,h-

Proof. For every continuous and bounded function F on C? and every ¢ €
L?(uxv)® H (or in L?(v x p) ® H), define F - ¢ to be the function

F-p(z,w) = F(z,w)p(z,w).
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We define Uy, by

(UW,(F . fa7Wy7h)) (z,w) = F(w, z)ei%(ym“y)fa,wy,h(z,w). (3.4.6)

It is easy to see that {a @3 W, ®s h : a € B(H),y € C,h € H} is total in
B(H) ®¢ B(H) ®¢ H, thus {fow,n : a € B(H),y € C,h € H} is total in
L?(p x v) ® H. If we show that the mapping given by ([B.4.6) preserves inner
products, then it can be extended to the required unitary. Let a,b € B(H),
z,y € C, g,h € H and let G, F be bounded continuous functions on C2. Then,
using (B40A) together with W = W_,,

< ,U.VG fa.w., g) U#V(F be h)>L2(u><;L) H

// w, 2)e ST ISWEEN T (o) (aWFW, Wi g, bW W, W) dv(2)du(w)

_ / / Ge’L\Y zEJrzE)7z\s(yEquﬂ)Fefz\s(mﬁ+zf)+i%(yﬁ+z§) <CLW:1W1WZ*Q, bW,;:WyWZ*h> dV(Z)d,lL(’LU)
cJcC

= / / G(w, 2)F(w, 2) (aWi W, W g, bW W, Wi h) du(w)dv(z)
cJcC

= <G : fa,Wz,gu F- fvay7h>L2(u><u)®H .

O
Completion of the proof of Proposition [3.4{-8 The unitary uge : B(H) Q4
B(H)®9g H— B(H) ®9 B(H) ®4 H as in Definition BTl is given by

upo = Vg 0 UuvoVpe.
O

Theorem 3.4.12 Let p and v be two infinitely divisible Borel probability mea-
sures on C. Then ¢* strongly commutes with ¢ .

Proof. It is enough to prove that if u, v and o are three Borel probability
measures on C, then the CP maps ¢, 6 and ¢ acting on B(H), given by

W= [ WeaW:du(o),
C

a)z/WzaWz*dl/(z),
C
and

:/WzaWZ*da(z),
C

then the following diagram is commutative,

Ug, porp
—

B(H) @¢ B(H) @goy H B(H) @goy B(H) ®9 H

l l

I®u, v I
B(H) @ B(H) ® B(H) @y H 240D ppy o B(H) ©, B(H) ©9 H
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where the maps ug 4, ... are the maps constructed in Proposition B4A8 vg 4 is
the map associated with ug 4 as in Lemma B.1.3] and the vertical maps are the
same as in Definition [3.33.1} First, some lemmas.
For every a,b,c € B(H) and h € H, we define fopcn € L*(u x v xo)® H
by
fapen(z,w, t) = aW DWW h.

Lemma 3.4.13 The map sending a®,b®qc®yh to the function fo b cn extends
to a unitary V9.4 : B(H) @y B(H) @9 B(H) @y H — L*(ux v x o) ® H. For
all a,b,c,d € B(H), he H

V¢191¢(I Rg¢ L Q¢ 1 R h) = f[y[)[)h,

and
Voouw(da®@sb@pc@yh) =T RIRITI@d)fapen

Proof. Just like Lemma 3.4.70 O
For F' a bounded continuous function on C x C, we define a bounded con-
tinuous function F on C x C x C by

F(z,w,t) = F(z,w+1).

We define a map W : L}(u x v+ o) @ H — L*(u x v x 0) @ H by
F-fapn= F- faprn

We define a similar map L?(v* o x p) — L?(v X 0 x ).

Lemma 3.4.14 W is an isometry, intertwining the left actions of B(H), that
makes the following diagram commute:

V@ po

B(H) ®¢ B(H) Qgpoy H —2% LP(upxvxo)®H
I [w
B(H) ®9 B(H) ®¢ B(H) @y H =" [2(uxvx o) H

Proof. The lemma follows from straightforward computations/observations.
Let us check, for example, that W is an isometry.

(F fapgns B farprrn) =
/// w0+ O F (2,10 + 1) (hy Wy Wb W™ WH W= WY dpa(2)d (w)do (1)
- / / / Flzyw+ OF (2,0 + ) (hy Wep b Woaa W W) du(2)dv(w)do (1)
// 2, u)F'(z,u) (h, W, b*Woa* o WXVW)du(z)dv x o(u)

(F - fapn: F' farpr nr)-
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O
Completion of the proof of Theorem [3-4.12 The above lemmas reduce the
task to showing that the following diagram commutes:

L*(uxvxo)@H —— L*vxoxp)®@H

| !

L(uxvxo)@H —— L*(vxoxu)®@H

where the maps are the natural ones arising all along this section.
Let fo,w,.n € L*(uxvxo)®@H. The arrow L*(uxvxo)@H — L*(vxox pu)OH
takes fo,w, n to the function g € L?(v x o x p) @ H given by

g(z,w) = eig(ymﬂg)fa,wy,h(z, w).

The map L?(v x o0 x u) ® H — L*(v x 0 x p) ® H takes g to a function
he€ L*(v x o x p) ® H given by

h(z,w,t) = ¢St (+w)y) Ja,rw, n(2,w,t).

On the other hand, the arrow L?(uxv*0)@H — L*(uxvxo)®H takes fu,w, n
to the function fow, 1,n € L?(u X v x 0) ® H. The map L*(u x v x 0) @ H —
L*(v x 0 x p) @ H takes fo,w,,1,n to a function k € L?(v x o x p) ® H given by

k(z,w,t) = S faw,.1.n(z,w,t) = eISWED) W AW, WEW,h,

(first, fa,w,,1,n(2, w,t) is multiplied by the factor e*(¥®+#¥) and then w and t
are swapped). But,
eSWHE QW W, W Wy h = S WD) S VD) o s w, Wy h
= SWHETWT) W WA W, Wi h
h(z,w,t).

That completes the proof. [J
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Chapter 4

Ej-dilation of strongly
commuting CPy-semigroups

In this chapter we prove one of the main results of this thesis: every pair of
strongly commuting CPy-semigroups has an FEy-dilation. This is accomplished
in the first three sections, which are borrowed from [51]. In Section [£4] most
of which is taken from [52], we study the dilation that is constructed in terms
of cocycle conjugacy. This analysis (together with results of Markiewicz) allows
us to close the chapter with a class of concrete examples of strongly commut-
ing CPg-semigroups for which the Eg-dilation that we constructed is cocycle
conjugate to the familiar CCR flow.

4.1 Overview of the Muhly—Solel approach to
dilation

In this section we describe the approach of Muhly and Solel to dilation of CP-
semigroups on von Neumann algebras. This approach was used by Muhly and
Solel to dilate CP-semigroups over N and R4 [36], and later by Solel for semi-
groups over N2 [60]. Our program is to adapt this approach for semigroups over
S=R2.

4.1.1 The basic strategy

Let © be a CP-semigroup over the semigroup S, usually acting on a von Neu-
mann algebra M of operators in B(H). The dilation is carried out in two main
steps. In the first step, a product system of M’-correspondences X over S is
constructed, together with a c.c. representation (o, T) of X on H, such that for
alla e M,s € S, .

S

Os(a) =Ts (Ixi ®a) Ty (4.1.1)
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where T is the restriction of T to X (s). In [36, Proposition 2.21], it is proved
that for any c.c. representation (o,T) of a W*-correspondence & over a W*-
algebra A/, the mapping a — i (IX(S) ® a) i* is a normal, completely positive
map on o(N)" (for all s). It is also shown that if T is isometric then this map
is multiplicative. Having this in mind, one sees that a natural way to continue
the process of dilation will be to “dilate” (o,T) to an isometric representation.

Definition 4.1.1 Let A be a C*-algebra, X be a product system of A-correspondences
over the semigroup S, and (0,T) a c.c. representation of X on a Hilbert space

H. An isometric dilation of (0,T) is an isometric representation (p,V) of X

on a Hilbert space K O H, such that

(i) H reduces p and p(a)|H = PHp(a)‘H =o(a), for all a € A;

(i1) for all s € S,x € X5, one has PHVS(x)‘KeH =0;

(iii) for all s € S,z € X, one has PyVi(z)|, = Ts(x).

Such a dilation is called minimal in case the smallest subspace of K containing
H and invariant under every Vi(x), z € X,s € S, is all of K.

It will be convenient at times to regard an isometric dilation as a quadruple
(K, u,V,p), where (p,V) are as above and v : H — K is an isometry.

Constructing a minimal isometric dilation (K, u,V, p) of the representation
(0, T) appearing in equation ([LIT]) constitutes the second step of the dilation
process. Then one has to show that if R = p(M’)’, and « is defined by

as(a) =V (IX(S) ® a) Vs* , a €ER,

then the quadruple (K, u, R, ) is an E-dilation for (©, M). In [35], [36] and [60],
it is proved that any c.c. representation of a product system over N, R, or N2
(in the latter two, X is assumed to be a product system of W*-correspondences,
and o is assumed to be normal), has a minimal isometric dilation. Moreover, it
is shown that if X is a product system of W*-correspondences and ¢ is assumed
to be normal then p is also normal. When the product system is over N or R,
the minimal isometric dilation is also unique. From these results, the authors
deduce the existence of an E-dilation of a CP-semigroup © acting on a von
Neumann algebra M. When © is a CP-semigroup over S = R} and H is
separable, then « is shown to be an E-semigroup that is a minimal dilation.

4.1.2 Description of the construction of the product sys-
tem and representation for one parameter semigroups

In this subsection we give a detailed description of Muhly and Solel’s con-
struction of the product system and c.c. representation associated with a one-
parameter CP-semigroup [36]. This construction lies on the foundations set by
Arveson in [4]. We shall use this construction in Section We note that the
original construction in [36] was carried out for CPg-semigroups, but it works
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just as well for CP-semigroups, and that no use is made of the continuity with
respect to t.

Let © = {©;}+>0 be a CP-semigroup acting on a von Neumann algebra M
of operators in B(H). Let B(t) denote the collection of partitions of the closed
unit interval [0,¢], ordered by refinement. For p € B(t), we define a Hilbert
space Hy ; by

Hy .= M®e, M®eo,, , M® - ®e,,  H,

1

where p = {0 = tg < t1 < t3 < -+ < t, = t}, and the right-hand side of
the above equation is the Hausdorff completion of the algebraic tensor product
MRIM® ---® H with respect to the inner product

Mo T, hS1® -5, k) =
(h,O1—t, (T7O1, y—t, »(Ty_1- O (TyS1) - Spn—1)Sn)k).

H, ; is a left M-module via the action S-(Th ®---®@T, ®h) = ST1®---QT,Qh.
We now define the intertwining spaces

Lo(H, Hyy)={X € B(H,H,,):¥S € M.XS = 5-X}.

The inner product
<X1, X2> = XTXQ,

for X; € Lam(H, Hyp ), together with the right and left actions
(XR)h := X(Rh),

and
(RX)h:=(I® ---®I® R)Xh,

for R € M, X € Lr(H, Hyp ), make Lyq(H, Hy ) into a W*-correspondence
over M.

The Hilbert spaces Hy; and W*-correspondences Laq(H, Hy +) form induc-
tive systems as follows. Let p,p’ € B(¢), p < p’. In the particular case where
p={0 =ty < -+ < tp <tpp1 < - <t, =thand p’ = {0 =ty <
e <t < T < tgy1 < oo < t, = t}, we can define a Hilbert space isometry
Vo - Hp)t — Hp/7t by

V(11 ®  @Tht1 @Tyo® - T, @h) =
N QT RIRT o ® - T, ®h.
This map gives rise to an isometry of W*-correspondences v : Laq(H, Hp+) —
L_/\/[(H, Hp/,t) by U(X) = Vg © X.

Now, if p < p’ are any partitions in B(t), then we can define vy p p : Hyr —

Hyy and vy p : Laqg(H, Hyt) = Laq(H, Hy +) by composing a finite number

of maps such as vy and v constructed in the previous paragraph, and we get
legitimate arrow maps. Now one can form two different direct limits:

Hy = @(Hp,tavom,p/)
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and
B(t) = lin(Laq(H, Hy. 1), vp.pr)-

The inductive limit also supplies us with embeddings of the blocks vgp o0 :
Hy,: — Hy and vp oo : LM(H, Hp ) = E(t). One can also define intertwining
spaces Laq(H, Hy), each of which has the structure of an M’-correspondence,
and these spaces are isomorphic as W*-correspondences to the spaces E(t).
{E(t)}+>0 is the product system of M’-correspondences that we are looking for.
We have yet to describe the c.c. representation (o,T') that will “represent” ©
as in equation L) (with X (s) replaced by F(s)).

The sought after representation is the so called “identity representation”,
which we now describe. First, we set ¢ = Ty = iday. Next, let ¢ > 0. For
p={0=1ty <--- <t, =t} the formula

wh)=1I®---0I®h
defines an isometry ¢, : H — H}, ;, with adjoint given by the formula
L;(Xl ®--® Xn ® h) = @t*tn—l(@tnflftn72(' N (@tl (Xl)XQ) N anl)Xn)h

For p’ a refinement of p, one computes tp = Ly ©V0,p,pr- This induces a unique
map ¢; : H; — H that satisfies ¢} 0 v9 p,00 = L;;. The c.c. representation T; on
E(t) is given by

Ty(X) =1 o X,
where we have identified E(t) with L (H, Hy).

4.2 Representing strongly commuting CP-semigroups

As we mentioned in the previous section, our program is to prove that every two
strongly commuting CPy-semigroups have an Eg-dilation using the Muhly-Solel
approach, which consists of two main steps. In this section we concentrate on
the first step: the representation of a pair of strongly commuting CP-semigroups
using a product system representation via a formula such as equation ([EI.T])
above.

Throughout this section and the following one, M will be a von Neumann
algebra acting on a Hilbert space H. There is a natural correspondence between
two parameter semigroups of maps and pairs of commuting one parameter semi-
groups. Indeed, if {R;};>0 and {S;}+>0 are two semigroups that commute (that
is, for all t,s > 0, RSy = SiRs) then we can define a two parameter semigroup
Py = RsSp. And if we begin with a semigroup {P(t,s)}(t,s)eRiv then we can
define a commuting pair of semigroups by R; = F;0) and S; = Poy). It is
not trivial that P is continuous (in the relevant sense) if and only if R and S
are — it follows from the fact that (s, X) — Rs(X) is jointly continuous in the
weak topology (we shall make this argument precise in Lemma £32]). From
now on we fix the notation in the preceding paragraph, and we shall use either
{P(t,s)}(t,s)eRi or the pair {R;}+>0 and {S:}+>0 to denote a fixed two-parameter
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CP-semigroup, and we shall assume in addition that R and S strongly commute.
Note also that if {a;}>0 and {5;}1>0 are commuting E-dilations of { R, };>0 and
{St}t>0 acting on the same von Neumann algebra, then {a:f8s}: s>0 is an E-
dilation of {P(t7s)}(t75)€Rz+, and vice versa.

4.2.1 Representing a pair of strongly commuting CP-semigroups
via the identity representation

By the discussion in Section B.4.5 two CP maps that commute strongly may
do so in more than one way. Once and for all we fix a family {Us,t}(s,t)eRi of
unitaries that makes R and S commute strongly (as in Definition B3.1]), and
we also fix the family of corresponding associated maps {vg, s,} (as in Lemma

Let {E(t)}+>0, {F(t) }+>0 denote the product systems (of W*-correspondences
over M') associated with {R;};>0 and {S;};>0, respectively, and let T2, T* be
the corresponding identity representations (as described in Section 1.2). For
s,t >0, we denote by 0F, and 0f, the unitaries

Hft cE(s)@m E(t) — E(s+t),

and
05, : F(s) @am F(t) = F(s +1).

Proposition 4.2.1 Forall s,t > 0 there is an isomorphism of W*-correspondences
st E(s) @m F(t) = F(t) @ E(s). (4.2.1)

The isomorphisms {ps}si>0, together with the identity representations TF,
TF, satisfy the “commutation” relation:

TSE(IE(S) @ T)) = TtF(IF(t) QTE) o (psr ®@Ig) ,t,5>0. (4.2.2)

Proof. = We shall adopt the notation used in subsection (with a few
changes), and follow the proof of [60, Proposition 5.6]. Fix s,¢ > 0. Let p =
{0=s0 <s1<...<8y =s} be a partition of [0, s]. We define

HE = M®g, M®g,, . Mg H

sg—s1 Sm—Sm—1

and we define (for a partition q) Hy in a similar manner. If ¢ = {0 =to < t; <
... <tn =1}, we also define

H;?ZJS:M@RSI"'@R 1M®Sl'.'®5tn—t H.

Sm = Sm— n—1

S,R . L S,R,S 7rS,R,S,R
H," is defined similarly. We can go on to define H o HYy o ete.

Recall that E(s) is the direct limit of the directed system (L (H, H}), vp /).

Similarly, we shall write (L (H, Hqs),uq)q/) for the directed system that has
F(t) as its limit. We write vy oo, Uq,00 for the limit isometric embeddings.
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We proceed to construct an isomorphism
st E(s) @ F(t) = F(t) ® E(s)
that has the desired property. Let p ={0 =50 < $1 < ... < 8, = s} and q =
{0=1tp <t; <...<t, =t} bepartitions of [0, s] and [0, ], respectively. Denote
by I'p.q the map from £y (H, HF)@ L (H, H) into L (H, Hi’pR) given by X ®

Yi—» (I®I---I®X)Y. Asexplained in [36, Lemma 3.2], T, 4 is an isomorphism.
We define I'y , to be the corresponding map from Laq(H, HqS) ® Ly (H, Hf)
into L (H, H,f;,s). Let u : HqS”pR — H,fas be the isomorphism from Proposition
BL6, and define W : La(H, Hyy') — Laa(H, Hy;?) by W(Z) = wo Z. The
argument from [60, Proposition 5.6] can be repeated here to show that ¥ is an
isomorphism of W*-correspondences. Define ty q : La(H, HF)@ L (H, HY) —
Lam(H,HY) @ Ly (H, HJY) by

_ 1
tpg=TgpoWoly,.

Define maps W1 : H — H and Wy : H — HJ by Wih = IQg,---I®g, . _ h
and Whh = I ®g, ---I<§§>5tn*tw1 h. Also, let Uy : Hﬁ — Hi’f and Us :
HS — Hy%Y be the maps U6 = I ®g, [+ 1 ®s, ,  €and Usn = I @,

I---I®g . 1 Just as in [60], we have that

WU = W3 Uju, (4.2.3)

and that, for X € Ly(H, Hf), we have Uf(I ® ---I ® X) = XWy. Now, for
X € La(H, HE) and Y € Lyg(H, HY),

UiTh o X®@Y)=Uf(I®1--- 10 X)Y = XW;Y. (4.2.4)

If we define (T, id) i to be the identity representation of Lx(H,HJ'), and
(qu, id) to be the identity representation of £ (H, Hqs), (see the closing para-
graph in subsection L1.2)), then (£Z4)) implies that, for h € H,

WiU; (Cpo(X @ Y)h = TRXOTS(YV)h=TRI @ TP)(X @Y @ h). (4.2.5)
On the other hand, using (ZZ3)) and an analog of ([{L21),

WU (Tp (X @Y)h = WU (U7 Tqp 0ty o(X @ Y))h
=WiUiu" (Typ oty (X ®@Y))h
= W;UJ(Pq,p © tp,q(X ® Y))h
=TP(IT @ T (tpg(X @Y) @ ).

IWatch out - we have here a little problem with notation - this resembles TtE s TtF that we
defined above, but both the subscript and the superscript have here a different meaning.
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Let us summarize what we have accumulated up to this point. For fixed
s,t > 0, and any two partitions p, q of [0, s] and [0, ¢], respectively, we have a
Hilbert space isomorphism

tpa: Laa(H HE) @ Laq(H, HY ) = Laa(H,HY ) @ Laq(H, HJY)

satisfying _ B _ B
TRIQTY) =T (I 9T (tp,q ® In). (4.2.6)
These maps induce an isomorphism tp, o : Lar(H, HE)QF (t) = F(t)QL(H, HY)
that satisfies
tpoo( @ Ugo0) = (Ug,o0 @ I)tp q- (4.2.7)

(The definition we gave for strong commutativity of semigroups is tailor-made
to make the previous sentence true). Plugging (L2Z7) in (£2.6) we obtain

T @TY) =T (uh oo @ Ty (tp.oo @ 1) (I @ g o0 ® Inr).

The discussion before Theorem 3.9 in [36] imply that ftF(uqﬁoo ®I) = qu, or,
letting pq denote the projection in F(t) onto uq,eo(Lam(H, HY)),

TF (pg ® I) = TS (uf o0 @ Inr).
The last two equations sum up to
Tf(f ® TtF)(I ®pq @ In) = TtF(pq ® Tv;aR)(tp,oo @ Ig)(I ®@pq @ In),
which implies, in the limit,
TRISTE) = T (Irwy © T (tp,e @ In).

Repeating this “limiting process” in the argument p, we obtain a map tos,o0 :
E(s) @ F(t) — F(t) ® E(s), which we re-label as ¢, ;, that satisfies [@22).
The above procedure can be done for all s,¢ > 0, giving isomorphisms {¢; ¢}
satisfying the commutation relation ({2.2). O

Our aim now is to construct a product system X over Ri and a c.c. rep-
resentation T of X that will lead to a representation of {P(s,t)}(s,t)eRi as in
equation ({I11]). Proposition L 2.T]is a key ingredient in the proof that the rep-
resentation that we define below gives rise to such a representation. But before
going into that we need to carefully construct the product system X.

We define

X(s,t) := E(s) ® F(t),

and
O(s,t),(sr.t) - X (5, 8) @ X(s',t') = X(s+ 8", t + 1),

by
9(5)15)7(51)15/) = (GSE)S/ ® 9£t/) O (I X <P;,1t X I)
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To show that {X(s,t)}:s>0 is a product system, we shall need to show that
“the 6’s make the tensor product into an associative multiplication”, or simply:

e(s,t),(s/Jrs“,t’th”) o (I ® e(slyt/)ﬁ(s//ﬁt//)) = 9(s+s’,t+t’),(s”,t”) o (H(Syt)ﬂ(s/yt/) ® I),
(4.2.8)
for s,s',s" ¢, t', ¢/ > 0.

Proposition 4.2.2 X = {X(s,t)}; s>0 s a product system. That is, equation

(7-2-8) holds.

Proof. The proof is nothing but a straightforward and tedious computation,
using Proposition .33

Let s,s',s"”,t,t',t" > 0, and let p,p’,p”,q,4q",q” be partitions of the corre-
sponding intervals. It is enough to show that the maps on both sides of equation
H#28) give the same result when applied to an element of the form

(=XYVX' Y eX"aY",

where X € La(H, Hﬁ), Y € Lpm(H, Hglg), etc. Let us operate first on ¢ with
the right-hand side of ([A21).
Now

Osiorin(X @Y @ X' @Y) = (0, ©05,) (X 0,8 (Y 8 X)0Y),

where 95,;:’ is the restriction of 07, to La(H, HY)® L (H, Hff), eiq’ is defined
similarly, and ¢,/ 4 is the map defined in Proposition 211 Looking at the
definition of ¢,/ 4, we see that tﬁq YoX)= F;}q (Uprsqo (I ®Y)X'). Here
Uy sq denotes the unitary Hﬁ:f — Hti’pj,% given by Proposition Assume
that

Upsgo (I@Y)X = (I @ )y;.

%

Then
I Upgo (I@Y)X) =) 2@y,
therefore,
Oy (v )X QY @X' @Y) =Y (T0X)z; @ (I0y,)Y'.
So,

0(S+S’,t+t’),(s”,t”) O (9(5)15)7(517,5/) X I)C =
Z (Hf,vpﬂ,)pn & 95’\/q+t’,q”) [(I X X).’L'l X Pp_”l,q’Vq—i-t/ (UP”Hq’Vq—H’ o (I ® (I ® yz)Y/)X”) ® Y// ]

3

Repeated application of Proposition [3.3.3]shows that, and this is a crucial point,
Upr sqrvgrtr = (I ® UPN(_)q)(UpN(_)q/ ® I) Thus

Upresqrvgre 0 ([0 (T@y)Y) X" = (1@ Upreq) [ 01 @ y:) (Uprorg (I @ Y)X").
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Write Uprergr o (I @ Y') X" as 37 ,(I ® a;j)bj. Then we have
Uprsgrvgrr © (I @ (I @y)Y) X" = Z(I @ Uprq) I @ T @ yi)(I @ a;)b;
J

= Z (I ® [UP”Hq o(I® yi)aj}) b;.

J

We now write Upresqg o (I @ yi)aj as Y, (I ® A; jx)Bij k. With this notation,
we get

Os+s7 1417, (s,1) © (O(s,t,(s7,0r) @ 1) =

Y (UIIX)I®)Aijr) @ (IR B ;) (I ®b)Y").
1,5,k

Now let us operate first on ¢ with the left-hand side of (ZZZ8]), repeating all
the steps that we have made above:

9(5’,t’),(s”,t”)(X/ ® Y/ ® XN ® YN) == (95 p// ® 95; q//) (X/ ® tp// CI (Y/ ® XN) ® YN)
—Z (I®X"a; @ (I2b)Y",

thus,

e(syt)7(sl+sll7tl+t//) o (I ® 0(8’,t’),(s” t” )C -
Z (epE,p”\/p’-i-s” ® eiq”\/q’—i-t”) |:X ® Fpuvp '+5".q (UP”VPI+SI’<—>C| o (I ® (I ® Y)X/)G/J) ® (I ® bJ)Y” .

J
As above, we factor Upivpris7irq a8 (Uprrsg @ 1)(I ® Uprisg), to obtain
Up”\/p/-i-sW—)q o (I® (I ® Y)X/) L= Z(UPHHCI ® I) (o) (I ® (I® xz)yl)a/]
= Z IQRIQx;)(Uprisg@I)o(IQy;)a;

Z (IRT@x)(I® Aijr)Bijk
i,k

So we get

9(5 t) (S +s! !+ t”) o (I ® 9(51 t’ s t” )C =
Y (UeleX)(Ie Ii)Ai,j,k) (I®T® B k) @b)Y"),
1,5,k

and this is exactly the same expression as we obtained for 054 1447, (57 ,¢7) (0(s,1), (s )@

¢ O
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Theorem 4.2.3 There exists a two parameter product system of M’-correspondences
X, and a completely contractive, covariant representation T of X into B(H),
such that for all (s,t) € Ri_ and all a € M, the following identity holds:

Tis.yIx(s.) ® )T (s ) = Plsy(a). (4.2.9)
Furthermore, if P is unital, then T is fully coisometric.
Proof. As above, define
X(s,t) := E(s) ® F(t).

