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Abstract

We develop two approaches to Quantum (or Non-commutative) Graphs based on arbitrary von
Neumann algebras M € B(H): one looking at operator bimodules of Hilbert-Schmidt (instead of
bounded) operators, and the second looking at Quantum Adjacency Operators. Hilbert-Schmidt
Quantum Graphs relate to Weaver’s picture of Quantum Graphs in a complex way: by defining
certain hull operations, we find a bijection between certain subsets of both objects. Given a nfs
weight @ on M the operator-valued weight ¢! can be defined, as considered by Wasilewski for
direct sums of matrix algebras. We show how to build a natural self-dual Hilbert C*-module from
this, which mediates a bijection between HS Quantum Relations and projections e € M®M®P.
When e is integrable for the slice-map id ®°P there is a related normal CP map A: M — M:
this is a Quantum Adjacency Operator, which has a Kraus operator representation built from
the HS Quantum Relation. When e and its tensor swap map are both integrable, we find certain
symmetries of A. We illustrate our theory by a careful consideration of certain examples, including
detailed links with the finite-dimensional setting.
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1 Introduction

A Quantum (or non-commutative) graph is a non-commutative topology generalisation of a graph: that
is, an object modelled on a C*-algebra or von Neumann algebra which for a commutative algebra
reduces to the notion of a graph. The concept arose from work of Weaver [40] on Quantum Relations
(a simple graph with a loop at each vertex can be regarded as a reflexive and symmetric relation on
the vertex set), namely given a von Neumann algebra M € 8(H), a quantum relation is a weak*-closed
S € B(H) which is a bimodule over the commutant M’, meaning thata,b € M/, x € § = axy € S.
Essentially the same concept also arose in the study of quantum communication channels [15], where
here M = M,, is a finite matrix algebra, and in [29] from a categorical approach to finite-dimensional
C*-algebras and quantum information theory. This latter reference also introduced the idea of a
Quantum adjacency operator which directly generalises the notion of the adjacency matrix of a graph.
Initially the link between subspaces S and adjacency operators A was mediated by use of a trace on
the C*-algebra in question (say B, here always finite-dimensional and so the sum of matrix algebras).

Subsequent work, for example [4, 14, 28], explored how the theory changes if a general (faithful)
state on B is used instead of a trace. In particular, there are a number of axioms on A which in the
commutative case correspond to the graph being undirected (A is self-adjoint, or “symmetric”, or
“real”, see [28] for a careful discussion). Taken together, these imply a hidden symmetry: A and/or S
must commute with the modular automorphism group of the state (see [14, Section 5]) which could
be considered to be a rather strong condition. The paper [6] instead considered the axiom that A is
completely positive (equivalent to A being “real”, [28]) which was further explored in [14, Section 5.4]
and [39]. We believe that this is perhaps the most natural axiom: see Section 2 for a self-contained
summary of this approach.

The approach via adjacency operators is finite-dimensional, while Weaver’s approach allows for a
completely general von Neumann algebra. A step towards considering infinite-dimensional adjacency
operators was taken in [39], by looking at the case when M is the possibly infinite direct sum of matrix
algebras. Another generalisation is [5] where 2-C*-categories are used, but in many ways this is still
a finite-dimensional setting, due to the use of Q-systems which have a notion of a basis. This paper
continues this study of (possibly) infinite-dimensional quantum graphs, where we look at arbitrary
von Neumann algebras equipped with a nfs weight.

It is our contention that finite-dimensional quantum graphs are a fundamentally Hilbert space
theory. In particular, our approach in [14] used in an essential way when H is a finite-dimensional
Hilbert space, the bounded operators 8(H) coincide with the Hilbert-Schmidt operators HS(H),
which in turn may be identified with the Hilbert space tensor product H® H. See Section 2 for a
refinement of this idea. When M C B(H) is a von Neumann algebra (of course, here just a finite direct
sum of matrix algebras) we can naturally represent M ® M°P on H® H, and quickly obtain a bijection



between projections e € M ® M°P and M’ ® (M”)°P-invariant subspaces (just the image of e) of H® H,
equivalently, M’-bimodules of HS(H). By “bimodule” we again mean V € HS(H) a subspace such
thatx e V,a,be M’ — axbe V.

All of this works verbatim for an infinite-dimensional Hilbert space, excepting that HS(H) is of
course no longer equal to B(H). This motivated us to define in Section 4 the notion of a Hilbert—
Schmidt (HS) quantum relation, namely a subspace V C HS(H) which is closed for the Hilbert-Schdmit
norm, and which is an M’-bimodule, where here M C B(H) is a von Neumann algebra. Here we are
considering general graphs (so relations which might be neither reflexive nor symmetric) and so hew
to Weaver’s terminology of “relation”. These objects are seen to biject with projections e € M&M°P.
Letting S be the weak*-closure of V, we obtain a quantum relation in Weaver’s sense; conversely,
starting with S we can let V = 8§ N HS(H) (which is closed, Lemma 4.7) to obtain a Hilbert-Schmidt
quantum relation. These operations are not inverses: it can easily be that S N HS(H) = {0} with S
non-trivial, for example. However, we show that there are natural “closure” or “hull” operations,
and this gives a bijection between a subclass of quantum relation and a subclass of HS quantum
relation, Theorem 4.13. In Weaver’s theory, it is important that when M is represented on two Hilbert
spaces Hp, Hy then quantum relations over H; biject with those over Hy. We show that the same
holds for HS quantum relations, and that our natural operations (of weak*-closure, taking hulls, and
so forth) respect this bijection, see Section 4.1. We make some brief comments about the “pullback”
construction in Section 4.2. We give many examples to show some of the complications with this idea;
however, if M has a sufficiently rich finite-dimensional structure, in particular, if M is the (possibly
infinite) direct sum of matrix algebras, then there is in fact a bijection between HS quantum relations,
and Weaver quantum relations.

Our aim in the rest of this paper is to explore what can be said about the quantum adjacency
operator picture, in infinite-dimensions. Here we are strongly influenced by Wasilewski’s work
in [39], as well as Matsuda’s notion of a “real” adjacency operator [28], and Yamashita’s lecture
notes [42]. In Section 2 we give a summary of the finite-dimensional picture, through the lens
of these references. In particular, compared to our paper [14], we make some comments about
the diagrammatic calculus, and follow the idea of [42] to introduce a non-trivial inner-product on
B(L%(B)). Here B is our finite-dimensional C*-algebra with a state ¢; that we no longer use the
canonical trace on B(L2(B)) means that the association between V C H® H and S C B(L2(B)) becomes
“twisted” by the modular operator. Rather than working with many possible links between adjacency
operators and projections (the family of maps ¥ and ¥{ ;| which we defined and explored in [14])
we instead follow [14, Section 5.4] and take as an axiom that quantum adjacency operators are
completely positive (equivalently, real, [28]). This suggests using the bijection ¥{ , 1 which we show
agrees with the work in [39] which is motivated by KMS-inner-products. With these conventions in
place, we obtain a very pleasing collection of results linking the different pictures of quantum graphs,
Section 2.2.

One key difference with [39] compared to other work is the use of KMS-inner-products, Section 2.3,
which motivates introducing what we call a “twist”: not looking at the subspace S € B(L%(B)) but
rather Sj/4, Section 2.4. We provide some different motivation for this in Section 2.5 by considering
the operation of the tensor swap map on B ® B°P, which maps e to a (possibly) different projection
T(e). When ¢ is a trace, this corresponds to taking the adjoint on S (which in Weaver’s picture is
the natural operation corresponding to “reversing the direction of edges” in the graph). This no
longer holds for non-tracial ¢, but it does work for S;/4. Section 2 is party a survey, but it forms key
motivation for the technical infinite-dimensional results to follow. We are fairly convinced now that
taking a quantum adjacency matrix A to be completely positive is the “correct” axiom (instead of
assuming A is self-adjoint and /or “symmetric”); we believe that it will be an aid to the reader to have
a short, and self-contained, summary of what this entails, while also making links with ideas such as
the diagrammatic calculus, and KMS inner-products.

There is an issue here which may puzzle the reader, as it did the author. For any state ¢ on
B we have established bijections between projections e € B ® B°P (or equivalently, in our language,
HS quantum relations on [%(B)), and Weaver quantum relations S (or, S; /4 Which seems the “better”
choice). Neither of these objects make any use of ¢: only the definition of the bijection does. The



adjacency operator A does “see” @ (in the definition of what it means for A to be Schur-idempotent).
However, we now have the following procedure for reducing the study of any quantum graph to that
of a tracial quantum graph: start with A (or S;/4) and then form e using the bijection from ¢. Now
use the bijection coming from a trace on B to move back to a tracial adjacency operator, say Arty, or
a new Weaver quantum graph. We explore this in Section 3. Have we reduced all quantum graphs
to the tracial case? In one sense yes, but we look at an example—- the notion of “connectivity” from
[11]- to show that natural properties of A are not transported to natural properties of Aty. This is as it
should be, for the richness of the theory. Nevertheless, we suspect that this idea of moving the tracial
case will find applications in the future.

