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Abstract

We study W∗-categories, and explain the ways in which complete W∗-categories
behave like categorified Hilbert spaces. Every W∗-category C admits a canonical cat-
egorified inner product ⟨ , ⟩Hilb : C × C → Hilb. Moreover, if C and D are complete
W∗-categories there is an antilinear equivalence

† : Func(C,D)↔ Func(D,C)

characterised by ⟨c, F †(d)⟩Hilb ≃ ⟨F (c), d⟩Hilb, for c ∈ C and d ∈ D.

1 Introduction

W∗-categories are the ‘many object’ versions of W∗-algebras (a.k.a. von Neumann algebras).
They were introduced by Ghez, Lima and Roberts in [GLR85], but have not been the subject
of much in depth investigation since then.

Our main observation is that complete1 W∗-categories behave in many ways like Hilbert
spaces. Most notably, every W∗-category C admits a canonical sesquilinear functor

⟨ , ⟩Hilb : C × C → Hilb,

first studied in [Yam07], which we rename the ‘Hilb-valued inner product’ (Definition 4.1).
Given complete W∗-categories C and D, there is an antilinear equivalence of categories

† : Func(C,D)
∼=−→ Func(D,C)

called adjoint, characterised by the existence of unitary natural isomorphisms

⟨c, F †(d)⟩Hilb ≃ ⟨F (c), d⟩Hilb

(Definition 4.14).2 In the table on page 2, we present an extensive list of analogies between
Hilbert spaces and complete W∗-categories.

We start our paper with a quick review of some background material on Hilbert spaces
and von Neumann algebras. We then define and study various notions of completeness for
W∗-categories. One of our main results is:

1We use the terms complete and Cauchy complete as synonyms.
2This is genuinely distinct from the usual notion of adjoint functors.
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Theorem A. There is an equivalence of bi-involutive bicategories vN2
≃→ W∗Cat between

the bicategory of von Neumann algebras, bimodules, and intertwiners, and the bicategory of
complete W∗-categories admitting a set of generators, functors, and natural transformations.

The above result was essentially well known ([Yam07, Thm 2.3]3); our contribution is to
upgrade its statement from an equivalence of bicategories to an equivalence of bi-involutive
bicategories, i.e., incorporating adjoints. We also present a variant in the context of small
W∗-categories:

Theorem B. Let κ be an infinite cardinal. Then there is an equivalence of bi-involutive
bicategories between the bicategories of:

(i) κ-separable von Neumann algebras, κ-separable bimodules, and intertwiners.

(ii) κ-small κ-complete W∗-categories, functors, and natural transformations.

(iii) κ-generated complete W∗-categories, κ-small functors, and natural transformations.

In the table below, we present an extensive list of analogies between the notion of Hilbert
space and that of complete W∗-category (all the W∗-categories in the table are assumed to
admit a set of generators). Later, in the appendix, we reorganise some of those elements into
a more compact diagram. The diagram also incorporates bicommutant categories, first intro-
duced in [Hen17], as the categorical analogs of von Neumann algebras, as well as speculations
about how the story might extend to higher categories.

Table of analogies

Table of analogies between Hilbert spaces and complete W∗-categories

A Hilbert space H. A complete W∗-category C (Definition 3.10).

The one dimensional Hilbert space C. The W∗-category Hilb.

A complex number. A Hilbert space.

A pre-Hilbert space. A W∗-category with direct sums, but poten-
tially not idempotent complete.

Addition + : H ×H → H. Orthogonal direct sum ⊕ : C × C → C.

Scalar multiplication · : C×H → H. The canonical tensoring ⊗ : Hilb × C → C
(Definition (7)).

3Note that [Yam07, Thm 2.3] was incorrectly stated, as it did not require the W∗-categories to be
complete.
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The inner product

⟨ , ⟩ : H ×H → C

on a (pre-)Hilbert space H.

The canonical Hilb-valued inner product

⟨ , ⟩Hilb : C × C → Hilb

on a W∗-category (Definition 4.1).

A pre-Hilbert space H is complete iff

H → {f : H → C | f is bounded}
ξ 7→ ⟨−, ξ⟩

is an isomorphism (Lemma 2.1).

A W∗-category is complete iff

C → Func(C,Hilb)
c 7→ ⟨−, c⟩Hilb

is an equivalence (Proposition 4.12).

A positive number x ∈ R≥0. A von Neumann algebra A.

The square-norm ∥ξ∥2 of ξ ∈ H. The endomorphism algebra End(c) of c ∈ C.

The map C→ R≥0 : z 7→ |z|2. The construction Hilb→ vNA : H 7→ B(H).

The inclusion R≥0 ↪→ C. The construction vNA→ Hilb : A 7→ L2A.

The equation
⟨ξ, ξ⟩ = ∥ξ∥2.

For c ∈ C, there is a canonical unitary

⟨c, c⟩Hilb
∼= L2(End(c)).

A set of vectors ei ∈ H which are orthogonal,
and span a dense subspace.

An orthogonal set of generators of a W∗-
category (Definitions 3.5 and 4.5).

Isometry between (pre-)Hilbert spaces. Fully faithful functor between W∗-categories.

∥f∥2, the square of the operator norm of a
bounded linear map f : H → K between
(pre-)Hilbert spaces.

The endomorphism algebra End(F ) of a
functor F between W∗-categories.

The equation ∥f∥2∥g∥2 ≥ ∥f ◦ g∥2. There is a canonical bilinear map
End(F )× End(G)→ End(F ◦G).

The Hilbert space CΩx freely generated by
a vector Ωx of square-norm x ∈ R≥0 (it is
one-dimensional if x > 0, and zero if x = 0).

Given a von Neumann algebra A, the cat-
egory Aop-Mod has a distinguished object
L2Aop, whose endomorphism algebra is A.

Given a vector ξ ∈ H in a Hilbert space, and
a number x ≥ ∥ξ∥2, the map Ωx 7→ ξ extends
uniquely to a contracting linear map

CΩx → H
aΩx 7→ aξ.

For c ∈ C in a complete W∗-category, and
A → End(c) a homomorphism, the map
L2Aop 7→ c extends uniquely to a functor

Aop-Mod→ C : HA 7→ H ⊠A c

(Corollary 3.25 and Definition (11)).
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An orthogonal spanning set {ei} for a Hilbert
space H yields a canonical unitary

H ∼=
⊕
i

CΩ∥ei∥2 .

An orthogonal set of generators {ci} for a
complete W∗-category C yields a canonical
equivalence

C ∼= ⊞i End(ci)-Mod.

(Lemma 3.31 and Proposition 4.8)

An orthogonal spanning set {ei} of H affords
a unique expansion

ξ =
∑
i

⟨ei, ξ⟩ei
∥ei∥2

for every ξ ∈ H.

An orthogonal set of generators {ci} of C af-
fords a unique expression

x =
⊕
i

⟨ci, x⟩ ⊠ ci
End(ci)

for every x ∈ C.

Given Hilbert spaces H and K, there is an
antilinear isometry called ‘adjoint’

∗ : Hom(H,K)
∼=→ Hom(K,H)

characterised by

⟨ξ, f ∗η⟩ = ⟨fξ, η⟩.

Given complete W∗-categories C and D,
there is an antilinear equivalence, ‘adjoint’,

† : Func(C,D)
∼=→ Func(D,C)

characterised by unitary isomorphisms

⟨c, F †(d)⟩ ≃ ⟨F (c), d⟩,

natural in c and d (Definition 4.14).

Given two vectors ξ, η ∈ H, the composite

(ξ : C→ H)∗ ◦ (η : C→ H)

is multiplication by ⟨ξ, η⟩ : C→ C.

Given two objects c, d ∈ C, the composite

(c : Hilb→ C)† ◦ (d : Hilb→ C).

is tensoring with ⟨c, d⟩Hilb : Hilb→ Hilb.

A map F : H → K is completely determined
by F (ei) ∈ K via the formula

F (ξ) =
∑
i

⟨ei, ξ⟩F (ei)
∥ei∥2

where {ei} is an orthogonal basis of H.

A functor F : C → D is determined by
F (ci) ∈ D along with the actions of End(ci)
on F (ci), by

F (x) =
⊕
i

⟨ci, x⟩ ⊠ F (ci).
End(ci)

where {ci} is an orthogonal set of generators
of C (Remark 4.9).

A map F : H → K is determined by

F (ξ) =
∑
i,j

⟨ei, ξ⟩ aij fj
∥ei∥2∥fj∥2

where aij = ⟨fj, F (ei)⟩, and {ei}, {fj} are
orthogonal bases of H and K.

A functor F : C → D between complete W∗-
categories is determined by

F (x) =
⊕
i,j

⟨ci, x⟩ ⊠
End(ci)

Xij ⊠
End(dj)

dj

where Xij = ⟨dj, F (ci)⟩, and {ci}, {dj} are
orthogonal generating sets for C and D.
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Summary of notations and definitions:

- B(H) Bounded operators on a Hilbert space page 6

- von Neumann algebras Definition 2.2, page 7

- ⊗̄ The spatial tensor product of von Neumann algebras page 7

-
∏
Ai The product of von Neumann algebras page 7

- L2A The standard form of a von Neumann algebra page 8

- ⊠A The Connes fusion tensor product Definition 2.11, page 8

- C The complex conjugate of a W∗-category page 9

- C⊕ The completion of a W∗-category under finite direct sums page 9

- W∗-categories Definition 3.1, page 9

- Hilb The category of Hilbert spaces page 9

- A-Mod The category of modules over a von Neumann algebra page 9

- BA The W∗-category with exactly one object ⋆A page 9

- Functors between W∗-categories Definition 3.2, page 9

- Faithful and fully faithful functors page 10

- Dominant functors page 10

- Idempotent complete W∗-categories Definition 3.3, page 10

- Ĉ The idempotent completion of a W∗-category page 10

- Generator of a W∗-category Definition 3.5, page 10

- To admit a (set of) generator(s) Definition 3.5, page 10

- Func(C,D) The W∗-category of functors between two W∗-categories Df 3.6, page 10

- Bilin(C1×C2, D) The W∗-category of bilinear functors between W∗-categories page 11

- ⊕ci Orthogonal direct sum of objects in a W∗-category Definition 3.7, page 11

- For a W∗-category to admit all direct sums page 11

- C⊕̄ The direct sum completion of a W∗-category page 12

- Cauchy complete W∗-categories ≡ complete W∗-categories Definition 3.10, page 12

- C⊕̂ The Cauchy completion of a W∗-category Definition 3.10, page 12

- The full subcategory generated by a (set of) object(s) Definition 3.20, page 15

- c ∼=st d Two objects of a W∗-category are stably equivalent Definition 3.26, page 17

- ⊞Ci The orthogonal direct sum of W∗-categories Definition 3.29, page 18

- ⊞ci An object of ⊞Ci Definition 3.29, page 18

- ⊗ The action of Hilb on a W∗-category page 19

- C⊗̄D The tensor product of W∗-categories page 19

- C⊗̂D Tensor product of complete W∗-categories Definition 3.33, page 19

- ⊠A Connes fusion with an A-module internal to a W∗-category page 20

- ⟨ , ⟩Hilb The Hilb-valued inner product on a W∗-category Definition 4.1, page 22

- Orthogonal generators for a W∗-category Definition 4.5, page 23

- F † The adjoint of a functor between W∗-categories Definition 4.14, page 26

- P v
F ⊂ End(F ) The vertical cone page 29
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- P h
F,G ⊂ Hom(F † ◦ F,G† ◦G) The horizontal cone page 29

- κ An infinite cardinal page 30

- κ-separable Hilbert spaces, κ-separable von Neumann algebras page 30

- κ-small object of a W∗-category Definition 6.1, page 30

- Locally κ-small W∗-category Definition 6.4, page 31

- κ-small W∗-category Definition 6.4, page 31

- C<κ The subcategory of κ-small objects of a W∗-category page 31

- Locally κ-generated W∗-category Definition 6.6, page 31

- κ-generated W∗-category Definition 6.6, page 31

- Admitting all κ-small direct sums page 32

- κ-complete W∗-categories (≡ κ-Cauchy complete) page 32

- C⊕̂κ The κ-completion of a W∗-category Definition 6.8, page 32

- ⊞<κCi A certain full subcategory of ⊞Ci page 32

- Maximal object in a W∗-category page 34

- W∗-tensor categories page 36

- Bi-involutive W∗-tensor categories Definition 7.1, page 36

- vN2 The bicategory of von Neumann algebras page 38

- W∗Cat The bicategory of W∗-categories page 38
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2 Hilbert spaces and von Neumann algebras

In this section, we recall without proof basic results and definitions about Hilbert spaces
and von Neumann algebras. We assume general familiarity with the structure and theory of
von Neumann algebras. Recall that a pre-Hilbert space is a vector space equipped with a
positive definite sesquilinear form.