By Proposition 222 X is a product system. For s,t > 0, £ € FE(s) and
n € F(t), we define a representation T of X by

Tis (€ @m) =TT (n).

It is clear that for fixed s,z > 0, T(, ), together with o = ida, extends to a
covariant representation of X (s,t) on H. In addition,

f(s,t) = TSE(IE(S) ®T)), (4.2.10)

SO ||T(S7t)|| < 1. By [35, Lemma 3.5}, T(, s is completely contractive. Also, if
P is unital, so are R and S, thus 7% and T* are fully coisometric, whence T’
is fully coisometric. We turn to show that for 1 € X(s1,t1), 22 € X(s2,12),

Ty +82,t1+12) (@1 @ T2) = Ty 40) (21) T3 0) (22)-
Let & € E(si),ni € F(t;), i = 1,2. Put ® = Ig(s,)®@sy 1, @ Ipt,). Treating
the maps 67 9,{‘:7,52 as identity maps, we have that ® : X (s1 + s2,t1 + t2) —

81,827

X (s1,t1) ® X(s2,t2). We need to show that
Tisi4s,t1+t2) (PTG @M @& @N2)) = T(sy,00)(&1 @ M) T (53,8 (&2 @ 12).
But for this it suffices to show that
Tis) (25t M@ €)) = To,(MT(s0)(§) &€ E(s),n € F(t).
Let h € H. Now, on the one hand, recalling (£2.2)), we have
T(s.0) Iy @T(0,0) (051 (12E)®R) = T(0,0) (L (ey®T(s,0)) (NREDR) = T,y (1) T (5,0 (€) .
On the other hand, writing > & ® n; for cp;% (n® &), we have
Tis.0)Ip(s) @ To,0) (05t @& @ h) = T(s.0)(& @ Tio,0y(mi)h)
= Tis0)(&)T(0.0) (i)

= T{s,) (Z & @ni)h
=Ty (5t (M@ )
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so we conclude that T{g 4 (§)T(s,0)(n) = T(s,0) (054 (N ® €)), as required.
Finally, using [36, Theorem 3.9] (which is equation LTl for one parameter
CP-semigroups), we easily compute for a € M:

Tsty(Ix(s,) ® a )T(S = T(5.0)Ir(s) @ T(0.6) T(s) @ Iry ® a)(Ip(s) © T(B,t))f(z,o)

= T(s.0)(Tn(s) © Si(a)T(, )
Ry(St(a)) = Pspy(a).

This concludes the proof. O

4.3 Ey-dilation of a strongly commuting pair of
CPy-semigroups

In the last two sections we worked out the two main steps in the Muhly-Solel
approach to dilation. In this section we will put together these two steps and
take care of the remaining technicalities. It is convenient to begin by proving a
few technical lemmas.

4.3.1 CP-semigroups and some of their continuity prop-
erties

Lemma 4.3.1 Let N be a von Neumann algebra, let S be an abelian, cancella-
tive semigroup with unit 0, and let X be a product system of N -correspondences
over §. Let W be completely contractive covariant representation of X on a
Hilbert space G, such that Wy is unital. Then the family of maps

Oy ars Wy(Ix @)W, a€ Wo(NY,

is a semigroup of CP maps (indexed by S) on Wo(N)'. Moreover, if W is an
isometric (a fully coisometric) representation, then O is a x-endomorphism (a
unital map) for all s € S.

Proof. By Proposition 2.21 in [30], {©;}scs is a family of contractive, normal,

completely positive maps on Wy(N)'. Moreover, these maps are unital if W

is a fully coisometric representation, and they are *-endomorphisms if W is an
isometric representation. All that remains is to check that © = {O,} ;¢ s satisfies
the semigroup condition ©; 0 ©; = O,1;. Fix a € Wo(N)'. For all s,t € S,
65(615(0/)) = Ws (Ix(s) ® (Wt(IX(t) )Wt )) W*
= Wi(Ixs) ® Wi)(Ix(s) @ Ix(y ® a)(Ix(s) @ W )W;

st (Ust @ 1) (Ix(s) ® Ix ) ® a)(Uy )} ® o)Wy,

s+t(IX(s t) Ka )Ws*th
- @ert( )
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Using the fact that Wy is unital, we have

Oo(a)h = Wo(In ® a)Wy h

=Wo(In ®a)(I @ h)
= Wo(IN)ah
= ah,

thus ©g(a) =a for alla € N. O

Lemma 4.3.2 Let {R;}1>0 and {St}i>0 be two commuting CP-semigroups on
M C B(H), where H is a separable Hilbert space. Then the two parameter
CP-semigroup P defined by

P(s,t) = RS,

is a CP-semigroup, that is, for all a € M, the map R% > (s,t) — Pis(a) is
weakly continuous. Moreover, P is jointly continuous on Rﬁ_ X M, endowed
with the standardx weak-operator topology.

Proof. Let (sp,t,) — (s,t) € RZ, and let a, — a € M. By [36, Proposi-
tion 4.1], CP-semigroups are jointly continuous in the standard x weak-operator
topology, so St, (a,) — Si(a) in the weak operator topology. By the same
proposition used once more,

Pls, ) (an) = Ry, (St (an)) = Rs(Si(a)) = Ps.p)(a)

where convergence is in the weak operator topology. [

The above lemma shows that, given two commuting CPg-semigroups { R }+>0
and {S;}+>0, we can form a two-parameter CP-semigroup { P, )} = {RsSt}s,t>0
which satisfies the natural continuity conditions. For the theorem below, we will
need P to satisfy a stronger type of continuity. This is the subject of the next
two lemmas.

Lemma 4.3.3 Let S be a topological semigroup with unit 0, and let {Ws}ses
be a semigroup over S of CP maps on a von Neumann algebra R C B(H). Let
A C TR be a sub C*-algebra of R such that for all a € A,

Ws(a) Yol a

as s — 0. Then for all a € A,

Wt+s (CL) ﬁ Wt (a)

as s — 0.

Proof. One can repeat, almost word for word, the proof of the first half of
Proposition 4.1 in [36], which addresses the case S =R. O
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Lemma 4.3.4 Let © = {©;};>0 be a CP-semigroup on M C B(H), where H
1s a separable Hilbert space. Then © is jointly strongly continuous, that is, for
all h € H, the map

(t,a) — O(a)h

18 continuous in the standardx strong-operator topology.

Proof. First, assume that © is an E-semigroup. Let (¢,,a,) — (t,a) in the
standard x strong-operator topology in Ry x M, and h € H.

18¢, (an)h = ©c(a)h|* = (8¢, (an)h||* — 2Re(Or, (an)h, Oc(a)h) + |O:(a)h]?,

since © is continuous in the standard xweak-operator topology, it is enough to
show that ||©;, (an)h|* = ||©:(a)h]]?. But

I8¢, (an)hl* = (O4, (aan)h, h) = (O:(a”a)h, h) = [|©:(a)h]?,

because a} a, — a*a in the weak-operator topology, and © is jointly continuous
with respect to this topology. Thus © is also jointly continuous with respect to
the strong-operator topology.

Now let © be an arbitrary CP-semigroup, and let (K,u,R,a) be an E-
dilation of ©. Then for all a € M,t € Ry,

O¢(a) = u* oy (uau™)u,

whence © inherits the required type of joint continuity from «. O
From the above lemma one immediately obtains:

Proposition 4.3.5 Let {R;}:>0 and {Si}i>0 be two CP-semigroups on M C
B(H), where H is a separable Hilbert space. Then the two parameter CP-

semigroup P defined by
P(s,t) = RsSt

is strongly continuous, that is, for all a € M, the map R% > (s,t) — P4 (a)
is strongly continuous. Moreover, P is jointly continuous on R x M, endowed
with the standardx strong-operator topology.

4.3.2 The existence of an Ej-dilation

We have now gathered enough tools to prove our main result.

Theorem 4.3.6 Let {R;};>0 and {Si}i>0 be two strongly commuting CPy-
semigroups on a von Neumann algebra M C B(H), where H is a separable
Hilbert space. Then the two parameter CPy-semigroup P defined by

P(s,t) = RSy
has a minimal Ey-dilation (K,u, R,«). Moreover, K is separable.

Proof. We split the proof into the following steps:
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1. Existence of a x-endomorphic dilation (K, u,R,«) for (M, P).
Minimality of the dilation.

Continuity of o on M.

Ll

Separability of K.
5. Continuity of «.

Step 1: Existence of a *-endomorphic dilation

Let X and T be the product system (of M’-correspondences) and the fully
coisometric product system representation given by Theorem[£.2.3] By Theorem
2611 there is a covariant isometric and fully coisometric representation (p, V') of
X on some Hilbert space K 2 H, with p unital. Put R = p(M'); and let u be
the isometric inclusion H — K. Note that, since uH reduces p, p := uu* € R.
We define a semigroup a = {&s}seRi by

as(b) =V,(I@bVs, scR2,beR.

By Lemma 3.l above, & is a semigroup of unital, normal *-endomorphisms of
R. The (first part of the) proof of Theorem 2.24 in [36] works in this situation
as well, and shows that _

M =u"Ru (4.3.1)

and that
Ps(u*bu) = u*as(b)u (4.3.2)

for all b € 7€, s € Ri. Note that we cannot use that theorem directly, because
for fixed s € S, X(s) is not necessarily the identity representation of P;. For
the sake of completeness, we repeat the argument (with some changes).

By Theorem 256711 for all a € M’, u*p(a)u = o(a), and by definition, o(a) =
a, thus _

W R = u*p( M) = (u* p(M)u) = (M) = M,

where the second equality follows from the fact that uH reduces p(M’). This
establishes (@3.1)), which allows us to make the identification M = pRp C R.
To obtain {A3.2)), we fix s € RF and b € R, and we compute

Py(u*bu) = To(I @ u*bu)fs*
(+) = w* Vo (I @ u)(I @ u*bu)(I @ u*)Viu
(x%) = u* V(I ® b)‘N/S*u

5~

= u*as(b)u.

The equalities marked by (*) and (**) are justified by items 2l and [l of Theorem
2.6T], respectively. Equation (32)) implies that p is a coinvariant projection.
Since & is unital, we have &;(p) > p for all ¢t € R%, that is, p is an increasing
projection.
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Even though we started out with a minimal isometric representation V' of
T, we cannot show that & is a minimal dilation of P. We define

R=w| |J awm)|. (4.3.3)

2
teR?

This von Neumann algebra is invariant under &, and we denote o = &|g. Now
it is immediate that (p, R, ) is a *-endomorphic dilation of (M, P). Indeed,
for all b € R and all ¢t € R%,

pat(b)p = par(b)p = Pi(pbp),

because (p, 75, @) is a dilation of (M, P). Tt is also clear that M = pRp.

The only issue left to handle is the continuity of a. We now define two one-
parameter semigroups on R: 8 = {Bi}1>0 and v = {V}+>0 by Bt = a(,0) and
Yt = (o). Clearly, 3 and vy are semigroups of normal, unital *-endomorphisms
of R. If we show that K is separable, then by Lemma [£3.2] once we show that
B and 7y are Eg-semigroups — that is, possess the required weak continuity — then
we have shown that « is an Eg-semigroup. The rest of the proof is dedicated to
showing that S and v are Eg-semigroups and that K is separable. But before
we do that, we must show that the dilation is minimal, and, in fact, a bit more.

Step 2: Minimality of the dilation

What we really need to prove is that

K =\ ) M)t(s, 0, ) (M) -+ 0 1) (M), 0)(M)as,, 0y (M) - sy 0) (M) H
(4.3.4)

where in the right-hand side of the above expression we run over all strictly

positive pairs (s,t) € R and all partitions {0 = sp < ... < sp, = s} and

{0 =ty <...<t, =t}of [0,s] and [0,¢]. We shall also need an analog of

#34) with the roles of the first and second “time variables” of « replaced, but

since the proof is very similar we shall not prove it.

Recall that

K =\/{Vis(X(s,t)H : (s,t) € R} }.
Thus, it suffices to show that for a fixed (s,t) € R2,

Vieoy(X (s, ) H = \/ (s,0) (M) - 00 (M) (s, 0) (M) s,y 0y (M) -+ sy 0) (M) H
(4.3.5)
where in the right-hand side of the above expression we run over all partitions
{0=s0<...<spm=stand {0=tg < ...<t, =1t} of [0,s] and [0,1].
To show that we can consider only s and ¢ strictly positive, we note that if
u,v € Ri, then
Va(X () H = Vi(Ix () @ Vo) (Ix () ® Vi) (X (u) ® H)
= VulIx(w) ® Vo)Uxw) @ T)(X(v) ® H)
= ~u+v(X(u) ® in)
C Vo (X (u+v))H.
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We now turn to establish (£3.5]). Recall the notation and constructions of
Sections T2 and 27Tt

X(s,t) == E(s) @ F(t),

and
Tis) (€ @) := TE (T (n),

where (E,TF) and (F,T¥) are the product systems and representations repre-
senting R and S via Muhly and Solel’s construction as described in By
Lemma 4.3 (2) of [36], for all r > 0,

\VA{sw ®a)(TF)'h:ae Mhe H} =& @ H,
where &, = Ly (H, H[) with the partition p = {0 = o < r; = r}. Similarly,
\A{Irey @a)(TF)h:ae MheH} =F, @ H
Fix s,t > 0. Under the obvious identifications, if we go over all the partitions
{0=s0<...<8p=stand {0 =t < ... < t, =t} of [0,s] and [0,¢], the
collection of correspondences

851 ®552—51®"'®6 ®ft1®...®‘7_—tn_t7171

Sm—Sm—1

is dense in X (s,t). Using Lemma 4.3 (2) of [36] repeatedly, we obtain

Qs rtn) (M) - (s, 1) (M), 0) (M)a(sm Loy (M) g, 0)(M)H

:a(smvt")(M)""/(le (Isl 0)®M) leH
= a(Sm;tn)(M) o ‘/(51, (I 51)0) ® M)( )
= a(snl;tn)(M) e ‘/(527 (I 82,0) ® M)VS2 0 ‘/(51)0)(551 ® H)

But

Visa.0)Vis1.0) = (51,0 © Vi, —51.0) Visa,00 Vis1.0) = (s1,0) ® V(52 51,0)):
so we get
A(s ) (M) s, ) (M) s,y 0) (M) s,y 0) (M) - 0y 0) (M) H
= a(sm,tn)(M) U ‘/(52,0) (I (s2,0) ® M)( (s1,0) ® ‘/(52 $1,0) )(581 ® H)
= O‘(sm,tn)(M) o Viss,0) (Es, ®Esy—s, @ H).

Continuing this way, we see that

Qspitn) (M) - 1y (M), 00 (M), 0y (M) - s, 0) (M) H
= ‘/(S,t)(gsl ® 852_51 ® T ® g ® ‘Ftl ® T ® ftn_tnfl)H'

Sm—8m—1
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Since this computation works for any partition of [0, s] and [0, t], we have (Z3.3)).
This, in turn, implies ([@34]), which is what we have been after.
Now it is a simple matter to show that (p, R,«) is a minimal dilation of

(M, P). First, note that by (3.4
= [RpK].

In light of ([@33)), Definitions [.O.TH and [0.0.16 and Proposition [LO.IT, we have
to show that the central support of p in R is Ix. But this follows by a standard
(and short) argument, which we omit.

Step 3: Continuity of f and v on M

We shall now show that function R4 3 ¢ — §;(a) is strongly continuous from

the right for each a € A := C* (UteRg+ at(M)). Of course, the same is true for

v as well.
Let k1 = 3, s, (mi)hi and kg = 3° oy (nj)g; bein K, where s; = (s}, s7),t; =

1%

(t;,15) € R, mi,n; € R and hy,g; € H. By ([@34), we may consider only
sl,tjl > 0. Take a € M and t > 0. For the following computations, we may
assume that k1 and ko are given by finite sums, and we take ¢t < min{t}, s

We will abuse notation a bit by denoting (¢,0) by t. Now compute:

(Be(a)k, k2) = Z<0<t(a)as- (mi)hi, o, (nj)g;)

J’l

= Z o, (n})ag(a)as, (mq)hi, gj)
= Z o (ag;—o(nf)acs, —(mi)) hi, g;)
= Z P Patj—t ')papasi—t(mi)p) hi79j>

= Z Py, (P, —+(pnip)aPs,—(pmip)) hi, g;)
4,J
t—0 «
=5 (P, (pnp)aPs, (pmip)hi, g;)
4,
=Y (aas, (mi)hs, ar, (ny)g;)
4,J
= <ak17 k2>7
where we have made use of the joint strong continuity of P (Proposition d3.5]).
This implies that for all a € M, ay(a) — a weakly as ¢ — 0. It follows from
Lemma [£.3.3] that $ is strongly right continuous on UteRi ar (M), whence it is
also strongly right continuous on A := C* (Ute]Rg+ ozt(M)).
Step 4: Separability of K
As we have already noted in Step 2, from ([{.34) it follows that

K = \/{ow, (a1) - o, (ax)h : u; € RY 0, € M, h € H}.
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We define
Ko = \/{1t, (B, (1)) -+ -1, (Boy (ar)) = 50, ti € Q0 € M, h € HY,
and
K1 = \/{3,(Bs, (@) - 70, (Bsic (ar))h 55 € Ryt € Qa5 € M, h € HY.

K is clearly separable. Because of the normality of 7, the strong right continuity
of 8 on M and the fact that multiplication is strongly continuous on bounded
subsets of R, we can assert that Ky = Kj, thus K; is separable. Now from the
strong right continuity of v on A and the continuity of multiplication, we see
that K = K;, whence it is separable.

Step 5: Continuity of «

Recall that all that we have left to show is that 8 and = possess the desired
weak continuity. We shall concentrate on 3.

A short summary of the situation: we have a semigroup 8 of normal, unital x-
endomorphisms defined on a von Neumann algebra R (which acts on a separable
Hilbert space K), and there is a weakly dense C*-algebra A C R such that for
alla € A k € K, the function Ry > 7+ S.(a)k € K is right continuous. From
this, we want to conclude that for all b € R, and all k1, ks € K, the map

T <B-,—(b)k1, kz)

is continuous. This problem was already handled by Arveson in [7] and by
Muhly and Solel in [36]. For completeness, we give some shortened variant of
their arguments.

For every b € R, there is a sequence {a,} in A weakly converging to b.
Thus, for every b € R and every k1, ko, € K, the function 7 — (3, (b)k1, k2) is the
pointwise limit of the sequence of right continuous functions 7 — (B (a,)k1, ka),
so it is measurable. It now follows from [7, Proposition 2.3.1] (which, in turn,
follows from well known results in the theory of operator semigroups) that 3
has the continuity that makes it into an Eg-semigroup. O

Loosely speaking, the whole point of dilation theory is to present a certain
object as part of a simpler, better understood object. Theorem[Z.3.6tells us that
under the strong-commutativity assumption, a two-parameter CPg-semigroup
can be dilated to a two parameter Eg-semigroup. Certainly, Eg-semigroups are
a very special case of CPg-semigroups, so we have indeed made the situation
simpler. But did we really? Perhaps P (the CP(-semigroup) was acting on a
very simple kind of von Neumann algebra, but now « (the dilation) is acting
on a very complicated one? Actually, we did not say much about the structure
of R (the dilating algebra). In this context, we have the following partial, but
quite satisfying, result.

Proposition 4.3.7 If M = B(H), then R = B(K).

Proof. As before, denote the orthogonal projection of K onto H by p. Let
q € B(K) be a projection in R’. In particular, p¢g = gp = pgp, so gp is a
projection in B(H) which commutes with B(H), thus gp is either 0 or I.
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If it is O then for all ¢; ERi,mi e M,he H,
qo, (ml) T Oy (mk)h = Oy (ml) c Qg (mk)qph =0,

so gK =0 and ¢g =0.
If gp = Iy then for a110<ti€Ri,mi€M,h€H,

qa, (ma) - - ey (mg)h = e, (ma) - - - g (my ) gph

= (ml) T Qg (mk)ha

so gK = K and q = Ix. We see that the only projections in R’ are 0 and Ik,
so R' =C - Ik, hence R=R" = B(K). O

4.4 The type of the dynamics arising in the E;-
dilation of a two-parameter CP(-semigroup

Definition 4.4.1 Let @ = {ai}i>0 and = {Bi}i>0 be two Ey-semigroups
acting on B(H). An a-cocycle is a strongly continuous family of unitaries
{Ui}1>0 such that for all s,t >0,

USth = Usat(Ut)-

B 1is said to be cocycle conjugate to « if there is an a-cocycle {U}i>0 such that
Bi(a) = Urar(a)U for all a € B(H),t > 0. If 8 acts on B(K), where K is a
different Hilbert space, then a is said to be cocycle conjugate to B if there exists
a *-automorphism 0 : B(H) — B(K) such that 0= o 306 is cocycle conjugate
to «.

Cocycle conjugacy is an equivalence relation, and is sometimes referred to as
cocycle equivalence.

Ep-semigroups can be classified - up to cocycle conjugacy - into 3 “types”:
type I, type II and type III. Type I Eg-semigroups are the best understood, and
include automorphism semigroups. There is a complete classification of type I
Eg-semigroups, and it is known that if « is a type I Eg-semigroup that is not a
semigroup of automorphisms, then there is a d € {1,2,...,00} such that « is
cocycle conjugate to the CCR flow of index d. See [7] for the whole story.

In the mid 1990’s Bhat proved the following result, known today as “Bhat’s
Theorem” [10]:

Theorem 4.4.2 (Bhat). Fvery CPy-semigroup has a unique minimal Eg-
dilation.

Bhat’s Theorem aroused much interest, and one of the reasons was because it
opened up a new way of constructing Eg-semigroups. A possible approach could
have been this: construct explicitly a tractable CPg-semigroup, (for example a
CPy-semigroup on the algebra of n X n matrices or more generally a CPg-
semigroup with a bounded generator), and look at its minimal Eg-dilation. It
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was hoped at the time that the resulting Eg-semigroup would turn out to be an
Eg-semigroup that has not been seen before.
These hopes were soon extinguished by results of Arveson and Powers.

Theorem 4.4.3 (Arveson, Theorem 4.8, [6]) Let ¢ be a CPy-semigroup
with a bounded generator. The minimal Ey-dilation of ¢ is of type 1.

Independently, Powers proved that the minimal Eq-dilation of a CPg-semigroup
acting on the algebra M,,(C) of n x n matrices is of type I [44] Theorem 3.10].
Theorems [£.3.6] and [£.4.3] face us against two immediate problems:

1. Figure out the structure of the Eg-dilation of a given two-parameter CP-
semigroup, especially in the simplest case when the CPg-semigroup acts
on M, (C).

2. Try to see whether new Eg-semigroups (necessarily not of type I) can arise
as “parts” of the Ey-dilation of a two-parameter CPy-semigroup which is
“simple” in some sense (e.g. - acts on M, (C)).

In this section, we obtain a partial positive result related to the first problem
and a partial negative result related to the second one. We refer to the notation
of Theorem B3.6l Let {3 := a0y }e>0 and {7y := o) }¢>0 be the particular
commuting Eg-semigroups constructed in the course of the proof of Theorem
[£-5.6 that dilate {R;}+>0 and {S}+>0. The main result of this section is that if
R is not an automorphism semigroup then £ is cocycle conjugate to the minimal
Ep-dilation of R, and that if R is an automorphism semigroup then g is also
an automorphism semigroup. In particular, we conclude that if R is not an
automorphism semigroup and has a bounded generator (in particular, if H is
finite dimensional) then f is a type I Eg-semigroup.

We are still far from solving the two problems mentioned above. The first
problem is not solved because it is not clear whether the cocycle conjugacy
classes of 8 and v determine in any reasonable way the two-dimensional dynamic
behavior of the Eg-semigroup {f8s © Vi }st>0. Let us be a little more concrete
in what we mean by this. One may attempt to define the notion of cocycle
equivalence of two-parameter Eg-semigroups exactly as it was defined for one-
parameter semigroups, the only difference being that cocycles are now two-
parameter families of unitaries. Now assume that 3, and ', are two pairs
of commuting Eg-semigroups such that 3 and v are cocycle conjugate to 3’ and
~', respectively. In this situation, it is not clear whether the two-parameter
semigroups {f8s o Yt }s+> and {B. o v;}s > are cocycle conjugate.

The second problem is not solved because we have not ruled out the pos-
sibility that for some a,b > 0, the one-parameter Eg-semigroup a = {a;}i>0
given by

o := Bag 0 Ypr

is one that has not been seen before.
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4.4.1 Restricting an isometric dilation to a minimal iso-
metric dilation

Let X = {X(s)}ses be a product system, and let T be a c.c. representation of
X on a Hilbert space H. Let V' be an isometric dilation of T" on a Hilbert space
K DO H. Define
L=\/Vi(X(s))H.
sES

Definition 4.4.4 V is called a minimal dilation of T if L = K.

For all s € S and = € X (s), L is invariant under V,(z). As Tp is always assumed
to be a nondegenerate representation, H C L. We define a map Wy : X(s) —
B(L) by

Wi(a) = Vi(@)|, -
W = {Ws}ses is a representation of X on L, and one easily checks that it is

isometric. Most importantly for us, W is also a dilation of T: if s € S, z € X (s)
and h € H, then

PyWi(z)h = PyVi(z)| h
= Ts(x)h.

It is obvious that W is a minimal dilation of T.

Definition 4.4.5 W is called the restriction of V' to a minimal isometric dila-
tion of T'.

The discussion establishes the following theorem:

Theorem 4.4.6 Let X = {X(s)}ses be a product system over S and let T be
a c.c. representation of X. Every isometric dilation of T can be restricted to a
manimal isometric dilation of T .

For our purposes below, we need a specialization of the above theorem:

Proposition 4.4.7 Let X = {X(t)}:t>0 be a product system over Ry and let T
be a fully-coisometric c.c. representation of X on H. FEvery isometric dilation

of T can be restricted to a minimal isometric and fully-coisometric dilation of
T.