Our task in the main body of the paper is to marry these finite-dimensional ideas with that of HS
quantum relations, a task we start in Section 5. Fix a von Neumann algebra M and a nfs weight ¢:
we make no assumptions about ¢ at all. Due to the technical nature of many of the ideas in these
later sections, and our desire to appeal to a readership perhaps coming from the finite-dimensional
picture of quantum graphs, we have collected both technical results, and background reading, into
some appendices. For weights, see Section 1.1 below, and Appendix A. Using ¢ we form the GNS
space, and almost always regard M as acting on H = L2(M).

We are motivated by [39] to consider the operator-valued weight (see Appendix C and Appendix E)
@~ ! from B(H) to M’ € B(H). As H = [2(M) there is a canonical isomorphism M’ = M°P, and a
canonical choice of weight ¢’ on M’ coming from ¢ and/or @°P. We define @ = ¢’ o ¢~! which
by general theory is a nfs weight on 8(H). Indeed, in the finite-dimensional situation, this is exactly
the state which was introduced in Section 2.1: this is the first of many ways we find “shadows” of
the finite-dimensional situation occurring in the more technical infinite-dimensional picture. Any
weight on B(H) is given by a “density”, Appendix D, and we show carefully in Appendix E that the
density of @ is V~! the inverse of the modular operator. As hinted at in, for example, [1], the definition
ideal n,-1 of ¢! is a pre-Hilbert C*-module over M. We explore this idea more fully in Section 5.
Any Hilbert C*-module over a von Neumann algebra has a “self-dual completion”: this work, going
back to [30, 31], is summarised in Appendix B. We apply this to n,-1, and use the various concrete
isomorphisms we have developed to show that the self-dual completion is E,-1 = 8m/(H, HS(H)).
This is the (concrete) Hilbert C*-module of maps H — HS(H) which are right module maps for the
M’ action. In particular, we see the natural occurrence of HS(H) here. As ¢! is actually a bimodule
map, ng,-1 also has a natural left M’-action, which extends to Ep-1. Indeed, the algebra of adjointable
operators on E -1 is isomorphic to M®M°P, and we obtain exactly one half of our picture from before,
and notice the natural appearance of HS quantum relations:

Theorem 5.13. There is a bijection between: (1) projections e € M®MPOP; (2) complemented M’-sub-bimodules
of Ep-1; (3) M/-bimodules in HS(H).

In Section 6 we turn our attention to adjacency operators: this means a completely bounded
normal map A on M, with additional properties. As it is hard to see how to formulate directly the
idea that A is Schur-idempotent, when M is infinite-dimensional, we instead look for a bijection
between A and e. We re-formulate the finite-dimensional bijection from [14, Theorem 5.36] (also
Section 2.2) using slice maps, and show how “integrable” elements f,g € N®M give rise to normal
CBmaps A = Af g: M — N. Here we think that actually the abstract theory leads to a clearer picture
than the concrete formulae we wrote down in [14]. In particular, integrable projections e (these
correspond to the “bounded degree” terminology of [39]) give rise to normal CP maps A: M — M,
which seem like a natural candidate for quantum adjacency operators. We then proceed to give a
very close link between these ideas and the Hilbert module constructions in Section 5. In particular,
any self-dual Hilbert C*-module has an “orthogonal basis”, Theorem B.3, and when e is integrable,
this basis always arises from n -1 and not its completion, in such a way that a “Kraus operator”
representation of A is obtained:

Theorem 6.10. Let e € M®MCP be an integrable projection, and form A = A the quantum adjacency
operator. Let (t) be an orthogonal basis for By (L2(M”), Im(e)). Then each t; = & for some o; € N1, and
A(x) = 3_; aixe for x € M.



Here for o € ng,-1 we write & for the image in the self-dual completion E,1. Letting V = Im(e), we
find that V € HS(H) is an HS quantum relation, and the image of e acting on E,1 is Bm(L2(M), V),
as seen in the theorem. It is natural to consider S C B(H), the intersection of this with n,-1, which in
the finite-dimensional case is exactly the S from Section 2.1. In this general case, S can unfortunately
be a lot “smaller” than V. In [39], it is always assumed that ¢! is bounded (in fact, normalised to
be a conditional expectation) and when this occurs, S is weak*-closed, Proposition 5.16; furthermore,
when M is the direct sum of matrix algebras, S does “remember” all the information about V, see
Section 7.2. Indeed, in [39], S itself is sometimes considered as a Hilbert module, and a link is shown
between S being self-dual, and e being of bounded degree. We find the same relation is general:

Theorem 6.15. Let V C HS(H) be an M’-bimodule, and let S = {x € n,1 : Im& C V}. Then e is integrable
if and only if the map S — Bm(H, V); o« = & is surjective.

Here it is important that M acts on H = L?(M). In Section 7.3 we briefly look at more general H,
and in particular, Example 7.12 shows that when H is allowed to be “small”, we can have S self-dual,
but e not integrable, hence answering a question from [39].

In Section 6.2, we consider when A: M. — M induces a bounded operator L2(M) — L*(M); this
occurs naturally when both e and its tensor swap are integrable. Hence the tensor swap map forms
a symmetric in this case, and we show how the KMS inner product arises (in a disguised way, see
Proposition 6.20 and Lemma 6.21). When we have this extra symmetry, Section 6.3 shows that the
space S is large enough, and that we can form something like S;/4. This is achieved by showing a
direct analogue of Proposition 2.5:

Theorem 6.22. Let e € M®MPOP be a projection in nigeeer N Neeid. Form A = Age: M — M and the
associated Ag € B(L2(M)), and let V C HS(H) be the image of e. Then Ag is a member of S = {o € N1t
Im& C V}. Furthermore, {Im& : x,y € M/, « = xAgy} is dense in V, so lin{& : x,y € M/, & = xAgy} is
weak'-dense in et ,-1 = By (H, V).

We have said little about Weaver quantum graphs/relations: namely, taking the weak*-closure
of S (or perhaps S;/4). This is discussed in Section 6.4. Later in examples we show that all of the
behaviour seen for HS quantum relations occurs in this general situation: it remains for future work
to find a fully satisfactory way of passing to weak*-closures. In Section 6.5 we consider the possibility
of the map 04 from Section 2.2 being generalised to the infinite-dimensional case: our conclusion is
that this seems rather unlikely.

In Section 7 we develop a number of examples. Throughout the development of the theory we
have motivated our constructions from the finite-dimensional situation. In Section 7.1 we quickly
look at the commutative atomic case: as expected, we recover the usual notion of a relation / simple
graph on a possibly infinite set. In Section 7.2 we look at (infinite) direct sums of matrix algebras,
making extensive links with [39], and as already discussed, in Section 7.3 we consider algebras M
acting on Hilbert spaces which are not L>(M). In Section 7.4 we look at M = B(K) endowed with a
general weight. When the weight is the canonical trace, we show how we exactly recover the ideas of
HS quantum relations from Section 4, thus coming a full circle in our narrative. For general weights,
we show how the general theory is rather similar to HS quantum relations, Example 7.18.

1.1 Background and notation

Our inner-products will be linear in the 2nd variable, and written as (£|n). Sometimes we consider
a Banach space E and its dual E*, and write (i, x) = p(x) for the dual pairing between p € E* and
x € E. We find it helpful to write rank-one operators on a Hilbert space using bra-ket notation: so for
&,m € H we write |E)(1)| for the rank-one operator « — (n|x)&; in [14] we denoted this by 0, ¢.

We frequently use the conjugate Hilbert space H ={&:&eH)}. Forx € B(H) we define x™ € B(H)
as xT& = x*&. For an algebra A let A° be the A with the opposite multiplication. Writing elements of
A°P as a° for a € A, we have a®Pb°P = (ba)°P. Then B(H)P = B(H) via x°P > xT. We will always
unitarily identify the Hilbert-Schmidt operators HS(H) with H ® H for [E)(n| <> & ®T.