Lemma 2.1. A pre-Hilbert space H is a Hilbert space (i.e. H is complete) if and only if the
map

H → {f : H → C | f is bounded} : ξ 7→ ⟨−, ξ⟩

is an isomorphism. □

If H is a Hilbert space, we write B(H) for the ∗-algebra of bounded operators on H.
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Definition 2.2. A von Neumann algebra on H is a ∗-subalgebra of B(H) such that A′′ = A,
where A′ := {b ∈ B(H) : ab = ba, ∀a ∈ A} denotes the commutant of A, and A′′ := (A′)′.

Given two von Neumann algebras A ⊂ B(H) and B ⊂ B(K), their spatial tensor product
A⊗̄B is the von Neumann algebra generated by the algebraic tensor product A⊗algB acting
on the Hilbert space tensor product H ⊗K.

Given a collection of von Neumann algebras Ai ⊂ B(Hi) indexed by some set I, their
product

∏
i∈I Ai is the von Neumann algebra generated by the algebraic direct sum

⊕alg
i∈I Ai

acting on the Hilbert space direct sum
⊕

i∈I Hi. When the indexing set is finite, we also
write

⊕
i∈I Ai in place of

∏
i∈I Ai.

A ∗-algebra homomorphism f : A→ B between von Neumann algebras is called normal
if f(sup ai) = sup f(ai) for every bounded increasing net ai of positive elements of A.

Definition 2.3. A (von Neumann algebra) homomorphism between two von Neumann al-
gebras is a normal unital ∗-algebra homomorphism.

Homomorphisms between von Neumann algebras behave much more rigidly than homo-
morphisms between algebras. For example:

Lemma 2.4. If f : A → B is a von Neumann algebra homomorphism, then A splits as a
von Neumann algebra direct sum A = A0 ⊕ A1, were A0 = ker(f) and A1

∼= im(f). □

So every homomorphism A→ B between von Neumann algebras admits a canonical factori-
sation as a projection onto a direct summand, followed by an injective homomorphism.

Definition 2.5. A left module (right module) over a von Neumann algebra A is a Hilbert
space H equipped with a homomorphism A → B(H) (Aop → B(H)). An A-B-bimodule
is a Hilbert space H equipped with two homomorphisms A → B(H), Bop → B(H) whose
images commute in B(H).

We write AH (HA) to indicate that H is a left module (right module), and AHB to
indicate that H is an A-B-bimodule.

The following is a fundamental result about the representation theory of von Neumann
algebras:

Proposition 2.6. Let A be a von Neumann algebra, and H a faithful A-module. Then for
every non-zero A-module K, Hom(K,H) ̸= 0. □

By polar decomposition and an application of Zorn’s Lemma, we then have:

Corollary 2.7. Let A be a von Neumann algebra, and H a faithful A-module. Then for
every A-module K there exists a set I such that K is isomorphic to a submodule of H⊕I .
We may furthermore arrange for the inclusion K ↪→ H⊕I to be of the form

K =
⊕

i∈I Ki

⊕
i∈I H

⊕ifi

where each fi : Ki ↪→ H is an isometric inclusion. □
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An abstract von Neumann algebra, also known as a W∗-algebra, is a ∗-algebra isomorphic
to a von Neumann algebra on some Hilbert space. By the celebrated work of Haagerup
[Haa75], every abstract von Neumann algebra A admits a canonically associated Hilbert
space L2A on which it acts, called its standard form, or non-commutative L2-space. The
space L2A is in fact an A-A-bimodule, and comes equipped with a canonical antiunitary
involution

J : L2A→ L2A (1)

called modular conjugation. The modular conjugation satisfies J(aξb) = b∗J(ξ)a∗ for all
a, b ∈ A and ξ ∈ L2A. Importantly, the left and right actions of A on L2A are each other’s
commutants.

The L2 construction is compatible with the operation of taking corners:

Lemma 2.8 ([Haa75, Lem 2.6]). If p ∈ A is a projection, then there is a canonical uni-
tary pL2(A)p = L2(pAp), compatible with the modular conjugations, and with left and right
actions of pAp. □

Lemma 2.9. If p, q ∈ A are projections, then pL2(A)q = 0 if and only if pAq = 0. □

The construction A 7→ L2A is functorial for isomorphisms of von Neumann algebras, but
not for general morphisms. It satisfies:

Lemma 2.10. If u ∈ A is a unitary, then the operators L2(Ad(u)) and ξ 7→ uξu∗ on L2(A)
agree. □

We write λ : A→ B(L2A) and ρ : Aop → B(L2A) for the two actions of A on L2A.

Definition 2.11 ([Sau83, Con94]). If H is a right A-module, and K is a left A-module,
their Connes fusion H ⊠A K is the completion of the vector space

HomA(L
2A,H)⊗A L

2A⊗A HomA(L
2A,K)

with respect to the inner product ⟨φ1⊗ξ1⊗ψ1, φ2⊗ξ2⊗ψ2⟩ := ⟨ξ1, λ−1(φ∗
1◦φ2)ξ2ρ

−1(ψ∗
1◦ψ2)⟩.

Remark 2.12. The Connes fusion of HA and AK also admits two asymmetric descriptions,
as completions of H ⊗A HomA(L

2A,K) and of HomA(L
2A,H)⊗A K, respectively.

The collection of all von Neumann algebras and all bimodules for von Neumann algebras
forms the objects and 1-morphisms of a bicategory. Composition of 1-morphisms is given by
Connes fusion, and the unit 1-morphism on the object A is the bimodule AL

2AA. As part
of the data of this bicategory, there exist unitary associators and left and right unitors:

A(H ⊠B K)⊠C LD
∼= AH ⊠B (K ⊠C L)D,

AL
2A⊠A HB

∼= AHB, and AH ⊠B L
2BB

∼= AHB.
(2)

We refer the reader to [Bro03, BLM04, CHPJP22] for details about this bicategory.
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3 W∗-categories: basic properties and operations

A ∗-category is a C-linear category equipped with a dagger structure ∗ : Hom(X, Y ) →
Hom(Y,X) which is C-antilinear, and satisfies f ∗∗ = f and (f ◦ g)∗ = g∗ ◦ f ∗. An invertible
morphism in such a category is called unitary if f ∗ = f−1.

Given a ∗-category C, we write C for the category with same objects, and complex
conjugate hom-spaces. The ∗-operation provides a canonical identification between C and
Cop. Given a ∗-category C, we write C⊕ for the category whose objects are formal finite
sums of objects of C, and whose morphisms are given by Hom(⊕ci,⊕cj) := ⊕i,j Hom(ci, cj).

Definition 3.1. A W∗-category is a ∗-category C such that End(X) is a W∗-algebra for
every X ∈ C⊕.4 The objects of a W∗-category may form a proper class, but the hom-spaces
between any two objects are required to be set-sized. We refer the reader to [GLR85] for
further details.

The norm of a morphism f : c → d in a W∗-category is denoted ∥f∥, and is defined to
be the norm of f in the W∗-algebra EndC⊕(c⊕ d).

Examples. The following are examples of W∗-categories:

• Hilb, the category of Hilbert spaces and bounded linear maps.

• The category A-Mod of normal modules over some von Neumann algebra A.

• The category Rep(G) of unitary representations of a group G.

• The category of modules over a C∗-algebra.

• The category BA with exactly one object ⋆A, and End(⋆A) := A, where A is some von
Neumann algebra.

Henceforth, all modules over von Neumann algebras will be assumed to be normal, even
when this is not mentioned explicitly.

Definition 3.2. A functor between W∗-categories is a ∗-functor

F : C → D

that induces normal homomorphisms End(c) → End(F (c)) for all c ∈ C⊕. Similarly, a
bilinear functor between W∗-categories is a ∗-functor F : C1 × C2 → D which is bilinear,
and normal in each variable.

A natural transformation α : C D between functors F,G : C → D is called bounded
if ∥α∥ := supc∈C ∥αc∥ < ∞. From now on, all natural transformation will be assumed
bounded, even when this is not mentioned explicitly.

4See [Yam07, Cor. 1.2] for the equivalence between this definition, and other definitions of W∗-category
that exist in the literature.
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A functor F : C → D is called faithful if for every pair of objects c, c′ ∈ C, the map
Hom(c, c′) → Hom(F (c), F (c′)) is injective. It is called fully faithful if that map is always
an isomorphism. The functor is called dominant if every object of D is a direct summand
of an object of the form F (c), for some c ∈ C.

Definition 3.3. A W∗-category is called idempotent complete if whenever a morphism p :
x → x satisfies p2 = p∗ = p, there exists an object y and a morphism ι : y → x such that
ιι∗ = p and ι∗ι = idy. In the above situation, we say that y splits the idempotent p. (This
condition is called having sufficient subobjects in [GLR85].)

Lemma 3.4. A functor F : C → D between idempotent complete W∗-categories is an
equivalence if and only if it is fully faithful and dominant.

Proof. We show that if F is fully faithful and dominant, then it is essentially surjective. Let
d ∈ D be an object. Since F is dominant, there exists c ∈ C such that d is a direct summand
of F (c). Let p : F (c) → F (c) be the orthogonal projection onto that summand. Since F
is fully faithful, there exists a projection q : c → c such that F (q) = p. Let c′ ∈ C be the
object that splits the idempotent q. Then F (c′) ∼= d.

The idempotent completion of a W∗-category C is the category Ĉ whose objects are pairs
(x, p : x→ x) with p2 = p∗ = p, and whose morphisms are given by

HomĈ((x1, p1), (x2, p2)) := p2HomC(x1, x2)p1.

The idempotent completion of an idempotent complete category is always equivalent to the
original category.

Definition 3.5. A W∗-category C is said to admit a set of generators if there exists a set
of objects such that every non-zero object of Ĉ admits a non-zero map from at least one of
the generators. It is said to admit a generator if the above set may be taken to consist of a
single object (see [GLR85, Prop 7.3] for an equivalent characterisation of generators).

Examples.

• If A is a von Neumann algebra, then any faithful A-module generates A-Mod. For
example, AL

2A is a generator.

• The set of all unitary representations of G on ℓ2G (not just the regular one) forms a
set of generators for Rep(G).

• Let C be the category whose objects are collections of Hilbert spaces indexed by the
class of all ordinals, where the Hilbert spaces are required to be zero beyond a certain
ordinal. Then C is a W∗-category which does not admit a set of generators.

Definition 3.6. Let C and D be W∗-categories. If C admits a set of generators, then the
collection of all functors C → D, and all (bounded) natural transformations C D form
the objects and morphisms of a W∗-category

Func(C,D).
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Given a natural transformation α : F ⇒ G between functors F,G ∈ Func(C,D), then
α∗ : G⇒ F is defined pointwise, by the formula (α∗)c := (αc)

∗.

Note that if C doesn’t have a set of generators, then the functors C → D might be too
numerous, and thus fail to form a class. Similarly, natural transformations between two
functors might fail to form a set.

From now on, all W∗-categories in this paper will be assumed to have a set of generators.

Technical remark. When C is a large W∗-category, even if C admits a set of generators,
the collection of all functors C → D is typically too numerous, and thus fails to form a class.
A way to address this set-theoretic difficulty is to pick a full subcategory C0 ⊂ C on some
set of generators and replace Func(C,D) by the full subcategory of Func(C0, D) on those
functors C0 → D that admit an extension C → D. Such an extension is essentially unique if
it exists (see Lemma 3.17 below), so this trick produces a category which is equivalent to the
very large category of all functors C → D, but whose objects nevertheless do form a class.

If C1, C2, D are W∗-categories, then currying provides an equivalence

Bilin
(
C1 × C2, D

) ∼= Func
(
C1,Func(C2, D)

)
between blinear functors C1 × C2 → D and functors C1 → Func(C2, D).

Definition 3.7 ([GLR85, p.100]). Given a collection of objects ci in a W∗-category indexed
by some set I, their orthogonal direct sum is an object x equipped with morphisms ιi : ci → x
satisfying

ι∗i ιj = δij idci

∑
ι∗i ιi = idx . (3)

The orthogonal direct sums, if it exists, is denoted ⊕i∈Ici. Here, the infinite sum
∑

i∈I ι
∗
i ιi

in (3) is defined as the sup over all finite subsets I0 ⊂ I of the finite sums
∑

i∈I0 ι
∗
i ιi.

Orthogonal direct sums, if they exist, are unique up to unique unitary isomorphism. We
refer the reader to [FW20, Def. 4.2] for a universal property satisfied by orthogonal direct
sums. As a corollary of the universal property, if ȷi : ci → y satisfy ȷ∗i ȷj = δij idci , then they
induce an isometry ⊕ci → y – this also follows from part (ii) of Proposition 3.18, below.

Orthogonal direct sums are universal in the following sense:

Lemma 3.8. If F : C → D is a functor between W∗-categories, and ci ∈ C is a collection
of objects that admits an orthogonal direct sum, then so do their images under F , and there
is a canonical unitary F (⊕ici) ∼= ⊕iF (ci). □

Proof. If ιi : ci → ⊕ici are the inclusions, then F (ιi) satisfy (3), hence exhibit F (⊕ci) as
⊕F (ci).