Proof. All we have to do is to show that the restriction of any isometric di-
lation of T" to a minimal one is fully-coisometric. By a standard computation the
minimal isometric dilation of T is unique, up to unitary equivalence. Theorem
3.7 in [36] exhibits a minimal isometric dilation of T' that is fully-coisometric.
Thus any minimal isometric dilation of T is fully-coisometric. [
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4.4.2 The main results

Let R = {R:}+>0 and S = {S;}+>0 be two strongly commuting CP(-semigroups
on B(H), with H a separable Hilbert space. Let {; := a0y }¢>0 and {7y; :=
@(0,1) t>0 be the commuting Eo-semigroups constructed in the course of the
proof of Theorem that dilate R and S. The semigroup P, ;) = Rs o0 S; is
given by

Psy(a) = Tis0)(Ix(s,) @ )T ),

where

X(s,t) = E(s) ® F(t), (4.4.1)
Tion(x®y) =T (@)T{ (y) , € E(s),y € F(t), (4.4.2)

and E and T%, F and TT, are the product systems and representations associ-
ated with R and S by the construction from Section

Let V' be the minimal isometric and fully coisometric dilation of 7T". The
dilating Eg-semigroups 8 and « are given by

B/(A) = VEI® AVF , A€ B(K) (4.4.3)
and - .,
W(A) = VF (I AVF | AeB(K),

where V¥ is the representation of E given by
VE@) = Vo 1), o € B, (4.4.4)
and V¥ is the representation of F given by

Vi (y) = V(1@ y) , y € F(1).
Theorem 4.4.8 If R is a semigroup of automorphisms, then so is 3.

Proof. When R is an endomorphism semigroup, E is simply the Arveson
product system associated with R

E(t)={x € B(H) :Va € B(H).R(a)r = za},

and when R; is an automorphism E(t) = CI. T/ is then simply the identity
representation of E(t).

Now FE is a one dimensional product system, and V¥ is a fully-coisometric
and isometric representation of E on a Hilbert space K. Then V.E(I)V,E(I) =
VE,(I®I)=VE,(), so {Vj‘f/(l)} is a semigroup of unitaries. Identifying K

with CI® K and V,F(I) with V, we consider {V,} as a semigroup unitaries. As
the formula [@Z3]) shows, S is given by conjugation with a unitary semigroup,
thus g is an automorphism semigroup. [

Before proceeding, we write down three (probably well known) facts that we
shall need.
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Proposition 4.4.9 Let E be a product system of Hilbert spaces over Ry, and
let T be a c.c. representation of T on H. Let V be the minimal isometric
dilation of T, representing E2 on a Hilbert space G O H. If T is not isometric,
then G is infinite dimensional.

Proof.  Any dilation of the product system representation 7' contains the
minimal dilation of the single c.c. representation T} of the correspondence E(t),
for all £. Thus it is enough to show that the minimal isometric dilation of a
single completely contractive representation that is not isometric represents the
correspondence on an infinite dimensional space. This can be dug out of the
proof of [36, Theorem 2.18]. O

Proposition 4.4.10 Assume that R’s minimal Ey-dilation acts on B(G), where
G D H is a Hilbert space. If R is not an Ey-semigroup itself, then G is infinite
dimensional.

Proof. This follows from the previous proposition and from the uniqueness
of the minimal Eq-dilation, together with Muhly and Solel’s construction of the
minimal Eg-dilation in terms of product system representations and isometric
dilations. [

Proposition 4.4.11 Let v be an Ey-semigroup acting on a separable Hilbert
space G. Let P be an infinite dimensional projection in B(G) such that v (P) =
P for all t > 0. Let o denote the restriction of v to the invariant corner
PB(G)P = B(PG). Then o and v are cocycle conjugate.

Proof. Proposition 2.2.3, [7]. O

Theorem 4.4.12 If R is not a semigroup of automorphisms, then there is an
infinite dimensional projection P € B(K) such that B,(P) = P for all t > 0,
and such that the restriction of 8 to the invariant corner PB(K)P = B(PK) is
conjugate to R’s minimal dilation. In particular, B is cocycle conjugate to R’s
manimal dilation.

Proof. As in Proposition LZ7 let W denote the restriction of V¥ to the
minimal isometric (and fully-coisometric) dilation of TF, and denote by L the
space on which it represents E. By Proposition £4.9 dimL = oco. We compute:

Bi(Pr) = ViP(I @ PL)V,F
=W,(I ® PL)W; P, = Pp.

Let o denote the restriction of § to B(P.K). By Proposition 4TI, 8 and o
are cocycle conjugate. It remains to show that ¢ is the minimal dilation of R.
But for all A € B(L),t >0,

Ut(A) = Ut(PLAPL)
= B (PLAPL)

—VE(I® PLAPL)‘ZE*
=Wy (I @ A)W;.
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On the other hand, W is T®’s minimal isometric dilation. The results of [36]
show that the minimal Eg-dilation of R is given by

A W,(I® AW, Ac B(L).

The uniqueness of the minimal Eg-dilation now implies that ¢ must be the
minimal Eg-dilation of R (note that uniqueness of the minimal Eq-dilation of a
CPy-semigroup is up to conjugacy, and not merely up to cocycle conjugacy). O

Corollary 4.4.13 S is cocycle conjugate to the minimal dilation of R in all
cases except the case where R is an automorphism semigroup, S is not an au-
tomorphism semigroup and H is finite dimensional.

Proof. Assume that R is a semigroup of automorphisms. In this case it is,
of course, its own minimal dilation. We know by Theorem that 3 is also
a semigroup of automorphisms. If H is infinite dimensional, then § and R are
cocycle conjugate (this is the content of |7, Remark 2.2.4]).

Assume further that H is finite dimensional. If S is also an automorphism
semigroup, then 5 = R (and v = S). Finally, if S is not a semigroup of
automorphisms, then, by Proposition 410, K must be infinite dimensional, so
B cannot be cocycle conjugate to R. [J

Corollary 4.4.14 Assume that R is not an automorphism semigroup on a fi-
nite dimensional space and has a bounded generator. Then B is a type I Ey-
semigroup.

Proof. By Corollary £4.13] S is cocycle conjugate to R’s minimal dilation,
which, by Theorem [£.4.3] is a type I Eg-semigroup. [J

Remark 4.4.15 By the results in [6], one may also effectively compute the
index of « in terms of natural structures associated with the generator of ¢.

To conclude this section, let us outline a different proof for part of Theorem
412 which might be enlightening. This argument uses the fact that product
systems are classifying invariants of Eg-semigroups, a fact that we did not use
above. To make the following proof precise, one would need to take into account
the Borel structure of product systems and measurability of representations.

Recall that to each Eg-semigroup Arveson associates a product system, and
that two Eg-semigroups are cocycle conjugate if and only if their associated prod-
uct systems are isomorphic (see Section 2.4, [7]). By equations (41, (£4.3)
and ([£44), 8 is an Eg-semigroup given by an isometric and fully-coisometric
representation of the product system E. Proposition 3.2.2 of [7] implies that E
must therefore be (isomorphic to) the product system associated with 5. On
the other hand, the results of [36] show that the minimal Ey-dilation of R is also
an Eg-semigroup that is given by an isometric and fully-coisometric representa-
tion of the product system FE, the same F that Muhly and Solel associate with
R. Thus, being associated with the same product system, § and the minimal
dilation of R are cocycle conjugate.

Combining [32, Corollary 8.7] (see Section B46) with Theorem and
Corollary 413 we obtain:
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Corollary 4.4.16 Let u and v be two infinitely divisible Borel probability mea-
sures on C. Assume that {¢}' }+>0 has index m and that {¢} }1>0 has index n.
Then there exists a Hilbert space K D H := L*(R), a type 1,, Ey-semigroup «
and a type 1, Ey-semigroup B acting on B(K), such that for all s,t > 0 and all

T € B(K), ay(B(T)) = Bi(as(T)) and
¢ (6} (PuT Pyr)) = Prrav, (5:(T)) Py
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Chapter 5

E-dilation of two-parameter
CP-semigroups - the
nonunital case

In this chapter we treat the problem of constructing an E-dilation to a pair of
strongly commuting CP-semigroups that do not necessarily preserve the unit.
We will use the same basic strategy as in the previous chapter, but several
new difficulties will arise along the way. Theorem 23] applies to show that
for every pair of strongly commuting CP-semigroups R and S, there exists a
product system X = {X(s,t)}s,>0 and representation T of X such that

Ry 0 Si(a) = T(s.t)(Ix(s,t) ® a)T(; 4y-

However, when R and S are not unit preserving 7" will not be fully coisometric,
and Theorem 2.6.T]cannot be used to obtain an isometric dilation for T'. It seems
that the way to go is to prove the existence of an arbitrary isometric dilation
of a product system representation over Ri, but this was not achieved. In the
next section, we will prove the existence of an isometric dilation of a product
system representation over D? (the dyadic rationals in R?), which seems to
be just enough in order to construct a two parameter E-dilation to a pair of
strongly commuting CP-semigroups acting on B(H). The construction of the
E-dilation is carried out in Section [5.2]
The material in this chapter is taken from [54].

5.1 Isometric dilation of a product system rep-
resentation over ]DD?F

Unital CP-semigroups correspond to fully coisometric product system repre-
sentations. Fully coisometric product system representations are analogous to

100



semigroups of coisometries on a Hilbert space. In the context of classical dila-
tion theory of contraction semigroups on a Hilbert space [63], the problem of
finding an isometric dilation to a semigroup of coisometries is relatively easy
(see also [20]). In this section, as we will treat general c.c. representations, we
will only be able to construct an isometric dilation for a completely contractive
product system representation over the set Di of positive dyadic pairs, where

D? .= {(;ﬂ%)  (k,m) 622,n€N}

is the set of dyadic fractions. This will be sufficient to lead us to our present
goal of dilating a CP-semigroup over Ri, due to the extendability properties of
CP-semigroups discussed in Section

Let M be a von Neumann algebra, let X be a product system of M-
correspondences over Dﬁ_, and let H be a Hilbert space. Assume that o is
a normal representation of M on H. We denote by H the space of all finitely
supported functions f on D% such that f(n) € X (n) ®, H, for all n € D2. For
any n = (nq,n2) € D?, we denote by n, the element in D% having max{n,,0}
in its ¢-th entry, and we denote n_ = ny4 —n.

Definition 5.1.1 Let ® be a function on D? such that ®(n) € B(X(ny) Q4
H,X(n_)®, H), n € D?>. We say that ® is positive definite if ®(0) = Iy, u
and if

1. For all h € Hy we have

m,nGDz+
2. ®(n) = ®(—n)*, for alln € D%.
3. Foralln € D%, a e M,

P(n)(a®Iyg)=(a® Ig)P(n).

In item (B above (a® I5)¢ should be interpreted as px (m)(a)r @b if { = 2@ h,
he H z e X(n), forsomen #0, and as ab@ h if E =b® h for be M, h € H.
This will remain our convention throughout.

We note that the proof of Theorem 3.5 in [61] implies the following fact: if
® is a positive definite function on X as above, then there exists a covariant
isometric representation V' of X on some Hilbert space K O H, such that H is
a reducing subspace for Vi with V0(~)}H = o(-), and such that

PX(n7)®HV(n)}X(n+)®H = ®(n) , n€D? (5.1.1)

where V(n) :== V V, .. This fact is the basis of the proof of the following
theorem, so we point out that the definition of V' in the above mentioned proof
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has to be modified in an obvious manner and that straightforward calculations
(some almost identical and some different from what appeared in the proof)
show that V has all the required properties. The main difference is that one
has to show that V has the “semigroup” property.

Theorem 5.1.2 Let M be a C*-algebra, and let X = {X(s,t)}(sﬂf)e]mz+ be a
product system of M-correspondences. Let T be a c.c. representation of X on
a Hilbert space H, with o = T(0,0). Assume that for all (s,t) € D3, the Hilbert
space X (s,t) @y H is separable. Then there exists an isometric representation
V' of X on Hilbert space K containing H such that:

1. Py commutes with Vig 0y (M), and V(o,0)(a)Pg = T(o,0)(a)Pu, for all a €
M.

2. PuVisy)(x)|y = Tisy () for all (s,t) € D3, z € X(s,t).
3. K=\{V(@)h:zeX,heH).
4. PHV(M)(:E)’KGH =0 for all (s,t) € D2, z € X(s,t).

If M is a W*-algebra, X a product system of W*-correspondences and Ty is
normal, then Vi is also normal, that is, V is a representation of W*-product
systems.

Recall that a dilation satisfying item (B]) above is called a minimal dilation.

Proof. For any n € N, the triple (¢,7(27",0),7(0,27")) defines a c.c.
representation of the product system X ™) = {X (m /2" k/2™)}sm.1. We will de-
note X ™ (m, k) = X (m/2", k/2"). By Theorem 4.4 in [60], this representation
has a covariant isometric dilation (pn, Vi, Va,n) on some Hilbert space which
we need not refer to. As n increases we get isometric dilations to the restriction
of T to fatter and fatter product systems, but the problem is that we do not
know exactly how (and if) they sit one inside the other. Our immediate goal is
to define a positive definite function ® on D?. The heart of the following idea
is taken from Ptak’s paper [48], where the existence of a unitary dilation to a
two-parameter semigroup of contractions on a Hilbert space is obtained (the
latter result was obtained earlier by Slociniski in [59], using a different method).

First we define, for alln € N, (s,t) € D? an operator a,(s,t) in B(X (s4,t+)®
H,X(s_,t_) ® H). This is done in the following manner. Fixing (s,t) € D?,
there is some ngs ¢ € N such that for all n > n,, there are two integers m, ,, and
ki satisfying (s,t) = (mgn - 27", ki - 277), and such that n,, is the minimal
natural number with this property. For n < ns: we define a,(s,t) = 0. For
n > ns: we define

an(su t) = PX(S,,t,)®HVn(ms,n7 kt,n)‘x(s+7t+)®H

where Vo (m, k) = (Ixon oy @ (V)*) (V5 ) Vil (o oy © Vi) (0
be precise, one should multiply the right-hand side by U x_),(m_,0) ® Iz on
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the left and U(;l1+)0)7(0)k+) ® Iy on the right, where U.. are the multiplication

maps of X (™).
For fixed (s,¢) € D%, and for large enough n, we have

an(su t) = T(S7 t) = T(*sf,tf)T(5+vt+) = T(Svt)'

Fixing (s,t) € D?, we have for all large enough n

* THM N % ki \xtrm_ rk_ *
a’n(_87 _t) = (PX(S+¢+)®H (onk+ ® (Vl,n+) ) (‘/2,;) ‘/l,n (Im—70 ® ‘/2,71)) ‘X(577t7)®H
Tk \ % STm_\xtrk m
= PX(S,,t,)®H (Imfyo ® (‘/2,77,) ) (‘/1,77, ) ‘/Q,Z (IO,k+ ® ‘G,n+)‘x(s+7t+)®}[
(%) = an(s, t)

where we used the shorthand notations Ip ¢ = Ix) (p,.q), M = Msn.k = Kin,
and the equality in marked by (*) is true up to multiplication by the product sys-
tem multiplication maps U. .. Also, it follows immediately from the covariance
properties of (pn, Vin, Va,n) that ay(s,t) intertwines the various interpretations
of (a® Ip),a € M.

Now that a,(s,t) is defined, we construct a positive definite function ® on
D2. For every (s,t) € D?, {an(s,t)}n is a sequence of operators in B(X (s4,t4)®
H, X (s_,t_)®H) with norm less than or equal 1. As the unit ball of B(X (s4,t4+)®
H,X(s_,t_)® H) is weak operator compact, there is a subsequence {n;}3>, of
N such that a,, (s,t) converges in the weak operator topology (our separability
assumptions imply that the unit ball of B(X (s4,t4) ® H, X(s_,t_) ® H) is
metrizable, hence sequentially compact). In fact, since D? is countable, a stan-
dard diagonalization procedure will produce {ns}32, of N such that an,(s,?)
converges weakly for all (s,t) € D?. We define

D(s,t) = wot — lim an, (s,t).
k— o0

By the properties that a,(s,t) possesses, it follows that for (s,t) € D2,
D(s,t) =T(s,t).

Also, ® satisfies items (2) and @B]) of Definition BTl For example, for (@) it is
enough to check

(B(s,t)(a @ Des, f5) =

(an,, (s,)(a @ De;, f)
T (a, (s, t)er, (a © 1)°f;)
={((a® I)®(s,t)e;, f;).

@) follows similarly. Let us prove that it also satisfies item (). Let h € Ho,
and consider the sum

> {[Ixn-n-nys) ® ®(m —n)] h(m), h(n)). (5.1.2)

m,nGDz+

lim
k—o0
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We are going to show that this sum is greater than —e, for any € > 0. The sum
in (B1.2) contains only a finite number, say N, of non-zero summands. We may
take k large enough to satisfy

€

‘<[Im_(m_n)+ ® ®(m —n)| h(m), h(n)) = ([Ln—(m-n), @ an,(m —n)] h(m), h(n)>‘ < N
for all m,n € ]D)i. If needed, we take k even larger, so that
ank (d) = PX(d,)®HVm€ (mdl,nv kd27n)‘X(d+)®H

for all d = (d1,d>) € D? that appears in a non-zero inner product in (EI2). In
other words, we assume that all dyads appearing non-trivially in (5I.2) have
the form (p-27" ¢q-27"™), p,q € Z. But then

> AIn—(m-nys ® an, (m —n)h(m), h(n))

m,nE]D)i

= Z <Im7(m7n)+®PX((mfn),)®HU(*m_n)7U(mfn)+‘X(m,n)Jrh(m)?h(n)>
m,nE]D)i

(*) = Z <I7n—(7n—n)Jr ® ﬁ(*mfn), ﬁ(m_n)+h(m), h(n)>
m,ne]])2+
(o) = > (UzUmh(m), h(n))
m,nE]D)i

2
m,nGDJr

The equality marked by (*) follows from identifying X (d) ® H with a subspace
of X(d) ® G, where G is the dilation Hilbert space associated with U, and U is
the isometric dilation of the restriction of T' to X (%), The equality marked by
(**) follows from

UpUn = (Inf(nfm)Jr ® U(*nfm)Jr)Urtf(nfm)JrUm*(m*")Jr(Im*(m*nﬂ ® U(m*n)Jr)

= Imf(mbfn)Jr oY U(*mfn)fU(mfn)+u
because n — (n —m)y =m — (m —n); and (n —m); = (m —n)_. Thus

Z <[IX(m—(m—n)+) ®(I)(m_n)] h(m)5h(n)> > —€

m,nE]D)i

for all €, thus Zm,nem)i {[Ix(m—(m—-n),) ® ®(m —n)] h(m), h(n)) > 0, for all
h € Hy.

We have shown that ® is a positive definite function on D2?. It follows
from the remarks before the statement of the theorem that there is a covariant
isometric representation V of X on a Hilbert space K O H satisfying items (1)
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and (2) in the statement of the theorem. Given an isometric dilation V on K,
using Theorem [£.4.0] we may restrict it to a minimal one. If we take V to be a
minimal dilation, ) follows as well.

The proof of the final assertion of the theorem is not different from the proof
of the analogous part in Theorem [2.6.1] and we do not wish to repeat it here.
We just note that one uses the structure of the isometric dilation given by the
proof of [61, Theorem 3.5]. O

5.2 E-dilation of a strongly commuting pair of
CP-maps

Now we are ready to prove the main result of this chapter:

Theorem 5.2.1 Let {R;};>0 and {S:}1>0 be two strongly commuting CP-semigroups
on B(H), where H is a separable Hilbert space. Then the two parameter CP-
semigroup P defined by

P(s,t) = RS,

has a minimal E-dilation (K,u, B(K),a), where K is separable.

Proof. Let X and T be the product system of Hilbert spaces and the
product system representation given by Theorem .23 We consider the product
system X = {X(S)}semi of X represented on H by the representation 7' =
{Ts}sem& of T. The proof of [36, Proposition 4.2] shows that X (t1,t2) = E(t1)®
F(t2) is a separable Hilbert space for all ¢1,t2 > 0, and it follows that for all
s € D? the Hilbert space X (s) @, H is separable. By Theorem [5.1.2] there is
a minimal isometric dilation V = {Vs}sem)i of T', representing X on a Hilbert
space K O H. We define a semigroup o = {045}56113)2+ on B(K) by

as(a) =ViI®a)V}), s€ D2 ,a € B(K).

S

By Lemma[.31] « is a semigroup of normal x-endomorphisms on B(K). Denote
by p the orthogonal projection of K onto H. It is clear that B(H) is the corner
B(H) =pB(K)p C B(K). As in the proof of Theorem [.3.6] we see that a is a
dilation of {Ps}seDi-

We define two (“one-parameter”) semigroups 3 = {5 }+ep, and vy = {7 }ien,
on B(K) by

[‘315 = Q(t,0) and Yt = &(0,t)- (521)
By Proposition [£.3.5] if we will be able to extend 3 and v to continuous E-
semigroups S and 4 over R,, then the semigroup & = {d(s,t)}(s,t)eRi given
by .
Q(s,t) = Bs 0Nt

will be the sought after E-dilation of P. The rest of the proof is mostly dedicated
to showing that § and 7 can be continuously extended. As we demonstrate the
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extendability of 8 and ~, we show that (p, B(K),«) is a minimal dilation of
(B(H), {Ps}seDi)a and this will complete the proof of Theorem 211

Because V is a minimal dilation of 7', we have

= \/ Va(X(s)H

2
seb?

In particular, K is separable.
An important observation is this:

K =\/{an(m1)- - ap,(mp)h: k €N,t; €D} ,m; € B(H),he H}. (5.22)

(When k = 0, we interpret the product oy, (mq)--- oy, (mi)h as h). In Step 2
of the proof of Theorem this equality is proved (there the situation was a
little simpler and one did not have to consider products ay, (mq) - - o, (mg)h
with £ = 0. The proof, however, holds in this case as well, as long as one does
take such products). In fact, In Step 2 of the proof of Theorem E36 we saw
that

K =\/ (s,.tn)(BH)) s, 1) (BH)) -+ (s, 10y (BH)) s, 0y (B(H)) -+ - sy 0y (B(H)) H

(5.2.3)
where in the right-hand side of the above expression we run over all pairs (s, t) €
D3 and all partitions {0 = so < ... < sy = s} and {0 =to < ... < t, = t} of
[O, s] and [0, ¢].

Using (5.2.2]), we can show that (p, B(K), «) is a minimal dilation. Define

R=W*| J as(B(H)) ] . (5.2.4)
sGDi

Note that K = [RH]|. But the central projection of p in R is the projection on
[RpK] = [RH] = K, that is Ix. We will now show that R = B(K), and this
will prove that the central projection of p in B(K) is Ik, so by both definitions
and (p, B(K), «) is a minimal dilation.

To see that R = B(K), let ¢ € B(K) be a projection in R’. In particular,
Pq = gqp = pqp, so gp is a projection B(H) which commutes with B(H), thus ¢p
is either 0 or Ig.

If it is O then for all ¢; € Di,mi € B(H),h € H,

qot, (ml) T Oy (mk)h = Oy (ml) c Qg (mk>qph =0,

so ¢K =0 and ¢ = 0.
If gp = Iy then for all 0 < t; € D3, m; € B(H),h € H,

qo, (ml) Cr Oy, (mk)h = Oy (ml) T Oy (mk)qph

= Oy (ml) T Oy (mk)hv
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so ¢K = K and q = Ix. We see that the only projections in R’ are 0 and I, so
R’ =C- Ik, hence R = R"” = B(K). This completes the proof of minimality.
We return to showing that S and « can be continuously extended to R;.
Let m
D++:{2—n :0<m,n€N},

put Di__,’_ = D++ X D++, and define

Ko =\/{aw, (m1) -, (mp)h : 0 <k € N,t; €D ,m; € B(H),h€ H}.
(5.2.5)
We shall use (52.3) to prove that K = Kj. First, let us show that H C K.
Let
Go= \/ a(B(H)H

teb? |
and G = H V Gy. FortSsEDiJr,aEB(H) and h,g € H, we find that
(ar(p)h, as(a)g) )

), g
at(as—t(a™)p)h, g)

= (as(a)ar(p)h,

= (ou(

= (Py(Ps—t(pa”p)p)h, g)
= (

=(

Ps(pa”p)h, g)
h7 Qs (a’)g>7
so (in a rather trivial way)

t—0

{ar(p)h, as(a)g) — (h, as(a)g)-

Similarly,
(a(p)hy 9) =3 (n, g).

We see that in G, at(p)h — h weakly, thus H is in the weak closure of Gy in G.
The weak closure being equal to the strong closure, we have H C Gy C K.
The set
{oas(W)h:seDi be |J au(B(K)),heH}

2
teDs

is total in K. To see this, note that every element of the form
ag, (my) - - oy, (M),
with t; € D2, ,m; € B(H) and h € H, can be written as
as(ay —s(ma) -+ gy —s(mi) ) h,

where s € D?Hr is smaller than t;, ¢+ =1,2,..., k.
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Let as, (a1)h1 and as,(a2)he be in Ky, where s1, 82 € ID)?HF, a1,as € B(K)
and hy,he € H. Takea € B(H) and ¢ € ID)?Ir such that ¢t < s1, s2. Now compute:

(ai(a)as, (a1)hi, as, (a2)ha) = (as, (a3)ai(a)as, (a1)hi, ha)
= (at (s, —t(a3)acs, —¢(a1)) ha, ha)
= (P; (pas,—¢(a3)papos, —(a1)) ha, ho)
(P

= (P; (Ps,—¢(pasp)aPs, —¢(paip)) h, ha)

(+) Z8 (P, (pasp)aPs, (parp)ha, ho)

= (aas, (a1)h1, as, (a2)he).

If we let py denote the orthogonal projection of K on K, we see that poas(a)po —
poapo in the weak operator topology as t — 0, for all @ € B(H) (the conver-
gence in (*) is due to Proposition E3H). Since H C Ky, one has p < po, and
poapo = a for all a € B(H), thus

Ya € B(H).poat(a)po — a ast — 0, (5.2.6)

where convergence is in the weak operator topology.
By (B23), K is spanned by elements of the form

g = Qg (0452 ( e (asm (am)amfl) s )al)h7 (527)

for a; € B(H),s; € D3,i = 1,...m and h € H. Let us show how such an
element can be approximated in norm arbitrarily well by elements of the same
form with all s;’s in D?H (it is clear that if all s;’s are in ID)?HF, then this element
is in Kp).