The early parts of the paper do not have a heavy technical requirement, although as in [14,
Section 5], we use aspects of modular theory, though only in finite dimensions, where one can easily
concretely write down all the maps. In the later parts of the paper, we make extensive use of modular
theory, and Connes spatial theory of von Neumann algebras, for which the books [38, 36, 37] are our
references. The appendices give summaries of useful results from the literature, as well as giving
(sketch) proofs of some results we have not found explicit references for, along with some new results
which seem too technical to include in the main body of the paper. At points, we use the theory of
unbounded operators on Hilbert spaces, for which [33], for example, is a useful reference.
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2 Finite-dimensional quantum graphs

We give a quick summary of the finite-dimensional theory, picking out points which provide moti-
vation for ideas we consider in the infinite-dimensional case. We follow our paper [14], but make
explicit links with ideas from [39]. We also make a little use of the diagrammatic calculus, see for
example [28], here being inspired in part by the presentation of Yamashita in his notes [42].1

Let B be a finite-dimensional C*-algebra and ¢ a faithful state on B. We do not assume that ¢ is
a 6-form. Choosing a trace on B, there is an invertible Q € B with ¢(a) = Tr(Qa) for a € B. Then the
modular data associated to ¢ can be expressed using Q, see [14, Section 5].

Using ¢ we form the GNS space L?(B) with GNSmap A: B — L%(B), which is a linear isomorphism
of vector spaces, as B is finite-dimensional. This allows us to view the multiplication map m: B®B — B
as a map L%(B) ® L>(B) — L%(B), and hence to form the Hilbert space adjoint map m*. Similarly the
unit map n: C — L?(B); A — AA(1) which has adjointn*: L%(B) — C; A(a) — ¢(a).

2.1 An inner product on operators

Using the diagrammatical calculus, introduce an inner-product on 8(L?(B)) by

(Th[T2) = =nm1eTT)mn =em(1eTT)m'1) (T, T2 € B(L*(B))).

We compute this more explicitly. To avoid notational clutter, we identify B and L?(B) and suppress
the GNS map A. Let m*(1) = ) ; e; ® fi, so that ¢(b*a*) = (ab|l) = (a ® bjm*(1)) = > ;(alei)(b|f;) =
> i ¢(a‘ei)(b*f;) for each a, b € B. Let Tj = |t;j)(s;| for j = 1,2 be rank-one operators. Then

(T2) = (P( Z einTz(fi)) = Z @(eis1)(tift2)(s2lf1).

150ome of this section was previously informally available on the author’s website https://github.com/MatthewDaws/
Mathematics/tree/master/Quantum-Graphs.
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With ¢ having density Q, we see that ¢(eis1) = Tr(Qeis1) = Tr(QQ's1Qe;) = (QS;Q_1|ei). Thus
(T T2) = (t1lt2) Z(QSQQ_”%)(Szlﬂ) = (t1[t2)(Qs;Q 7 's2l1) = (talt2) 0(s5Q 's1Q)

= (t1lt2) @(s50i(s1)) = (t1]t2)(s2]0i(s1)),

where (o) is the modular automorphism group. We briefly stop suppressing the GNS map A, and
recall that the modular operator is given by VA(a) = A(o_i(a)). Thus

(T1IT2) = (A(t)IAL)) AV T A(51)) = (ADIA)) (V2 A(s2) VT2 A(s1)).
Consequently, with Tj = |&;)(n;| for j = 1,2, we find that

(ThIT2) = (Eal&)(V ™ 2ma| V1 2ny) = (&1 ® V12|, @ V-1/2n,),

the final inner-product being the natural one on [>(B) ® L2(B). Thus the map
B(L*(B)) - L*(B)® L2(B), [&)(n|+—> E® V12 D

extends linearly to a unitary.

In [14], we similarly identified B(L?(B)) with L?(B) ® L2(B), but for the “untwisted map” |E)(n|
£ ® 1, not the unitary (1). We continue to let B ® B act on B(L*(B)) as (a® b) - T = aTb, for
a € B,b € B, T € B(L%(B)); similarly for B’ ® (B’)°P. We now see what this action becomes on
[?(B) ® L2(B), under the isomorphism (1).

For a,b € B, when T = |£){n| we have that aTb = |a&){(b*n)|, and so

(a®b)-(£E®@V-12n) = aTb = |aEXb™| = a& ® V-1/2b*.

Equivalently,
(a®b)- (£®T) = a£ @ V-12b'V1I2n = a£ @ 0_;n(b) "] (a®b e B®B, &1 € [%(B)).
This uses that 0_; »(b) = V1/26V-1/2, Exactly the same calculations shows that
(@®b)- (£®7) = a&® (V2V )T (a,beB).

Hence the natural actions of B ® B°P, and of B’ ® (B”)°P, on L?(B) ® L2(B) are “twisted”. The following
lemma shows that in both cases, we can think of this as a twist on the algebra (B ® B°P or B’ ® (B’)°P
respectively) followed by the “natural” action on L?(B) ® L2(B).

Lemma 2.1. Forany b € B’ C B(L2(B)) and z € C, we have that V*bV~* € B’, and so b > V*bV = defines
an automorphism of B’ (in general not +-preserving).

Proof. This is related to identifying B’ and B°P, compare [14, Lemma 5.32]. However, a simple
calculation suffices. As VZaV™* = 0_i,(a) € B for each a € B, for a € B,b € B’ we see that

V#bV™?a = V*bV 2aV*V™% = V*boi(a)V™* = V*0i,(a)bV™* = VEV™2aV*bV™? = aV*bV 77,
and so V*bV~# commutes with a, for each a € B, and hence is in B’. m]

While it might seem odd to twist the action, notice that by doing so we maintain the bijections we
used in [14], namely between:

(1) B’-bimodules S ¢ B(L%(B));
(2) B’ ® (B’)°P-invariant subspaces V C L%(B) ® L2(B);
(3) projections e € B ® B°P.

To be explicit, here we use the unitary from equation (1) to link S and V. The twisted action of
B’ ® (B’)°P on L?(B) ® L2(B) is not a *-homomorphism, but that does not matter when we are showing
that (1) and (2) biject; all that matters is the compatibility of the B’ actions.

When showing that (2) and (3) biject, we do need a *-homomorphism, and so here we consider
the usual action of B ® B°P on L?(B) ® L2(B). We now have two actions of B’ ® (B’)°P on L?(B) ® L2(B),
but they have the same invariant subspaces. Henceforth, we shall only consider the “natural” action.

7



2.2 Linking adjacency operators and projections

We follow [14, Section 5.4]. Let A € B(L*(B)) be a quantum adjacency operator, which here means
that:

¢ the associated linear map B — B is completely positive (equivalently, is “real”, see [28, Propo-
sition 2.23]);

* A isidempotent for the Schur product: m* (A ® A)m = A.
As in [14, Theorem 5.36], it is then natural to use the linear bijection

V=W, B(LA(B)) — B®BP; b)al > b® 0ip(a)”

Theorem 2.2. The map Y’ gives a bijection between quantum adjacency operators A and (self-adjoint) projec-
tions e = ¥ (A) € B ® B°P.

Proof. This follows from [14, Theorem 5.37] and its proof. In reading [14, Theorem 5.37] note that
there we denote W' (A) by “f”, and use “e” for a related element. O

Henceforth, we continue with the notation that A is linked with e = ¥ | 12 (A). Letting B ® B°P act

“naturally” on L?(B) ® L2(B), we obtain the operator b ® (o} 2(a)*)T. Considering the unitary given by
formula (1), we have

B(1%(B)) 3 |E)(n| = £E® V121 5 bE® 01/5(a)V-12n = bE ® V-12an - [bE)(an| = blE)(n]a”.

Thus the associated action on B(L?(B)) is simply T > bTa*; compare with Proposition 2.4 below.
We now find the associated subspaces V and S associated to e, in terms of A. Consider A =

Z}‘zl |bj){a;j| assumed to be Schur idempotent and completely positive, so that e = W6,1 /2(A) =
2_; bj ® 0i/2(a;)" is a (self-adjoint) projection. Hence

V =Im(e) = lin { Z b;E® (0i/2(a)) M &€ LZ(B)} C [2(B) ® L2(B),
j
and given the bijections just established, we have that

S = { > byTa:Te B(LZ(B))}. @)
j

Remark 2.3. One way to think here is that the “twist” introduced by ¥ , 1 18 cancelled out by the

unitary given by (1), and so the relation between A, and for the formula for S, looks “untwisted”. A

We can nicely write much of this using diagrams. Consider the map

0a: BOIX(B) — BIAB); T @a _AeT. 3)

This defines an idempotent, which can be seen diagrammatically, using that the multiplication on B
is associative and that A is Schur idempotent:

0A@AT) = (A) Qxﬂ - @I@ﬂ - GI@ —0A(T).