A W∗-category is said to admit all direct sums if every collection of objects admits an
orthogonal direct sum. Note that a functor between W∗-categories automatically preserves
orthogonal direct sums (because functors are required, by definition, to induce normal ho-
momorphisms between endomorphism algebras).

11



The following construction was hinted in [GLR85, p.100]. Let us write I0 ⋐ I to indicate
that I0 is a finite subset of some set I. Let C be a W∗-category. The direct sum completion
of C is the W∗-category C⊕̄ whose objects are formal direct sums ⊕i∈Ixi of objects of C,
indexed over arbitrary sets. Its morphisms are defined as follows. We first let EndC⊕̄(⊕i∈Ixi)
be the von Neumann algebra generated by ⊕i,j∈I Hom(xi, xj) =

⋃
I0⋐I EndC⊕(⊕i∈I0xi) inside

the algebra of bounded operators on the Hilbert space completion of the pre-Hilbert space⋃
I0⋐I L

2(EndC⊕(⊕i∈I0xi)). We then define

HomC⊕̄

(
⊕i∈I xi,⊕j∈Jxj

)
:= p2 EndC⊕̄

(
⊕k∈I⊔J xk

)
p1,

where p1 and p2 are the projections onto the subobjects ⊕i∈Ixi and ⊕j∈Jxj of ⊕k∈I⊔Jxk.

Lemma 3.9. If C admits all direct sums, then so does its idempotent completion Ĉ.

Proof. Given a family (xi, pi) ∈ Ĉ, the sum
∑
pi is a projection in End(⊕xi). One readily

checks that (⊕xi,
∑
pi) is an orthogonal direct sum of the (xi, pi).

Definition 3.10. A W∗-category is said to be Cauchy complete if it admits all direct sums,
and if it is idempotent complete. We write C⊕̂ := (Ĉ)⊕̄ for the direct sum completion of the
idempotent completion of a W∗-category C, and call it the Cauchy completion of C. (See
Corollary 3.21 for an equivalent definition of C⊕̂, and the fact that the Cauchy completion
of C is indeed Cauchy complete.)

Terminology 3.11. We propose that the term ‘complete W∗-category’ be used synony-
mously to ‘Cauchy complete W∗-category’ (as in the title of this paper). However, given the
potential for confusion with other types of completeness —idempotent complete, direct sum
complete— we will refrain from using that terminology in this section.

Note that a set of objects generates C iff it generates C⊕̂.

Examples.

• (BC)⊕̂ = (BC)⊕̄ = Hilb.

• If A is a von Neumann algebra, then the map ⋆Aop 7→ AL
2A extends to an equivalence

(BAop)⊕̂ ∼= A-Mod. (See Lemma 3.16.)

• If D is Cauchy complete, then so is Func(C,D).

The next result is very well known (see [GLR85, Thm.7.13] for a special case):

Proposition 3.12. Let C be a W∗-category, with idempotent completion Ĉ, and let D
be an idempotent complete W∗-category. Then the restriction functor r : Func(Ĉ,D) →
Func(C,D) is an equivalence of categories.

12



Proof. r is essentially surjective: Given a functor F : C → D, we construct an extension
F̂ : Ĉ → D by leting F̂ (c, p) be any object that splits F (p). The image under F̂ of a

morphisms f : (c1, p1)→ (c2, p2) is the composite F̂ (c1, p1) ↪→ F (c1)
F (f)→ F (c2) ↠ F (c2, p2).

r is full: Given a natural transformation α : F ⇒ G, we construct an extension α̂ : F̂ ⇒ Ĝ
by letting α̂(c,p) be the composite F̂ (c, p) ↪→ F (c)

αc→ G(c) ↠ G(c, p).

r is faithful: If β : F̂ ⇒ Ĝ satisfies β|C = 0, then β(c,p) : F̂ (c, p)→ Ĝ(c, p) is zero ∀(c, p) ∈ Ĉ
by naturality with respect to the inclusions (c, p) ↪→ (c, 0).

The next result is quite special to the theory of W∗-categories, and is a big part of what
makes the whole theory work:

Proposition 3.13. Let C be a W∗-category, and let D be a W∗-category which admits all
direct sums. Then the restriction functor

Func(C⊕̄, D)→ Func(C,D) (4)

is an equivalence of categories.

Proof. We first show that (4) is essentially surjective. Given a functor F : C → D, we define
an extension F+ : C⊕̄ → D of F as follows. At the level of objects, F+(⊕ci) := ⊕F (ci). At
the level of endomorphism algebras, we let

F+ : End(⊕i∈Ici)→ End(⊕i∈IF (ci))

be the unique extension, by Lemma 3.37, of⋃
I0⋐I

End(⊕i∈I0ci) →
⋃
I0⋐I

End(⊕i∈I0F (ci)) ↪→ End(⊕i∈IF (ci)),

(fij)i,j∈I0 7→
∑
i,j∈I0

ι∗j F (fij) ιi

where ιj : F (cj)→ ⊕i∈I0F (ci) is the inclusion of the j-th summand. Here, as before, we have
used the notation I0 ⋐ I to mean that I0 ⊂ I and |I0| < ∞. Finally, at the level of hom-
spaces, we let F+ : Hom(⊕i∈Ici,⊕j∈Jcj) → Hom(⊕i∈IF (ci),⊕j∈JF (cj)) be the appropriate
corner of F+ : End(⊕k∈I∪Jck)→ End(⊕k∈I∪JF (ck)).

To show that (4) is full, we argue that every (bounded) natural transformation α : F ⇒ G
between functors C → D extends to a natural transformation α+ : F+ ⇒ G+. Letting
ιFj : F (cj)→ ⊕i∈IF (ci) and ι

G
j : G(cj)→ ⊕i∈IG(ci) denote the inclusions, α+ is given by

(α+)⊕i∈Ici :=
∑
i∈I

ιGi ◦ αci ◦ (ιFi )∗ : ⊕i∈IF (ci)→ ⊕i∈IG(ci).

The sum is convergent because α is bounded.
Finally, if β : F+ ⇒ G+ restricts to zero on C ⊂ C⊕̄, then each composite β⊕ci ◦ ιFj :

F (cj) → ⊕iF (ci) → ⊕iG(ci) is equal to ι
G
j ◦ βcj by naturality, hence is zero. So β+ is zero,

and (4) is faithful.
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As a formal consequence of Proposition 3.13, the direct sum completion of a category
which admits all direct sums is always equivalent to the original category. Combining Propo-
sitions 3.12 and 3.13, we get a version of [GLR85, Thm 7.13]:

Corollary 3.14. Let C and D be W∗-categories, with D Cauchy complete. Then the re-
striction functor

Func
(
C⊕̂, D

)
→ Func

(
C,D

)
is an equivalence of categories. □

Propositions 3.12, 3.13, and Corollary 3.14 admit straightforward generalisations to the
case of bilinear functors. For example:

Corollary 3.15. Let C1, C2 and D be W∗-categories, with D Cauchy complete. Then the
restriction functor

Bilin
(
C⊕̂

1 × C⊕̂
2 , D

)
→ Bilin

(
C1 × C2, D

)
is an equivalence of categories.

Proof. If D is Cauchy complete, then so is Func(C,D). By Corollary 3.14, we then have:

Bilin
(
C⊕̂

1 ×C⊕̂
2 , D

)
= Func

(
C⊕̂

1 ,Func(C
⊕̂
2 , D)

)
= Func

(
C1,Func(C2, D)

)
= Bilin

(
C1×C2, D

)
.

Lemma 3.16. Let C be a Cauchy complete W∗-category, and let C0 ⊂ C be the full subcat-
egory on some set of objects. Then the functor F : (C0)

⊕̂ → C provided by Corollary 3.14 is
fully faithful. It is an equivalence if and only if C0 generates C.

Proof. Since C0 ↪→ C is fully faithful, so is C⊕̂
0 ↪→ C⊕̂. The functor F factors as C⊕̂

0 ↪→
C⊕̂ ∼= C, so it is also fully faithful.

We now show that if C0 generates C, then F is essentially surjective. Given c ∈ C, we
may pick by Zorn’s lemma a maximal family of non-zero partial isometries {vi : xi → c}
with domains xi ∈ C0, and orthogonal ranges. Let pi := viv

∗
i and qi := v∗i vi. We have∑

pi = 1, as otherwise, by picking a non-zero morphism from some object x ∈ C0 to the
object y that splits the idempotent 1 −

∑
pj, and applying polar decomposition, we would

get a new non-zero partial isometry x→ y ↪→ c whose range is orthogonal to the ones in our
family, contradicting the maximality of the family. So

∑
pi = 1, and the vi induce a unitary

from F (⊕i(xi, qi)) to c.
Finally, since C0 generates its Cauchy completion, if the functor (C0)

⊕̂ → C is an equiv-
alence, then C0 generates C.

We are now in position to justify the technical remark on page 11:

Lemma 3.17 ([Yam07, Lem 2.2]). Let C and D be W∗-categories, and let C0 ⊂ C be the full
subcategory on some set of generators. Then Func(C,D) is equivalent to the full subcategory
of Func(C0, D) on those functors C0 → D that admit an extension C → D.

14



Proof. By Lemma 3.16, since C0 generates C⊕̂, we have (C0)
⊕̂ ∼= C⊕̂. The functors

Func(C,D)→ Func(C,D⊕̂) ∼= (C⊕̂, D⊕̂) ∼= Func(C0, D
⊕̂)← Func(C0, D)

are fully faithful (were the middle equivalences hold by Corollary 3.14), so Func(C,D) →
Func(C0, D) is fully faithful. Its essential image consists of those functors C0 → D that
admit an extension C → D.

Recall that our W∗-categories are assumed to all admit a set of generators. As an
immediate consequence of Lemma 3.16, we get the following important structural result
about Cauchy complete W∗-categories:

Proposition 3.18 ([GLR85, Prop. 7.6]).

(i) Every Cauchy complete W∗-category C is equivalent to the category of modules over
some von Neumann algebra.

(ii) Every W∗-category is equivalent to a full subcategory of the category of modules over
some von Neumann algebra.

Proof. (i) Let c ∈ C be a generator, let A := End(c)op, and let BAop → C and BAop →
A-Mod be the functors given by ⋆Aop 7→ c and ⋆Aop 7→ AL

2A, respectively. By Lemma 3.16,
these extend to equivalences (BAop)⊕̂ → C and (BAop)→ A-Mod. So C ∼= A-Mod.

(ii) Any W∗-category is a full subcategory of its Cauchy completion. By part (i), the
latter is equivalent to the category of modules over some von Neumann algebra.

In (16) below, we will refine the above result by providing an explicit formula for the
functor C → A-Mod whose existence is guaranteed by the above proposition.

The following analog of the Cantor-Schröder-Bernstein theorem is very well known:

Lemma 3.19. If there exist isometries a→ b and b→ a in a W∗-category, then a ∼= b.

Proof. By Proposition 3.18, we may realise C as a full subcategory of A-Mod, for some von
Neumann algebra A. Let AH and AK be the A-modules corresponding to a and b, with
isometries f : H → K and g : K → H. Setting

H0 := H Hn+1 := g(Kn) Hn := Hn ⊖Hn−1 H∞ :=
⋂

Hn

K0 := K Kn+1 := f(Hn) Kn := Kn ⊖Kn−1 K∞ :=
⋂

Kn

we have H = H∞ ⊕H0 ⊕H1 ⊕H2 ⊕ . . . and K = K∞ ⊕K0 ⊕K1 ⊕K2 ⊕ . . . The desired
isomorphism H → K is the direct sum of the isomorphisms f : H i → Ki+1 for i even, the
inverses of g : Ki−1 → H i for i odd, and f : H∞ → K∞.

Definition 3.20. Given an object c ∈ C of some Cauchy complete W∗-category, we define
the full subcategory of C generated by c to be the essential image of the functor BEnd(c)⊕̂ →
C provided by Corollary 3.14.

Similarly, we define the full subcategory of C generated by some collection {ci} of objects
to be the full subcategory generated by ⊕ic.
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Corollary 3.21. If C is a W∗-category, then the canonical functor C⊕̂ = (Ĉ)⊕̄ → (C⊕̄)̂ :
⊕i(xi, pi) 7→ (⊕ixi,

∑
pi) is an equivalence of categories.

Proof. The category (C⊕̄)̂ is Cauchy complete by Lemma 3.9. Now apply Lemma 3.16 to
its full subcategory C ↪→ (C⊕̄)̂ .

Side remark. Applying Corollary 3.21 to the W∗-category BA for some von Neumann
algebra A, we learn that every projection in the matrix algebra Mn(A) is equivalent to a
direct sum of projections in A. It is interesting to note that C∗-algebras typically do not
have that property (for example, C(S2) does not have that property). Those C∗-algebras
that do are said to satisfy K0-surjectivity [BP14]

Corollary 3.22. If C is a W∗-category and C0 ↪→ C is the full subcategory on some set of
generators, then C is a full subcategory of (C0)

⊕̂.