Assume that we wish to approximate a fixed element ¢ as in (BZ7T) by
elements of the from oy, (- (au,, (bm)bm—1---)b1)h’, where t,, € D3 . We
consider

gt = g, (g (- (s, 4t (@m ) am—1) - - - az)ar ) h

with t € Di 4, and compute

(9, gt) < 51 (o asm-i-t(am)am 1o )a)h, as, (- (s, e(am)am—1 -+ -)al)h>
= 0010 l) 0, Ol )
<asl (aTas,(ay -+ -ar, _qas, +i(ar am)am—1 - a2))ai)h, h>
<asl(a>1“0452 cear, 1P, 41(pak amp)am—1---az2))al)h, h>

=9 (as, (afos, (a3 -+~ al, 1 Ps,, (pay,amp)am—1 - - az))ai)h, h)

<a81 (alas, (a3 ag, 10‘sm( m@m)Am—1 - az))ai)h, h>
=(9,9)-

In addition , we have

(9,9t) = <a81 (- sy (s, (am)am—1) - Jar) by s, (- as,, (s, (@m)am—1) - ')al)h>
= <a81 (aik Qs (a/:in—lasm"rt(arn)) T )0451 (-, (as, (am)am—l) - )aq)h, h>

= (as, (a] -0, (a7, s, (0n(ay,)am)am-1) - )ar)h, ).
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But a,, = pam, = popam, and pg commutes with ay(ak,), thus
(@) )am = poar(ar, ) poam — a), am,

in the weak operator topology as t — 0, by (52.0). Since s, is normal for all

i, we obtain

(9.9t) =% (g,9).

This allows us to conclude that

lge = glI* = (90, 90) — 2R(g1, 9) + (9,9) =30,
which shows that K is spanned by elements as g with positive s,,. An inductive
argument, using the same reasoning and (B.2.6]), shows that K is spanned by
elements as g with positive s; for all i, thus K = K.
Since py = Ik, equation (B.2.6) now translates to the weak operator conver-
gence
ai(a) > aast—0,

for all a € B(H). For all k € K, we have

llow(a)k — ak||? = (as(a)* as(a)k, k) — 2R{(y(a)k, ak) + | ak|?
= (as(a*a)k, k) — 2R(ay(a)k, ak) + ||ak|?

o,
thus a¢(a) — a in the strong operator topology as ¢ — 0, for all « € B(H).
For all s € D3, a is normal, thus a;(as(a)) = as(au(a)) = as(a) in the strong
operator topology as ]D)?F 5t — 0. Denote by A the C*-algebra generated
by Use]l))i as(B(H)). Then we conclude that for all a € A, both Si(a) and
~t(a) (recall equation (B271])) converge in the strong operator topology to a as
Dyy>t—0.

As we have seen above, W*(A) = R = B(K), that is, A is a C*-algebra
strong operator dense in B(K). In particular, A acts irreducibly on K. Since A
contains B(H), it contains nonzero compact operators, and now by [26, Propo-
sition 10.4.10], we conclude that A contains all compact operators in B(K). In
order to use Theorem [[22:2] we must show that £;(1) and (1) converge weakly
to1las Dy ¢t — 0. By a polarization argument, it is enough to show that

(ar(Dk, k) — ||k]|* as D3 2t —0 (5.2.8)

for all k in a total subset of K. But taking h € H, b € B(K) and s € D7, we
have that for ¢ < s,
ar(1)as(b)h = ap(1)as(1)as(b)h = as(b)h,

because at(1) < as(1). Equation (BZ8) follows. This means that we may use
Theorem[1.2.2]to deduce that 5 and v extend to E-semigroups 8 and 4 over R..
By Proposition L3.5] {f; o %}(87,5)@1@1 is a two-parameter E-semigroup dilating
P. O
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Part 11

Subproduct systems and
the dilation theory of
cp-semigroups
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Chapter 6

Subproduct systems of
Hilbert W*-correspondences

Definition 6.0.2 Let N be a von Neumann algebra. A subproduct system
of Hilbert W*-correspondences over N is a family X = {X(s)}ses of Hilbert
W*-correspondences over N such that

1. X(0) =N,
2. For every s,t € S there is a coisometric mapping of N -correspondences

Ust : X(s) @ X(t) = X (s + 1),

3. The maps Uso and Uy s are given by the left and right actions of N on
X(s),

4. The maps Us+ satisfy the following associativity condition:

Usitr (Ust @ Ix(ry) = Ustar (Ix(s) @ Upr) - (6.0.1)

The difference between a subproduct system and a product system is that in a
subproduct system the maps Uy ; are only required to be coisometric, while in a
product system these maps are required to be unitaries. Thus, given the image
Ust(x®y) of x ®y in X (s +t), one cannot recover z and y. Thus, subproduct
systems may be thought of as irreversible product systems. The terminology is,
admittedly, a bit awkward. It may be more sensible — however, impossible at
present — to use the term product system for the objects described above and to
use the term full product system for product system. We will sometimes add the
adjective full before the noun product system to emphasize that it is a product
system and not merely a subproduct system.

Example 6.0.3 The simplest example of a subproduct system F = Fgp =
{F(n)}nen is given by
F(n) = E®",
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where F is some W*-correspondence. F' is actually a product system. We shall
call this subproduct system the full product system (over E).

Example 6.0.4 Let FE be a fixed Hilbert space. We define a subproduct system
(of Hilbert spaces) SSP = SSPg over N using the familiar symmetric tensor
products (one can obtain a subproduct system from the anti-symmetric tensor
products as well). Define

E*"=FE®.--QF,

(n times). Let p, be the projection of E®" onto the symmetric subspace of
E®" given by

1
pnkl Q- ®kn = a Z kg*l(l) (JE ®kg*1(n).
oESK

We define
SSP(n) = E®" := p, E®",

the symmetric tensor product of E with itself n times (SSP(0) = C). We define
amap Uy, : SSP(m) ® SSP(n) — SSP(m +n) by

The U’s are coisometric maps because every projection, when considered as a
map from its domain onto its range, is coisometric. A straightforward calcula-
tion shows that (0] holds (see [42, Corollary 17.2]). In these notes we shall
refer to SSP (or SSPg to be precise) as the symmetric subproduct system (over

Definition 6.0.5 Let X and Y be two subproduct systems over the same semi-
group S (with families of coisometries {UN}ses and {UY,}sies). A family
V = {Vi}ses of maps Vs : X(s) = Y(s) is called a morphism of subproduct
systems if Vy is a unital x-isomorphism, if for all s € S\ {0} the map V; is
a coisometric correspondence map, and if for all s,t € S the following identity
holds:

Vgt o U, = UL, o (Vs @ V). (6.0.2)

V is said to be an isomorphism if V5 is a unitary for all s € S\ {0}. X is said
to be isomorphic to Y if there exists an isomorphism V : X =Y.

The above notion of morphism is not optimized in any way. It is simply precisely
what we need in order to develop dilation theory for cp-semigroups.

Definition 6.0.6 Let N be a von Neumann algebra, let H be a Hilbert space,
and let X be a subproduct system of Hilbert N -correspondences over the semi-
group S. Assume that T : X — B(H), and write Ty for the restriction of T to
X(s), s€ S, and o for Ty. T (or (0,T)) is said to be a completely contractive
covariant representation of X if
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1. For each s € S, (0,Ty) is a c.c. representation of X(s); and
2. Tor(Us(z®@y)) = Ts(x)Ti(y) for all s,t € S and all x € X (s),y € X(¢).

T is said to be an isometric (fully coisometric) representation if it is an isometric
(fully coisometric) representation on every fiber X (s).

Since we shall not be concerned with any other kind of representation, we shall
call a completely contractive covariant representation of a subproduct system
simply a representation.

Remark 6.0.7 Item 2 in the above definition of product system can be rewrit-
ten as follows: B B B
Toyt(Us ® Ing) = Ts(Ix(s) @ Tt).

Here T} : X (s) ®, H — H is the map given by
To(z @ h) = Ty(z)h.

Example 6.0.8 We now define a representation T' of the symmetric subprod-
uct system SSP from Example [6.0.4] on the symmetric Fock space. Denote by
$+ the symmetric Fock space

S+ = @E@)n-

neN

For every n € N, the map T, : SSP(n) = E®" — B(F.) is defined on the
m-particle space E®™ by putting

To(2)y = prim(z @ y)

for all z € X(n),y € E®™. Then T extends to a representation of the subprod-
uct system SSP on §; (to see that item [ of Definition [G.0.6] is satisfied one
may use again [42] Corollary 17.2]).

Definition 6.0.9 Let X = {X(5)}ses be a subproduct system of N -correspondences

over S. A family £ = {&s}ses is called a unit for X if

s @& = U 1&stt- (6.0.3)

A unit & = {€s}ses is called unital if (£5,&5) = 1a for all s € S, it is called
contractive if (&s,&s) < 1y for all s € S, and it is called generating if X (s) is
spanned by elements of the form

U51+"'+Sn7175n(. “Usi 455,85 (U81,82 (a18s, ® azs,) @ a3§$3) ® - ®anks, Gnr1),

(6.0.4)
where s = 81+ 89+ -+ Sy,
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From (G.0.3]) follows the perhaps more natural looking

Us (€ ® &) = Espt

Example 6.0.10 A unital unit for the symmetric subproduct system SSP
from Example [6.0.4] is given by defining £, = 1 and

gn:’U®’U®"'®U
—_———

n times

for n > 1. This unit is generating only if E is one dimensional.
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Chapter 7

Subproduct system
representations and
cp-semigroups

In this chapter, following Muhly and Solel’s constructions from [36], we show
that subproduct systems and their representations provide a framework for deal-
ing with ¢p-semigroups, and allow us to obtain a generalization of the classical
result of Wigner that any strongly continuous one-parameter group of automor-
phisms of B(H) is given by X — U, XU} for some one-parameter unitary group

{Ut}ier.

7.1 All cp-semigroups come from subproduct sys-
tem representations

There is a small overlap of material between the material presented in this
section and some of the material of Chapter @l The following Proposition, for
example, is very similar to Lemma [4.3.7]

Proposition 7.1.1 Let N be a von Neumann algebra and let X be a subproduct
system of N -correspondences over S, and let R be completely contractive covari-
ant representation of X on a Hilbert space H, such that Ry is unital. Then the
family of maps

O, :a Ry(Ix(s) ®a)R: , a € Ry(NY, (7.1.1)

is a semigroup of CP maps on Ro(N)'. Moreover, if R is an isometric (a fully
coisometric) representation, then O is a *-endomorphism (a unital map) for
all s € S.

Proof. By Proposition 2.21 in [36], {Os}scs is a family of contractive, normal,
completely positive maps on Ry(N)'. Moreover, these maps are unital if R is
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a fully coisometric representation, and they are x-endomorphisms if R is an
isometric representation. It remains is to check that © = {©;}scs satisfies the
semigroup condition O 0 ©; = O,,4. Fix a € Ry(N)'. For all s,t € S,

0.(0:(a)) = R, (IX(S) ® (Et(IX(t) ® G)RI)) R}
= Ru(Ix(s) ® R)(Ix(s) ® Ix 1y ® a)(Ix(s) ® R R
= Ryt (Uyy ® Ie)(Ix s @ Ix@y ®a)(Usy @ Ie)R:,
= §s+t(IX(s-t) ® G)EZH
= O,4¢(a).

Using the fact that Ry is unital, we have

Oo(a)h = Ro(In ® a)Ro h

= Ro(Iy ® a)(1y ® h)
= Ro(lN)ah
=ah

)

thus ©¢(a) =a for alla e N. O

We will now show that every cp-semigroup is given by a subproduct repre-
sentation as in (TIT]) above. We recall some constructions from [36] (building
on the foundations set in [4]). The following material will look familiar to the
reader who remembers Section 1] above, as it is the basis of the constructions
made there.

Fix a CP map © on von Neumann algebra M C B(H). We define M ®g H
to be the Hausdorff completion of the algebraic tensor product M ® H with
respect to the sesquilinear positive semidefinite form

(Ty @ h1,Ta @ ha) = (h1,O(T;T2)ha) .
We define a representation mg of M on M ®g H by
me(S)(T®h)=ST ®h,
and we define a (contractive) linear map We : H - M ® H by
Wo(h) =I® h.

If © is unital then Wy is an isometry, and if © is an endomorphism then Wg is
a coisometry. The adjoint of Wg is given by

W&(T @ h) = O(T)h.

For a given cp-semigroup © on M, Muhly and Solel defined in [36] a W*-
correspondence Eg over M’ and a c.c. representation (o,7Tg) of Eg on H such
that for all a € M B _

O(a) =To (Ip, ® a) T§. (7.1.2)
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The W*-correspondence Fg is defined as the intertwining space
Eo =L m(H M ®o H),
where
Lm(H M®e H) :={X € B(H,M®e H)|VI € M.XT =7o(T)X}.
The left and right actions of M’ are given by
S X=(1Iv5X , X-S5=XS

for all X € Eg and S € M’. The M’-valued inner product on Eg is de-
fined by (X,Y) = X*Y. FEg is called the Arveson-Stinespring correspondence
(associated with ©).

The representation (o, Tg) is defined by letting o = id, the identity rep-
resentation of M’ on H, and by defining

To(X) = W5 X.

(ida, To) is called the identity representation (associated with ©). We remark
that the paper [36] focused on unital CP maps, but the results we cite are true
for nonunital CP maps, with the proofs unchanged.

The case where M = B(H) in the following theorem appears, in essence at
least, in [4].

Theorem 7.1.2 Let © = {O;}secs be a cp-semigroup on a von Neumann alge-
bra M C B(H), and for all s € S let E(s) := Fg_ be the Arveson-Stinespring
correspondence associated with Oy, and let Ty := To_ denote the identity rep-
resentation for ©s. Then E = {E(s)}ses is a subproduct system of M’-
correspondences, and (ida,T) is a representation of E on H that satisfies

0,(a) = Ty (Ips) @ a) TF (7.1.3)

foralla € M and all s € S. T is injective for all s € S. If © is an e-semigroup
(cpo-semigroup), then (iday,T) is isometric (fully coisometric).

Proof. We begin by defining the subproduct system maps U, ; : E(s) ®
E(t) = E(s +t). We use the constructions made in [36, Proposition 2.12] and
the surrounding discussion. We define

Ui = ViV,
where the map
U : Lm(HM®e, H) @ Lpm(HM®o, H) = LAM(H M R0, M ®e, H)
is given by ¥, (X ®Y) = (I ® X)Y, and

Vst Lam(H, M 6,14 H) = LM(H Mo, Mo, H)
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is given by Vi (X) =Ts;0 X, where I'yy : M ®e,,, H - M ®e, M ®e, H is
the isometry
Isi:5®e,,., h—~S®e, I®e, h.

By [36, Proposition 2.12], U, is a coisometric bimodule map for all s,¢ € S.
To see that the U’s compose associatively as in (E.0.]), take s,t,u € S, X €
E(s),Y € E(t), Z € E(u), and compute:

UstruIps) @ Utn)(X QY @ Z) = Us p4u(X @ Vi, (I ®Y)Z)

=I5 X), (IRY)Z

and

Us-i—t,u(Us,t ® IE(u))(X ® Y ® Z) == Us—i-t,u(‘/:t (I (024 X)Y 4 Z)
= Vi (T@ V(I ®X)Y)Z)
=T, (el )IeleX)(IeY)Z.

So it suffices to show that
Ml @X)IE, =10, (T ) ®I®X)

It is easier to show that their adjoints are equal. Let a ® h be a typical element
of M ®e,, . I

FiuI @ X5 p4u(a ®e, 0, ) =Tl ® X¥)(a ®e,,, I ®e, h)
=Tt u(a @040 X*(I ®e, h))
=a®e, I®@t X*(I Ko, h).

On the other hand

IR TR X" ) I T )54t u(a®o.p, h) =TT X")I @I )(a®e, I Qe,., h)
=(I®I®X") (a®e, I®e, I ®eo, h)
=a®e, I®@t X*(I Ko, h).

This shows that the maps {Us ¢} make E into a subproduct system.

Let us now verify that T is a representation of subproduct systems. That
(ida, Ts) is a c.c. representation of F(s) is explained in [36, page 878]. Let
X € E(s),Y € E(t).

Tort(Ust (X @Y)) =W Th,(I®X)Y,

s+t Syt

while
T(X)T,(Y) = W, XWS,Y.
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But for all h € H,

We,X*We,h = We, X*(I ®e, h)
=1 ®e, X*(I ®e, h)
= (I ® X" ®e, I ®e, h)
=T ® X" ) ®e,,, h)
=T X" ) We,,,h

s+t

which implies Wg XWg Y =Wg T ,(I®X)Y, so we have the desired equal-

1ty
Tsrt(Ust (X @Y)) = To(X)T3(Y).

Equation (ZI3) is a consequence of (.I.2). The injectivity of the identity
representation has already been noted by Solel in [60] (for all h,g € H and
ae M, (WEXa*h,g) = (Xa*h,I®g) = ((¢* @ )Xh,I ® g) = (Xh,a® g) ).
The final assertion of the theorem is trivial (if Oy is a #*-endomorphism, then
We, is a coisometry). O

Definition 7.1.3 Given a cp-semigroup © on a W* algebra M, the pair (E,T)
constructed in Theorem [7.1.9 is called the identity representation of ©, and E
1s called the Arveson-Stinespring subproduct system associated with ©.

Remark 7.1.4 If follows from [36, Proposition 2.14], if © is an e-semigroup,
then the Arveson-Stinespring subproduct system is, in fact, a (full) product
system.

Remark 7.1.5 In [32], Daniel Markiewicz has studied the Arveson-Stinespring
subproduct system of a CPg-semigroup over R, acting on B(H), and has also
shown that it carries a structure of a measurable Hilbert bundle.

7.2 Essentially all injective subproduct system
representations come from cp-semigroups

The following generalizes and is motivated by [60, Proposition 5.7]. We shall
also repeat some arguments from [39] Theorem 2.1].

By Theorem [.T.2] with every cp-semigroup © = {O;}scs on M C B(H) we
can associate a pair (E,T) - the identity representation of © - consisting of a
subproduct system E (of correspondences over M’) and an injective subproduct
system c.c. representation T. Let us write (E,T) = Z(©). Conversely, given a
pair (X, R) consisting of a subproduct system X of correspondences over M’ and
a c.c. representation R of X such that Ry is unital, one may define by equation
(11 a cp-semigroup © acting on M, which we denote as @ = X(X, R). The
meaning of equation (T3] is that ¥ o = is the identity map on the set of ¢p-
semigroups of M. We will show below that = o ¥, when restricted to pairs
(X, R) such that R is injective, is also, essentially, the identity. When (X, R) is
not injective, we will show that Z o (X, R) “sits inside” (X, R).
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Theorem 7.2.1 Let N be a W*-algebra, let X = {X(s)}ses be a subproduct
system of N -correspondences, and let R be a c.c. representation of X on H, such
that o := Ry is faithful and nondegenerate. Let M C B(H) be the commutant
o(N) of o(N). Let © = %(X,R), and let (E,T) = Z(0). Then there is a
morphism of subproduct systems W : X — E such that

Ri=Ts0W,, seS8. (7.2.1)

WiW, = Ix(s) — qs, where qs is the orthogonal projection of X (s) onto KerR.
In particular, W is an isomorphism if and only if Rs is injective for all s € S.

Remark 7.2.2 The construction of the morphism W below basically comes
from [60, 39], and it remains only to show that it respects the subproduct
system structure. The details are carried out for completeness.

Proof. We may construct a subproduct system X’ of M’-correspondences
(recall that M’ = o(N)), and a representation 77 of X’ on H such that T{ is
the identity, in such a way that (X, T') may be naturally identified with (X', T").
Indeed, put

X'(0)=M", X'(s) = X(s) for s # 0,

where the inner product is defined by
(z,y)x = o((z,y)x),
and the left and right actions are defined by
a-x-b:=0c "(a)xo (b),

for a,b € M’ and z,y € X'(s), s € S\ {0}. Defining T} = id and Wy = o;
and T, = T, for and Wy = id for s € S\ {0}, we have that W is a morphism
X — X' that sends T to T".
Assume, therefore, that A" = M’ and that o is the identity representation.
We begin by defining for every s # 0

vs : M®e, H— X(s)®@ H

by B
vs(a®h) = (Ix) ®a)Rh.

We claim that for all s € S the map vy is a well-defined isometry. To see that,
let a,b € M and h,g € H, and compute:

(a®e, h,b®e, g) = (h,O5(a”b)g)
= (h, Ry(Ix(s) ® a’b)Rig)
= ((Ux(s) @ a)R5h, (Ix(s) @ b)RLg).

((Ix(s) ® M)R?H] is invariant under Ix(s) ® M, thus the projection onto the
orthocomplement of this subspace is in (Ix ) ® M)’ = L(X(s)) ® Iy, so it has
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the form ¢s ® Iy for some projection gs € £(X (s)). In fact, g5 is the orthogonal
projection of X (s) onto KerR;: for all g,h € H, a € M,

(€@ h,(I®a)Rjg) = (R ah).g)
= (Rs(§)a"h, g),
thus, Ry(€) = 0 if and only if €@ h € (Imwv,)™ for all h € H, that is, £ € ¢, X (s).

By the definition of vs and by the covariance properties of T, we have for all
a€Mandbe M,

vs(a®@1) = I ®a)vs , vs(I®b) = (b® I)vs.
Fix s € S and z € E(s). For all £ € X(s),h € H, write
YO = 2L (€ @ h).
For a € M we have

P(§)ah = z*v (€ @ ah)
=2"vi(I ®a)

— az"vl(€ ® h) = ap(©)h.

Thus the linear map £ — ¥(§) maps from X (s) into M’ and it is apparent
that this map is bounded. 1 is also a right module map: for all b € M’,
P(EL)h = z*v* (b @ h) = x*v* (€ ® bh) = (&)bh. From the self duality of X (s)
it follows that there is a unique element in X (s), which we denote by V,(x),
such that for all £ € X (s),h € H,

(Vs(z), h = 2"v (£ @ h). (7.2.2)
For a,be M’, £ € X(s) and h € H, we have

(Vs(axb), §)h = (Vo((I @ a)xb), )N
=b2* (I ®a*)vi (€@ h)
=b"r"vi(a*E R h)
= b"(Vi(x),a"§)h
= (aVi(2)b, )h.
That is, Vs(axb) = aVi(x)b. In a similar way one proves that Vs : E(s) — X (s)
is linear.

Let us now show that V; preserves inner products. For all £ € X (s), write
L¢ for the operator L¢ : H — X (s) ® H that maps h to £ ® h. One checks that

Lé(n ® h) = (£, n)h, so equation ([22) becomes

Lt/s(w)Lf = x*v:Lf . § € X(s),
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or Ly, (y) = vsz, for all z € E(s). But since v, preserves inner products, we
have for all z,y € E(s):

(2,y) = 2"y = 2"vjvsy = Ly, (s Lv.y) = (Vs(@), Vs(y))-

We now prove that ViV = Ix () —qs. £ € ImV2 if and only if L*st(s)H =
0. But by [36, Lemma 2.10], E(s)H = M ®e, H, thus L{v,E(s)H = 0 if and
only if (§,1) = 0 for all n € (Ix(5) — qs)X (s), Wthh is the same as & € ¢, X (s).
Fix h,k € H. For z € E(s), we compute:

(Ts(x)h, k) = (W, xh, k)

= (zh,] ®e, k)

= (vszh,vs(I ®e, k))
= (Vi(x) @ h, RZE)
= (R

s(Vs(2)h, k),
thus Ts = RsoV, for all s € §. Define Wy, = V. Then T, = R, o W.
Multiplying both sides by Wy we obtain Ts o Wy = Ry o WXW,. But WiW, =
I — g, is the orthogonal projection onto (KerR,)", thus we obtain (ZZ.1).

Finally, we need to show that W = {W;} respects the subproduct system
structure: for all s,t € S, v € X(s) and y € X(¢), we must show that

Ws+t(U (z®y)) = UE,t(Ws(x)@)Wt(y))'

Since Tsy¢ is injective, it is enough to show that after applying Ts4; to both
sides of the above equation we get the same thing. But Ts;; applied to the left
hand side gives

ToriWert(USy(x @ ) = Rost (U (z @ y)) = Ry () Ru(y),
and T4, applied to the right hand side gives
Tt (U (Ws(2) @ We(y))) = To(Wi(2)) T (Wi (y)) = Rs(x) Re(y).
O

Corollary 7.2.3 Let X be a subproduct system that has an isometric represen-
tation V' such that Vy is faithful and nondegenerate. Then X is a (full) product
system.

Proof. Let © = (X, V). Then O is an e-semigroup. Thus, if (E,T) = Z(0)
is the identity representation of ©, then, by Remark [[.T.4] F is a (full) product
system. But if 1 is faithful and V' is isometric then V is injective. By the above
theorem, X is isomorphic to E, so it is a product system. O
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7.3 Subproduct systems arise from cp-semigroups.
The shift representation

A question rises: does every subproduct system arise as the Arveson-Stinespring
subproduct system associated with a cp-semigroup? By Theorem [[.2.]] this
is equivalent to the question does every subproduct system have an injective
representation? We shall answer this question in the affirmative by constructing
for every such subproduct system a canonical injective representation.

The following constructs will be of most interest when S is a countable
semigroup, such as N¥.

Definition 7.3.1 Let X = {X(s)}ses be a subproduct system. The X-Fock
space §x is defined as
Fx =P x(s).

seS

The vector 2 :=1 € N = X(0) is called the vacuum vector of Fx. The X-shift
representation of X on §x is the representation

S¥: X = B(Fx),
given by S* (x)y = U (x ®y), for all x € X(s),y € X(t) and all s,t € S.