Proposition 2.4. With A = Z};l b5 ){ajl, we have that OA(T) = 3_; bjTa;.‘ for T € B(L%(B)). Hence, with
S given by (2) using A, we have that S is the image of the idempotent 6 5.

Proof. Leta € Bandletm*(a) = ), ck®dx, so ) y(ai|ck)(az|dk) = (aiaz|a) for each aj, ap € B. Then,
forb € A, and with T = |c){d|, we have

(bloA(T)a) = (M*(B)(A@T)m* (@) = ) _(m*(b)lb; ® T(di))(ajlex) = > (m*(b)[b; @ c)(ajler)(d]dr)
jk ik

= > (blbje)(ajlex)(dldi) = Y _(blbjc)(ajdla),
ik j

from which it follows that

0A(T) =) [bjc)(ajdl= Y b;Ta;.
j j

By linearity, this holds for all T, as claimed. It is now clear that S is the image of 0 4. O

Diagrammatically, we see that

-

Thus we can recover A from 0 4.

= OA(I1X1)) = = =A

Proposition 2.5. We have that S = lin B’ AB’, the B’-bimodule generated by the operator A.

Proof. The previous proposition shows that S = {Z]- bjTa]T : T € B(L*(B))} where A = Z};l [b;){aj.
Let ] be the modular conjugation, which satisfies JaJA(b) = A(bo_;/»(a")), for a,b € B, and we have
JBJ = B’. Thus

JaDAJLT) = D JaJTADG)NIbIA()] = D IA(b;0_12(a)) {A(a50_i2(bY))]
j j

=Y bjlo_i(@))oi (b))l = Ba(lo_iz(a)){oi/a(b7)]).
j

Taking the linear span as a, b vary, it follows that B’AB’ = 04 (8(L%(B))) = S, as claimed. O

In particular, S is a B’-bimodule, and so a “quantum relation” in the sense of Weaver, [40]. We
shall see shortly what it means for S to be a quantum graph in Weaver’s sense.

2.3 KMS Inner products

We now make links with [39]. Here Wasilewski works with the “KMS inner-product”, which we shall
denote by
(alb)x = ¢(a’o-i2(b))  (a,beB). 4

A simple calculation shows that (alb)x = (0_ijs(a)|o_i/4(b)). We continue to identify B with L%(B),
and so the rank-one operator |a)(b| can be considered as the map B — B;c +— (b|c)a = ¢(b*c)a.
Similarly, we define |a)(b|k using the KMS inner-product, so

la)(blk: B — B; ¢+ (blc)ka = @(b*o_i/2(c))a.

Hence |a)(blx = |a)b| o 0_i/2. As @(b*0_i/2(c)) = @(0-i/2(b)"c), also [a){blk = [a){o_i/2(b)].
Then [39, Lemma 3.3] defines a map Y*MS: 8(12(B)) — B ® B°P by, in our notation,

WEMS. 14\ (blk > a® b



Consequently W*M5(|la)(b]) = WM3(|a)(0i/2(b)lk) = a ® 0i/2(b)" =V,
in our notation, the map we considered in [14, Section 5.4].

Note that [39, Proposition 3.7] nicely separates out the correspondence between properties of
YKMS(A) to those of A.

In Section 2.2, we established bijections between A € B(1%(B)) with e € B ® B°, and with
0 € B(B(L2(B))). These are

(la)(b]). Thus WKMS =y~

’
0,1/2 0,1/2

A =|b)Xaq] o e=b®0y(a) o Oa: TH bTa"
We can write this alternatively as
A = |b){o_i/2(c)| o e=b®c o Oa: T bToy(c). (5)

This does not agree verbatim with [39, Proposition 3.14], but private communication with Wasilewski
verifies that this is a typo (compare with the paragraph before [39, Proposition 3.14], where G‘_"i_/lz
is used: when restricted to B, as is occurring in this context, this map agrees with o;,). Thus [39,

Proposition 3.14] uses the same map 0 4.

2.4 Twisted subspaces

An important difference between the identifications used so far and [39] is that the relation between
S and A (and/or e) is different, compare [39, Theorem 3.15]. (Again, there is a sign convention here,
whether one uses i/4 or —1/4 below, and we have chosen the convention that seems to work with our
other conventions, and which correctly recreate key formulae from [39].)

For z € C and a B’-bimodule S € B(L?(B)), define S, = Q"*SQ'* where Q € B is the density of
@ as in Section 2.1.

Lemma 2.6. We have that S, is a B’-bimodule.

Proof. This is similar to the proof of Lemma 2.1. As 0,(a) = Q**aQ™** for each a € B, exactly the
same argument as before shows that Q'*xQ~'* € B’ for each x € B’. Hence, given T € S, so that
Q '*TQ¥%* € S,, and given x € B’, we see that

Q—iZTQiZX — Q—iZT(QiZXQ—iZ)QiZ € Q—iZSQiZ — SZ/
as Q**xQ~** € B’ and using that S is a B’-bimodule. Similarly B’S, C S,. o

Given A and hence 6 5 as before, we now define 7~ = S;/4 where § is the image of the idempotent
0. From Proposition 2.4, we see that

TeT =8y & TeQ/ASQ* o Q1QesS
o Zb) Q_1/4TQ1/4(1; — Q—1/4TQ1/4
j

o Z Ql/4b) Q—l/4TQ1/4a;Q—1/4 =T
j

e ) oiyad)Toyu(ay) =T (6)
j
This may look strange, but we’ll see below in Section 2.5 that in some senses it is quite natural.

Remark 2.7. We could also use V in place of Q, when defining S,. Remember that, with A: B — L[?(B)
the GNS map, we have that V*A(a) = A(Q*aQ7?) for a € B. Hence V*Q7*A(a) = A(aQ7?) =
Q7 *VZA(a) for a € B, and hence V*Q™* = Q7*V* € B’. So V*Q*SQ*V~* C B’SB’ C S for all z, and
hence S, = Q~%28Q~1# C V~128V2, Reversing the roles of Q and V shows the other inclusion, and
so we have equality. A

Using Lemma 2.1 (and the above remark) and Proposition 2.5, the following is an easy calculation.

Proposition 2.8. For z € C we have that S, = B/(Q"'*AQ'*)B’ = B/(V 1?AV?)B’,
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2.5 Operator systems and Weaver’s quantum graphs

In [40], Weaver terms a “quantum graph” to be an operator system S which is also a B’-bimodule.
That S is self-adjoint corresponds to the “graph” being undirected, and that 1 € S corresponds to
having a loop at every “vertex”. Here we consider these extra properties. As in [14, Definition 5.11],
we write - -

Jo: *(B)® 12(B) — L*(B) @ *(B); £ @M - n@ &

for the anti-linear unitary “tensor swap map”.
When is S self-adjoint? Due to the relation given by formula (1), if S and V are related, then as

|EY(M| = & ® V-1/21), we see that

el = n@ V=12 = (V2@ (VAT (Ve F) = (V2 8 (VAo ® V-1/2n).

Hence S* corresponds to (V2@ (V-12)T)]o(V) = V4 (Where “a” is chosen for “adjoint”). Let e be the
orthogonal projection onto V, and e, the orthogonal projection onto V. It seems hard to write down
eq in terms of e, as V& = Jo(V/2 ® (V- 1/2)T)(V4).

We shall not pursue this more, but instead make links with the idea explored in Section 2.4. Set
7 = Si/4, and to avoid notational clashes, we write T: B® B°? — B ® BP for the tensor swap map, an
anti-+-homomorphism.

The expression A} = V-12A*V1/2 occurring in the following is the KMS adjoint, that is, satisfies

(alAy (b)) = (A(a)b)x  (a,beB),

a fact easily verified from the definition of the KMS inner-product (4). For the following, compare
[39, Theorem Al].

Proposition 2.9. Let 7 correspond to e and A. Then T corresponds with t(e) and A} = V-12AV12,

Proof. Recall (6), sowith A = Z;il [bj){(ajlwehavethatT € 7" ifand only if } ; 0_;/4(bj)Toy4(a;)" =T.
Hence T € 7 ifand only if T* = }_; 0_i/4(bj)T"01/4(a;)", equivalently,

T= Z 0i/4(aj)To_ija(by) = Z o_i/4(0i2(aj))Toi/a(o_i/2(b;))"
j j

Thus 7~ is associated to the operator
k k
D loip(a))Xo-ipn®s)l = ) V7 2aj)(by V2 = VIRAVIZ = A
j=1 j=1

as claimed. In turn, this corresponds to

W) (i) = Y 01a()) ® 01al01/a(b5))" = 3 oipala) @b =7 Y by @ ovley)’) = Tle,
J J j

which of course equals t(e), as e = e”. O

In particular, 7 is self-adjoint if and only if e = t(e). The second condition to be an operator
system, that 1 € S, is easier to study. We have that 1 € § if and only if 64(1) = 1 if and only if
m(A ®1)m" = 1, which is the usual axiom; compare [14, Definition 2.4]. Notice that1 € 7 if and only
if1e8.