Proof. Since C0 generates C, it also generates C⊕̂, so we have C ↪→ C⊕̂ ∼= (C0)
⊕̂, where the

last equivalence is provided by Lemma 3.16.

Corollary 3.23. Let F : C → D be a functor between Cauchy complete W∗-categories. If c
generates C, if d := F (c) generates D, and if F : End(c)→ End(d) is an isomorphism, then
F is an equivalence of categories.

Proof. Let A := End(c), and let BA→ C and BA→ D be the functors given by ⋆A 7→ c and
⋆A 7→ d, respectively. These induce equivalences BA⊕̂ → C and BA⊕̂ → D by Lemma 3.16.
The diagram

BA⊕̂

C D

∼=∼=

F

commutes when precomposed with the inclusion BA ↪→ BA⊕̂, hence commutes (up to an
invertible 2-morphism) by Corollary 3.14. So F is an equivalence.

Corollary 3.24. Let C and D be W∗-categories, with D Cauchy complete, and let C0 ⊂ C
be the full subcategory on some set of generators. Then the restriction functor Func(C,D)→
Func(C0, D) is an equivalence of categories.

Proof. We have Func
(
C,D

) ∼= Func
(
C⊕̂, D

) ∼= Func
(
C⊕̂

0 , D
) ∼= Func

(
C0, D

)
, where the first

and last equivalences are provided by Corollary 3.14, and the middle equivalence is provided
by Lemma 3.16.

The most important instance of Corollary 3.24 is when C0 is the full subcategory on a
single object c ∈ C, in which case C0

∼= BA, for A = End(c). By Corollary 3.24, any functor
BA → D admits a unique up to contractible choice extension to a functor C → D, and
any natural transformation BA D admits a unique extension to a natural transformation
C D. Since the data of a functor BA → D is equivalent to the data of an object D
equipped with an action of A, and the data of a natural transformationBA D is equivalent
to the data of an A-equivariant map between two A-objects of D, we may rephrase the result
as follows:
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Corollary 3.25. Let C and D be W∗-categories. Assume that D is Cauchy complete, and
that c ∈ C generates C. Let A := EndC(c). Then:

(1) Providing an object d ∈ D with an action A→ EndD(d) is equivalent, up to contractible
choice, to providing a functor C → D.

(2) Providing an A-equivariant map d1 → d2 between A-objects d1, d2 ∈ D is equivalent to
providing a natural transformation C D between the functors associated to d1 and d2.

In equations (17) and (18) further down, we will provide explicit formulas for the extensions
whose existence and uniqueness is guaranteed by Corollary 3.25.

Definition 3.26. Two objects c, d ∈ C of a W∗-category are called stably equivalent if they
generate the same full subcategory of C⊕̂. We write c ∼=st d to indicate that c and d are
stably equivalent.

Lemma 3.27. Two objects c, d ∈ C are stably equivalent if and only if for every set I of
sufficiently large cardinality, we have c⊕I ∼= d⊕I in C⊕̄.

Proof. If c⊕I ∼= d⊕I , then c ∼=st c
⊕I ∼= d⊕I ∼=st d, hence c ∼=st d.

If c ∼=st d, we may assume without loss of generality that c and d generate C, and that
C is Cauchy complete. Upon identifying C with A-Mod for some von Neumann algebra A,
the objects c and d correspond to faithful A-modules. Call those AH and AK. Since H is
faithful, there exists a set I and an A-linear isometry K ↪→ H⊕I . Similarly, there exists a set
J and an A-linear isometry H ↪→ K⊕J . Assuming without loss of generality that I = J and
that I is infinite, we then get (using the well known fact that the cardinality of an infinite
set is equal to that of its square):

K⊕I ↪→ (H⊕I)⊕I = H⊕I×I ∼= H⊕I and H⊕I ↪→ (K⊕I)⊕I = K⊕I×I ∼= K⊕I ,

from which it follows that H⊕I ∼= K⊕I by Lemma 3.19.
The same argument holds for any set of cardinality larger than that of I.

In Proposition 3.18, we have seen that every Cauchy complete W∗-category is equivalent
the category of modules over some von Neumann algebra. The next result characterises
functors between such W∗-categories:

Proposition 3.28 ([Yam07, Prop 1.13]). Given von Neumann algebras A and B, the functor

Bim(B,A) → Func
(
A-Mod, B-Mod

)
(5)

which sends a bimodule BXA to the functor BX ⊠A − is an equivalence of categories. The
inverse of (5) sends a functor F : A-Mod→ B-Mod to the bimodule B

(
F (AL

2A)
)
A.

Proof. Starting from BXA ∈ Bim(B,A), one easily checks that F 7→ B(F (AL
2A))A applied

to (BX ⊠A −) recovers BXA. Starting from F : A-Mod → B-Mod, we need to check that
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B

(
F (AL

2A))⊠A− is naturally isomorphic to F . By Corollary 3.25, it is sufficient to construct
the desired natural isomorphism on the generator AL

2A of A-Mod:(
B

(
F (AL

2A)
)
⊠A −

)
(L2A) = F (AL

2A)⊠A L
2A = F (AL

2A).

This is a morphism in B-Mod, and it is visibly End(AL
2A)-equivariant.

Definition 3.29. Given a collection {Ci}i∈I of W∗-categories, their orthogonal direct sum
⊞Ci has objects formal sums ⊞i∈Ici with ci ∈ Ci, and morphisms ⊞ci → ⊞c′i bounded
families of morphisms ci → c′i in Ci.

Example 3.30. If {Ai} is a collection of von Neumann algebras indexed by some set I, then
⊞(Ai-Mod) = (

∏
Ai)-Mod.

Lemma 3.31. Let C be a Cauchy complete W∗-category, and let ci ∈ C be objects satisfying
Hom(ci, cj) = 0 ∀i ̸= j. Then C splits as an orthogonal direct sum C = (⊞iCi)⊞D, where
Ci ⊂ C is the full subcategory generated by ci, and D = {x ∈ C | Hom(ci, x) = 0 ∀i}.

Proof. By Proposition 3.18, we may assume C = A-Mod. Let Hi be the underling Hilbert
space of the object ci, and let pi ∈ Z(A) be its central support, so that piA is the image of
A in B(Hi). Since HomA(Hi, Hj) = 0, the projections pi are orthogonal. Let q := 1−

∑
pi.

Then A = (
∏

i piA)⊕ qA.
Letting Ci := piA-Mod, and D := qA-Mod, we then have A-Mod ∼= (⊞iCi)⊞D. Finally,

since Hi generates Ci, the only objects that satisfy Hom(ci, x) = 0 ∀i are those in D.

If D is a Cauchy complete full subcategory of some Cauchy complete W∗-category C,
then, by the previous lemma, C decomposes as an orthogonal direct sum C = D ⊞ D⊥,
where D⊥ = {x ∈ C | Hom(d, x) = 0 ∀d ∈ D}. If we write

P : C ↠ D and Q : C ↠ D⊥ (6)

for the two projections, then every object c ∈ C decomposes as a direct sum c ∼= P (c)⊕Q(c)
of its projections in D and D⊥.

Lemma 3.32. Let C = ⊞i∈ICi and D = ⊞j∈JDj be W∗-categories, where the Dj admit all
direct sums. Then the functor

Φ : Func
(
⊞i∈I Ci,⊞j∈JDj

)
−→ ⊞i∈I,j∈JFunc

(
Ci, Dj

)
which sends F ∈ Func(C,D) to the collection of all composites Ci ↪→ C

F→ D ↠ Dj is
an equivalence of categories. The inverse functor Ψ : ⊞i,jFunc(Ci, Dj)→ Func(C,D) sends
⊞i,jFij to the functor C → D : ⊞ici 7→ ⊞j(⊕iFijci).

Proof. Clearly, Φ ◦ Ψ ≃ id. To see that Ψ ◦ Φ ≃ id, we construct an equivalence F (⊞ici) ∼=
(ΨΦ(F ))(⊞ici) for every F ∈ Func(C,D) and ⊞ici ∈ C, natural in F and the ci. Identifying
ci with its image in C and writing [d]j for the jth component of an object d ∈ D, the
equivalence is given by (ΨΦ(F ))(⊞ici) = ⊞j(⊕i[F (ci)]j) = ⊕i ⊞j [F (ci)]j = ⊕iF (ci) =
F (⊕ici) = F (⊞ici).
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A W∗-category which admits all direct sums is canonically tensored over Hilb. The action

⊗ : Hilb× C → C (7)

of Hilb on such a W∗-category is defined by Proposition 3.13 as the unique up to contractible
choice extension of the trivial tensor functorBC→ Func(C,C) : ⋆C 7→ idC to a tensor functor
(BC)⊕̄ = Hilb→ Func(C,C).

Given W∗-categories C and D, their tensor product C⊗̄D is the category with objects
c⊗ d, for c ∈ C and d ∈ D, and morphisms

Hom(c⊗ d, c′ ⊗ d′) := p2
(
End(c⊕ c′) ⊗̄ End(d⊕ d′)

)
p1,

where p1 = pc ⊗ pd and p2 = pc′ ⊗ pd′ (and px denotes the projection onto x, for x ∈
{c, d, c′, d′}). BC is the unit of the above operation.

Definition 3.33. Given Cauchy complete W∗-categories C and D, their completed tensor
product is given by:

C⊗̂D := (C ⊗̄D)⊕̂. (8)

Hilb = (BC)⊕̂ is the unit of the above operation.

The completed tensor product admits a canonical bilinear functor C ×D → C⊗̂D given
by (c, d) 7→ c⊗ d. And the canonical action (7) of Hilb on a Cauchy complete W∗-category
C can be recovered as the unit isomorphism Hilb ⊗̂C → C of the monoidal structure (8),
pre-composed by the canonical bilinear functor Hilb× C → Hilb ⊗̂C.

The orthogonal direct sum of W∗-categories distributes over the completed tensor product
in the sense that there is a canonical equivalence of categories(

⊞i∈I Ci

)
⊗̂
(
⊞j∈J Dj

) ∼= ⊞ i∈I
j∈J

(Ci⊗̂Dj).

Lemma 3.34. Given von Neumann algebras A and B, the functor

(A-Mod) ⊗̂ (B-Mod)→ (A⊗̄B)-Mod (9)

that sends (AH)⊗ (BK) to A⊗̄B(H ⊗K) is an equivalence of categories.

Proof. The functor (9) maps (AL
2A) ⊗ (BL

2B) to A⊗̄B(L
2(A⊗̄B)). Since both objects are

generators, and since End((AL
2A)⊗ (BL

2B)) = End(A⊗̄B(L
2(A⊗̄B))), (9) is an equivalence

by Corollary 3.23.

For C and D Cauchy complete W∗-categories, there is a canonical inclusion

C⊗̂D ↪→ Func(C,D), (10)

defined by Proposition 3.12 as the essentially unique extension of C⊗̄D → Func(C,D) :
c ⊗ d 7→ (⟨−, c⟩ ⊗ d) along the functor C⊗̄D → C⊗̂D. The inclusion (10) is fully faithful,
but rarely essentially surjective.

19



Example 3.35. If A and B are von Neumann algebras, then

(A-Mod) ⊗̂ (B-Mod) = (A⊗̄B)-Mod.

The latter is a full subcategory of

Func
(
A-Mod, B-Mod

)
= Bim(B,A).

Generalising (7), if C is a Cauchy complete W∗-category, c ∈ C is an object equipped
with an action A→ End(c) of some von Neumann algebra A, and HA is a right A-module,
then we can define a new object

H ⊠A c ∈ C (11)

as follows. It is the value at HA ∈ Aop-Mod of the functor −⊠A c : A
op-Mod→ Hilb uniquely

specified, by Corollary 3.25, by the requirement that L2A 7→ c. Similarly, if f : c1 → c2 is
an A-equivariant morphism between A-objects of C, then H ⊠A f : H ⊠A c1 → H ⊠A c2
is the value at HA of the natural transformation Aop-Mod C uniquely specified by the
requirement that L2A 7→ f . The special case C = Hilb of the above construction recovers
the classical operation of Connes fusion, while the special case A = C recovers the action
(7) of Hilb on C.

Lemma 3.36. The operation (11) comes equipped with associator and unitor natural trans-
formations

(H ⊠A K)⊠B c
∼=→ H ⊠A (K ⊠B c) L2A⊠A c

∼=→ c

that satisfy the usual pentagon and triangle axioms.

Proof. By definition, − ⊠A c maps L2AA to c, so the unitors are just identity morphisms.
To define the associator, it suffices by Corollary 3.25 to construct it for H = L2A, in which
case it is given by the following composition of unitors:

(L2A⊠A K)⊠B c→ K ⊠B c→ L2A⊠A (K ⊠B c).