Strictly speaking, SX as defined above is not a representation because it rep-
resents X on a C*-correspondence rather than on a Hilbert space. However,
since for any C*-correspondence E, L(F) is a C*-algebra, one can compose a
faithful representation 7 : £(E) — B(H) with S¥ to obtain a representation
on a Hilbert space. _

A direct computation shows that S;X : X(s) ® §x — Fx is a contraction,
and also that S~ (2)S¥ (y) = S* (U, (z®y)) so S¥ is a completely contractive
representation of X. S¥X is also injective because S¥(z)Q = x for all z € X.
Thus,

Corollary 7.3.2 Fvery subproduct system is the Arveson-Stinespring subprod-
uct system of a cp-semigroup.
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Chapter 8

Subproduct system units
and cp-semigroups

In this section, following Bhat and Skeide’s constructions from [I5], we show
that subproduct systems and their units may also serve as a tool for studying
cp-semigroups.

Proposition 8.0.3 Let N be a von Neumann algebra and let X be a subproduct
system of N -correspondences over S, and let £ = {£s}ses be a contractive unit
of X, such that & = 1nr. Then the family of maps

Os : a > (&, a&s), (8.0.1)

is a semigroup of CP maps on N'. Moreover, if £ is unital, then O, is a unital
map for all s € S.

Proof. It is standard that O, given by (BI.I]) is a contractive completely
positive map on N, which is unital if and only if £ is unital. The fact that ©,
is normal goes a little bit deeper, but is also known (one may use [36, Remark

2.4(1))).
We show that {O;}ses is a semigroup. It is clear that ©g(a) = a for all
a€N. Forall s,teS,

O5(0¢(a)) = (&, (&, age) &)

= (& ®&,, a6 REs)

= <Ut*,sfs+t7 ) aUt*,sfert>
= (st astt)

= Og4e(a).

O

We recall a central construction in Bhat and Skeide’s approach to dilation of
cp-semigroup [15], that goes back to Paschke [43]. Let M be a W*-algebra, and
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let © be a normal completely positive map on M [. The GNS representation of
© is a pair (Fe, o) consisting of a Hilbert W*-correspondence Fg and a vector
£o € Fo such that
O(a) = (Lo, ale) for all a € M.
Fp is defined to be the correspondence M®g.M - which is the self-dual extension
of the Hausdorff completion of the algebraic tensor product M® M with respect
to inner product
(a®@b,c®d) =b"0(a”c)d.

o is defined to be g = 1®1. Note that &g is a unit vector, that is - ((g, o) = 1,
if and only if © is unital.

Theorem 8.0.4 Let © = {O;}secs be a cp-semigroup on a W*-algebra M. For
every s € S let (F(s),&s) be the GNS representation of ©5. Then F = {F(s)}ses
is a subproduct system of M-correspondences, and £ = {&s}ses is a generating
contractive unit for F that gives back © by the formula

Os(a) = (&, a€s) for all a € M. (8.0.2)
O is a cpg-semigroup if and only if £ is a unital unit.

Proof. For all s,¢t € S define a map Vy; : F(s +t) — F(s) ® F(t) by sending
Esrt t0 & ® & and extending to a bimodule map. Because

(a€s ® &b, c€s ® &d) = (64, (a&s, c&s) &ed)
= (&b, 05(a”c)&ed)
=b" (&, Os(a"c)&) d
=0"O45(a"c)d
= (a&i4sb, c€i45d)

Vs, extends to a well defined isometric bimodule map from F(s+t) into F(s)®
F(t). We define the map Us, to be the adjoint of V ; (here it is important that
we are working with W* algebras - in general, an isometry from one Hilbert
C*-module into another need not be adjointable, but bounded module maps
between self-dual Hilbert modules are always adjointable, [43, Proposition 3.4]).
The collection {Us+}s tes makes F' into a subproduct system. Indeed, these
maps are coisometric by definition, and they compose in an associative manner.
To see the latter, we check that (Ipgy ® Vi t)Visyt = (Vis @ Ipy)Vigs,e and
take adjoints.

(Ur@ry @ Vs,t)Ve s+t (arts4b) = (Up(ry ® Vs i) (aér @ Es44b)
= agr ® 55 & gtb

Similarly, (Vs ® Ip@))Vigs,t(a&rrsttb) = a&y @ & ® &b, Since F(r + s +1) is
spanned by linear combinations of elements of the form a&, 4 s+b, the U’s make

1The construction works also for completely positive maps on C*-algebras, but in Theorem
B0.4 below we will need to work with normal maps on W*-algebras.
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F into a subproduct system, and ¢ is certainly a unit for F. Equation (80.2)
follows by definition of the GNS representation. Now,

<§su§s> = 95(1) , €S,

so £ is a contractive unit because ©4(1) < 1, and £ it is unital if and only if Oy is
unital for all s. £ is in fact more then just a generating unit, as F(s) is spanned
by elements with the form described in equation (G0.4]) with (s1,...,s,) a fived
n-tuple such that sy +---+ s, =s.

Definition 8.0.5 Given a cp-semigroup © on a W* algebra M, the subproduct
system F' and the unit & constructed in Theorem are called, respectively,
the GNS subproduct system and the GNS unit of ©. The pair (F,§) is called
the GNS representation of ©.

Remark 8.0.6 There is a precise relationship between the identity represen-
tation (Definition [T.3]) and the GNS representation of a cp-semigroup. The
GNS representation of a CP map is the dual of the identity representation in
a sense that is briefly described in [38]. This notion of duality has been used
to move from the product-system-and-representation picture to the product-
system-with-unit picture, and vice versa. See for example [56] and the references
therein. It is more-or-less straightforward to use this duality to get Theorem
B.04 from Theorem (or the other way around).
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Chapter 9

x-automorphic dilation of
an ep-semigroup

We now apply some of the tools developed above to dilate an eg-semigroup to a
semigroup of x-automorphisms. We shall need the following proposition, which
is a modification (suited for subproduct systems) of the method introduced in
Chapter [ for representing a product system representation as a semigroup of
contractive operators on a Hilbert space.

Proposition 9.0.7 Let N be a von Neumann algebra and let X be a subproduct
system of unitalll W*-correspondences over S. Let (0,T) be a fully coisometric
covariant representation of X on the Hilbert space H, and assume that o is
unital. Denote

H, = (X(s) @, H) [KerT,

H:EBHS.

seS

and

Then there exists a semigroup of coisometries T = {TS}SES on H such that for
allseS, ze X(s) and h € H,

T, (0 - x @ h) = Ty(z)h.
T also has the property that for all s € S and all t > s
Ty =Tn, » (t>5). (9.0.1)

Proof. First, we note that the assumptions on ¢ and on the left action of
N imply that Hy = H via the identification a ® h > o(a)h. This identification
will be made repeatedly below.

1 An N -correspondence is said to be unital if the left action of A is unital. The right action
of every unital C*-algebra on every Hilbert C*-correspondence is unital.
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Define Hy to be the space of all finitely supported functions f on S such
that for all s € S,
f(s) € Hy.

We equip Hp with the inner product
<5s . 57 515 . 77> = 6s,t<§7 77>7

for all s,t € §,& € Hg,n € Hy. Let H be the completion of Hy with respect to
this inner product. We have
H @ H,.

seS

It will sometimes be convenient to identify the subspace ds - Hs C ‘H with Hj,
and for s = 0 this gives us an inclusion H C ‘H. We define a family T = {Ts}seg
of operators on Hy as follows. First, we define Tj to be the identity. Now assume
that s > 0. If t € S and t # s, then we define Ts(ét &) =0for all £ € H;. If
t > s> 0 we would like to define (as we did in Chapter [2)

Ty (5 - (2rs @ s @ h)) = Gp_s - (:vt_s ® To(zs ® h)) , (9.0.2)

but since X is not a true product system, we cannot identify X (¢ — s) ® X (s)
with X (¢). For a fixed ¢t > 0, we define for all s <¢, £ € X(t) and h € H

T, (0 (€@ h) =0+ ((Ixu-n @ THUL £ D).

T, can be extended to a well defined contraction from X (t)® H to X (t —s)® H,
for all ¢ > s, and has an adjoint given by

T n@h =0 (Uros ® Im)n @ Toh)) (9.0.3)

We are going to obtain TS as the map H; — H;_; induced by T,. Let Y € H,
satisfy T;(Y) = 0. We shall show that 70; - Y = 0in 6;_, - H; . But

T A ((IX(H) T (Ur,, ® IH)Y) ,

and

Tt—s ((IX(tfs) ® Ts)(Ut*—s,s ® IH)Y) () = Tt(Ut—S,S ® IH)(Ut*—s,s ®In)Y
(xx) = Tt(Y) =0,
where the equation marked by (*) follows from the fact that T is a representation

of subproduct systems, and the one marked by (**) follows from the fact that
Ui—s s is a coisometry. Thus, for all s,t € S,

TS (5,5 . Kerﬁ) g 5t75 . Kerﬁ,s,
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thus T induces a well defined contraction 75 on H given by
Ty (8¢ - (€@ R)) = by - ((IX(t_s) 2 T)U, £ ® h)) : (9.0.4)

where E®h and (Ix (t—s) ®TS)(U,5*_S7S§® h) stand for these elements’ equivalence

classes in (X (t)®H) /KerTVt and (X (t—s)®H) /KerTVt_S, respectively. It follows
that we have the following, more precise, variant of ([Q.0.2)):

Ts (515 : (Utfs,s(xtfs ® -fs) ® h)) = 5t75 ' (Itfs oy TS(IES Y h)) :
In particular, .
TS (65 " Ts @ h) = Ts(xs)hu

forall s € S,zs € X(s),h € H. R
It will be very helpful to have a formula for T} as well. Assume that ), & ®

h; € Kerﬁ.
T; <5t D e hi) =054t - <(Ut,s @)Y &® Ts*hi)> ;

and applying Ts4¢ to the right hand side (without the §) we get

Tore <(Ut,s ® IH)(Z & ® T;m)) =Ty(Ixw ® TS)(Z & @ Trhy)
= ﬁ(z &® Tsfs*hz)
= Tt(z §&@h;) =0,
because T is a fully coisometric representation. So
TS* (5t . Kerﬁ) C stt - Kersz,

and this means that 77 induces on H a well defined contraction which is equal
to T, and is given by the formula (T0.3).

We now show that 7" is a semigroup. Let s,t,u € S. If either s=0o0rt =0
then it is clear that the semigroup property 1.1, = TSH holds. Assume that
s,t > 0. If u # s +t, then both 7, T; and T, annihilate ,, - &, for all £ € H,.
Assuming u > s+ t, we shall show that TSTt and TSH agree on elements of the
form

Z = 6u : (Uu—t,t(Uu—t—s,s ® I)(:Eu—s—t Qxrs @ :Et)) & h7
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and since the set of all such elements is total in H,, this will establish the
semigroup property.

T2 =T (dut (Vamtess@umsm @) @ Tolwi 1)) )
= 0ot (2umes @ Ty @ Ty(we @ 1)) )
Y (xu_s_t RT(I®T)(zs @ 2 ® h))
= 0ot (Tumst ® Ty (Usalws @ 2) @ 1)

- TtJrs(Su . (qutfs,ths (qusft ® Us,t(xs ® It)) ® h)
= Tt.;,_sZ.

The final equality follows from the associativity condition (G.0.T)).
To see that T is a semigroup of coisometries, we take £ € X(¢),h € H, and
compute

T, (Tj;st (€ h)) =T ((IX@ ® To)(Ufy © 1) (Us,s © I )(Ix(y @ T2)(E ® h))

= Ty t(Uss ® Int) (Ix ey @ T2)(E @ D)
=TW(E®T.Tih) = Ti(E ® h),

so T, T is the identity on H; for all t € S, thus T,T* = Ij,. Equation (0.
follows by a similar computation, which is a omitted. [

We can now obtain a x-automorphic dilation for any eg-semigroup over any
subsemigroup of Rﬁ_. The following result should be compared with similar-
looking results of Arveson-Kishimoto [9], Laca [28], Skeide [57], and Arveson-
Courtney [§] (none of these cited results is strictly stronger or weaker than the
result we obtain for the case of eg-semigroups).

Theorem 9.0.8 Let © be a eg-semigroup acting on a von Neumann algebra M.
Then © can be dilated to a semigroup of x-automorphisms in the following sense:
there is a Hilbert space IC, an orthogonal projection p of K onto a subspace H of
K, a normal, faithful representation ¢ : M — B(K) such that o(1) = p, and a
semigroup o = {as}ses of x-automorphisms on B(K) such that for all a € M
and all s € S

O‘s(@(a))‘q_[ = p(65(a)), (9.0.5)
so, in particular,
pas(p(a))p = p(0s(a)). (9.0.6)
The projection p is increasing for a, in the sense that for all s € S,
as(p) = p. (9.0.7)
Remark 9.0.9 Another way of phrasing the above theorem is by using the

terminology of “weak Markov flows”, as used in [I5]. Denoting ¢ by jo, and
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defining j; := a5 o jo, we have that (B(K),j) is a weak Markov flow for © on
K, which just means that for all t < s € S and all a € M,

Gt (1)js(a)ji(1) = ji(Os—i(a)). (9.0.8)

Equation (@08) for t = 0 is just (@0.06), and the case ¢ > 0 follows from the
case t = 0.

Remark 9.0.10 The assumption that © is a wunital semigroup is essential,

since (@O.0) and (@07) imply that ©(1) = 1.

Remark 9.0.11 It is impossible, in the generality we are working in, to hope
for a semigroup of automorphisms that extends © in the sense that

as(p(a)) = ¢(Os(a)), (9.0.9)
because that would imply that © is injective.

Proof. Let (E,T) be the identity representation of ©. Since © preserves the
unit, 7" is a fully coisometric representation. Let T and H be the semigroup
and Hilbert space representing T' as described in Proposition @.0.71 {TS* }ses is
a commutative semigroup of isometries. By a theorem of Douglas [20], {T7}.cs
can be extended to a semigroup {V*}ses of unitaries acting on a space K 2O .
We obtain a semigroup of unitaries V = {Vs}ses that is a dilation of T', that is

Py V,

w=Ts, s€S.

For any b € B(K), and any s € S, we define
s (b) = VbV,

Clearly, o = {as }ses is a semigroup of #-automorphisms.
Put p = Py, the orthogonal projection of K onto H. Define ¢ : M — B(K)
by p(a) = p(I ® a)p, where I ® a : H — H is given by

I®a)d-z2@h=¥56-2®ah , 2@heE(l)®H.

¢ is well defined because T is an isometric representation (so KerT is always
zero). We have that ¢ is a faithful, normal *-representation (the fact that Ty is
the identity representation ensures that  is faithful). It is clear that ¢(1) = p.
 To see [@.0.7), we note that since V" is an extension of T, we have T, =
Vip = pVp, thus
pas(p)p = pVspVi'p
=pViVip
=D

that is, pas(p)p = p, which implies that a4(p) > p.
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We now prove ([@.0.0). Let d; -z ® h be a typical element of H. We compute
pas(p(a))pds - x @ h = pf/sp(] ® a)p‘7s*p5t x®h
=TI ®a)T*6 -z ®h
= Ty(I ® a)dsrs - (Ups @ Ixr) (33 ® f:h)
= Tu0urt - (Uss ® Iy) (;v ®(I® a)fjh)
=0-T® (TVS(I ® a)fs*h)
=02 ® (O4(a)h)
= p(0s(a))d: - = ® h.

Since both pas(¢(a))p and ¢(O4(a)) annihilate K © H, we have (Q.0.G]).
To prove ([@.0.0), it just remains to show that

pas(p(a))]y, = as(e(a))l,,,

that is, that as(¢(a))H C H. Now, V* is an extension of T%*. Moreover (T0.1)
shows that if £ € H,, with u > s, then [|T5(€)| = ||£||. Thus

€112 = |V5€]12 = |1Pu V€N + 11T — Pr) Vi€l = | Tu€l|? + || (Ic — Pr) V€|

So Vsﬁ = Ts§ for £ € H, with u > s. Now, for a typical element ;- ® h in Hy,
t €S, we have

Vil ®@a)V}6,-z@h
Vil ®a)T6; -2 @ h
= Vibsst - (Usy ®IH)(I ®([® a)fs*h)

as(p(a))d -z @ h

=Tobort (Usy ® IH)(:E ®{® a)fjh) EH,

because ds4+ -2 ® (I ® a)fs*h € Hepy,and s+t >s. O
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Chapter 10

Dilations and pieces of
subproduct system
representations

10.1 Dilations and pieces of subproduct system
representations

Definition 10.1.1 Let X and Y be subproduct systems of M correspondences
(M a W*-algebra) over the same semigroup S. Denote by Us)ft and U;/t the
cotsometric maps that make X and Y, respectively, into subproduct systems. X
is said to be a subproduct subsystem of Y (or simply a subsystem of Y for
short) if for all s € S the space X (s) is a closed subspace of Y (s), and if the
orthogonal projections ps : Y (s) — X(s) are bimodule maps that satisfy

pstto UL, =UN 0o(ps®p), s,t€S. (10.1.1)
One checks that if X is a subproduct subsystem of Y then

Dstt+u © Us},/t-l-u (I @ (pr4u o Uz},/u)) = Ps+t4u © Us}fy—t,u((ps-ﬁ-t °© Us),/t) ®1), (10.1.2)

for all s,t,u € S§. Conversely, given a subproduct system Y and a family
of orthogonal projections {ps}secs that are bimodule maps satisfying (I0.1.2),
then by defining X (s) = p,Y (s) and U, = ps1+ o U, one obtains a subproduct
subsystem X of Y (with (I0.LI) satisfied).

The following proposition is a consequence of the definitions.

Proposition 10.1.2 There exists a morphism X — Y if and only if Y 1is iso-
morphic to a subproduct subsystem of X.

Remark 10.1.3 In the notation of Theorem [7.2.1] we may now say that given a
subproduct system X and a representation R of X, then the Arveson-Stinespring

133



subproduct system E of © = (X, R) is isomorphic to a subproduct subsystem
of X.

The following definitions are inspired by the work of Bhat, Bhattacharyya
and Dey [14].

Definition 10.1.4 Let X and Y be subproduct systems of W*-correspondences
(over the same W*-algebra M) over S, and let T be a representation of Y on
a Hilbert space K. Let H be some fized Hilbert space, and let S = {Ss}ses be a
family of maps Ss : X(s) - B(H). (Y,T, K) is called a dilation of (X, S, H) if

1. X is a subsystem of Y,
2. H is a subspace of K, and
3. foralls €S, T:H C X(s)® H and T}, = S.

In this case we say that S is an X-piece of T, or simply a piece of T'. T is said
to be an isometric dilation of S if T is an isometric representation.

The third item can be replaced by the three conditions
U To(-)Py = PuTo(-)Pu = So(-),
2’ PHTS‘X(s)(@H = §s for all s € S, and

3 PHTS‘Y(5)®K6X(5)®H =0.

So our definition of dilation is identical to Muhly and Solel’s definition of dilation

of representations when X =Y is a product system [36, Theorem and Definition
3.7).

Proposition 10.1.5 Let T be a representation of Y, let X be a subproduct
subsystem of Y, and let S an X -piece of T'. Then S is a representation of X.

Proof. S is a completely contractive linear map as the compression of a
completely contractive linear map. Item 1’ above together with the coinvariance
of T imply that S is coinvariant: if a,b € M and = € X (s), then

Ss(axb) = PyTs(axb) Py = PyTo(a)Ts(x)To(b)Pu
= PyTo(a)PyTs(x)PyTo(b) Py
= So(a)Ss(x)So(b).
Finally, (using Item 3’ above),
Sert(Usy(@ @ y))h = Spi(psieUS (x @ y))h
= Seit(psreUY, H(x®y)®h)
= PHTs+t(U (r®@y)®@h)

= PyT,(2)T; ( )h
—PHT( )PuTi(y)h
+(

Ss(x)St(y)h.
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Example 10.1.6 Let E be a Hilbert space of dimension d, and let X be the
symmetric subproduct system constructed in Example Fix an orthonor-
mal basis {e1,...,e,} of E. There is a one-to-one correspondence between
c.c. representations S of X (on some H) and commuting row contractions
(S1,...,54) (of operators on H), given by

S 8 =(S(er),...,S(eq)).

If Y is the full product system over E, then any dilation (Y, T, K) gives rise to
a tuple T = (T(e1),...,T(eq)) that is a dilation of S in the sense of [I4], and
vice versa. Moreover, S is then a commuting piece of T in the sense of [I4].

Consider a subproduct system Y and a representation 7" of Y on K. Let X
be some subproduct subsystem of Y. Define the following set of subspaces of
K:

PX,T)={HCK:T*HC X(s)®H forall s €S}. (10.1.3)

As in [I4], we observe that P(X,T) is closed under closed linear spans (and
intersections), thus we may define

KXT)= \/ H
HeP(X,T)
KX(T) is the maximal element of P(X,T).
Definition 10.1.7 The representation T of X on KX(T) given by

TX(x)h = PyxyT(2)h,
for x € X(s) and h € KX(T), is called the maximal X-piece of T
By Proposition LA, 77X is indeed a representation of X.

10.2 Consequences in dilation theory of cp-semigroups

Proposition 10.2.1 Let X andY be subproduct systems of W*-correspondences
(over the same W*-algebra M) over S, and let S and T be representations of
X on H and of Y on K, respectively. Assume that (Y, T, K) is a dilation of
(X, S, H). Then the cp-semigroup © acting on To(M)', given by

Os(a) = Ts(Iy () ® a)T;

s

a € To(M)',

is a dilation of the cp-semigroup ® acting on So(M)’ given by
®y(a) = Ss(Ix(s) ®a)S; , a € So(M),

in the sense that for all b € To(M)' and all s € S,

&, (PybPy) = PyO,(b)Py.
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Proof. This follows from the definitions. O

Although the above proposition follows immediately from the definitions,
we hope that it will prove to be important in the theory of dilations of cp-
semigroups, because it points to a conceptually new way of constructing dila-
tions of ¢p-semigroups, as the following proposition and corollary illustrate.

Proposition 10.2.2 Let X = {X(s)}ses be a subproduct system, and let S be a
fully coisometric representation of X on H such that Sy is unital. If there exists
a (full) product system Y = {Y(s)}ses such that X is a subproduct subsystem
of Y, then S has an isometric and fully coisometric dilation.

Proof. Define a representation T of Y on H by
Ts = S50 ps, (10.2.1)

where, as above, ps is the orthogonal projection Y (s) — X (s). A straightfor-
ward verification shows that T is indeed a fully coisometric representation of
Y on H. By Theorem 2611 (Y, T, H) has a minimal isometric and fully coiso-
metric dilation (Y, V, K). (Y,V,K) is also clearly a dilation of (X, S, H). O

Corollary 10.2.3 Let © = {O;}ses be a cpo-semigroup and let (E,T) = Z(0)
be the Arveson-Stinespring representation of ©. If there is a (full) product
system Y such that E is a subproduct subsystem of Y, then © has an eg-dilation.

Proof. Combine Propositions [.T.1] T0.2.7] and O

Thus, the problem of constructing eg-dilations to cpg-semigroups is reduced
to the problem of embedding a subproduct system into a full product system.
In the next section we give an example of a subproduct system that cannot
be embedded into full product system. When this can be done in general is a
challenging open question.

Corollary 10.2.4 Let © = {O,},cnr be a cp-semigroup generated by k com-
muting CP maps 01,...,0k, and let (E,T) = Z(©) be the Arveson-Stinespring
representation of ©. Assume, in addition, that

k
o6l < 1.
=1

If there is a (full) product system Y such that E is a subproduct subsystem of
Y, then © has an e-dilation.

Proof. As in (I0ZT]), we may extend T to a product system representation
of Y on H, which we also denote by 7. Denote by e; the element of N* with 1
in the ith element and zeros elsewhere. Then

k k
M oITeTol = lloil < 1.
=1 =1

By Corollary 2.3.3] S has a minimal (regular) isometric dilation. This isometric
dilation provides the required e-dilation of ©. [J
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Theorem 10.2.5 Let M C B(H) be a von Neumann algebra, let X be a sub-
product system of M'-correspondences, and let R be an injective representa-
tion of X on a Hilbert space H. Let © = X(X, R) be the cp-semigroup act-
ing on Ro(M’)" given by (7117). Assume that (o, K,R) is an e-dilation of
©, and let (Y,V) = Z(a) be the Arveson-Stinespring subproduct system of o
together with the identity representation. Assume, in addition, that the map
R’ 5 b PybPy is a x-isomorphism of R’ onto Ro(M’). Then (Y,V,K) is a
dilation of (X, R, H).

Proof. For every s € S, define Wy : Y(s) — B(H) by Ws(y) = PuVs(y)Pu.
We claim that W = {W;}scs is a representation of Y on H. First, note that
PHOAS(I—PH)PH = @s(PH(I—PH)PH) = O, thus PHVS(I®(I—PH))VS*PH = O,

and consequently Py V,(I® Py ) = Py V. It follows that W (y) = Py Vs(y) Py =
Py Vi(y). From this it follows that
W (y1)We(y2) = PuVs(y1)PrVi(y2) = PuVs(y1)Vi(y2)
= PuVet (U, (1 ® y2)) = Wi (U, (11 © 92)).
By Theorem [[.2.]] we may assume that (X,R) = (E,T) = Z(0) is the
Arveson-Stinespring representation of ©. Because « is a dilation of ©, we have
W.(I®a)W! = PyV,(I®a)V; Py = 0,(a),

That is, © = (Y, W). Thus, by Theorem [[.2T] and Remark [0.1.3] we may
assume that F is a subproduct subsystem of Y, and that T ops = Wy, ps being
the projection of Y'(s) onto E(s). In other words, for all y € Y,

Ts(ps ®IH) = PHWS

Therefore, W H C E(s) ® H, and W7|,, = T7. That is, (Y, W, H) is a dilation
of (E,T,H). But (Y,V, K) is a dilation of (Y, W, H), so it is also a dilation of
(B, T,H). O

Remark 10.2.6 The assumption that R’ 3 b — PybPy € M’ is a x-isomorphism
is satisfied when M = B(H) and R = B(K). More generally, it is satisfied
whenever the central support of Py in R is I (see Propositions 5.5.5 and 5.5.6
in [25]). When M is a full corner in R, that is, when R = RPyR, then the
central support of Py in R is Ik.

Let (a, K,R) be an e-dilation of a semigroup ® on M C B(H). (a, K, R)
is called a minimal dilation if the central support of Py in R is Ik and if

R=W* (U as(/\/l)> .

sES

Corollary 10.2.7 Let © be cp-semigroup on M C B(H), and let (o, K, R) be
a minimal dilation of ©. Then Z(a) is an isometric dilation of Z(O).