We haven’'t mentioned the other possible axioms for A, the “undirected” axiom, or that A is
self-adjoint. As shown in [14, Section 5], either one of these (together with A being real) implies that
V (and/or §) commute with the modular operator, which is a strong condition, outside of the case
when ¢ is a trace.
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3 Moving to the tracial case

In the previous section, we showed how to obtain a bijection between quantum adjacency operators
A, projections e € B ® B°P, and B’-invariant subspaces V and S (or 7°). The choice of state ¢ affects
the computation of m*, and hence the definition of A, and also the bijection between V and S, and
between S and 7. However, projections e (and the correspondence to V) are independent of the
choice of ¢, and so quantum graphs do not seem to actually depend on the state ¢. Here we make
this statement more precise, but also show that it does not reduce the non-tracial case to a triviality.
We fix e € B ® B°P a projection, and see what A this corresponds to as ¢ varies. In particular, we
consider our fixed reference trace Tr, and the state ¢ = Tr(Q-). Then we have the bijection, as in (5),

e=) bj®c o Ag=) [bXoipC)l o Ag=) Tr(Q"%¢Q'()b;.
j j j

Of course At has the same form, with Q removed, and hence A, = ATr(Ql/ 2(~)Q1/ 2), and it’s now
readily apparent that A, is (completely) positive if and only if Aty is.

The GNS map A: B — L?(B) gives a linear bijection between B and L?(B), and so a linear bijection
between B(L%(B)) and hom(B) = {linear maps B — B}. It also gives rise to a bijection

B’ =2 homg(B) = {T: B — B : T(ab) = aT(b) (a,b € B)}.

This allows us to regard a B’-bimodule S € B(L?(B)) as a homg (B)-bimodule in hom(B), so removing
reference to L2(B).

Asin (5), e also corresponds to a map 6 € hom(B). For a,b € B let us write 84, € hom(B) for the
map c¢ — Tr(bc)a. Then e corresponds to

A, : hom(B) — hom(B); T — Z b;Toi/a(cj) = Z b; TQ™1/2¢;QY2
j j

AsS = S, is theimage of 04, at least in principle we see how to reconstruct S, from e. Notice that
St = {2_;bjTcj : T € hom(B)}, and that then

S, = { Y 6 TQV2¢Q2: Te hom(B)} - { Y byTej:Te hom(B)}Ql/Z.

) )

Hence S, = S1;Q'/? for each ¢ = Tr(Q -).
Also consider 7~ = S; 4 = Q/48Q~1/4, so that

To = { Y QU TQM2¢;Q Y4 T e hom(B)} - Q1/4{ Y bTe;:Te hom(B)}Q1/4.
j j

We have that St, = 71y and that 7, = Q1/47}rQ1/4.
Suppose we start with S € hom(B) a homg (B)-bimodule. Given our state ¢, which e corresponds
to S? We want § = S, so it is natural to set St = S Q‘l/ 2. Then Str directly corresponds to

V C L%(B, Tr) ® L(B, Tr), and e is the orthogonal projection onto V. The following results are simple
calculations.

Proposition 3.1. Under these bijections, we have that:
(1) 1€ 8, ifand only if 1 € Ty, ifand only if Q™12 € Sty;
(2) Se = S;, ifand only if S;QY? = QY28 if and only if S5 = Q™V/2SpQY?
(3) Tq = T if and only if QV/4S; QY/* = QS QY4 ifand only if S;, = Sr.
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We now consider a more non-trivial property which a quantum graph may have, looking at the
proposed definition of “connectivity” from [11]. [11, Lemma 3.5] shows that 7, generates B(L*(B))
as an algebra if and only if there is not a non-trivial projection p with (1 — p)7,p = 0. Here we can
take p in B(L%(B)), or equivalently, in B (see the referenced lemma for a proof). [11, Propositions 3.7,
4.8] show this is equivalent to A, being irreducible, meaning that there is not a non-trivial p € B
with A, (p) < Mp for some M > 0. As [11, Definition 2.1] and the comments after show, here we
only assume A, is CP. In the undirected case (meaning A, is KMS-self-adjoint, if and only if 7, is
self-adjoint) this is the definition of the quantum graph being connected.

Example 3.2. Let B = My and set

sesumtnl (8 {2 o) e ecl

Then Sty is self-adjoint, so T, is self-adjoint for any . We shall show that the tracial quantum graph is
connected, but there is a choice of @ so that the quantum graph represented by A, is not connected.

Consider the condition (1 —p)Sp = 0. As B = My the only non-trivial projections are the rank-one
projections, say p is the projection onto the span of & # 0. Then (1 —p)Sp = 0 if and only if x& € CE for each
x € S. If & = (&1, &2) is such a common eigenvector, then

b o)l = (&) () <<h)

However, neither of these standard basis vectors are eigenvectors for the other generator of S. Hence S is
irreducible, and so Aty is irreducible, that is, the tracial quantum graph is connected. (Notice that direct
calculation shows that the algebra generated by S is indeed all of M5).

Now define
11
-1/2 _
@=fi 3

This is positive and invertible (the eigenvalues are 2 + \2) and so Q exists. Use this Q to define ¢, so that
To = QUASQ/4. Set
1 1
' _ O-1/4 _ Ol/4z/

We claim that for every x € S we have QY/4xQ*&’ € CE&/, showing that T, has a common eigenvector, and so
A is reducible, and hence the quantum graph is not connected.
To show the claim, notice that this is equivalent to xQY/4&’ € CQ™Y4¢/ for every x € S. Notice that

Q4 = QL2QUAg = Q112 (1) _ (i) '
We test for x either of the two generators:
b 20)=E)=C)- ©3))-G
0 2/\1) \2) 2\4)” \1 1)\1) \2}J°
In conclusion, while this correspondence between tracial quantum graphs and general quantum

graphs allows trivial enumeration of all quantum graphs, deciding if these graphs have non-trivial
properties will still require (possibly careful) consideration of the state ¢.

4 Hilbert-Schmidt quantum graphs
We consider M C B(H) to be a general von Neumann algebra, also with H general. Weaver’s definition,

[40], of a quantum graph, is that of an operator system S C 8(H) which is an operator bimodule over
M’, meaning thatx € S,a,b € M’ = axb € S. This notion is essentially independent of the choice
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of H. For the moment, we consider just the bimodule property, which defines the notion of a quantum
relation.

A key idea behind the bijections in Section 2 is that, when H is finite-dimensional, we may identify
B(H) with H® H, and hence identify M’-bimodules with M’ ® (M”)°P-invariant subspaces V C H® H.
(That, in the non-tracial situation, this gets “twisted” as in (1) is a matter we come back to in the rest of
the paper.) Of course, H® H can be identified, as a Hilbert space, with the Hilbert-Schmidt operators.
This notion of course makes sense for general H:

Definition 4.1. With M C B(H), we define a Hilbert-Schmidt (HS) quantum relation to be a subspace
V € HS(H) with M'VM'’ C V, and such that V is closed for the Hilbert—Schmidt norm.

As HS(H) is an operator ideal, we have M"HS(H)M’ € HS(H). There is a canonical identification
of HS(H) with H® H which associates a rank-one operator [n)(&| with the tensor n ®&. Under this, the
B(H)-bimodule structure is mapped to B(H) x B(H)°P, namely the map x — axb becomes a @ b".
Thus an HS quantum relation is a closed subspace V C H ® H which is invariant for the action
of M/ ® (M")°P. As (M’ ® (M’)°P)" = M®MP, we see that such subspaces biject with projections
e € M®M®P. In later sections we shall see how to bring an operator A into this picture.

Given a quantum relation S, as HS(H) is an operator ideal, S N HS(H) will be a M’-bimodule,

and so Spis = (S N HS(H)) M

quantum relation, taking the weak*-closure in 8(H), say V,,» = v , gives a quantum relation.
Recall from [40] that S is:

will be an HS quantum relation. Similarly, given V € HS(H) an HS

1. symmetric when {x* : x € S} = S. We make the analogous definition for HS quantum relations,
which makes sense as the adjoint is an isometry on HS(H), and note that S — Spsand V - V-
will preserve this property.

2. reflexive when M’ C S, equivalently, 1 € S. It is not so clear what this means for HS quantum
relations.

3. transitive when S? = {xy : x,y € S} C S. This definition makes sense for HS quantum relations,
and again § — Sys and V +— V., preserve this property.