The triangle axiom is easy, and left as an exercise to the reader. To check the pentagon
axiom for the various parenthesizations of (− ⊠A1 − ⊠A2 − ⊠A3 c), note that the action of

A3 on c ∈ C induces a functor F : BA⊕̂
3
∼= Aop

3 -Mod → C, and that the pentagon diagram
for c is the image under F of the pentagon diagram for L2A3 ∈ Aop

3 -Mod. The latter is an
instance of the usual pentagon diagram for Connes fusion, which is well known to commute
(see e.g. [Bro03]). Its image under F therefore also commutes.

A technical von Neumann algebra lemma

The following lemma is used in the proof of Proposition 3.13. Recall that J ⋐ I means that
J ⊂ I and |J | <∞.
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Lemma 3.37. Let M , N be von Neumann algebras, and let {pi}i∈I be a family of projections
in M that add up to 1. For every J ⋐ I, let pJ :=

∑
i∈J pi. If

φ :
⋃
J⋐I

pJMpJ → N

is a ∗-homomorphism whose restriction to each pJMpJ is normal, and such that
∑

i φ(pi) = 1
in N , then φ extends uniquely to a homomorphism of von Neumann algebras M → N .

Proof. LetM0 :=
⋃

J⋐I pJMpJ , and note that pJMpJ = pJ(M0)pJ for all J ⋐ I. By realising
N on some Hilbert space H, we may assume without loss of generality that N = B(H). Let
A ⊂ B(L2M ⊕H) be the von Neumann algebra generated by the image of λ ⊕ φ, where λ
denotes the left action of M on L2(M). Let qi := (λ ⊕ φ)(pi), let qJ :=

∑
i∈J qi, and note

that
∑
qi = 1 in A. Consider the following commutative diagram:

M0

M A N

ȷ
φι

where ι : M0 → M is the inclusion, and ȷ : M0 → A is induced by λ ⊕ φ. The map ȷ has
ultrawekly dense image. Its compression

ȷ : pJ(M0)pJ → qJAqJ (12)

therefore also has dense image. Since

pJMpJ = pJ(M0)pJ → qJAqJ ↠ pJMpJ (13)

is the identity map, (12) is also injective. A homomorphism between von Neuman algebras
which is both injective and with dense image is necessarily an isomorphism. So (12) is an
isomorphism, and all maps in (13) are in fact isomorphisms.

Let K := ker(A → M), so that A = A0 ⊕ K by Lemma 2.4. For each J ⋐ I, the
projection qJ ∈ A does not have a K component, as otherwise the map qJAqJ → pJMpJ
would not be an isomorphism. So 1 = sup qJ has no K component, and K = 0. So the map
A→M is an isomorphism.

The desired homomorphism M → N is then the composite of the map A→ N with the
inverse of the isomorphism A→M .

4 The Hilb-valued inner product

Cauchy complete W∗-categories behave in many ways like Hilbert spaces. For example,
the action (7) is the analog of the fact that any Hilbert space H admits the structure of a
C-module. W∗-categories also have an inner product:

21



Definition 4.1. Every W∗-category C admits a canonical Hilb-valued inner product
⟨−,−⟩Hilb : C × C → Hilb given by:

⟨a, b⟩Hilb := pbL
2(End(a⊕ b))pa, (14)

where pa, pb ∈ End(a⊕ b) are the two projections.
The Hilb-valued inner product is compatible with direct sums in the sense that there are

canonical unitary isomorphisms ⟨a,⊕ibi⟩ ∼= ⊕i⟨a, bi⟩ and ⟨⊕iai, b⟩ ∼= ⊕i⟨ai, b⟩.
Morphisms f : b1 → b2 and g : a1 → a2 in W induce maps

f∗ : ⟨a, b1⟩ → ⟨a, b2⟩ g∗ : ⟨a1, b⟩ → ⟨a2, b⟩

defined as the restriction to the appropriate corner of the left action of
(
0 0
f 0

)
∈ End(b1⊕b2) on

⟨a, b1⊕b2⟩ ∼= ⟨a, b1⟩ ⊕ ⟨a, b2⟩, and of the right action of
(
0 g∗

0 0

)
∈ End(a1⊕a2) on ⟨a1⊕a2, b⟩ ∼=

⟨a1, b⟩ ⊕ ⟨a2, b⟩.
The modular conjugation J on L2 (End (x⊕ y)) induces a unitary isomorphism

Jx,y : ⟨x, y⟩Hilb → ⟨y, x⟩Hilb.

It is involutive in the sense that Jy,x ◦ Jx,y = id⟨x,y⟩, and Jx,x agrees with the modular
conjugation on

⟨x, x⟩Hilb = L2(End(x)). (15)

Lemma 4.2. ⟨x, y⟩Hilb = 0 if and only if Hom(x, y) = 0.

Proof. Let A := End(x ⊕ y). Then ⟨x, y⟩Hilb = pyL
2Apx while Hom(x, y) = pyApx. The

conditions pyApx = 0 and pyL
2Apx = 0 are both equivalent to px and py having disjoint

central support.

Lemma 4.3. Let f : y1 → y2 be a morphism in a W∗-category. Then the two maps ⟨x, y2⟩ →
⟨x, y1⟩ provided by (f∗)

∗ and (f ∗)∗ agree.
Similarly, for g : x1 → x2, the two maps (g∗)

∗, (g∗)∗ : ⟨x2, y⟩ → ⟨x1, y⟩ agree.

Proof. We prove the first statement. Let A := End(x⊕y1⊕y2), so that ⟨x, y1⟩ = py1(L
2A)px

and ⟨x, y2⟩ = py2(L
2A)px, and let ℓ : A → B(L2A) be the left action of A on its L2 space.

Using that ℓ is a ∗-algebra homomorphism, we compute:

(f∗)
∗ = ℓ(

(
0 0 0
0 0 0
0 f 0

)
)∗ = ℓ(

(
0 0 0
0 0 0
0 f 0

)∗
) = (f ∗)∗.

Lemma 4.4. Let x and y be objects of some W∗-category. Then the images of End(x) and
End(y) in B(⟨x, y⟩) are each other’s commutants.

Proof. Let zx, zy ∈ Z(End(x ⊕ y)) be the central supports of px and py (where px, px ∈
End(x⊕ y) are the two projections), and let z := zpzq. Letting A = z End(x⊕ y), p = zpx,
and q = zpy, we then have ⟨x, y⟩ = qL2Ap. Since p and q have full central support in A, the
Hilbert space qL2Ap is a Morita equivalence between qAq and pAp.

The result follows since the image of End(y) in B(qL2Ap) is qAq, and the image of
End(x) = End(X)op is pAopp.
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Definition 4.5. A set {ci}i∈I of generators of some W∗-category is said to be orthogonal if
⟨ci, cj⟩ = 0 ∀i ̸= j. Equivalently, if Hom(ci, cj) = 0 ∀i ̸= j.

The classical Gram–Schmidt process admits a variant for Cauchy complete W∗-categories:

Proposition 4.6 (Gram–Schmidt for W∗-categories). Let C be a Cauchy complete W∗-
category, and let {ci}i∈I be set of generators indexed by some well ordered set I. For each
i ∈ I, let C<i be the full subcategory generated by {cj}j<i, and let C≤i be the full subcategory
generated by {cj}j≤i. Let Ci be the orthogonal complement of C<i inside C≤i, and let

Pi : C≤i ↠ C<i and Qi : C ↠ Ci

be the two orthogonal projections, as in (6). Then C = ⊞iCi, Qi(ci) generates Ci, and
{Qi(ci)}i∈I is an orthogonal set of generators for C.

Proof. Identify I with the set of ordinals strictly smaller than some given ordinal α0. We
first prove, by transfinite induction, that for all i ≤ α0 we have C<i = ⊞j<iCj:

• (base case) C<0 = {0} is the orthogonal direct sum indexed by the empty set ∅.

• (successor case) Assume C<i = ⊞j<iCj. By construction, C<i+1 = C≤i = C<i ⊞ Ci. So
C<i+1 = ⊞j<i+1Cj.

• (limit case) Let i be a limit ordinal, and let us assume that C<j = ⊞k<jCk for all j < i.

By construction, we then have C<i = (
⋃

j<iC<j)
⊕̂ = (

⋃
j<i(⊞k<jCk))

⊕̂ = ⊞j<iCj.

In particular, we have C = ⊞iCi.
Let ai = Pi(ci) and bi = Qi(ci), so that ai⊕ bi = ci as in (6). Since bi is in the orthogonal

complement of C<i, it is orthogonal to all the bj with j < i. So {bi}i∈I is an orthogonal set.
To see that bi generates Ci, choose a non-zero object x ∈ Ci. Since x ∈ C≤i, it receives a
non-zero map from cj for some j ≤ i. If j < i, then Hom(cj, x) = 0 because cj ∈ C<i, so the
only possible source of a non-zero map to x is ci. So Hom(ci, x) = Hom(bi, x) ̸= 0, and bi
generates Ci. It follows that {bi}i∈I generates C = ⊞iCi.

Lemma 4.7. If F : C → D is an equivalence of W∗-categories, then we have canonical
unitaries ⟨c1, c2⟩ → ⟨F (c1), F (c2)⟩, natural in c1 and c2. Similarly, if F : C → D is an
antilinear equivalence (i.e. an equivalence C → D) then we have canonical antiunitaries
⟨c1, c2⟩ → ⟨F (c1), F (c2)⟩, again natural in c1 and c2.

These are functorial in the sense that whenever F and G are composable functors (either
linear or antilinear), the following diagram commutes:

⟨G(c1), G(c2)⟩

⟨c1, c2⟩ ⟨FG(c1), FG(c2)⟩.
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Proof. All the constructions in the Definition 4.1 are natural with respect to R-linear iso-
morphisms. So all we need to do is check that the isomorphism ⟨c1, c2⟩ → ⟨F (c1), F (c2)⟩
associated to an antilinear functor F is genuinely antilinear. It is enough to check this for
the antilinear identity functor from C to C:

⟨x, y⟩ = pyL
2(End(x⊕ y))px = pyL

2(End(x⊕ y))px
= pyL2(End(x⊕ y))px = pyL2(End(x⊕ y))px = ⟨x, y⟩.

Our next goal is to refine Proposition 3.18 by providing an explicit formula for the equiva-
lence whose existence is guaranteed by the lemma. We will similarly refine Corollary 3.25 by
providing explicit formulas for the extensions whose existence and uniqueness are guaranteed
by the corollary.

Proposition 4.8. If C is a Cauchy complete W∗-category, c ∈ C is a generator, and A :=
End(c), then

F : C → A-Mod

x 7→ ⟨c, x⟩ (16)

is an equivalence of categories.

Proof. The map
F : End(c) → EndA-Mod(F (c)) = EndA-Mod(⟨c, c⟩) = End(L2 End(c)End(c)) = End(c) is an
isomorphism (it’s the identity map). So F is an equivalence by Corollary 3.23.

Let c ∈ C, d ∈ D, ρ : End(c)→ End(d) be as in the first part of Corollary 3.25, and let
F : c 7→ d be the functor {c} → D given by ρ. Then the unique up to contractible choice
extension of F to the whole of C is given by

C −→ D

x 7→ ⟨c, x⟩⊠End(c) d. (17)

Indeed, setting x = c, equation (17) recovers ⟨c, c⟩ ⊠End(c) F (c) = L2 End(c) ⊠End(c) F (c) =
F (c), as desired. A variant of (17) is presented in (20) below. Similarly, if f : d1 → d2 ∈ D
is as in the second part of Corollary 3.25, then the unique natural transformation C D
extending {c} D : c 7→ f is given by

x 7→
(
id⊠f : ⟨c, x⟩⊠End(c) d1 → ⟨c, x⟩⊠End(c) d2

)
. (18)

We pause to emphasise the similarities between Hilbert spaces and W∗-categories:

Remark 4.9. If H and K are Hilbert spaces, and {ei} is an orthogonal basis of H, then
a map f : H → K is fully determined by the images f(ei) of the basis vectors, via the
well-known formula

f(ξ) =
∑
i

⟨ei, ξ⟩f(ei)
∥ei∥2

. (19)
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If H and K are W∗-categories, and {ei} is a set of generators of H that are orthogonal in
the sense of Definition 4.5, then a functor f : H → K is fully determined by the objects
f(ei), via the formula

f(ξ) =
⊕
i

⟨ei, ξ⟩ ⊠ f(ei).
End(ei)

(20)

Given the importance of (17), we record it in yet another form:

Lemma 4.10. Let F : C → D be a functor between W∗-categories. Let c ∈ C be a generator,
and let x ∈ C be an arbitrary object. Then there is a canonical unitary isomorphism

⟨c, x⟩⊠End(c) F (c) ∼= F (x), (21)

natural in x.

Proof. By Corollary 3.25, it is enough to construct the isomorphism (21) for x = c. Recall
from (15) that ⟨c, c⟩ = L2(End(c)). The desired isomprhism L2(End(c))⊠End(c) F (c) ∼= F (c)
is then just a unitor, and the naturality requirement is the fact that the unitor commutes
with the left actions of End(c).