137



10.3 cp-semigroups with no e-dilations. Obstruc-
tions of a new nature

By Parrot’s famous example [41], there exist 3 commuting contractions that
do not have a commuting isometric dilation. In 1998 Bhat asked whether 3
commuting CP maps necessarily have a commuting *-endomorphic dilation [I1].
Note that it is not obvious that the non-existence of an isometric dilation for
three commuting contractions would imply the non-existence of a *-endomorphic
dilation for 3 commuting CP maps. However, it turns out that this is the case.

Theorem 10.3.1 There exists a cp-semigroup © = {O,}pens acting on a
B(H) for which there is no e-dilation (a, K, B(K)). In fact, © has no min-
imal e-dilation (a, K, R) on any von Neumann algebra R.

Proof. Let T1,T5,7T35 € B(H) be three commuting contractions that have no
isometric dilation and such that 77" 7515 # 0 for all n = (n1,n2,n3) € N3
(one may take commuting contractions Ry, Ra, R3 with no isometric dilation as
in Parrot’s example [41], and define T; = R; & 1). For all n = (n1,n2,n3) € N3,
define
On(a) = T\ 1,2 T3 a(T57)" (132)" (17)" , a € B(H).

Note that © = (X, R), where X = {X (n)},ens is the subproduct system given
by X(n) = C for all n € N3  and R is the (injective) representation that sends
1€ X(n) to T 15?75 (the product in X is simply multiplication of scalars).

Assume, for the sake of obtaining a contradiction, that © = {©,,},,cns has
an e-dilation (o, K, B(K)). Let (Y, V) = E(«) be the Arveson-Stinespring sub-
product system of a together with the identity representation. By Theorem
I0.28 (Y,V,K) is a dilation of (X, R, H). It follows that V;, Vs, V3 are a com-
muting isometric dilation of T1,T5, T3 where Vi := V(1) with 1 € X (1,0,0),
Vo := V(1) with 1 € X(0,1,0), and V3 := V(1) with 1 € X(0,0,1). This is a
contradiction.

Finally, a standard argument shows that if («, K, R) is a minimal dilation
of ©, then R = B(K). O

Until this point, all the results that we have seen in the dilation theory of ¢p-
semigroups have been anticipated by the classical theory of isometric dilations.
We shall now encounter a phenomena that has no counterpart in the classical
theory.

By [63 Proposition 9.2], if T3, ..., Tk is a commuting k-tuple of contractions
such that

k
Sml <, (10.3.1)
i=1
then T1,...,T) has a commuting regular unitary dilation (and, in particular,

an isometric dilation). One is tempted to conjecture that if 64,...,0; is a
commuting k-tuple of CP maps such that

k
Soleil <, (10.3.2)
=1
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then the tuple 6y,...,0; has an e-dilation. Indeed, if 6;(a) = T;aT;", where
Ti,..., Ty is a commuting k-tuple satisfying (I0.3.1]), then it is easy to construct
an e-dilation of 61, ..., 0 from the isometric dilation of 11, ...,Ty. However, it
turns out that ([0.3:2) is far from being sufficient for an e-dilation to exist. We
need some preparations before exhibiting an example.

Proposition 10.3.2 There exists a subproduct system that is not a subsystem
of any product system.

Proof. We construct a counter example over N3. Let ey, ea, e3 be the standard
basis of N?. We let X (e1) = X (e2) = X(e3) = C. Let X(e; +e;) = C2 @ C?
for all 4,5 = 1,2,3. Put X(n) = {0} for all n € N¥ such that |n| > 2. To
complete the construction of X we need to define the product maps U,)rfyn. Let
Ué)f,ej be the identity on C?® C? for all 4, j except for i = 3,j = 2, and let Ue);Q
be the flip. Define the rest of the products to be zero maps (except the maps
U(i(n, Uﬁo which are identities). This product is evidently coisometric, and it is
also associative, because the product of any three nontrivial elements vanishes.

Let Y be a product system “dilating” X. Then for all k,m,n € N* we have
Ulz/-l-m,n(UlZm ® I) = Ulzjm-i-n(l ® U)r;,n)’

or
Ulz/—i-m,n = Ulzjm—i-n(l ® Ugr;,n)(Ulzjm ® I)*7

and

Iterating these identities, we have, on the one hand,

U831€1+82 = U3;+e2,el (Ue);eg @ I)(I ® Ue);el)*
= Ue);,eg-l-el (I ® Ue);,el )(Ue);,eg ® I)* (Ue);,eg ® I)(I ® Ue};,el)*

= U;I+82,83 (Ue};,el ® I)(I ® Ue};eg)*(l ® Ue};,el)(Ue};,eg ® I)*(UQ};,EQ ® I)(I ® Ue};el)*v
and on the other hand
U831€1+82 = Ue);-l-el,eg (U(ﬂ};,el ® I)(I ® U(‘}I,eg)*

= UB)I,€3+82 (I ® Ue);,eg)(Ue);e3 ® I)* (Ue);,el ® I)(I ® Ue};e2)*

= U yegesUer e, ® NI @ U ) (T QU )(U e, @ D) (U, @ NI UL )"
Canceling UY, ., .., we must have

Y Y * Y Y * Y Y *
(U81,82 ® I) (I ® U82,83) (I ® Ueg,eg)(Uel,e3 ® I) (Ue3,81 ® I) (I ® Uel,eg)
=Use, ® DI QU ) T RU, U e, @ 1) (Ugy o, @ NI @ UL,
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Now, Ujf’ej were unitary to begin with, so the above identity implies

(U§,82 ® I)(I ® U;;ag)*(l ® Ué,ez)(Utjf,e:; ® I)*(Ué);el ® I)(I ® Utjf,ez)*
X X * X X * X X *
— U, e DI aUX, ) IeUX, UL, o' UL, e DIUL,,)".

ez,e1 €2,€3 €3,€2
Recalling the definition of the product in X (the product is usually the identity),
this reduces to
IoUX,, =UX,, ol
This is absurd. Thus, X cannot be dilated to a product system. O
We can now strengthen Theorem T0.3.T1

Theorem 10.3.3 There exists a cp-semigroup © = {O,},ens acting on a
B(H), such that for all A\ > 0, the semigroup \O® := {A"©O,},cns has no
e-dilation (o, K, B(K)), and no minimal e-dilation (o, K,R) on any von Neu-
mann algebra R.

Proof. Let X be as in Proposition[I0.3.21 Let © be the cp-semigroup generated
by the X-shift, as in Section Of course, O, as a semigroup over N3, can
be generated by three commuting CP maps 61, 603,605. X cannot be embedded
into a full product system, so by Theorem [[0.2.5] © has no minimal e-dilation,
nor does it have an e-dilation acting on a B(K). Note that if © is scaled its
product system is left unchanged (this follows from Theorem [[2ZT} if you take
X and scale the representation SX you get a scaled version of ©). So no matter
how small you take A > 0, A0, A2, A3 cannot be dilated to three commuting
x-endomorphisms on B(K), nor to a minimal three-tuple on any von Neumann
algebra. [

Note that the obstruction here seems to be of a completely different nature
from the one in the example given in Theorem [[0.311 The subproduct system
arising there is already a product system, and, indeed, the c¢p-semigroup arising
there can be dilated once it is multiplied by a small enough scalar.
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Part 111

Subproduct systems over N
and operator algebras
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Chapter 11

Subproduct systems of
Hilbert spaces over N

We now specialize to subproduct systems of Hilbert W*-correspondences over
the semigroup N, so from now on any subproduct system is to be understood
as such (soon we will specialize even further to subproduct systems of Hilbert
spaces).

11.1 Standard and maximal subproduct systems

If X is a subproduct system over N, then X(0) = M (some von Neumann
algebra), X (1) equals some W*-correspondence E, and X (n) can be regarded
as a subspace of E®". The following lemma allows us to consider X (m + n) as
a subspace of X (m) ® X (n).

Lemma 11.1.1 Let X = {X(n)}nen be a subproduct system. X is isomorphic
to a subproduct system Y = {Y(n)}nen with coisometries {U}, ,}mnen that
satisfies

and
Y(m+n) CY(m)®Y(n). (11.1.1)

Moreover, if pmin is the orthogonal projection of Y (1)®(™+m) onto Y (m + n),
then

UY = pmain 11.1.2
m,n Pm+ Y (m)®Y (n) ( )

and the projections {pn}nen satisfy

Phtmtn = Prtmin(Iper @ Pmin) = Prtmsn(Drtm @ Ipon). (11.1.3)
Proof. Denote by Uy, ,, the subproduct system maps X (s) ® X (t) — X (s +
t). Denote E = X(1). We first note that for every n there is a well defined
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coisometry U, : E®™ — X(n) given by composing in any way a sequence of
maps U, (for example, one can take Uz = Us\, (U} ® Ig) and so on). We
define Y (n) = Ker(U,,)*, and we let p,, be the orthogonal projection from E®"
onto Y (n). p, = U}U,, so, in particular, p,, is a bimodule map. For all m,n € N
we have that

E®M) @ Ker(U,) C Ker(Upin).

Thus E®(™) & Ker(U,)* 2 Ker(Upin)®, 50 pman < Igem @ p,. This means
that (ILL3) holds. In addition, defining U}, ,, to be py, 4, restricted to ¥ (m)®
Y (n) C E®(m™+7) gives Y the associative multiplication of a subproduct system.

It remains to show that X is isomorphic to Y. For all n, X(n) is spanned
by elements of the form U,(z; ® -+ ® x,), with z1,...,2, € E. We define a

map V,, : X(n) — Y(n) by
Vn(Un(iEl ®--® In)) =pp(T1 @ Q@ Tp).

It is immediate that V,, preserves inner products (thus it is well defined) and
that it maps X (n) onto Y (n). Finally, for all m,n € N and z € E®™ y € E®",

Vit Uk, (Un(2) @ Un(9))) = Vit (U (2 @ )

—pm-i-n( )

= Pmtn (pmx ® pny)

= Pmtn((Vin ® (VaUn(y)))
= Upin((Vin ®@ (ValUn(v))),

and (6.0.2)) holds. O

Definition 11.1.2 A subproduct system Y satisfying (II11]), (I1.1.2) and
(ILI13) above will be called a standard subproduct system.

Note that a standard subproduct system is a subproduct subsystem of the
full product system {E®"},,cn.

Corollary 11.1.3 FEvery cp-semigroup over N has an e-dilation.

Proof. The unital case follows from Corollary together with the above
lemma. The nonunital case follows from a similar construction (where the di-
lation of a non-fully-coisometric representation is obtained by using Corollary
233 for k=1). O

Let k € N,and let E = X (1), X(2),..., X (k) be subspaces of E, E®2, ..., E®k,
respectively, such that the orthogonal projections p, : E®™ — X (n) satisfy

Pn < Ipei @ pj

and
Pn < pi ® Ige;
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for all ¢, j,n € N satisfying i+7 = n < k. In this case one can define a maximal
standard subproduct system X with the prescribed fibers X (1),..., X (k) by
defining inductively for n > k

Xm)y=| () E®eX0) || [ X6)eE®

i+j=n i+j=n
It is easy to see that
Xm)= [ Xm)®-@Xm,)= () X@)eX(3).
ni+...+nm=n i+j=n

We then have obvious formulas for the projections {p, }nen as well, for example

Pn = /\ pi®p;, (n>k).

i+j=n

11.2 Examples

Example 11.2.1 In the case k = 1, the maximal standard subproduct system
with prescribed fiber X (1) = F, with F a Hilbert space, is the full product
system Fg of Example [6.0.3] If dim F = d, we think of this subproduct system
as the product system representing a (row-contractive) d-tuple (T1,...,Ty) of
non commuting operators, that is, d operators that are not assumed to satisfy
any relations (the idea behind this last remark must be rather vague at this
point, but it shall become clearer as we proceed). In the case k = 2, if X(2)
is the symmetric tensor product E with itself then the maximal standard sub-
product system with prescribed fibers X (1), X (2) is the symmetric subproduct
system SSPg of Example We think of SSP as the subproduct system
representing a commuting d-tuple.

Example 11.2.2 Let E be a two dimensional Hilbert space with basis {e1, e2}.
Let X (2) be the space spanned by e; ® e1,e1 ® e2, and e2 ® e1. In other words,
X (2) is what remains of E®? after we declare that ex ® ez = 0. We think of the
maximal standard subproduct system X with prescribed fibers X (1) = E, X (2)
as the subproduct system representing pairs (77, 7») of operators subject only
to the condition T3 = 0. E®™ has a basis consisting of all vectors of the form
€ =€q; ® - ® ey, where a = a1 - - - o, is a word of length n in “1” and “2”.
X (n) then has a basis consisting of all vectors e, where « is a word of length
n not containing “22” as a subword. Let us compute dim X (n), that is, the
number of such words.

Let A,, denote the number of words not containing “22” that have leftmost
letter “1”, and let B,, denote the number of words not containing “22” that have
leftmost letter “2”. Then we have the recursive relation A,, = A,,_1 + B,,—1 and
B, = A,—1. The solution of this recursion gives

1+\/5>n

dim X (n) = A, + B, = < 5
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As one might expect, the dimension of X (n) grows exponentially fast.

Example 11.2.3 Suppose that we want a “subproduct system that will repre-
sent a pair of operators (71, T5) such that T;75 = 0 for i = 1,2”. Although we
have not yet made clear what we mean by this, let us proceed heuristically along
the lines of the preceding examples. We let E be as above, but now we declare
e1®@es = ea®eg = 0. In other words, we define X (2) = {e; ®ea,ea®@ez}t. One
checks that the maximal standard subproduct system X with prescribed fibers
X(1)=E, X(2) is given by X(n) =span{e; ®e1 ® - Qej,ea®e1 @---Q ey}
This is an example of a subproduct system with two dimensional fibers.

At this point two natural questions might come to mind. First, is every
standard subproduct system X the mazimal subproduct system with prescribed
fibers X(1),...,X (k) for some k € N? Second, does dim X (n) grow exponen-
tially fast (or remain a constant) for every subproduct system X ¢ The next
example answers both questions negatively.

Example 11.2.4 Let E be as in the preceding examples, and let X (n) be a
subspace of E®™ having basis the set

{eq : |a| = n,a does not contain the words 22,212,2112,21112,...}.

Then X = {X(n)}nen is a standard subproduct system, but it is smaller than
the maximal subproduct system defined by any initial k fibers. Also, X (n) is
the span of e, with « =11---11,21---11,121---11,...,11---12, thus

dimX(n) =n+1,

so this is an example of a subproduct system with fibers that have a linearly
growing dimension.

Of course, one did not have to go far to find an example of a subproduct
system with linearly growing dimension: indeed, the dimension of the fibers of
the symmetric subproduct system SSFPpa is known to be

n+d-—1 )

n

dim SSPra(n) = (

Taking d = 2 we get the same dimension as in Example[IT.2.4l However, SSP :=
SS Pc2 and the subproduct system X of Example [I1.2.4] are not isomorphic: for
any nonzero x € SSP(1), the “square” UPY¥ (z @ z) € SSP(2) is never zero,
while U7¥; (e2 ® e2) = 0.

Here is an interesting question that we do not know the answer to: given a
solution f: N — N to the functional inequality

fm+n) < f(m)f(n), mneN,

does there exists a subproduct system X such that dim X (n) = f(n) for all
n € N?

Remark 11.2.5 One can cook up simple examples of subproduct systems that
are not standard. We will not write these examples down, as we already know
that such a subproduct system is isomorphic to a standard one.
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11.3 Representations of subproduct systems

Fix a W*-correspondence E. Every completely contractive linear map T; :
E — B(H) gives rise to a c.c. representation 7" of the full product system
Fg = {E®"},cn by defining for all z € E®™ and h € H

T (@)h=Ti(Ip@Th) - (Igec-n @ T1)(z @ h), (11.3.1)

where Ty : E® H — H is given by Ty(e ® h) = Ty(e)h. We will denote the
operator acting on @ h in the right hand side of ([1.3.0) as 7™, so as not to
confuse with Tn, which sometimes has a different meaning (namely: if T denotes
a c.c. representation of a subproduct system X then

To:X(n)@H— H

is given by _
T.(x®h)=T(x)h

for all x € X(n),h € H. Of course, when X = Fg, T is a representation of

Fr and Tj is the restriction of T to F, then ™ = T, for all n). If X is a
standard subproduct system and X (1) = E, we obtain a completely contractive
representation of X (n) by restricting 7™ to X (n). Let us denote this restriction
by T, and denote the family {7}, }nen by T

Proposition 11.3.1 Let X be a standard subproduct system with projections
{Pn}nen, and let Ty : E — B(H) be a completely contractive map. Construct
the family of maps T = {Ty }nen, with T, : X(n) — B(H) as in the preceding
paragraph. Then the following are equivalent:

1. T is a representation of X.
2. For allm,n € N,
T (Ix(m) © T0) (P @ P @ I ) (D e @ i) = 0. (11.3.2)

3. For alln € N, _
T"(py @ Iy) = 0. (11.3.3)

Proof. If T is a representation, then
Tvm(IX(m) ®Tn)(pm®pn®IH)(prJﬁ+n®IH) = Tm-i-n(pm-l-n@IH)(prJﬁJrn@IH) =0,

soll= 2 To prove 2l = Bl note first that (IL3.3) is clear for n = 1. Assuming
that (IT.33) holds for n =1,2,...,k — 1, we will show that it holds for n = k.

Ty @ In) = T' (I @ T* ") (pi ® Inr)
T'I@TFYYIp @pii, @ Iy + Ip @ pro1 @ In) (pj @ Iny)
(

() =T'(I @ T*  (pr—1 @ In))(pt ® Inr)

=Ti(I® kal(pkfl ® In))(pi ® Inr)
(xx) = 0.
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The equality marked by (*) is true by the inductive hypothesis, and the one
marked by (**) follows from ([T.32).

Finally, Bl = [ by (IL33) we have T"(p, ® Iz) = T™. On the other hand,
Tvn(pn ®1Ig) = Tvn(pn ® IH). Thus

Tern(pern & IH) = Tern (pm+n & IH)
— Tern

=T (Ix(m) ® T")
= Tm(IX(m) ® Tp)(Pm @ pn @ In),
which shows that T' is a representation. [J

Proposition 11.3.2 Let X be the mazximal standard subproduct system with
prescribed fibers X (1),...,X(k), and let Ty : E — B(H) be a completely con-
tractive map. Construct T as in Proposition[I1.3.1l Then T is a representation
of X if and only if

T"(pr @ Ig)=0 forall n=12 ...k (11.3.4)

Proof. The necessity of (IT34) follows from Proposition [[T.3.1 By the same
proposition, to show that the condition is sufficient it is enough to show that
((I.3.9) holds for all n € N. Given m € N, we have p,, = /\ ¢, where ¢ runs
over all projections of the form ¢ = I'x(;) ® p; or ¢ = p; @ Ix(j), with 7,5 € Ny
and i + j = m. But then p;. = V, q*, thus if (IL34) holds for all n < m then
it also holds for n = m. O

11.4 Fock spaces and standard shifts

Definition 11.4.1 Let X be a subproduct system of Hilbert spaces. Fix an
orthonormal basis {e;}iez of E = X(1). X(n), when considered as a subspace
of Fx, is called the n particle space. The standard X-shift (related to {e;}ic7)
on Fx is the tuple of operators SX = (S’X)iez in B(Fx) given by

3

SX(2) = Upn(ei @ ),

K2

forallieZ, neN and z € X(n).

It is clear that S¥ = S¥(e;), where SX is the shift representation given by
Definition [7.3711

If F denotes the usual full product system (Example [6.0.3]) then §r is the
usual Fock space and the tuple (SI");cz is the standard shift (the Z orthogonal
shift of [45]). We shall denote §r as § and (S{");ez as (S;)iez. It is then obvious
that the tuple (Slx )Z ¢z is @ row contraction, as it is the compression of the row
contraction (S;);ez. Indeed, assuming (as we may, thanks to Lemma [[T.T.])
that Uy, p is an orthogonal projection py,4+n : X (m) @ X(n) = X(m + n), and
denoting p = &,,p,, we have for all ¢ that SiX = pSi|$X.
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Example 11.4.2 The g-commuting Fock space of [19] also fits into this frame-
work. Indeed, let (as in [I9]) T'(C?) be the full Fock space, let T';(C?) denote the
g-commuting Fock space, and let Y (n) be the “n particle g-commuting space”
with orthogonal projection p,, : (C?)® — Y (n). Then a straightforward calcu-
lation shows that the projections {p, }nen satisfy equation (ITT3]) of Lemma
IILTT thus Y = {Y(n)}nen is a subproduct system (satisfying (ITII]) and
(IL12)). With our notation from above we have that §y = I',(C?) and that
the tuple (SY,...,SY) is the standard g-commuting shift.

S the standard shift of the full product system on the full Fock space, will
be denoted by S, and will be called simply the standard shift.

By the notation introduced in Definition I0LT.7 the symbol S¥ is also used to
denote the maximal X-piece of the standard shift S. The following proposition
— which is a generalization of [I4, Proposition 6], [I9, Proposition 11] and [47,
Proposition 2.9] — shows that this is consistent.

Proposition 11.4.3 Let X subproduct subsystem of a subproduct system Y .
Then the mazimal X -piece of the standard Y -shift is the standard X -shift.

Proof. Let E =Y(1), and let F = Fg be the full product system. Viewing
F(n) ® § as direct sum of |Z|™ copies of Fr, (S), is just the row isometry
(Si; 0+ 055 )iy,...inez from the space of columns §r @ Fr @ -+ into Fp. In

other words, for h € §r and i1,...,i, € I,
(S)n((eiy, @ @e;,)DR) =S 0008, h=(e;, @ ®e;,) D h.

This is an isometry, and the adjoint works by sending (e;, ® ---®e€;,) @ h € Fr
back to (e;; ® --- ®e;,) @ h € F(n) ® §r, and by sending the 0,1,...,n —1
particle spaces to 0.

Now, if Z is any standard subproduct subsystem of F', then

(57), = P (8), |zmes.
thus o, s
(%) = Pames. (3) s, (11.4.1)

Now if & is in the k particle space of §r with k < n, then (SZ)*h = 0. If k > n,
then since Z (k) C Z(n)®@ Z(k —n) we may write h = >_ &, ®@mn;, where &; € Z(n)
and n; € Z(k —n). Thus by (ILZI) we find that

(52);; (Z &i ®77i) = ZI»ZL& ® Pi_nlli = Zfi ® 1. (11.4.2)

From these considerations it follows that the standard X-shift is in fact an X-
piece of the standard Y shift, as (SY = (SX)%. Tt remains to show that
the X-shift is maximal.

Assume that there is a Hilbert space H, §x € H C Jy, such that the
compression of SY to H is an X-piece of Y, that is, H € P(X,SY) (see equation

)il
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([I0I3)). Let h € H © Fx. We shall prove that h = 0. Being orthogonal to all
of Fx, pY h must be orthogonal to X (n) for all n. Thus, we may assume that

h €Y (n)© X(n) for some n. But then by (IT.4.2)
(SY) h=ho Q.

But since H € P(X,SY), we must have h ® Q € X (n) ® H, and this, together
with h € Y(n) © X (n), forces h =0. O
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Chapter 12

Zeros of homogeneous
polynomials in
noncommuting variables

In the next chapter we will describe a model theory for representations of sub-
product systems. But before that we dedicate this chapter to build a precise
connection between subproduct systems together with their representations and
tuples of operators that are the zeros of homogeneous polynomials in non com-
muting variables.

Remark 12.0.4 The notions that we are developing give a framework for
studying tuples of operators satisfying relations given by homogeneous poly-
nomials. One can go much further by considering subspaces of Fock spaces
and “representations”, i.e., maps of the Fock space into B(H), that give a
framework for studying tuples of operators satisfying arbitrary (not-necessarily
homogeneous) polynomial and even analytic identities. Gelu Popescu [47] has
already begun developing such a theory.

We begin by setting up the usual notation. Let Z be a fixed set of indices,
and let C((x;);ez) be the algebra of complex polynomials in the non commut-
ing variables (z;);cz. We denote z = (z;);cz, and we consider z as a “tuple
variable”. We shall sometimes write C(z) for C{(z;)icz). The set of all words
in 7 is denoted by FF. For a word o € F, let |a| denote the length of a, i.e.,
the number of letters in .

For every word @ = -+ in Z denote 2% = 4, -+ Zo,. f o =0
is the empty word, then this is to be understood as 1. k is also referred to
in this context as the degree of the monomial x®. C(z) is by definition the
linear span over C of all such monomials, and every element in C(z) is called a
polynomial. A polynomial is called homogeneous if it is the sum of monomials
of equal degree. A homogeneous ideal is a two-sided ideal that is generated by
homogeneous polynomials.
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If T = (T;);ez is a tuple of operators on a Hilbert space H and o = g - - - v,
is a word with letters in Z, we define

T =Ty To,  Toy-

We consider the empty word 0 as a legitimate word, and define T° = Iy. If
p(x) =, cax® € C(z), we define p(T) =" caT.

If F is a Hilbert space with orthonormal basis {e;};cz, An element e,, ®
e ® ey, € E®* will be written in short form as e, where o = aq - - - ay,. If
p(x) = Y, caz® € C(z), we define p(e) = ) caeq. Here ey (0 the empty
word) is understood as the vacuum vector €.

Proposition 12.0.5 Let E be a Hilbert space with orthonormal basis {€;}icz.
There is an inclusion reversing correspondence between proper homogeneous ide-
als I «C(z) and standard subproduct systems X = {X(n)}nen with X(1) C E.
When |Z| < oo this correspondence is bijective.

Proof. Let X be such a subproduct system. We define an ideal
I* :=span{p € C(z) : In > 0.p(e) € E®" © X (n)}. (12.0.1)

Once it is established that IX is a two-sided ideal the fact that it is homogeneous
will follow from the definition. Let p € C(z) be such that p(e) € E®" © X (n)
for some n > 0. It suffices to show that for every monomial £ we have that
2%p(x) € I, that is,

ea @ple) € B2 o X (Ja| +n).
But since X is standard, X (Jo| +n) C X (|a|) ® X (n), thus
E®ll g (E®" © X (n)) C E®l*HF" o X (Ja| + n).