This final claim is maybe not obvious. As we work with Hilbert spaces and Banach spaces in this
section, given a Banach space E (typically the trace-class operators 8(H).) and a subset V C E* define

V={xelb:{(u,x)=0(neV)}

the pre-annihilator of V, which is a norm-closed subspace of E. Similarly, for a subset X C E define
the annihilator X° = {p € E*: (i, x) = 0 (x € X)} a weak*-closed subspace of E*. By Hahn-Banach, we

have that (°V)° = (lin V)_W* and °(X°) = (lin X)_”’”. We use the perp symbol L just for Hilbert spaces.

Lemma 4.2. When S is a transitive quantum relation, also Sys is transitive. When V is a transitive HS
quantum relation, also V., is transitive.

Proof. When S§ is transitive, for x,y € S N HS(H) we have xy € HS(H) and xy € §, so xy € SNHS(H).
Taking the closure shows that also (Shs)? € Shs by continuity of the product for the HS norm.
Now let V be transitive. Given w € °V and x,y € V, as xy € V we have 0 = (xy, w) = (y, wx),
and so wx € °V. Hence for s € V,,» we have 0 = (s, wx) = (x,sw) for all x € V, so sw € °V.
Finally, for s,t € V,,» we hence have (ts, w) = (t,sw) = 0, for any w € °V, so ts € V,,+» and V,,~ is
hence transitive. Notice that this argument is essentially using that the product on B(H) is separately
weak*-continuous. O

Example 4.3. Let H be infinite-dimensional, and set S = C1 thought of as a quantum relation over B(H) (so
that B(H)" = C1). Then S N HS(H) = {0} so Sns = {0} even though S is non-zero.
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Example 4.4. There can be multiple HS quantum relations giving rise to the same S. Again we work with
M = B(H).

Let H = (2, let (eij) be the matrix units in B(H). Then we can view elements of HS(H) as matrices
x = (xij) = Xy xijeqy with [x|[f g = X 5 Ixij* < co. Set

V, = {anenn : an/n = O,Z Ixn|? < oo} C HS(H).

Letz = (zn) = (1/n) € 2,50 x = Y_, Xnenn € Vz exactly when (z|x) = 0, and hence for any x = (xn) € ¢
we have that X" = x — ||z[|3 2(zlx)z satisfies that 5_,, X enn € Va. This also shows that V; is closed in HS(H).
Given &,m € H and a diagonal x € B(H),

<X/ w&,n> = (5|XT1) = Z Xnnann = Z XnnQn,

say, where a = (an) = (Ennn) € €. Thus on the diagonal matrices, the predual B(H). gives {*°-* duality.
For a = (an) € €L if (x, a) = 0 for all x € Vs, then regarding @ as an element of ¢*, we have that (alx) = 0 for
all x € V,. By the above,

0 = (ahx ~ llzll*(zI0)2) = (@) - llzll,*(zlx)(@l2) = (@ = llzl* (zl@)zl)  (x € ),

which means that @ = ||zl;%(z[a)z but a € ¢ and z ¢ 1, so a = 0 is the only possibility. So °V, N ¢! = {0},
and we conclude that V is weak*-dense in the space of all diagonal matrices, {* C B(H).

If we now set Vi to be all diagonal matrices in HS(H) then also Vi is weak*-dense in {*. As Vi, V, are
|| - || s-closed, we conclude that different HS quantum relations can have the same weak"-closure.

The underlying von Neumann algebra makes a big difference to these considerations: we give two
cases where considering HS quantum relations is the same as considering (usual) quantum relations.

Example 4.5. Again let H = €2, and now let M = {*. Any quantum relation S C B(H) is the weak*-closed
linear span of the matrix units it contains, and so S corresponds to a relation on N. In the same way, any
HS quantum relation V. C HS(H) is the norm-closed linear span of the matrix units it contains. So the maps
S — Snus and V — V., are mutual inverses.

Example 4.6. Let M = [[ M, (4 be the product of matrix algebras, each with dimension n(i). (Recall that this
is the setting of [39].) If M acts on H then H is of the form H = @ H; where Hy = C*V @ K, for each i, with
Ki some Hilbert space. Each matrix block acts as x ® 1 on Hy, for x € My ). Then M’ = [ B(K}) acting on
each Hy in the natural way.

A quantum relation S € B(H), being an M’-bimodule, is the weak*-closed linear span of the subspaces
Si; = S N B(Hj, Hy). Furthermore, S;; = Si',j ® B(K;j, Ky) for some subspace Si'/j c B(Cn0),c"W). There
are no conditions on which subspaces S{ j arise, for different quantum relations.

The same analysis applies to a HS quantum relation V, which must be the norm closed linear span of the
Vi; = VN HS(H;, Hy), and further Vi ; = V{,j ® HS(K;, K;). Again, any Vi’,j can arise.

As B(C"0),c™V) is finite-dimensional, given S, we can set Vi’,]. to be Si”j thought of as a subspace
of HS(C“(”,C“(‘L)). Let (e1,---,em) be an orthonormal basis for Vi”)., so any x € Syj is of the form
X =) it e ® x4 for some xi € B(Kj,Ky). Thus ||x||2HS =) ||xi||%1$, and so x € S N HS(H) if and only if
X € Vi’,j ®HS(K;j, Ky). Hence Vi ; = Si;NHS(H;, Hy) is weak*-dense in Sy 5, and the map S +— V; Sy = Vi
is a bijection.

In conclusion, quantum relations over M and HS quantum relations over M canonically biject.

We regard B(H). as the trace-class operators, so we have natural norm-decreasing inclusions
B(H). € HS(H) € B(H). The pairings are also compatible: for a € B(H). and b € HS(H) we have

(alb)us = Tr(a'd) = (b, a*)g),8(H)., (bla)ns = (b, A)gry,8(H).-
Thus, for U € B(H). € HS(H) we have U° = {x € B(H) : Tr(xa) = 0 (a € U)} and so, in HS(H) we have
Ut ={beHSH): Tr(b’a) =0 (a e U)} ={be HS(H): b* € U°},
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and similarly, for V € HS(H) we have °V = {a € B(H). : a* € V*}. Furthermore, we see that
{a*:a € V}*+ ={b e HS(H):0 = (bla*) = Tr(b*a*) (a € V)} = {b € HS(H) : 0 = Tr(ba) = (b*|a) (a €
V)} = {b* : b € V*}. Given the remarks above about (pre-)annihilators we see that the collection of
weak”-closed subspaces of B(H) injects with the collection of norm-closed subspaces of B8(H)., say
S & °S = X with inverse X <> X° = S. This restricts to a bijection between M’-bimodules.
Lemma 4.7. For any weak*-closed subspace S € B(H), we have that Sys = (S N HS(H))_”'IIHS
S NHS(H), which is also equal to {a* : a € °S}*.

is equal to

Proof. Set X = {a* : a € °S} so by the above, X* = {b € HS(H) : b* € X°}, and note that x € X° if
and only if 0 = (x,a") = Tr(xa") = Tr(x*a) for a € °S, which is equivalent to x* € (°S)° = §. So
X+ ={beHS(H):beS}=8NHS(H). In particular, S N HS(H) is closed, and the claim follows. O

Definition 4.8. Given S C B(H) weak*-closed, set S'" = (Syis)w», the Hilbert-Schmidt hull of S.

Clearly S™s™ is an M’-bimodule when S is. We next show that this is indeed a “hull (or closure)
operation” (although for the reversed inclusion partial ordering).

Proposition 4.9. Let S be weak*-closed. Then S™" C S, (S™M)ys = Snis and so (Shehhsh = Shsh [¢

—lns

S C T then S"s™ C TN We have that S = S™N if and only if °S = B(H). N (°S) .
Proof. When S € 7~ we have Spis € Tris and so S™™ = (Syis)w € (Tris)w = 7 ™. By definition,

Sht=(Sns) = (Sus) = A(S™M) = (("Sws)) = “Sws.

As Spis € S we have °S C °Syyis, and so S™" C S by taking the annihilators.

By the lemma, Sys = {a* : a € °S}* and so (Sns)* ={a*: a € OS}_”.”HS. As the adjoint is an
isometry on HS(H), we see that {a* : a € (Sns)*} is the closure of °S in HS(H). Thus, from above,

°(S™M) = °Sps = {a € B(H). : @ € (Sns)*} = {a € B(H). : a e S) sy, @)

As BH). 1 (e8) M ¢ (285 e also have (B(H). N (¢S) My ¢ 08y bt similarty
°S C B(H). N ("S)_”.”HS so also (°S)_”'”HS C (B(H). N (°S)_”'”Hs)_”'”Hs and hence we have equality.