Lemma 4.11. If C = A-Mod for some von Neumann algebra A, then the Hilb-valued inner
product (14) is given by

⟨X, Y ⟩Hilb = X ⊠A Y. (22)

Proof. Since A-Mod is the Cauchy completion of its full subcategory {AL2A} ∼= BAop, to
construct a natural isomorphism between (X, Y ) 7→ ⟨X, Y ⟩Hilb and (X, Y ) 7→ X ⊠A Y , it is
enough, by Corollary 3.15, to specify it for X = Y = AL

2A. So we only need to construct
an isomorphism

⟨AL2A, AL
2A⟩Hilb = L2A⊠A L

2A, (23)

compatible with the two actions of End(AL
2A) = Aop. We now observe that both sides of

(23) are canonically isomorphic to L2A, compatibly with the actions of A.

Recall that all our W∗-categories are assumed to admit a set of generators. The first
part of the next proposition is an analog of the Riesz representation theorem. The second
part of the proposition is reminiscent of the Yoneda lemma, and is a categorial analog of
Lemma 2.1:

Proposition 4.12. (i) Let C be a Cauchy complete W∗-category. Then

C → Func(C,Hilb) (24)

c 7→ ⟨−, c⟩

is an equivalence of categories.
(ii) If C is an arbitrary W∗-category, then Func(C,Hilb) ∼= C⊕̂, and (24) is the canonical

functor from C to its Cauchy completion.
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Proof. (i) Let x ∈ C be a generator, let A := End(x), and let BA ↪→ C be the full subcate-
gory on x, so that (BA)⊕̂ ∼= C. The restriction functor Func(C,Hilb)→ Func(BA,Hilb) =
A-Mod is an equivalence by Corollary 3.14, while the composite

C
(24)−→ Func(C,Hilb)→ Func(BA,Hilb) = A-Mod

is an equivalence by Proposition 4.8. So (24) is an equivalence.

(ii) The functor (24) factors as C −→ C⊕̂ ≃−→ Func(C⊕̂,Hilb)
≃−→ Func(C,Hilb). The mid-

dle arrow is an equivalence by part (i) of the Proposition, and the last one is an equivalence
by Corollary 3.14.

Remark 4.13. The above proposition generalises the ‘unitary Yoneda lemma’ (used in
[JP17, JP19, JP20, GMP+23] and made explicit in [HPT24, §2.1]) from semisimple C∗-
categories to arbitrary W∗-categories. Specifically, if C is a semisimple C∗-category equipped
with a unitary trace ([HPT24, Def. 2.1]) then there is a canonical isomorphism Hom(X, Y ) ∼=
⟨X, Y ⟩ induced by the trace5, and (24) becomes the Yoneda embedding.

Definition 4.14. Given a functor F : C → D between Cauchy complete W∗-categories, its

adjoint6 is defined as the composite F † : D
≃−→ Hom(D,Hilb)

−◦F−−→ Hom(C,Hilb)
≃−→ C.

Equivalently, the functor F † : D → C is specified by the requirement that

⟨c, F †(d)⟩Hilb
∼= ⟨F (c), d⟩Hilb, (25)

naturally in c and d.
Given a natural transformation α : F ⇒ G between functors C → D, the adjoint natural

transformation α† : F † ⇒ G† is specified, using Proposition 4.12, by the requirement that
the diagram 〈

c, F †(d)
〉
Hilb

〈
F (c), d

〉
Hilb

〈
c,G†(d)

〉
Hilb

〈
G(c), d

〉
Hilb

≃

⟨ ,(α†)d⟩ ⟨αc, ⟩

≃

commutes. The operations F 7→ F † and α 7→ α† assemble to an antilinear equivalence

† : Func(C,D)→ Func(D,C), (26)

and there are natural unitary isomorphisms φF : F → F †† and νF,G : F † ◦ G† → (G ◦ F )†
defined as follows.

The first one is defined, using Proposition 4.12, by the requirement that ⟨(φF )c, d⟩ be
equal to the composite

⟨F (c), d⟩ ∼= ⟨c, F †(d)⟩ J−→ ⟨F †(d), c⟩ ∼= ⟨d, F ††(c)⟩ J−1

−−→ ⟨F ††(c), d⟩.
5Different traces induce different isomorphisms Hom(X,Y ) ∼= ⟨X,Y ⟩.
6See footnote 2.
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The second is defined similarly, by asking that ⟨c, (νF,G)d⟩ be equal to the composite

⟨c, F †G†(d)⟩ ≃−→ ⟨F (c), G†(d)⟩ ≃−→ ⟨GF (c), d⟩ ≃−→ ⟨c, (GF )†(d)⟩.

These isomorphisms φ and ν satisfy coherences listed below, in Lemma 4.18.

Warning. The operation † defined above should not be confused with the antilinear invo-
lution ∗ : Func(C,D)→ Func(C,D) coming from the fact that Func(C,D) is a ∗-category.

Remark 4.15. When C and D are semisimple C∗-categories equipped with unitary traces,
one can identify the functor F † : D → C with the categorical adjoint of F : C → D. In
that case, (25) becomes a unitary adjunction in the sense of [HPT24, Def 2.3]. Note however
that the identification between F † and the categorical adjoint of F genuinely depends on the
unitary traces of C and D.

Lemma 4.16. If a functor F : A-Mod → B-Mod corresponds to the bimodule BXA under
the equivalence (5), then its adjoint F † : B-Mod → A-Mod corresponds to the complex
conjugate bimodule AXB.

Proof. Using (22), the following sequence of natural isomorphisms

⟨BX ⊠A H, BK⟩ =
(
BX ⊠A H

)
⊠B K ∼= H ⊠A X ⊠B K = ⟨AH, AX ⊠B K⟩

shows that AXB satisfies the defining property of F †.

Lemma 4.17. A functor F : C → D between Cauchy complete W∗-categories is faithful if
and only if its adjoint F † : D → C is dominant.

Proof. Pick isomorphisms C ∼= A-Mod and D ∼= B-Mod by Proposition 3.18, and let BXA

be the bimodule that represents F under the equivalence (5). The conjugate bimodule AXB

then represents F † by Lemma 4.16.
Now note that F : A-Mod → B-Mod is faithful if and only if the action of A on the

corresponding bimodule BXA is faithful, and is dominant if and only if the action of B on

BXA is faithful.

We finish this section by listing and proving the coherences satisfied by the isomorphisms
φ and ν from Definition 4.14:

Lemma 4.18. The isomorphisms φF and νF,G satisfy:

• φF † = (φF )
†

• νF,H◦G(idF † ◦νG,H) = νG◦F,H(νF,G ◦ idH†)

• φF◦G = (νG,F )
†νF †,G†(φF ◦ φG)
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Proof. The first equation holds, using Proposition 4.12, by the following commutative dia-
gram:

⟨F †(d), c⟩ ⟨F †††(d), c⟩

⟨c, F †(d)⟩ ⟨c, F †††(d)⟩⟨d, F ††(c)⟩

⟨F (c), d⟩ ⟨F ††(c), d⟩

⟨(φ
F† )d, ⟩

⟨(φF )c, ⟩

⟨ ,(φ†
F )d⟩

⟨ ,(φ
F† )d⟩

The second equation holds by:

⟨c, F †G†H†(d)⟩ ⟨c, (GF )†H†(d)⟩

⟨F (c), G†H†(d)⟩ ⟨GF (c), H†(d)⟩

⟨F (c), (HG)†(d)⟩ ⟨HGF (c), d⟩

⟨c, F †(HG)†(d)⟩ ⟨c, (HGF )†(d)⟩

⟨ ,(νF,G)
H†(d)⟩

⟨ ,F †((νG,H)d)⟩ ⟨ ,(νGF,H)d⟩⟨ ,(νG,H)d⟩

⟨ ,(νF,HG)d⟩

And the third one holds by:

⟨FG(c), d⟩ ⟨c, (FG)†(d)⟩ ⟨(FG)†(d), c⟩ ⟨d, (FG)††(c)⟩ ⟨(FG)††(c), d⟩

⟨G(c), F †(d)⟩ ⟨c,G†F †(d)⟩ ⟨G†F †(d), c⟩ ⟨d, (G†F †)†(c)⟩ ⟨(G†F †)†(c), d⟩

⟨FG††(c), d⟩ ⟨G††(c), F †(d)⟩ ⟨F †(d), G††(c)⟩ ⟨d, F ††G††(c)⟩ ⟨F ††G††(c), d⟩

⟨ ,(νG,F )d⟩ ⟨(νG,F )d, ⟩ ⟨ ,(ν†G,F )c⟩ ⟨(ν†G,F )c, ⟩

φG ⟨ ,(ν
F†,G† )c⟩ ⟨(ν

F†,G† )c, ⟩

φG

φFG

φF
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5 Positive cones

Given a von Neumann algebra A, both A and its L2 space are equipped with canonical
positive cones PA ⊂ A, and PL2A ⊂ L2A [Haa75].

Definition 5.1. If F : C → D is a functor between W∗-categories, the vertical cone

P v
F ⊂ End(F )

is the positive cone PEnd(F ) of the von Neumann algebra End(F ). It is a subset of the set of
natural transformations α : F ⇒ F that are ‘vertically self-adjoint’ in the sense that α∗ = α.

Definition 5.2. If F : C → D1 and G : C → D2 are functors between Cauchy complete
W∗-categories, the horizontal cone

P h
F,G ⊂ Hom(F † ◦ F,G† ◦G) (27)

is the set of natural transformations α : F †F ⇒ G†G with the property that for every c ∈ C,
the map

L2
(
End(F (c))

) ∼= ⟨F (c), F (c)⟩ → ⟨c, F †F (c)⟩ α−→ ⟨c,G†G(c)⟩ → ⟨G(c), G(c)⟩ ∼= L2
(
End(G(c))

)
(28)

sends PL2 End(F (c)) to PL2 End(G(c)). It is a subset of the set of natural transformations α :
F †F ⇒ G†G that are ‘horizontally self-adjoint’ in the sense that α† = α, where the latter is
an abbreviation for the condition

α† = νG,G† (idG† ◦φG)α (idF † ◦φ−1
F ) ν−1

F,F † .

Remark 5.3. If F : C → D is a functor between Cauchy complete W∗-categories, then the
vector space End(F † ◦ F ) admits two distinct positive cones: P v

F †◦F , and P
h
F,F .

Let us now specialize to the case C = A-Mod, D1 = B1-Mod, and D2 = B2-Mod. Then,
by Lemmas 3.28 and 4.16, functors F : C → D1, G : C → D2 as in Definition 5.2 correspond
to bimodules B1XA and B2YA, and natural transformations α : F † ◦ F ⇒ G† ◦G correspond
to bimodule maps

θ : AX ⊠B1 XA −→ AY ⊠B2 YA. (29)

Definition 5.4 ([HP23, Def. 5.5]). Given von Neumann algebras A,B1, B2 and bimodules

B1XA and B2YA, the horizontal cone

P h
X,Y ⊂ Hom(AX ⊠B1 XA, AY ⊠B2 YA) (30)

is the set of bimodule maps θ as in (29) with the property that ∀n ∈ N the map idCn ⊗θ⊗idCn

sends PX,n to PY,n, where

PX,n := PL2(End(B1
X⊕n))

⊂ L2(End(B1X
⊕n)) ∼=

(15)
⟨B1X

⊕n, B1X
⊕n⟩ ∼=

(22)
X

⊕n
⊠B1 X

⊕n = Cn ⊗X ⊠B1 X ⊗ Cn,

and similarly for PY,n.
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Proposition 5.5. A natural transformation α : F † ◦ F ⇒ G† ◦ G belongs to P h
F,G (defined

in (27)) if and only if the corresponding bimodule map θ : AX ⊠B1 XA → AY ⊠B2 YA belongs
to P h

X,Y (defined in (30)).

Proof. If α ∈ P h
F,G, then setting c := (L2A)⊕n, the condition that (28) maps PL2 End(F (c)) to

PL2 End(G(c)) is exactly the same as the condition that idCn ⊗θ ⊗ idCn maps PX,n to PY,n.
Conversely, if θ ∈ P h

X,Y , to show that the corresponding natural transformation α :
F † ◦ F ⇒ G† ◦G lies in P h

F,G, we must argue that for every c = AH ∈ A-Mod, the map (28)
sends PL2 End(F (c)) = PL2 End(B1

X⊠AH) to PL2 End(G(c)) = PL2 End(B2
Y ⊠AH). By [HP23, Lem. 5.8],

idH ⊗θ⊗ idH ∈ P h
X⊠AH,Y ⊠AH . In particular (setting n = 1 in the definition of P h

X⊠AH,Y ⊠AH),
idH ⊗θ ⊗ idH maps PL2(End(B1

X⊠AH)) to PL2(End(B2
Y ⊠AH)), which is exactly what we needed

to show.