It follows that I is a homogeneous ideal.
Conversely, let I be a homogeneous ideal. We construct a subproduct system
X7 as follows. Let I be the set of all homogeneous polynomials of degree n
in I. Define
X(n) = E®" < {p(e) : p € I}. (12.0.2)

Denote by p,, the orthogonal projection of E®™ onto X;(n). To show that X7 is
a subproduct system it is enough (by symmetry) to prove that for all m,n € N

Pmtn < Igom @ po,
or, in other words, that
Xr(m+n) C E®"® Xi(n). (12.0.3)

Let 2 € Xr(m +n), let a € ™, and let ¢ € (™. Since I is an ideal, 2%¢(z) is
in 10m+7) thus (z,e, ® g(e)) = 0. This proves ([Z.0.3).
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Assume now that |Z| < co. We will show that the maps X ~ X and
I — X are inverses of each other. Let J be a homogeneous ideal in C(z). Then

I*7 = span{p € C(z) : In > 0.p(e) € E®" © X;(n)}
(+) = span{p € C(z) : 3n > 0.p(e) € {q(e) : g € J™}}
= span{p: 3In > 0.pec JM}
(xx) = J,
where (*) follows from the definition of X s, and (**) from the fact that J is a
homogeneous ideal.

For the other direction, let Y be a standard subproduct subsystem of Fp =
{E®"},en. Clearly, (IY)™ = {p € C(z) : p(e) € E®* &Y (n)}. Thus

Xpr(n)=E®" & {p(e):pe (I")™}
=E®" o {ple):pe{qgeClzx):qle) € E°" oY (n)}
=E®" o (E®" oY (n)
=Y (n).

O
We record the definitions of I¥ and X from the above theorem for later
use:

Definition 12.0.6 Let E be a Hilbert space with orthonormal basis {e;}icz
(1Z| is not assumed finite). Given a homogeneous ideal I <C{x), the subproduct
system X defined by (I2.0.2) will be called the subproduct system associated
with I. If X is a given subproduct subsystem of Fg, then the ideal I of C(z)
defined by (I2.01)) will be called the ideal associated with X.

We note that X; depends on the choice of the space E and basis {e; }iez,
but different choices will give rise to isomorphic subproduct systems.

Proposition 12.0.7 Let X andY be standard subproduct systems with dim X (1) =
dimY (1) =d < co. Then X is isomorphic to'Y if and only if there is a unitary
linear change of variables in C(x1,...,xq) that sends IX onto IV .

Fix some infinite dimensional separable Hilbert space H. As in classical
algebraic geometry, given a homogeneous ideal 7<C{(z), it is natural to introduce
and to study the zero set of I

Z(I) :={T = (Ti)iez € B(H)* : Vp € Lp(T) = 0}.

Also, given a set Z C B(H)%, one may form the following two-sided ideal in
Clz)
1(2) = {p € Cla) YT € Zp(T) = 0}.
In the following theorem we shall use the notation of This simple result

is the justification for viewing subproduct systems as a framework for studying
tuples of operators satisfying certain homogeneous polynomial relations.
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Theorem 12.0.8 Let E be a Hilbert space with orthonormal basis {e;}icz (not
necessarily with |Z| < o), and let I be a proper homogeneous ideal in C{(x;)iez)-
Let X1 be the associated subproduct system. Let Ty : E — B(H) be a given
representation of E. Define a tuple T = (T(e;))icz. Construct the family
of maps T = {Tp}nen, with T, : X(n) — B(H) as in the paragraphs before
Proposition [1.3 1. Then T is a representation of X if and only if T € Z(I).

Proof. On the one hand, E®" © X(n) = span{p(e) : p € I™}. On the other
hand, for every p € I™ and every h € H,

T"(p(e) ® h) = p(T)h.
Hence, the Theorem follows from Proposition ITT.3.1} (I

Lemma 12.0.9 Let J < C{(x;)iez), |Z| < o0, be a proper homogeneous ideal.
Let SX7 be the X j-shift representation, and define T = (T;)iez by T; = SV (e;),
i €Z. If p e C(z) is a homogeneous polynomial, then p(T) = 0 if and only if
peJ.

Proof. The “if” part follows from Theorem [[2.0.8 For the “only if” part, let
p ¢ J be a homogeneous polynomial of degree n. Applying p(T) to the vacuum
vector 2, we have
p(L)Q = Pple),
where P is the orthogonal projection of E®™ onto X ;(n). But as p ¢ J, p(e) is
not in E®" © X ;(n) = ker P, thus Pp(e) # 0. In particular, p(T) # 0. O
We have the following noncommutative projective Nullstellansatz.

Theorem 12.0.10 Let H be a fized infinite dimensional separable Hilbert space.
Let J be a homogeneous ideal in C{(x;)icz), with |Z| < co. Then

1(Z(])) = J.

In particular, Z(J) = {0 = (0,0,...)} if and only if J is the ideal generated by
all the x;,i € T.

Proof. I(Z(J)) 2 Jisimmediate. To see the converse, first note that equality
is obvious when J = C{z), so we may assume that J is proper. Also note
that since J is homogeneous Z(J) is scale invariant. From this it follows that
I(Z(J)) is also a homogeneous ideal. Indeed, if h, g € H, and p(z) = ), ca2® €
I(Z(J)), then for all A € C one has for every tuple T = (T})icz € Z(I),

0=(pA\Dh,g)=> | D callh,g) | N,

k || =k

and since a nonzero univariate polynomial has only finitely many zeros, it follows
the homogeneous components of p are all in I(Z(J)).

Assume now that p is a homogeneous polynomial not in J. Let S/ be the
X s-shift representation, and define T = (T});ez by T; = S%X7(e;), i € T. Tt is
clear that B(H)Z contains some unitarily equivalent copy of T, which we also
denote by T. By Theorem [2.0.8, T € Z(J). But by Lemma [2.0.9] p(T) # 0,
so p & I(Z(J)). This completes the proof. O
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Chapter 13

Universality of the shift:
universal algebras and
models

In [5], Arveson established a model for commuting, row-contractive tuples. Us-
ing an idea from that paper that appeared also in [I4] and [19] — an idea that
rests upon Popescu’s “Poisson Transform” introduced in [46] (and pushed for-
ward in [40] and [47]) — we construct below a model for representations of
subproduct systems. Roughly speaking, we will show that every representation
of a subproduct system X is a piece of a scaled inflation of the shift. Our model
should be compared with a similar model obtained by Popescu in [47]. We
will also see below that the operator algebra generated by the shift S¥ is the
universal operator algebra generated by a representation of X.

We continue to use the notation set in the previous chapter. Let X be a
standard subproduct system of Hilbert spaces over N, to be fixed throughout
this section. Let p, : E®" — X (n) be the projections. Denote E = X (1). Let
{ei}iez be an orthonormal basis for E, fixed once and for all.

We denote the standard X-shift tuple by S¥ = (S5 );cz , and we denote the
standard X-shift representation of X on Fx by S¥. We consider Fx to be a
subspace of the full Fock space §, we denote the full shift by S = (5;);ez, and
we denote the full shift representation of F' on § := §r by S.

Given a representation T' : X — B(H), we will write T = (T3);ez for the
tuple (T'(e;))iez-

We denote by Ax the unital algebra

Ax :=span{S*" : a € F}}.
We denote by Ex the operator system

Ex =spanAx A,
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and by Tx = C*(S%X) the C*-algebra generated by S, i € Z and Iz,. We
denote by K(Fx) the algebra of compact operators on Fx
If T and U are two representations of X on Hilbert spaces H and K, respec-
tively, then we define
ToU

to be the representation of X on H @& K given by (T @ U)(z) = T(z) & U(z).
We also define
T® Ik

to be the representation of X on H ® K given by (T ® Ix)(x) =T (x) ® Ik.

13.1 Popescu’s “Poisson Transform”

After obtaining the results of this section, we discovered that they were ob-
tained earlier by Gelu Popescu [47]. We are presenting them here since they are
important for the sequel.

Proposition 13.1.1 K£(Fx) C Ex.

Proof. By the definition of representation, we have that S(e,) = S.
Definition [0T4 and the remarks following it, we have that S| 5. = (8%)™

b

for all . Let © € X(n). Let |a| = k. If n < k then (ﬁ)a*x =0. If n >k,
then since X (n) C X (k) ® X(n — k), we may write x = >, i ® z! , where
zi € X(k), xt, € X(m), and m = n — k. We have then

SXe =85 "z @al, =) (ea xh)7h, € X (m). (13.1.1)

%

We then have for x € X (n):

a ak <k
I- 3 sX7sX™ ) =™ o s
|az_k {x_zm—kg Zi<eaax}q>xina nZ k

But

= DPn Z Z <€a,$z>6a ®.’L‘in

A ‘a|:k
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We thus conclude that I — Z|a\:k SX*SXY — Py, where W = C @ X))o
-+ @® X(k—1). In particular,

I->"8%(8%); =P (13.1.2)
€T

Equations (I311)) and (I312) give

(%P (I -y 8k (SX):> 5w = pigi(eas v)es.

ieT
As the elements pges span §x, it follows that KFx)Céx. O
Given a representation T' of X on a Hilbert space H and given an integer
m € N, we denote by m - T' the representation
m-T:X—>BH®H® ---®H)

m times

given by m - T(z) = T(z) ®T(x)®---®T(x). T is a row contraction (i.e.,

m times

ZiEZ T, T < Iy) if and only if T is completely contractive. When T is a row
contraction the defect operator A(T) is defined as

AT)=1-> TT7,
i€Z
and the Poisson Kernel [46] associated with T is the family of isometries
{KT (I)}OST<1

K.(T):H—F®H,
given by
E(Dh=Y en® (T\am(@)l/aza*h) .
QGF;
(See the beginning of [46] Section 8| for the remark that T has “property (P)”,
and [46, Lemma 3.2] for the fact that these are isometries). When it makes

sense, we also define K4 (T') by the same formula with » = 1. The Poisson
transform is then defined as a map

d=dp: C*(S) - B(H)

®(a) = 7(a) = lim K, (1) (a® K, (T).

By [46, Theorem 3.8], ® is a unital, completely positive, completely contractive,
satisfies
®(s°87) =TT,

and is multiplicative on Alg(S, Iz), the algebra generated by S and Iz (® is in
fact an Alg(S, Iz)-morphism).
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Theorem 13.1.2 Let T be a c.c. representation of X on H. There exists a
unital, completely positive, completely contractive map

U:Ex — B(H)
that satisfies
U ((8¥)(8%)%) =TT, a,8€Ff
and

U(ab) = ¥(a)T(b) , a € Ax,b € Ex. (13.1.3)

Proof. By the lemma below, the range of K, (T) is contained in §x ® H for
all 0 <r < 1, thus
(Psx @ In)Ky (T) = Ky (1)

We may then define
V(I)(((8D)*($5)™)) = i K, (D) (D) (85)™) @ I) K, (T)

() = lim K, (1)" ((8°87) @ 1) K, (D)

=TT,
where in (*) we have made use of the coinvariance of §x under S. This obviously
extends to the desired map on £x. O
Lemma 13.1.3 K, () H C§x ® H.
Proof. Let h € H. It suffices to show that for all n € N, the element

S ea® (MAGDTR) = (L0 " AGT)?) Y en ® (T7H)

laf=n laf=n
is in X (n) ® H. However, X (n) ® H (considered as a subspace of E®" @ H) is
reduced by (I ® r™A(rT)'/?), so it is enough to show that

£:= Y ea®(ITh) € X(n)® H.
lo|=n

?et x € E®"© X(n) and g € H. The proof will be completed by showing that
Ex®g)=0.

(€r0g =3 (ca®Tlea) hz®g)

lal=n
= Y (ea,2)(h, T(ea)g)
lal=n
_<h,T > (ear T)ea g>
lal=n

= <h7 Tn(x ® g)>7
and by Proposition [[T.3.1] the last expression in this chain of equalities is 0.
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13.2 The universal algebra generated by a tuple
subject to homogeneous polynomial iden-
tities

Theorem 13.2.1 J < C((x;)icz), be a homogeneous ideal. Then Ax, is the
universal unital operator algebra generated by a row contraction in Z(J), that
is: Ax, s a norm closed unital operator algebra generated by a tuple in Z(J),
(namely, (S;*")icz), and if B € B(H) is another norm closed unital operator
algebra generated by a row contraction (T;)icz € Z(J), then there is a unique
unital and completely contractive homomorphism ¢ of Ax, onto B, such that
@(S;*7) =T, for all i € T.

Proof. This follows from Theorems [12.0.8 and 13.1.21 O

13.3 A model for representations: every com-
pletely bounded representation of X is a
piece of an inflation of S¥

We will now construct a model for representations of subproduct systems. In [47]
Section 2], a similar but different model — that includes also a fully coisometric
part and not only the shift — has been obtained.

Theorem 13.3.1 Let T be a completely bounded representation of the subprod-
uct system X on a separable Hilbert space H, and let K be an infinite dimen-
sional, separable Hilbert space. Then for all v > ||T ||y, T is unitarily equivalent
to a piece of

S* @rlk. (13.3.1)
Moreover, ||T||c» is equal the infimum of r such that T is a piece of an operator
as in (I331).
Proof. It is known that ||T||c = |[(T3)iez|row, Where T; = T'(e;). Thus if r >
ro = ||T'||ep, then >, TiT; < r3l < r?I. Put W; = r=1T;, so Yoier Wil <
rg/r?1. Then K (W) is an isometry (it is equal to K, /,(r/roW), and r/roW
is a row contraction). Thus we may define a map (as in the proof of Theorem

M53.12)
U: B(§x) — B(H)

by
U(a) =K (W) (ax 1)K (W).

U is a normal completely positive unital map that satisfies
U ((8)*(8Y)7%) = WOW™ | o, € Fy.

Since ¥ is normal it has a normal minimal Stinespring dilation ¥(a) = V*7(a)V,
with 7 : B(§x) — B(L) anormal *-homomorphism and V' : H — L an isometry.
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It is well known that 7 is equivalent to a multiple of the identity representation.
Thus we obtain, up to unitary equivalence and after identifying H with VH,
that r~1T; = Py (S¥)Py = Py(S ® Ig)Py, for some Hilbert space G. To
see that T is a piece of S¥ ® I we need to show that (¥ ® Iq)*|,, = T; for
all i € Z. In other words, we need to show that Py (S{) = Pyn(S;)Py. But,
for all b € Ex,

= 0(S7")
() = B(SF)W(b)
= Pyn(S;)Pyn(b)Py,

where (*) follows from (I3.1.3). By Proposition I3.I1] the strong operator clo-
sure of Ex is B(Fx). Pum(S;X) = Pyn(S;X)Py now follows from the minimality
and normality of the dilation.

It is clear that »—'7 is a also piece of S¥ ® Ik for every K with dim K >
dim G, so we may choose K to be infinite dimensional.

We want to show that necessarily dim K > dim H. Since SX @ Ik is a
dilation of r=T, Iy, — >, 7 S¥(SX)* ® Ik is a dilation of Iy — >, .7 72T T}
But the latter operator is invertible so it has rank dim H. Thus the rank of
Pe@Ix =1L — Y07 S (5;¥)* ® Ik, which is dim K, must be greater.

Now the final assertion is clear. [J

We can now obtain a general von Neumann inequality.

Theorem 13.3.2 Let X be a subproduct system, and let T be a c.c. represen-
tation of X on a Hilbert space H. Let {e1,...,eq} be an orthonormal set in
X (1), and define T; = T(e;) and S* = S%X(e;) fori=1,...,d. Then for every
polynomials p and q in d non commuting variables,

lp(Ty, ..., Ta)q(Th, ..., Ta)*|| < Ip(S5Y, ..., S5)q(S, ..., S5) .
Proof. Since T is a piece of SX @ rIx for all r > 1, we have
p(Th, ..., Ty)q(Th, ..., Ty)* = P(p(rSl, ceySq)q(rSy, ..., 189" ® IK)P

for some projection P, and the result follows by taking » \, 1. O
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Chapter 14

The operator algebra
associated to a subproduct
system

Let X be a subproduct system. Recall the definitions of Ax and £x from the
beginning of Chapter[[3 If {e;};cz is an orthonormal basis for X (1), then Ay is
the unital operator algebra generated by (S );cz with S = S%(e;). If {fi}iez
is another orthonormal basis then the tuple (S (f;))iez is not necessarily uni-
tarily equivalent to (S;¥);ez. For instance (with the above notation), if X and

{e1,e2} are as in Example TT.Z4] and

fi= %(61 +e) , fo= %(61 —e2),

then S{¥, S5 are partial isometries, whereas Ty = SX(f1) and Tp = S¥X(f2)
are not. Thus, the unitary equivalence of the row (S;¥) does not determine the
isomorphism class of the subproduct system X.

Proposition 14.0.3 Let X and Y be two subproduct systems with X(1) = E
and Y (1) = F. Assume that {e;}icz is an orthonormal basis for E and that
{fi}Yiez is an orthonormal basis for F. Then the shifts (S)iez and (S¥)icz are
unitarily equivalent as rows (i.e., there exists a unitary V : §x — Fy such that
VSX = SYV foralli € I), if and only if there is an isomorphism of subproduct

systems W : X — Y such that We; = f; for alli e I.

Proof. If X and Y are isomorphic with the isomorphism W sending e; to f;,
then define a unitary V : §x — §y by

V= @W|X(n)'
neN

VSX = SYV follows from the properties of W. Conversely, a unitary V in-

3
tertwining 5% and SY must send Qx to Qy. Indeed, such a unitary must
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send {Qx}+ (which is equal to V;,ImS?) onto a subspace of {Q2y}* that has
codimension 1 in Fy, thus it must send {Qx}* onto {Qy}+. It follows that
VQx = Qy. Thus, given a unitary V intertwining S~ and S, we may define
W|X(n): X(n) = Y(n) by

WSX0 =VsXa=:5Yq,

for all || = n, and it is easy to see that the maps W‘X(n) assemble to form an
isomorphism of subproduct systems. [

In the example preceding the proposition, we saw how the shift “tuple”
(97X, S55) depends essentially on the choice of basis in E. However, the closed

unital algebra generated by (S;%,S5°) is isomorphic to the one generated by
(Th,T>). Similar remarks hold for £x and Tx.

Example 14.0.4 Let X be the subproduct system given by X (0) = C, X (1) =
C? and X(n) = 0 for all n > 2. Let Y be the subproduct system given by
Y(0) =Y(1) =Y(2) =C and Y(n) = 0 for all n > 3. Then since Ex and
Ey contain the compact operators on Fx and Fy (the Fock spaces), we have
Ex=Tx 2 M3(C) 2Ty =&y.

On the other hand, let {e1,es} be an orthonormal basis for X (1). Then if
Q is the vacuum vector, then Ax is generated by S¥(Q) = I, 5% (e1), S¥ (e2).
In the base {Q,e1,ea} for Fx, these operators have the form

1 0 0 0 0O 0 0 O
01 0}),{1 0 0],]10 0 O
0 0 1 0 0O 1 00
Thus,
a 0 0
Ax = b a 0] |a,b,ceC
c 0 a

On the other hand, Ay is generated by

1 0 0
I=10 1 0],5(f)=
0 0 1

el ]

00 ) 000
0 0], (s¥(f1))" ={0 0 0],
1 0 1 00
where {f1} is an orthonormal basis for Y'(1). Thus

Ay =

o o R
e O
Q* O O

’a,b,cEC

So Ax # Ay (in Ax the solutions of T2 = 0 form a two dimensional subspace,
and in Ay they form a one dimensional subspace).

For every subproduct system X there exists a unique completely contractive
multiplicative linear functional py : £x — C that sends Al to A and SX to
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0 when |a| > 0. The existence of pg follows from Theorem [[3.1.2 (using the
Poisson Transform), but it is also clear that pg is just the vector state associated
with the vacuum vector Qx:

po(T) = <TQx,Qx> , T e Ax.

po can be considered also as a conditional expectation py : Ax — C - Qx,
inducing a direct sum

Ax = poAx @kerpg=C-I1& Yy S¥Ax. (14.0.1)

Ax contains a dense graded subalgebra, with the homogeneous elements of
degree n being S (£), where £ € X (n).

Lemma 14.0.5 Let ¢ : Ax — Ay be an isometric isomorphism. Then ¢ is
unital.

Proof. A theorem of Arazy and Solel [1] implies that an isometric map
between Ax and Ay must send I € Ax to an isometry in Ax N A% . It follows
that o(I) = ¢, |¢| = 1. But since ¢ is a homomorphism, then ¢ = 1. O

Lemma 14.0.6 For alln e N, £ € X(n)

IS* ()l = I15* ©)xll = i€l

Proof.  Because SX(¢) maps the orthogonal summands X (k) of §x into
the orthogonal summands X (k + n), it suffices to show that for all n € X (k),

1SX(E)nll < IEllllnll (because S¥ (§)Qx = &). Now, S¥(&)n = py (€ ®n), thus

IS*(©)nl* < llg @ nll* = [I€lI[ln]1>.

O

Lemma 14.0.7 Let ¢ : Ax — Ay be an isometric isomorphism that preserves
the direct sum decomposition (14.0.1]). Then ¢ preserves the grading: if & €
X (n) then o(SX(€)) is in the norm closure of span{S¥ (n) :n € Y(n)}.

Proof. Since ¢ is a homomorphism, it suffices to show, say, that (S5%) has
“degree one”, that is, it is in the norm closure of span{S¥ (n) : n € Y(1)}.
By assumption, we may write p(S7) = >, a;SY + T, with T in the closure of
span{SY (n) : n € Y(n),n > 2}. But o (3, a;SY +T) = S{, and (T is in
the norm closure of span{S*(§) : n € X(n),n > 2},s0 o1 (>°, @;SY) = S{*+B,
with B = —¢~}(T) (note that ¢! also preserves the direct sum decomposition

(I200).
If T'= 0 then we are done, so assume T # 0. Then B # 0, also. But

L= 5% = I5Fx] < (5% + B)xll < 1S + B = | Y aisT |l
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and at the same time

I aisy =1 asSy Qyll < 1Q_ aSy +T)Qy || < I aiS) +T| = IS = 1.

From T # 0 we arrived at 1 < 1, thus 7' =10. O

Theorem 14.0.8 X 2 Y if and only if Ax and Ay are isometrically isomor-
phic with an isomorphism that preserves the direct sum decomposition (I.0.1]),
and this happens if and only if Ax and Ay are isometrically isomorphic with a
grading preserving isomorphism. In fact, if p : Ax — Ay is a grading preserv-
ing tsometric isomorphism then there is an isomorphism V : X — 'Y such that
for allT € Ax, o(T) =VTV*.

Proof. X =Y implies Ax = Ay because these algebras are then generated
by unitarily equivalent tuples.

For the converse, we will assume that X and Y are standard subproduct
systems. The isomorphism V : X — Y is defined on the fiber X (n) by

V() = V(S (6)x) = p(S¥(€)Qy , €€ X(n).

If it is well defined, then it is onto. Lemma [[4.0.6] shows that V is an isometry
on the fibers:

15 (©)x || = 15 (©)ll = l(S* (DN = lle(S™ ()2 |-

Lemma [[4.0.7 implies that V' (§) sits in Y (n). V respects the subproduct struc-
ture: if m,n € N, £ € X(n),n € X(m), then

Vo o (E@n) = VSX(pX (£ ®@n)0x
= o(S¥ (P (€ @M)))Qy
= @(S*(€)S* )2y
= (5™ (€)p(S¥ ()
(%) = Prn (2(S¥()Qy @ (¥ (1))
= n(V(E) @ V(n).

)
(*) follows from the facts S (y)Qy =y and S¥ (y1)SY (y2)Qy = S¥ (), . (11 ®

¥2))Qy = ph, (11 @ y2) = ph, W (SY (11)Qy @ S (y2)Qy ).

Finally, let us show that for all T' € Ax, ¢(T) = VI'V*. What we mean by
this is that for all £ € X, (S¥X(€)) = VSX(E)V*. Let p(S¥(n))Qy = V(n) be
a typical element in §y.

VSOV (ST )y = VS¥(€)n
=Vpt(Ean)
= p(S¥ (p™ (€ @)y
= p(S% (€)% ()
= (5% (€)) (8™ (m)) Qv

This completes the proof. [
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Chapter 15

Classification of the
universal algebras of
g-commuting tuples

Definition 15.0.9 A matriz q is called admissible if ¢;; = 0 and 0 # ¢;; = qj_i1
for alli +# 3.

15.1 The g-commuting algebras A, and their uni-
versality

Let {e1,...,eq} be an orthonormal basis for E := C¢, to be fixed (together with
d) throughout this section. Let ¢ € M4(C) be an admissible matrix, and let X,
be the maximal standard subproduct system with fibers

X{1)=F, X42)=E@Ecspan{e; Re; —qije; ®e; : 1 <i,5 <d,i# j}.

When ¢;; =1 for all ¢ < j, then X, is the symmetric subproduct system SSP.
The Fock spaces §x, have been studied in [19].

For brevity, we shall write S{ instead of SiX ?. We denote by A, the al-
gebra Ax,. By Theorem [[3.2.1] the algebra A, is the universal norm closed
unital operator algebra generated by a row contraction (77,...,Ty) satisfying

the relations
TZ‘TJ‘ = QijTjTi ,1<i<i < d.

15.2 The character space of A,

Let M, be the space of all (contractive) multiplicative and unital linear function-
als on Ay, endowed with the weak-* topology. We shall call M, the character
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space of Aqy. Every p € M, is uniquely determined by the d-tuple of complex

numbers (z1,...,xq), where z; = p(S7) for i = 1,...,d. Since a contractive lin-
ear functional is completely contractive, (z1,...,zq) must be a row contraction,
that is, |#1]? + ... + |z4/?> < 1. In other words, (z1,...,74) is in the unit ball

By of C?. The multiplicativity of p implies that (z1,...,24) must lie inside the
set
Zg = {(21,...,Zd) €By:(1 —qij)ZiZj =0,1<i1<y Sd}

Conversely, Theorem [[3.2.1] implies that every (z1,...,2q) € Z, gives rise
to a character p € M, that sends S} to x;. Thus the map

My s p—= (p(S]),....p(SH) € Z,

is injective and surjective. It is also obviously continuous (with respect to the
weak-* and standard topologies). Since M, is compact, we have the homeo-
morphism

Mg=2Z,. (15.2.1)

Note that the vacuum state pg corresponds to the point 0 € Z, C ce.