As the closure is the double perp, we equivalently have that

(os)J_ — (B(H)x. N (08)_I|'||HS)J_.

Applying the lemma to S™s"* gives

(S"Mus = {a’: a e (ST = (o ra e BH). N (S)
— {a":ae (BMH),NCS) MYy (a7 ae CS)) = {a” : a € °S) = Sus.
Taking weak*-closures gives (STsM)hsh = Shsh We see that S = S"M if and only if °S = °(SMs") =
S) ™M B(H), from (7). O
We make an analogous definition for Hilbert-Schmidt quantum relations.

Definition 4.10. Let V C HS(H) be a HS quantum relation. Define V¢ = (Viy+)us, the Hilbert-Schmidt
closure of V.

Again, this is a “closure” operation, this time for the usual ordering (and so we feel more confident
in the “closure” terminology).

Proposition 4.11. Let V a HS quantum relation. Then V C VIS¢ and (V1s€),,. = V,\ so that (Vhse)hse =
VIse TFV C U then V¢ C UMSC. We have that V = V€ if and only if V = (B(H). N V)L,
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Proof. When V C U clearly V¢ c UMs¢. AsV C V,,» and V € HS(H), obviously V C V¢, and so
also Vi,» C (VIs€) .. We aim to show the other inclusion, (V$¢),,. C V,,-, which is equivalent to
°V C °(Vhs¢). By Lemma 4.7 we have that V's¢ = V,,. N HS(H), and so

VIse = fa € HS(H) : Tr(ax) = 0 (x € °V)}
={a € HS(H) : Tr(ax’) =0 (x € B(H). N V*1)} = (B(H). N V)™, (8)
We just used that °V = {x € B(H). : x* € V*} and so °(V*¢) = {x € B(H). : x* € (B(H). N Vl)_”‘”HS}.
As the adjoint is an isometry on B(H)., given x € °V we have that x* € V* and x € B(H)., so clearly
x* € (B(H). N Vl)_”'”Hs, so x € °(Vhs¢). Hence °V C °(V"$¢) as required. From (8) it follows that
V = Vhs¢ if and only if V = (B(H). N V+)*. O

Example 4.12. We might wonder if the condition V = (B(H). N V4)* is the same as V = (B(H). N V)_”'”HS,
but this is not the case, as we now show.

Let V = V; as in Example 4.4. Then any x € HS(H) supported off the diagonal is in V*, and so y € V*
exactly when the diagonal part of y is a scalar multiple of the vector z = (1/n), and the off-diagonal part is
arbitrary. Suppose a € B(H). N V*. As the idempotent map of projecting onto the diagonal is contractive, the
diagonal part of a is again a multiple of (1/n) which is not in €'; so the diagonal part of a is 0. We conclude that
B(H). N V+ is the space of all off-diagonal matrices in B(H).. In particular, this contains all finitely-supported
off-diagonals, and so (B(H). N V4 )+ is all diagonal matrices in HS(H), namely all of (2. So V # Vs¢,

However, B(H). NV consists of all a € 0* with Y, an/n = 0. This is the annihilator of C(1/n) C co. Let
x € € with (alx) = 0 for all such a, equivalently, (alx) = 0. Thinking of x as a co vector, Hahn—Banach shows
that x € C(1/n). So (B(H). N V)* consists of those x € HS(H) whose off-diagonal is arbitrary, and whose

diagonal is a multiple of z. That is, (B(H). N V)_”'IIHS =(BH).NV)H =V,
These operations commute: for a quantum relation S we have
(S™Mus = ™M NHS(H) = ((Sus)wns = (Sus)™C,
and for any HS quantum relation V, similarly
(V) = (Vv JHs Jwr = (Vi) 5™

Theorem 4.13. The maps S + (S)ns and V +— V., restrict to give mutually inverse bijections between the
sets

{Sns : S a quantum relation} = {V : V = visey (V.. : VaHS quantum relation} = {S : S = Shshy,
Proof. Using Proposition 4.9 twice we see that
{Shs : S a quantum relation} = {(S™M)s : S} = {Shs : S = S

Given S = 8"™" set V = Sys, 50 Vo = S = S, and VIs¢ = (§hsh) s = V. Conversely, when
V = Vhse if we set S = V., then Sps = V¢ = V and S"sh = (Vhs¢) . = 8. So we have shown the
first equality. Using Proposition 4.11 twice shows that

{Viy : V a HS quantum relation} = {(V*$¢),,+ : V} = {V4 : V = V1€

and we’ve now shown that this set equals {S : S = S"$"}, giving the second equality. Our argument
also shows that we have bijections as claimed. O

Question 4.14. We know that HS quantum relations V over M biject with projections e € M®MC°P. Thus
we obtain an operation on such projections: given e, form the associated V, then form VIS¢, then form the
associated projection, say e"*¢. Theorem 4.16 below shows that the operation V + V¢ does not depend upon
the embedding M C B(H), and so the map e +— e"s¢ is well-defined, independent of the choice of H. We have
e < eS¢, How can we describe this map at the level of the von Neumann algebra M&MOP?
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4.1 Invariance under representation

Weaver shows in [40, Theorem 2.7], which we explored further in [14, Section 7], that given a von
Neumann algebra M with M C 8(H) and M C B(H,), there is an order-preserving bijection between
quantum relations S € B(H) and quantum relations S; € B(Hy).

Firstly, given M C B(H), for a Hilbert space K we have that M = M ® 1 C B(H ® K), with
(M ®1) = M’®B(K). Then quantum relations over M ® 1 are all of the form S®%B(K), and this gives
the bijection in this case. We will show the same for Hilbert-Schmidt quantum relations (this alone,
of course, also follows by considering the associated projection e € M®M?OP), and show that all the
operations considered in the previous section are preserved.

In the following, we use the operator space project tensor product, [17, Chapter 7] for example, so
that (B(H)®B(K)). = B(H®K), = B(H®K). = B(H).®B(K).. We will also use slice maps: for w € B(K).
there is a (completely) bounded map id®w: 8(H ® K) — B(H) satisfying (id ®@w)(x ® y) = (y, w)x
for x € B(H),y € B(K). For w € B(H), and T € B(K). we have that (x, w ® T) = ((id ®71)(x), w) for
x € B(H ® K). See for example [21] where in particular (see Theorem 1.9 and Remark 1.5) it is shown
that when S € B(H) is a weak*-closed subspace, we have that

S®B(K) = {x e BH®K) : idew)(x) € S (w € B(K).)}. 9)

Here the left-hand-side is defined as the weak*-closure of the algebraic tensor product S © B(K). It
follows that

(°S®B(K).)° = {x e BH®K) : (x, 0 ®T) =0 (w € °S, T € B(K).)}

={x e BH®K): (id®T)(x), w) =0 (w € °S, T € B(K).)}

={x e BH®K): (id®T)(x) € (°S)° = S (T € B(K).)} = S®B(K).
Proposition 4.15. The map V +— V ® HS(K) gives a bijection between HS quantum relations over M
and over M ® 1. For a quantum relation S we have that (S®B(K))ns = Sus ® HS(K), and for HS
quantum relations V we have that (V ® HS(K))n+ = Viu-®B(K). As such, (S®B(K))"sh = ShshgB(K) and
(V@ HS(K))"se = vhse @ HS(K).
Proof. As (M ®1) = M’®8B(K) we see that V® HS(K) is a (M ® 1)’-bimodule. Let U € HS(H® K) =
HS(H) ® HS(K) be a bimodule over M’®8B(K). By shulffling tensor factors, equivalently, we have a
subspace Xy € H® H ® K ® K which is invariant for operators of the form a ® b” ® x ® yT where
a,b e M’,x,y € B(K). Let & € Xy, so formng € K®XK, there exists & € H® H with («]§) = (x ® 1g|&) for
each « € H®H. Letting x, y range over all rank-one operators shows that £ ®n € Xy, foranyn € K®X,
and any such . Let Xy be the collection of such &, which is seen to be an M’ ® (M’)T-invariant
subspace of H® H, and is hence equivalent to a HS quantum relation V. Any element & € Xy; can be
expanded using an orthonormal basis for K ® K and so is a member of Xy ® K ® K. We have hence
shown that U = V ® HS(K), and obviously any V ® HS(K) is a bimodule over M'®8B(K).

As above, (°S®B(K).)° = S®B(K). Let x € (S®B(K))is so x € (°S®B(K).)° N (HS(H) ® HS(K))

which is thus equivalent to

0=(xweTt) =KX wer) (w € °S, 1 e B(K).).