6 Small W∗-categories

The theory of W∗-categories admits a largely parallel version involving only small categories.
Throughout this section, κ denotes an infinite cardinal. We call a Hilbert space κ-separable
if it admits a basis of cardinality < κ, and we call a von Neumann algebra κ-separable if it
admits a faithful representation on a κ-separable Hilbert space. A von Neumann algebra A
is κ-separable if and only if L2A is κ-separable ([Yam07, Lem 1.8]). Setting κ = ℵ1 recovers
the usual notions of separability for Hilbert spaces and von Neumann algebras. (And for
κ = ℵ0, the condition of κ-separability just amounts to finite dimensionality.)

Definition 6.1. An object in a W∗-category is called κ-small if its endomorphism algebra
is κ-separable.

Lemma 6.2. If A is a κ-separable von Neumann algebra, then an A-module is κ-small if
and only if its underlying Hilbert space is κ-separable.

Proof. Let H be an A-module. If H is κ-separable, then it is clearly κ-small (regardless of
whether A is κ-separable).

If H is not κ-separable then, by transfinite induction, we may find a collection of non-zero
projections {pα ∈ A}α<β, indexed by the set of ordinals smaller than some given ordinal β,
such that there is an isomorphism of A-modules

H ∼=
⊕
α<β

L2Apα,

and such that pα2 ≤ pα1 whenever α2 ≥ α1. Since H is not κ-separable while L2A is, the
cardinality of β must be ≥ κ (here, we have used the fact that the cardinality of an infinite
set is equal to that of its square). For each α ≤ β, let qα := (infα′<α pα′)− pα, where we use
the convention that pβ = 0. Let S := {α ≤ β : qα ̸= 0}. Then β = supα∈S α, and

H ∼=
⊕
α∈S

L2Aqα ⊗Kα,
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whereKα is a Hilbert space of dimension |α|. It follows that A′ contains a subalgebra isomor-
phic to

⊕
α∈S B(Kα). Since supα∈S |α| = |β| ≥ κ, the von Neumann algebra

⊕
α∈S B(Kα)

is not κ-separable. Hence neither is A′, and H is not κ-small as an A-module.

Corollary 6.3. If A =
∏

i∈I Ai is a product of κ-separable von Neumann algebras, then an
A-module is κ-small if and only if its underlying Hilbert space is κ-separable.

Proof. Let Hi be Ai-modules, and let H =
⊕

i∈I Hi be the corresponding A-module. If H is
κ-separable, then it is clearly κ-small. If H is not κ-separable then, by the infinite pigeonhole
principle, either one of the Ai is not κ-separable, or |{i ∈ I : Hi ̸= 0}| ≥ κ. In either case,
EndA(H) fails to be κ-separable.

Recall that all W∗-categories are assumed to admit a set of generators.

Definition 6.4. A W∗-category C is called locally κ-small if all its objects are κ-small. It
is called κ-small if all its objects are κ-small, and C admits a set {ci}i∈I of generators with
|I| < κ.7

The above terminology is justified by the fact that all locally κ-small W∗-categories are
essentially small:

Lemma 6.5. If C is a locally κ-small W∗-category, then its isomorphism classes of objects
form a set (as opposed to a proper class).

Proof. Let {ci}i∈I be a set of generators, let Ai := End(ci)
op, and let A :=

∏
Ai. By

Corollary 3.22 and Proposition 4.8, C is a full subcateogory of A-Mod. So it’s enough
to show that A-Mod only has a set worth of isomorphism classes of κ-small objects. By
Corollary 6.3, these are the same as κ-separable modules and, indeed, actions of A on κ-
separable Hilbert spaces form a set.

Functor categories between κ-small W∗-categories are typically not κ-small, but they are
always locally κ-small (see Lemma 6.15 below). If C is a W∗-category, then we write C<κ for
its full subcategory of κ-small objects. By definition, C<κ ⊂ C is the largest locally κ-small
subcategory of C. The Hilb-valued inner product of κ-small objects is always κ-separable:

⟨ , ⟩Hilb : C<κ × C<κ → Hilb<κ.

Definition 6.6. A W∗-category C is called locally κ-generated if it admits a set {ci}i∈I of
κ-small generators. It is called κ-generated if we may furthermore chose |I| < κ.

Examples.

• If A is a κ-separable von Neumann algebra, then the category of A-modules is κ-
generated. Similarly, A-Mod<κ is κ-generated.

7For κ = ℵ1, these notions are called ‘separable’ and ‘locally separable’ in [Yam07, Def. 1.9].
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• If A is a κ-separable C∗-algebra (one which admits a subset of cardinality < κ that
linearly spans a dense subspace), then A-Mod and A-Mod<κ are locally κ-generated.
Indeed, any cyclic A-module is κ-separable, hence κ-small, and those generate A-Mod.
The categories A-Mod and A-Mod<κ are typically not κ-generated.

• If G is a group of cardinality < κ then Rep(G) and Rep(G)<κ are locally κ-generated.

• If A and B is a κ-separable von Neumann algebras, then the categories Bim(A,B)
and Bim(A,B)<κ are locally κ-generated. Once again, cyclic A-B-bimodules are κ-
separable hence κ-small, and those generate Bim(A,B).

We say that a W∗-category C admits all κ-small direct sums if every collection of objects
{ci}i∈I with |I| < κ admits an orthogonal direct sum in C. We say that C is κ-Cauchy
complete if it is idempotent complete, and admits all κ-small direct sums. Clearly, if D is
κ-Cauchy complete, then so is Func(C,D).

Following Terminology 3.11, we will use ‘κ-complete’ as a synonym of ‘κ-Cauchy com-
plete’.

Remark 6.7. For κ = ℵ0, a locally κ-small κ-complete W∗-category is the same thing as a
semisimple C∗-category [HPT24, §2.1], and a κ-small κ-complete W∗-category is the same
thing as a semisimple C∗-category with finitely many types of simple objects.

Definition 6.8. Let C be a locally κ-small W∗-category. Then the κ-completion of C is
the full subcategory C⊕̂κ ⊂ C⊕̂ = (Ĉ)⊕̄ on those objects which can be written as κ-small
orthogonal direct sums of objects of Ĉ.

We have the following straightforward analog of Corollary 3.14:

Proposition 6.9. Let C and D be W∗-categories, with D κ-complete. Then the restriction
functor

Func
(
C⊕̂κ , D

)
→ Func

(
C,D

)
is an equivalence of categories. □

The following is an analog of Lemma 3.16:

Lemma 6.10. Let C be a locally κ-small κ-complete W∗-category, and let C0 ⊂ C be a full
subcategory. Then the canonical functor F : (C0)

⊕̂κ → C provided by Proposition 6.9 is fully
faithful. It is an equivalence if and only if C0 generates C.

Proof. Identical to that of Lemma 3.16 (using the fact that if c ∈ C is an object, then a
family of non-zero partial isometries {vi : xi → c} with domains xi ∈ C0 and orthogonal
ranges cannot have cardinality ≥ κ).

Given a collection {Ci}i∈I of W∗-categories, let us write ⊞<κ
i∈ICi ⊂ ⊞i∈ICi for the full

subcategory on whose elements ⊞i∈Ici satisfying |{i ∈ I : ci ̸= 0}| < κ. The following is an
analog of Propositions 3.18 and 4.8:
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Proposition 6.11. (i) If C is a κ-small κ-complete W∗-category, then C is equivalent to
the category of κ-separable modules over some κ-separable von Neumann algebra. Moreover,
if c ∈ C is a generator and A := End(c), then

F : C → A-Mod<κ

x 7→ ⟨c, x⟩ (31)

provides an equivalence.
(ii) If C is only locally κ-small, then it is equivalent to the category of κ-separable modules

over a von Neumann algebra which is a product of κ-separable algebras. Moreover, if ci ∈ C
are orthogonal generators, Ai = End(ci), and A =

∏
Ai, then

F : C → A-Mod<κ

x 7→
⊕

i⟨ci, x⟩ (32)

is an equivalence of categories.

Proof. The proof of Proposition 4.8 applies verbatim to prove part (i). We must however
provide a different argument for part (ii) as C might only admit a set of generators, but not
a single generator (the direct sum of all the generators might not exist in C).

By Proposition 4.6 (the Gram–Schmidt process for W∗-categories) adapted to the context
of κ-small categories, there exists an orthogonal set of generators {ci}i∈I and an orthogonal
direct sum decomposition C = ⊞<κ

i Ci such that Ci is the subcategory of C generated by ci.
The functor Ci → Ai-Mod<κ : x 7→ ⟨ci, x⟩ is an equivalence by part (i) and the result follows
since A-Mod<κ = (

∏
Ai)-Mod<κ

∼= ⊞<κ
i (Ai-Mod<κ).

Corollary 6.12. Let C be a locally κ-small κ-complete W∗-category. Then C ∼= ⊞<κ
i∈ICi for

some set I, and some collection Ci of κ-small κ-complete W∗-categories.

So far, κ could be taken to be an arbitrary infinite cardinal. The next two results require
κ to be a successor cardinal, and are false for limit cardinals. The following is a refinement
of [GLR85, Cor 7.16]:

Lemma 6.13. Let κ = ℵα+1 be a successor cardinal, and let C be a κ-small κ-complete
W∗-category.

Then there exists a generator c ∈ C such that every object of C is isomorphic to a
subobject of c. Such an object is unique up to isomorphism.

Proof. By combining part (i) of Proposition 6.11 with Corollary 2.7, there exists a generator
x ∈ C such that every object y ∈ C admits a direct sum decomposition y =

⊕
i∈I yi where

each yi embeds into x. Assuming without loss of generality that none of the yi is zero, the
indexing set I must have cardinality < κ, as otherwise this would contradict the fact that y
is κ-small. So we get an embedding y ↪→ x⊕I , for some set I of cardinality |I| < ℵα+1. In
particular y ↪→ x⊕ℵα . So c := x⊕ℵα is the desired generator.

The uniqueness claim follows from Lemma 3.19.
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We call an object satisfing the condition in Lemma 6.13 a maximal object [GLR85, §6].

Corollary 6.14. Let κ = ℵα+1 be a successor cardinal, and let C be a κ-small κ-complete
W∗-category.

Then there exists a κ-separable von Neumann algebra A such that C is equivalent to
(BA)̂ (idempotent completion, but no direct sum completion).

Proof. Let A := End(c) for c ∈ C maximal. Then argue as in [GLR85, Prop 6.4].

Lemma 6.15. If C is κ-small, and D is locally κ-small, then Func(C,D) is locally κ-small.

Proof. D is a full subcategory of D⊕̂κ , so Func(C,D) is a full subcategory of Func(C,D⊕̂κ).
The latter is equivalent to Func(C⊕̂κ , D⊕̂κ) by Proposition 6.9. So we may assume without
loss of generality that both C and D are κ-complete.

By Proposition 6.11, we may then write C = A-Mod<κ and D = B-Mod<κ, for A
a κ-separable von Neumann algebra, and B =

∏
Bi a product of κ-separable von Neu-

mann algebras. By the same argument as above (using Corollary 3.14 instead of Propo-
sition 6.9), along with Proposition 3.28, Func(C,D) is equivalent to a full subcategory
of Func(C⊕̂, D⊕̂) ∼= Bim(B,A). Specifically, it is the full subcategory on those functors
F : C⊕̂ → D⊕̂ that map (C⊕̂)<κ = C to (D⊕̂)<κ = D.

For any such functor F , since L2A ∈ C, we must have F (L2A) ∈ D. By Corollary 6.3,
the bimodule BHA that corresponds to F must therefore have its underlying B-module

BH = BH ⊠a L
2A = F (L2A) be κ-separable. We finish the proof by noting that any

κ-separable bimodule is κ-small.

The next result is immediate from the definitions, and from Lemma 3.16:

Lemma 6.16. Let C be a Cauchy-complete W∗-category. If C is locally κ-generated, then
C = (C<κ)

⊕̂. If C is furthermore κ-generated, then C<κ is κ-small. □

If C and D are κ-generated Cauchy-complete W∗-categories, then Func(C,D) is typically
not κ-generated. Instead, we have:

Proposition 6.17. Let C and D be Cauchy-complete W∗-categories such that C is κ-
generated and D is locally κ-generated. Then Func(C,D) is locally κ-generated, and

Func
(
C<κ, D<κ

) ∼= Func
(
C,D

)
<κ
. (33)

Proof. By Proposition 4.8, we may assume without loss of generality that C = A-Mod
and D = B-Mod, for A a κ-separable von Neumann algebra, and B =

∏
Bi a product

of κ-separable von Neumann algebras. By Proposition 3.28, we then have Func(C,D) =
Bim(B,A) = ⊞iBim(Bi, A). Since every Bi-A-bimodule is a sum of cyclic bimodules, and
every cyclic Bi-A-bimodule is κ-separable, Bim(Bi, A) is locally κ-generated (generated by
the set of κ-separable bimodules). Bim(B,A) is therefore also locally κ-generated.