When ¢;; = 1, the condition (1 — ¢;5)z;z; = 0 is trivially satisfied, so when
¢i,; = 1 for all ¢, j, then Z; is the unit ball B4. When ¢;; # 1, the condition is
that either z; = 0 or z; = 0. Thus, if for all 4, j, g;; # 1, then Z, is the union of
d discs glued together at their origins.

15.3 Classification of the A, ¢;; # 1

Given a permutation o (on a set with d elements), let U, be the matrix that
induces the same permutation on the standard basis of C¢.

Proposition 15.3.1 Let ¢ and r be two admissible d X d matrices. Assume
that there is a permutation o € Sq such that r = UUqUa_l, and let M\1,..., g be
any complex numbers on the unit circle. Then the map

i = Ai€o(i) (15.3.1)
extends to an isomorphism of X, onto X,, and thus the map

ST AiSg i)
extends to a completely isometric isomorphism between A, and A,.

Proof. For all n, the map ([I5.3.1)) extends to a unitary V,, of E®™. For n = 2,
this unitary sends e; ® ej — qije; @ e; to /\i/\jeg(i) @ eq(j) — /\i/\jqijeg(j) @ € (s)-
But r = U,qU; ! implies To(i)o(j) = Gij, thus

Vaiei®@ej —qije; @ei = Aidjeo(i) ® €a(j) = AidjTo(i)o () €o(j) @ €o(i)

so Vo is a unitary between X,(2) and X,(2) that respects the product. By
induction, it follows that V = {Vn‘ X (n)}" is an isomorphism of subproduct

systems. The final assertion follows from Proposition 14.0.3 [
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Theorem 15.3.2 Let g andr be two admissible dxd matrices such that ¢;;,7:; #
1 for alli,j. Then X, is isomorphic to X, if and only if there is a permutation
o € Sq such thatr = U,qU,; . In this case the isomorphisms are precisely those
of the form

€; — Aiea(i)a
where A1, ..., \q are any complex numbers on the unit circle, and o is such that
r=U,qU, " .

Proof. One direction is Proposition[I5.31] so assume that there is an isomor-
phism of subproduct systems V : X, — X,.. Let f; :== V~le;. Thereisa d x d
unitary matrix U = (u;;) such that f; = > u;je;. As V is an isomorphism of
subproduct systems, we have for all i # j

X
Ve “(fi ® fj —1iifi @ fi) = 3" (i @ ej — 1ijej @ e;) = 0,
thus
(Z uikek)@)(z wji€r)—rij (Z ujkek)®(z uger) € span{ e, ®en—Gmnen®em 1 m # n}k,
k 7 % 7
or

Z(uikuﬂ — 1 Ui ) ek Qe € span{em, @ en — ¢mnén @ em :m #n}. (15.3.2)
k,l
The coefficients of the vectors ex ® er in the sum above must vanish, thus
UikWjk — Tijujptge = 0 for all ¢ # j. Since r;; # 1, we must have ujruy = 0
for all £ and all ¢ = j. Thus the unitary matrix U has precisely one nonzero

element in each column, and it therefore must be of the form U, D, where D
is a diagonal unitary matrix.

Equation (I5.32) becomes
Uig (i) Ujo(5) Co (i) DCo () —Tij Ujo () Wic (i) €o () Do (i) € SPAN{Em@en—qmnen®@em : M # n},

but this can only happen if

Uia (i) Ujo(j) €a(i) @ €o(j) ~ TijUjo(j) Yio (i) €a(j) & €a(i)
is proportional to
€o(i) @ €o(j) ~ do(i)o(5)Ca(i) © Co(i)
that is e () Ujo () Do (i) (j) = Wjo(j)Wic(i)Tij> OF Tij = do(i)o(j)- Replacing o with

o1, the proof is complete. O

Corollary 15.3.3 Let g be an admissible d x d matriz such that there is no
permutation o € Sq such that ¢ = U,qU;t. Assume that gi; # 1 for all 4,j.
Then the only automorphisms of X, are unitary scalings of the basis {e1, ..., eq}.
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Theorem 15.3.4 Let g andr be two admissible dxd matrices such that ¢;;,7:; #
1 for all i,j. Then A, is isometrically isomorphic to A, if and only if there
is a permutation o € Sg such that r = quUl;l. In this case the isometric
isomorphisms between Ay and A, are precisely those of the form

o (i)
where \1,...,A\g are any complex numbers on the unit circle.

Proof. If r = U,qU, !, then by Proposition [5.3.1 and Theorem Ay
and A, are isomorphic (with an isomorphism that preserves the direct sum
decomposition (I40.1])).

Conversely, assume that ¢ : A; — A, is a completely isometric isomorphism.
Then ¢ induces a homeomorphism between M, and M, by p — po . Recall
that M, and M, are both homeomorphic to d discs glued together at the origin.
Thus the homeomorphism p — p o ¢ must take pg of X, to pg of X,, because
these are the unique points in M, and M, respectively, that when removed
from M, and M, leave d disconnected punctured discs. Thus ¢ sends the
vacuum state of A, to the vacuum state of A4, and must therefore preserve the
direct sum decomposition (IZ0T]). By Theorem [T4.0.8 there is an isomorphism
of subproduct systems V' : X, — X, such that ¢(e) = V ¢ V*. By Theorem
15.3.2 we conclude that there is a permutation o € Sy such that r = U,qU; L.
It also follows that ¢(S) = AiS7 ;). O

Corollary 15.3.5 Let q be an admissible d X d matriz such that there is no
permutation o € Sq such that ¢ = U,qU; L. Then the only isometric automor-
phisms of Aq are unitary scalings of the shift {SY,...,S5}.

As a corollary of the above discussion we have:

Corollary 15.3.6 Let q¢ and r be two admissible d X d matrices such that
Gij,Tij # 1 for alli,j. Then Ay is isometrically isomorphic to A, if and only if
X=X,

15.4 X, and A,, d =2

In the particular case d = 2, we let a complex number ¢ parameterize the spaces
X, (we may allow also ¢ = 0) defined to be the maximal standard subproduct
system with fibers

X,(1)=C?, X,(2) =C*®C* S span{e; @ea — gea @ 1}

Since My = Bj, A; is not isomorphic to any A, with ¢ # 1 (recall that when
q # 1, M, is homeomorphic to two discs glued together at the origin). Thus
Theorem [[5.3.4] gives:

Corollary 15.4.1 Assume that d = 2. Then X, = X, if and only if A is
isometrically isomorphic to A,, and either one of these happens if and only if

either r =q orr =q 1.
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Elias Katsoulis has pointed out to us that the above corollary also follows
from the techniques of [I§].

The above result is reminiscent to the fact that two rotation algebras Ay and
Ag: are isomorphic if and only if either €27 = 270" or (270)~1 = 27" Ope
cannot help but wonder whether one can draw a deeper connection between
these results then the superficial one, in particular, can the classification of
rotation algebras be deduced from the classification of the algebras A,?

By Corollaries and we have the following.

Corollary 15.4.2 Let d =2 and let ¢ # 1. Then subproduct system X, has no
automorphisms aside form the unitary scalings of the basis. The algebra Aq has
no isometric automorphisms other than unitary scalings of the generators.

On the other hand, a direct calculation shows that every unitary on C? ex-
tends to an automorphism of X7, and thus induces a non-obvious automorphism

of Al.
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Chapter 16

Standard maximal

subproduct systems with
dim X (1) = 2 and dim X (2) = 3

Again, let {e1,...,eq} be an orthonormal basis for E := C?. We will soon
turn attention to the case d = 2. For a matrix A € My(C), we define the
symmetric part of A to be A% := (A+ A')/2 and the antisymmetric part of A to
be A% := (A — A')/2. Denote by X4 the maximal standard subproduct system
with fibers

d
Xa(1)=E, Xa(2) = E® E & span Z a;je; ® e;

ij=1
We will write S# for the shift S¥4. We will also write A4 for Ax,.

Proposition 16.0.3 Let A, B € My(C). Then there is an isomorphism V :
Xa — Xp if and only if there exists A € C and a unitary d x d matriz U such
that B = N\UYAU. In this case, U extends to the isomorphism V between X 5
and Xp by V1 =U.

Proof. Let V: X4 — Xp be an isomorphism of subproduct systems. There
is a d x d unitary matrix U = (u;;) such that

d
fii=Viles) =Y uizey.
j=1
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Then

0=Vi(py (O aijei ®e¢;))
=py (O aifi @ f),

.3

S0y . j ai; fi ® f; must be a spanning vector of span {Zl jbijei ® ej}. Writing
out fully what this means,

A g aij g UipUjier @ e = E brier ® ¢
g Tl Kl

for some A € C, so
bkl = Z Qi Uik Usji-
i,

But the right hand side is precisely the ki-th element of A\UtAU.

Conversely, assuming B = \U*AU, one can read the above argument from
finish to start to obtain an isomorphism V : X4 — Xp. O

We see that for X4 and X to be isomorphic the ranks of A and B must be
the same, as well as the ranks of their symmetric and anti-symmetric parts. For
example, if A is symmetric and B is not then X4 2 Xpg, a result which may
not seem obvious at first glance.

Theorem 16.0.4 Assume that d = 2. Let A, B € Ms(C) be any two matrices.
Then Aa is isometrically isomorphic to Ap if and only if X4 = Xpg, and this
happens if and only if there exists A € C and a unitary 2 x 2 matriz U such that
B = \U'AU.

The proof of Theorem [16.0.4] will occupy the rest of this section. Denote
by M4 the character space of A4, that is, the topological space of contractive
multiplicative and unital linear functionals on A4, endowed with the weak-%
topology.

Lemma 16.0.5 The topology of M depends on the rank r(A®) of the sym-
metric part A° of A:

1. If r(A®) =0 then M4 = By, the unit ball in C2.
2. If r(A®) =1 then M4 =2 D, the unit disc in C.

3. If r(A®) = 2 then My is homeomorphic to two discs pasted together at
the origin.

Proof. We proceed similarly to the lines of Every character p €
M4 is uniquely determined by \; = p(S{') and A2 = p(S3'), which lie in Bs.
Conversely, every (A1, \2) € Bs that satisfies

Z aij/\i/\j - 0
4,J
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gives rise to a character p by defining \; = p(S7}) and Ay = p(S3"). Thus,

My EVy = ()\17)\]) € By : Zaij)\i/\j =0

4]

Clearly, V4 = V4. However, every symmetric 2 X 2 matrix is complex congruent
to one of the following:

0 0 10 10
2= (o 0)-2= 0 0) 2= 5 0).

i.e., there exists a nonsingular matrix 7" such that A% = T*D,T, for i = r(A®).
But then Vs = T*1VDI. = Vp,, so it remains to verify that Vp, is homeomorphic
to the spaces listed in the statement of the lemma. [J

Corollary 16.0.6 If r(A°%) # r(B®) then As % Ap.

We can use this corollary to break down the classification of the algebras
A4 to the classification of the algebras A4 with fixed r(A®). The easiest case is
0 1
-1 0)’
and these two matrices give rise to non isomorphic algebras (these are the alge-
bras generated by the full and symmetric shifts, respectively).

The next easiest case is 7(A%) = 2.

r(A®) = 0, because then A is either the zero matrix or a multiple of

Lemma 16.0.7 If A, B € M(C) and r(A®) = r(B®) = 2, then Ay is isomet-
rically isomorphic to Ap if and only if X4 = Xp, and this happens if and only
if there exists X € C and a unitary 2 x 2 matriz U such that B = \U'AU.
Any isometric isomorphism between Aa and Ap arises as conjugation by the
subproduct system isomorphism arising from U.

Proof. In light of Theorem and Proposition [[6.0.3 it suffices to show
that any isometric isomorphism ¢ : A4 — Ap sends the vacuum state to the
vacuum state. But the vacuum state in M 4 and in Mp corresponds to the
point where the two discs are glued together. Since ¢ induces a homeomorphism
between Mp and M 4, it must send the vacuum state to the vacuum state. [

Remark 16.0.8 In the previous section we have seen already that there is a
continuum of non-(isometrically)-isomorphic algebras A4 and subproduct sys-
tems X4 with 7(A°) = 2, namely the algebras A,;. One can see that these
algebras Ay4 are not exhausted by the algebras A, of the previous section. For
1
0
and only for ¢ = 1 is this algebra isomorphic to an A, (in this case ¢ = —1).

example, all the algebras A4 with A = O) , with ¢ > 0, are non-isomorphic,

We now come to the trickiest case, r(A4%) = 1.
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Lemma 16.0.9 If A, B € M>(C) are two symmetric matrices of rank 1, then
there exists A\ € C and a unitary 2 x 2 matriz U such that B = N\U'AU, and
consequently X 4 = Xp and Ap is isometrically isomorphic to Ap.

Proof. We only have to prove the first assertion, and we may assume that

B = <1 0>. We may also assume that there is a unit vector v = (v1,v2)" such

0 0
U_(ﬁ “_2_>
U2 —U1
Then

that A = vvt. Now let
ot _ _
UAU = (P8 P2 ) 0 (0 T2\ _ (1 T2 vy 0
Ry o) \m ) \ee 0

O

10
0 0/
Below we will also need the following lemma.

Lemma 16.0.10 Let A be a 2 x 2 matriz for which r(A®) = 1. Then there
exists one and only one ¢ > 0 for which there is a A € C and a unitary U such

that
( 1 q) — \UAU.
—q 0

Furthermore, if A is non-symmetric then A is congruent to the matriz

(o)

Proof. Direct verification, using Lemma[16.0.9 and the fact that congruations
preserve, up to a scalar, the anti-symmetric part. [
Let us write A, for the matrix

(1 q
a= (28,

By the above lemma, we may restrict attention only to the algebras A4, with
q > 0.
Recall that the character space My, of A, is identified with the closed
unit disc D by
My, > p<—>p(S§4q) eD.

We write p, for the character that sends S;l" to z € D. This identifies the
vacuum vector pp with the point 0. Recall also that if ¢ : A4, — Aa, is an
isometric isomorphism, then it induces a homeomorphism @, : Ma, — Ma,
given by p.p = po . We write F, for the homeomorphism D — D induced by
@, that is, F, is the unique self map of D that satisfies

VxPz = PF(z) » # €D.
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Let us introduce the notation
O(0;q,7) = {F,(0)|¢ : Aa, — Aa, is an isometric isomorphism},

and
0(0;q) = O(0;¢,9)-

Lemma 16.0.11 Let q,r > 0. If ¢ # r then 0 does not lie in O(0;q,r).

Proof. Assume that 0 € O(0;¢,7). Then there is some isometric isomorphism
¢ Aa, — Aa, that preserves the character po. It follows from Theorem T4.0.8
and Proposition [[6.0.3] that, for some unitary 2 x 2 matrix U and some \ € C,
A, =ANU'A,U. But, as noted in Lemma [[6.0.10, this is impossible if r # ¢. O

Lemma 16.0.12 The sets O(0;q,r) are invariant under rotations around 0.

Proof. For A with |A| = 1, write ) for the isometric isomorphism mapping

S?q to )\S’iAq (i =1,2). For b = F,(0) € O(0;¢,r), consider ¢ o ¢y. We have
A A A

po((Lo@r)(55")) = po(p(ASy 7)) = Apo(e(S5*)) = Ab. Thus Ab € O(0;¢,7). O

Lemma 16.0.13 Let g,r > 0. If q # r then Aa, is not isometrically isomor-
phic to Aa,..

Proof.  Assume that ¢ : Ay, — A4, is an isometric isomorphism. We
have pg o ¢ = pp, with b = F,(0), and F,, is a homeomorphism of D onto itself.

By definition, b € O(0;¢,r). By Lemma [[6.0.11] b # 0. Denote C := {z :
|z| = |b]}. By Lemmal6.0.12, C' € O(0;¢,7). Consider C" := F*(C). We have
that C" C O(0;r). C’ is a simply connected closed path in D that goes through
the origin. By Lemma [[6.0.12] the interior of C’, int(C”), is in O(0;r). But then
F,(int(C")) is the interior of C, and it is in O(0;¢,r). But then 0 € O(0;¢,7),
contradicting Lemma [[6.0.11]1 O

That concludes the proof of Theorem [16.0.4
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Chapter 17

The representation theory
of Matsumoto’s subshift
C*-algebras

In [34] Kengo Matsumoto introduced a class of C*-algebras that arise from sym-
bolic dynamical systems called “subshifts” (we note that in the later paper [17]
Carlsen and Matsumoto suggest another way of associating a C*-algebra with
a subshift. Here we are discussing only the algebras originally introduced in
[34]). These subshift algebras, as we shall call them, are strict generalizations
of Cuntz-Krieger algebras and have been extensively studied by Matsumoto, T.
M. Carlsen and others. For example, the following have been studied: criteria
for simplicity and pure-infiniteness; conditions on the underlying dynamical sys-
tems for subshift algebras to be isomorphic; the automorphisms of the subshift
algebras; K-theory of the subshift algebras; and much more. In this chapter we
will use the framework constructed in the previous chapters to give a complete
description of all representations of a subshift algebra when the subshift is of
finite type.

17.1 Subshifts and the corresponding subprod-
uct systems and C*-algebras

Our references for subshifts are [34] and [I6, Chapter 3].

Let T = {1,2,...,d} be a fixed finite set. Z? is the space of all two-sided
infinite sequences, endowed with the product topology. The left shift (or simply
the shift) on Z% is the homeomorphism o : Z2 — I% given by (0(z))x = Tk11-
Let A be a shift invariant closed subset of ZZ. By this we mean o(A) = A. The
topological dynamical system (A, U‘ ) is called a subshift. Sometimes A is also
referred to as the subshift.
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If W is a set of words in 1,2, ...,d, one can define a subshift by forbidding
the words in W as follows:

Aw = {z € T% : no word in W occurs as a block in x}.

Conversely, every subshift arises this way: i.e., for every subshift A there exists
a collection of words W, called the set of forbidden words, such that A = Ay .
In this context, if W can be chosen finite then A = Ay is called a subshift of
finite type, or SF'T for short. By replacing Z if needed, we may always assume
that W has no words of length one. If W can be chosen such that the longest
word in W has length &k + 1 then A is called a k-step SFT. A 1-step SFT is also
called a topological Markov chain. A basic result is that every SFT is isomorphic
to a topological Markov chain ([I6], Proposition 3.2.1]).
For a fixed subshift (A, U‘A), we set

AF = {a: ais a word with length k occurring in some x € A},

and Ay = UL_ A%, A* = U (AR, With the subshift (A,a’A) we associate a
subproduct system X, as follows. Let {e;}icz be an orthonormal basis of a
Hilbert space E. We define

Xa(0) =C,

and for n > 1 we define
Xa(n) =span{e, : « € A™}.

We define a product U, : Xa(m) @ Xa(n) = Xa(m+n) by

eap, if af €A™t

Vrnnleo 2] = {0 else

Since A™*T™ C A™ . A", X, is a standard subproduct system.

Definition 17.1.1 The C*-algebra associated with a subshift (A, U‘A) is defined
as the quotient algebra

Oy = OXA = TXA/’C(SXA)'

Remark 17.1.2 Just to prevent confusion: In [34], O was defined as the quo-
tient by the compacts of the C*-algebra generated by the “creation operators”
(that is, the X-shift) on Fx, without using the language of subproduct systems.

17.2 Subproduct systems that come from sub-
shifts

Proposition 17.2.1 Let X be a standard subproduct system such that there is
an orthonormal basis {e;}icz of X (1), with T finite, such that
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1. BEvery X(n), n > 1, is spanned by vectors of the form e, with |a| = n.

2. For all m,n € N, |a| = n and e, € X(n), implies that there is some
B, € I™ such that eg @ eq and eq ® e are in X(m +n).

Then there is a shift invariant closed subset A of I such that X = Xa. X is the
mazximal standard subproduct system with prescribed fibers X (1), X (2),..., X (k+
1) if and only if A is k-step SFT.

Proof. For all k € N, define
AR ={aeTF e, e X(k)}.
For all m € Z, k € N, define the closed sets
Anr={x€ 7% . (Tmy Tt 1y -« s Tntk—1) € A(k)}.

Condition (2) implies that X (k) always contains a nonzero vector of the form
€q, |a| = k. That implies that the family {A,, k}m x has the finite intersection
property. Indeed,

Amy by N Ay ky 2 A # 0,

where M = min{mi, ma}, K = max{ms + ka,m1 + k1} — M. By compactness
of Z% we conclude that the closed set

A=) Ami
m,k

is non-empty. A is invariant under the left and the right shifts, so o(A) = A, so
(A, 0’A) is a subshift. By condition (2), A* = A®). Condition (1) together with
the definition of X now imply that X = Xj,.

The final assertion follows from the following facts, together with X = Xj,.
Fact number one:

E®" S X, (n) = span{e, : a is a forbidden word of length n}.

Fact number two: X is the maximal standard subproduct system with pre-
scribed fibers X (1),..., X (k + 1) if and only if for every n > k + 1,

X(n)= () X@)®X(3),
1+j=n
or in other words, if and only if

EPreXm) = \/ (B®" e (X()aX()))

it+j=n

=V (B® @ (EY cX(j)+(E¥ o X(i) @ E¥).

i+j=n
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Fact number three: A is a k-step SFT if and only if for every n >k + 1,

{forbidden words of length n} =
U (Z' - {forbidden words of length j} U {forbidden words of length i} - Z7) .

i+j=n
These facts assemble together to complete the proof. [

Not every subproduct system is isomorphic to one that comes from a sub-
shift. Indeed, in the symmetric subproduct system SSP (see Example [6.0.4)
for any basis {e; }iez of X(1), the product e; ® e; for ¢ # j is never in X (2), and
thus the images f; and f; of e; and e; in any isomorphic subproduct system X
can never be such that f; ® f; is mapped isometrically to Uffl(fi ® fj). Thus
if SSP is isomorphic to X for some subshift A, then A must be the subshift
containing only constant sequences. But such X, is clearly not isomorphic to
SSP.

As another example, the subproduct system X(0) = C, X(1) = C2, and
X (n) =0 for n > 1, cannot be of the form X for any A C Z%.

17.3 The representation theory of the C*-algebra
associated with a subshift of finite type

Let A be a fixed subshift in 72 (with Z = {1,2,...,d}), and let X = X, be
the associated subproduct system. We will denote the X-shift by S (instead of
S%) to make some formulas more readable. Let Z; be the image of S; in the
quotient Op. We define for i € Z, k € N the sets

EF ={a e A :iac A},
Lemma 17.3.1 If A is a k-step SFT, then for alli € T,
(yeA |y >kiye AN}y ={af € AN :a € EF B c A}

Proof.  Assume that v € A* is such that |y| > k and iy € A*. Defining
a =717 and B = Yg41 - Y41, We have that v = af where a € Ef and
B e A,

Conversely, if v = a3 € A* where o € EF and 3 € A*, then iy must be in
A*. Indeed, if not, then iy must contain a forbidden word. But v € A*, thus the
forbidden word must be in i (since A is a k-step SFT). But that is impossible
because o € EF. [J

Lemma 17.3.2 If A is a k-step SF'T then for alli,j € L, i # j,

SrS; =0,
and
SrSi= Y 5*S** mod Kx. (17.3.1)
acEkl

Consequently, Ex = Tx.
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Proof. Since the S; are partial isometries with orthogonal ranges, we have
S¥S; =0 for all 4 # j. Since Kx C Ex C Tx (Proposition [31T), Ex = Tx
will be established once we prove ([TT.31]).

S7S; is the projection onto the initial space of S;. Call this space G. We
have

G = span{e, : @ € A" such that ia € A*}.

The space
G' = span{e, : @ € A* such that ia € A* and |a| > k}
has finite codimension in G. But by Lemma [[7.31]
G’ ={eap: af € N*,a € EF},

that is, G’ is spanned by e, where «y runs through all legal words beginning with
some a € EF. Thus, G’ is the range of the projection Y ¢ S5, Since G’
has finite codimension in G, we have (IT3.1]). O

Proposition 17.3.3 For every subshift A, the d-tuple Z = (Z1,...,Zq) satis-
fies the following relations:

p(Z) =0, forallpe I, (17.3.2)
Z7Z;j =0, foralli,jeI,i#j, (17.3.3)
and
d
> ziz; =1. (17.3.4)
i=1

In particular, Z; is a partial isometry for alli € Z. If A is a k-step SF'T, the Z
also satisfies
ZiZi= Y Z°Z*, forali€cL. (17.3.5)

ozEEéC

Proof. The quotient map Tx — Op is a #*-homomorphism, so (I7.3.2)
follows from Theorem [2.0.8 [I733) and (IT33) follow from the previous
lemma, and ([I734]) follows from equation (I3.1.2). O

Theorem 17.3.4 Let A be a k-step SE'T. Every unital representation w: Oy —
B(H) is determined by a row-contraction T = (T4,...,Tq) satisfying relations

-(I733) such that w(Z;) = T; for all i € Z. Conversely, every row
contraction in B(H)? satisfying the relations (17.3.2)-(17.3.5) gives rise to a
unital representation w : Oy — B(H) such w(Z;) = T; for alli € T.

Proof. It is the second assertion that is non-trivial, and we will try to convince
that it is true. By Theorem [I3.1.2] there is unital completely positive map

U :Ex — B(H)
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sending S*SP* to T*TP*. Since enough of the rank one operators on § x arise as

S*(I - Ele 5;5%)85* (see equation (I3L2)), and because T satisfies ([7.3.4),
we must have that ¥(K) = 0 for every K € K(Fx). By Lemmal[[732 Ex = Tx,
and it follows that ¥ induces a positive and unital (hence contractive) mapping

m:0Op — B(H)

that sends Z%Z"* to T*T?*. Roughly speaking: 7 must be multiplicative
because Z and T satisfy the same relations. In more detail: every product
(Z“Zﬁ*)(zalgﬁl*) may be written, using the relations (IT.32)-([[C3.5]) as some
sum ZW;ZWZ&. The mapping 7 then takes this sum to ZW;I”ZM, and this
can be rewritten (using the same relations) as

(Iazﬁ*)(za/zﬁ/*) _ W(Zazﬁ*)ﬂ-(ga/zﬁ/*)-
This shows that

7 (202727 2°)) = m(2° 27 )m(2 2°7),

and since the elements of the form Z*Z%* span Oy, and since 7 is a positive
linear map, it follows that 7 is in fact a *-representation. [J

Remark 17.3.5 Note that for A = Z? we recover the representation theory of
the Cuntz algebra.
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