Let {Xi}i∈I be a set of κ-small generators for Bim(B,A). By Proposition 4.6 (Gram–
Schmidt for W∗-categories), we may arrange for them to form an orthogonal set of generators.
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Then X :=
⊕

i∈I Xi is a generator of Bim(B,A) whose endomorphism algebra is a product
of κ-separable von Neumann algebras. By Proposition 4.8 and Corollary 6.3, it follows that
a B-A-bimodule is κ-small if and only if it is κ-separable.

If BHA is κ-separable bimodule, then BH ⊠A− : A-Mod→ B-Mod sends κ-separable A-
modules to κ-separable B-modules. This establishes one direction of the desired equivalence:

Func
(
A-Mod, B-Mod

)
<κ

= Bim(B,A)<κ → Func
(
A-Mod<κ, B-Mod<κ

)
.

The inverse functor Func
(
A-Mod<κ, B-Mod<κ

)
→ Bim(B,A)<κ is given by evaluating on

L2A ∈ A-Mod<κ, as in the statement of Proposition 3.28.

Corollary 6.18. If C and D are κ-generated Cauchy-complete W∗-categories, then
†|Func(C,D)<κ : Func(C,D)<κ → Func(D,C) lands in Func(D,C)<κ, and induces an anti-
linear equivalence

† : Func
(
C<κ, D<κ

)
→ Func

(
D<κ, C<κ

)
.

This operation satisfies the same defining property (25) as (26). □

Proposition 6.19. If C and D are κ-complete W∗-categories where C is κ-small, and D is
locally κ-small. Then

Func
(
C⊕̂, D⊕̂) ∼= Func

(
C,D

)⊕̂
. (34)

Proof.

Func
(
C,D

)⊕̂ ∼= Func
(
(C⊕̂)<κ, (D

⊕̂)<κ

)⊕̂
∼=

(
Func

(
(C⊕̂), (D⊕̂)

)
<κ

)⊕̂ ∼= Func
(
C⊕̂, D⊕̂),

where the middle equivalence holds by Proposition 6.17, and the last one holds because
Func((C⊕̂), (D⊕̂)) is locally κ-generated (again by Proposition 6.17).

Taken together, (33) and (34) establish an equivalence of 2-categories between the 2-
category of κ-generated complete W∗-categories8 and κ-small functors between them, and
the 2-category of κ-small κ-complete W∗-categories and all functors:

{
κ-generated complete

W∗-categories

} {
κ-small κ-complete

W∗-categories

}( )<κ

( )⊕̂
(35)

Moreover, any functor between κ-generated complete W∗-categories is a direct sum of κ-
small functors. Both sides of (35) carry an involution † at the level of 1-morphisms, and
an involution ∗ at the level of 2-morphisms, and the 2-functors in (35) are compatible with
both † and ∗.

8Note the use of Terminology 3.11.
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7 W∗-tensor categories

A W∗-tensor category (T,⊗, 1, α, l, r) is a W∗-category with a monoidal structure which is
compatible with the W∗-category structure in the sense that

⊗ : T × T → T

is a bilinear functor of W∗-categories (Definition 3.2), and the associator α and left and right
unitors l, r are unitary.

A tensor functor between two W∗-tensor categories S and T , is a triple (F, µ, i), where
F : S → T is a functor of W∗-categories, and

µx,y : F (x)⊗T F (y)→ F (x⊗S y) and i : 1T → F (1S) (36)

are unitary natural transformations satisfying µx,y⊗z ◦ (idF (x)⊗µy,z) = µx⊗y,z ◦ (µx,y⊗ idF (z))
and µ1,x◦(i⊗idF (x)) = idF (x) = µx,1◦(idF (x)⊗i) (suppressing associators). Finally, amonoidal
natural transformation between two tensor functors F and G is natural transformation α :
F ⇒ G that intertwines the coherences (36) of the two tensor functors.

If a W∗-tensor category T comes equipped with an action of Z/2 in which the non-
trivial element of Z/2 acts antilinearly and anti-monoidally, then T is called a bi-involutive
W∗-tensor category:

Definition 7.1. A bi-involutive W∗-tensor category is a W∗-tensor category T equipped
with a covariant anti-linear, anti-tensor functor

· : T → T

called the conjugate. The functor · is involutive, meaning that for every x ∈ T , we are given
unitary natural unitary isomorphisms φx : x→ x satisfying φx = φx. The structure data of
this anti-tensor functor are denoted

νx,y : x⊗ y
≃−→ y ⊗ x and j : 1→ 1

and make the following diagrams commute:

x⊗ (y ⊗ z) x⊗ z ⊗ y (z ⊗ y)⊗ x

(x⊗ y)⊗ z y ⊗ x⊗ z z ⊗ (y ⊗ x)

idx⊗νy,z

α−1
x,y,z

νx,z⊗y

νx,y⊗idz νy⊗x,z

αz,y,x

1⊗ x 1⊗ x x⊗ 1 x⊗ 1

x x⊗ 1 x 1⊗ x

j⊗idx

lx
ν1,x

idx⊗j

rx νx,1

rx lx

Finally, we require the compatibility conditions φ1 = j ◦ j and φx⊗y = νy,x ◦ νx,y ◦ (φx⊗φy).
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Note that, by Lemma 4.7, the antilinear involution · induces canonical unitary isomor-
phisms ⟨x, y⟩ → ⟨x, y⟩ for all x, y ∈ T , such that the composite ⟨x, y⟩ ≃

〈
x, y

〉
→ ⟨x, y⟩ →

⟨x, y⟩ ≃ ⟨x, y⟩ is the identity.

Definition 7.2. A tensor functor F : S → T between bi-involutive W∗-tensor categories is
called a bi-involutive tensor functor if it comes equipped with a unitary natural transforma-
tion

γx : F (x)→ F (x)

making the following diagrams commute:9

F (x)⊗ F (y) F (x⊗ y) F (y ⊗ x)

F (x)⊗ F (y) F (y)⊗ F (x) F (y ⊗ x)

γy⊗x

F (νSx,y)µx,y

γx⊗γy

µy⊗x
νT
F (x)⊗F (y)

F (x) F (x)

F (x) F (x)

F (φS
x )

γxφT
F (x)

γx

Finally, a bi-involutive natural transformation is a monoidal natural transformation that
intertwines the coherences (7.2) of the two tensor functors.

If C is a Cauchy complete W∗-category, then the category End(C) of endofunctors of C
is a bi-involutive W∗-tensor category, with involution provided by the operation F → F †.
Upon identifying C with A-Mod for some von Neumann algebra (using Proposition 3.18), we
have an equivalence of tensor categories between (End(C), ◦, idC) and (Bim(A),⊠A, AL

2AA)
(by Proposition 3.28). The modular conjugation J , and the unitary

ν : H ⊠A K → K ⊠A H (37)

given by ν(φ ⊗ ξ ⊗ ψ) := (ψ ◦ J) ⊗ J(ξ) ⊗ (φ ◦ J) endow Bim(A) with the structure of a
bi-involutive W∗-tensor category, and the equivalence between End(C) and Bim(A) inter-
twines the involution F 7→ F † on End(C) and the involution AHA 7→ AHA on Bim(A) (by
Lemma 4.16).

Definition 7.3. The ‘many object’ versions of Definitions 7.1 and 7.2 are called bi-involutive
W∗-bicategories, and bi-involutive 2-functors. A bi-involutive 2-functor whose underlying 2-
functor is an equivalence is called an equivalence of bi-involutive W∗-bicategories.

9The coherence γ1 = i ◦ jT ◦ i−1 ◦ F (jS)−1 for the unit follows from the coherence for γx⊗y.
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The collection of all von Neumann algebras, bimodules, and bounded linear maps between
those forms the objects, 1-morphisms, and 2-morphisms of a W∗-bicategory vN2 ([Bro03,
Yam07], see also [CHPJP22, §2.1]). Composition of 1-morphisms is given by Connes fusion10,
and the unit 1-morphism on an object A is the bimodule AL

2AA. The involution BXA 7→
AXB along with the coherence (37) at the level of 1-morphisms, and the ∗-operation at the
level of 2-morphisms equip vN2 with the structure of a bi-involutive W∗-bicategory.

The collection of all Cauchy complete W∗-categories, functors, and natural transforma-
tions (Definition 3.2) also assemble to W∗-bicategory W∗Cat. The †-operation at the level
of 1-morphisms (Definition 4.14), and the ∗-operation at the level of 2-morphisms (Defini-
tion 3.6) endow it with the structure of a bi-involutive bicategory.

Theorem 7.4. The assignment A 7→ A-Mod induces an equivalence of bi-involutive bicate-
gories vN2

≃→W∗Cat.

Proof. The 2-functor vN2 → W∗Cat given by A 7→ A-Mod at the level of objects, and
by BHA 7→ (BH ⊠A −) at the level of 1-morphisms is essentially surjective by part (i) of
Proposition 3.18, and fully faithful by Proposition 3.28. By Lemma 4.16, it intertwines the
involution BHA 7→ AHB on vN2 with the involution F 7→ F † on W∗Cat.

Remark 7.5. Both vN2 and W∗Cat are symmetric monoidal, and the equivalence between
them upgrades to an equivalence of symmetric monoidal bi-involutive W∗-bicategories (see
Lemma 3.34). The symmetric monoidal structures are given by the spatial tensor product
for vN2, and the operation (8) for W∗Cat.

By the results of Section 5, the equivalence vN2 ∼= W∗Cat is furthermore compatible
with the vertical and horizontal cones that exist of both sides.

Theorem 7.4 admits a variant in the context of small W∗-categories. Let vN2<κ be the
bicategory of κ-separable von Neumann algebras and κ-separable bimodules between them,
and let W∗Cat<κ be the 2-category of κ-small κ-complete W∗-categories.

Theorem 7.6. The assignment A 7→ A-Mod<κ induces an equivalence of bi-involutive bi-
categories vN2<κ

≃→W∗Cat<κ. □

Remark 7.7. In view of (35), vN2<κ is also equivalent to the 2-category of κ-generated
Cauchy-complete W∗-categories and κ-small functors between them, via the assignment A 7→
A-Mod.

In addition to the two invlutions (at the level of 1-morphisms, and 2-morphimsms) that
both vN2 and W∗Cat possess, there is also an involution at the level of objects given by
complex conjugation. The equivalence from Theorem 7.4 is compatible with all three invo-
lutions. Let us write †0 for the involution at the level of object, †1 for the involution at the
level of 1-morphisms, and †2 for the involution at the level of 2-morphisms. The involutions
are given by:

10For composition to be a map HomvN2(B,C)×HomvN2(A,B)→ HomvN2(A,C), we adopt the convention
HomvN2(A,B) := Bim(B,A).
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vN2 W∗Cat

†0 complex conjugation complex conjugation

†1 complex conjugation adjoint

†2 adjoint adjoint

(The three involutions on vN2 are discussed [ST04, §4.3].) Taken together, these three
involutions make vN2 and W∗Cat ‘fully dagger’ in the sense of [FHJF+24].
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[HP23] André Henriques and David Penneys. Representations of fusion categories and their commutants.
Selecta Math. (N.S.), 29(3):Paper No. 38, 2023. MR4581741 DOI:10.1007/s00029-023-00841-2

arXiv:2004.08271.

39

http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=MR2111973
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/acprof:oso/9780198526599.001.0001
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=MR3206515
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jfa.2014.04.003
http://arxiv.org/abs/0708.3078
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.1563733
http://arxiv.org/abs/math/0301353
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=MR4419534
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jfa.2022.109524
http://arxiv.org/abs/2105.12010
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=MR1303779
http://arxiv.org/abs/2403.01651
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=MR4077245
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10485-019-09583-9
http://arxiv.org/abs/1907.04714
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=MR808930
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=MR4598730
http://dx.doi.org/10.24033/asens.2541
http://arxiv.org/abs/1810.06076
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=MR0407615
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=MR3747830
http://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1711591114
http://arxiv.org/abs/1503.06254
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=MR4581741
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00029-023-00841-2
http://arxiv.org/abs/2004.08271
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Appendix

Higher (and lower) categorical analogs of Hilbert spaces
and von Neumann algebras

complex number positive number

Hilbert space von Neumann algebra

W*-category bicommutant category

?? ??

z 7→ |z|2

ξ, η ∈ H

7→

⟨ξ, η⟩ ∈ C
C is a

Hilbert sp.
a ∈ A

7→

∥a∥2

H
∋ ξ
7→ ∥

ξ∥
2

( C,
√ x ∈

C
) ←[ x

or
0 i
f x

=
0

H 7→ B(H)

L2A← [ A

a, b ∈ C

7→

⟨a, b⟩Hilb :=

pbL
2(End(a⊕ b))pa Hilb is a

W*-cat.
w ∈ T

7→

End(w)A7→

Bim(A)
C
∋ c
7→ En

d(c
)

( A-Mod
, L

2 A
) ← [ A

C 7→ End(C)

ideal of
absorbing objects

the collection
of all

W*-categories
is a ...

bimodules
over a

bicom. cat. ...
Reps of a

bicom. category ...
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