By continuity, this also holds for each T € HS(K), and so, taking an orthonormal basis in HS(K) for
example, we see that equivalently x* € (°S © HS(K))* = (°S)* ® HS(K). By Lemma 4.7, y* € (°S)* if
and only if y € Sys, and so we conclude that (S®B(K))1s = Sus ® HS(K).
Now let V € HS(H) be a HS quantum relation. Let K’ C K be a finite-dimensional subspace, and
p: K — K’ the orthogonal projection. Then
(1®p)(Vw@B(K)(1®p) = Vi ®B(K') = V4 © B(K),

which is obviously equal to (V®HS(K’)),,+, which in turn is the weak” closure of (1&p)(V®HS(K))(1®p).
Let (p«) be a net of such projections, with p,, — 1 strongly (simply order such K’ by inclusion). Then
(1®pa)x(1®p«) — x weak™ for any x € B(H ® K), and so we conclude that

Ve ®B(K) C (V& HS(K)) vy

The reverse inclusion is clear, because V ® HS(K) € V,,:®8B(K), and hence we have equality. O
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We now follow Weaver’s argument in [40, Theorem 2.7]. Given an injective normal unital *-
homomorphism 7: M — B(H,), if K is a sufficiently large Hilbert space, there is a unitary u: H®K —
Hi®@Kwithu(x®1)u* = n(x)®1 for x € M. Then a quantum relation S over M bijects with a quantum
relation S; over M; = m(M) exactly when wW(S®B(K))u* = S;®B(K). (Of course, every quantum
relation over M ® 1, respectively, M1 ® 1, is of the form S®B(K), respectively, S1®B(K).) We show the
same for HS quantum relations.

Theorem 4.16. Let m: M — B(H;) as above, with My = m(M). There is an order preserving bijection
between HS quantum relations over M and over My, say V < V1. Similarly denote the bijection between
quantum relations as S < S1. This satisfies that (Viy:)1 = (Vi)we, that (S1)us = (Sws)1, and hence that
VIS€ bijects with Vi€, and that S™™ bijects with S

Proof. The same argument works for HS quantum relations: with K, was above, we define Vi®@HS(K) =
u(V ® HS(K))u*, which makes sense by Proposition 4.15. Notice that for a € M’ we have that
a =uwa®hu € (M; ®1) as u intertwines M ® 1 and M; ® 1, and from this it follows that
w(V ® HS(K))u* will indeed be an (M1 ® 1)’-bimodule.

Asuis unitary, we have that u(HS(H; ® K))u* = HS(H®XK), and from this it follows that $1®B(K) N
HS(H; ® K) = w(S®B(K) N HS(H ® K))u* = w(Sns ® HS(K))u* = (Shs)1 ® HS(K) so (S1)ns = (Shs)i-
The other claims are similar. O

4.2 Pullbacks

There is a more general construction here, that of the pullback of a quantum relation along a UCP
map, [41] and [14, Section 7]. Any normal UCP map 6: M — N C B(Hn) has a Stinespring dilation:
a normal unital *-homomorphism 7t: M — $B(K), and an isometry u: Hy — K with 8(x) = uw'n(x)u
for x € M. That 0 maps into N is equivalent to there being a normal unital *-homomorphism
p: N — (M) with uy = p(y)u for y € N’, see [14, Lemma 7.2] for example. We can always arrange
that K = H® K’ with 7t(x) = x ® 1 for x € M. We can then take [14, Theorem 7.5] as a definition: for

F
a quantum relation S the pullback is S, defined to be the weak*-closure of u*(S®8B(K’))u. This is a
quantum relation over N, and is independent of the choice of Stinespring dilation.

Definition 4.17. Let V C HS(Hm) be a HS quantum relation over M, and let 8: M. — N be a normal UCP
map. Define V to be the HS-norm closure of u*(V ® HS(K”))u where u, K are as above.

We immediately show that this is well-defined.

&
Proposition 4.18. We have that V is a HS quantum relation, with the definition independent of the choice of
Stinespring dilation.

Proof. This follows much as the proof of [14, Theorem 7.5]. There is a unital normal *-homomorphism
p: N — (M) = M’®B(K") with uy = p(y)u for each y € N’. Thus for x € V ® HS(K’) we have
that xp(y) € V® HS(K’) for any y € N’, as V is bimodule over M’, and so u*xuy = u*xp(y)u €
w(V ® HS(K’))u. Similarly for yu*xu, showing that u*(V ® HS(K’))u is an N’-bimodule, and so its
closure is an HS quantum relation.

As in the proof of [14, Theorem 7.5] we pick a minimal Stinespring dilation, say 7, Ko, uo, so Ko is
the closed linear span of {my(x)up& : & € Hn, x € M}. (Note that Ky need not be of the form H® K’.)
There is always an isometry wy: Ko — H ® K’ satisfying womp(x)upé, = m(x)ug for x € M, § € Hy,
which follows as we have two dilations of the same UCP map. In particular, womp(x) = (x ® 1)wy for
each x € M.

Suppose we also have an isometry wy: Kg — H®K”, for some K", with wimp(x) = (x®1)wy. Then
wiwy(x ® 1) = wit(x)wj = (x ® wiwg so wiwy € M'@B(K’, K”’). Compare here with the proof of
[14, Lemma 7.4] where a 2 X 2 matrix argument is used to make this a little more precise. As V is an
M’ bimodule, we conclude that wiw((V ® HS(K"))wow] € V ® HS(K”), and so wi(V ® HS(K"))wg C
wi(V ® HS(K”))w; as wy is an isometry. By symmetry we have the other inclusion, and so we have
equality. We may hence define

Vo = ugwg(V @ HS(K ))woug € HS(Hn).
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this definition being independent of the choice of wp, K’. However, of course woup = u and so

Vo = w(V ® HS(K’))u. This shows that u*(V ® HS(K’))u, and hence also <\7, can be defined just using
the minimal dilation, and so in particular that it is independent of the choice of Stinespring dilation
chosen. 0

Remark 4.19. The proof shows slightly more, that u*(V ® HS(K"))u is an N’-bimodule, independent
of the choice of Stinespring dilation. The proof of [14, Theorem 7.5] shows the same for quantum
relations. In Example 4.21 we give an example where u*(S®B(K’))u is not weak*-closed, and an
example of V with u*(V ® HS(K”))u not HS-norm closed. This is independent of the dilation chosen,
and so we do need to take the relevant closure when defining the pullback. A

— —
One might now hope that (S)1s = Shs and so forth, but this turns out not to be the case. We do
have the following.

— —
Lemma 4.20. We have fS_Hs c (g)]—[s and (Vi )< = (<\7)w*. Also Stsh ((§)hSh and V"s¢ C (<\7)h5°.

Proof. Let our UCP map 6 have dilation (u, 7, K) where m: M — B(H ® K) is of the form 7(x) =

x ® 1. Then i% = (W(Snus ® HS(K))u)_”.IIHS = (u*(S@)B(K))Hgnu)_”.”HS using Proposition 4.15.
— —

As WHS(H ® K)u € HS(Hy), it follows that W (S®B(K))pusu € S N HS(Hn) = (S)ns and so

— —

Shs € (S)us.

Let w € °(u'(V ® HS(K))u) which means that 0 = (u'yu, w) = (y, uwu*) for each y € V ® HS(K),
that is, uwu” € °(V®HS(K)). Given x € u*(V® HS(K))w-u, say x = u'zu for some z € (VO HS(K))- =
V,,»®8B(K), again by Proposition 4.15, we have (z, uwu*) = 0 and so (x, w) = 0. So u*(V®HS(K)),,u C
(W (V® HS(K))u)w+ and hence (Vi) C (<\7)W*.

b

However, also w'(V®HS(K))u € W (VOHS(K))w-u = w (Vi @B(K))u C Vi, which is weak*-closed

by definition, so (V). € (Vi) and so we have equality. The remaining claims now follow. O

We now present a series of examples to show that these conclusions are optimal.

Example 4.21. We give an example of a UCP map ©: M — N so that the pullback of the trivial quantum
graph M is not equal to w'(M’®&B(K))u for some (hence any, see Remark 4.19) dilation of ©. In particular, the
weak”-closure needs to be taken. Notice also that M’ is a “quantum confusability graph”, namely a quantum
graph arising from a quantum channel, see [14, Section 6.2] for example.
Working in C® we set
1/V2 a

61:1/\/51 e =|—-af,
0 b

where a, b are both non-zero, with 2|al*> + [b|*> = 1. So {e1, ex} are orthonormal, and hence there is an isometry
u:C? >3 sending the standard basis of C?toey, e Letx,y,z€ Candlet T € 3 be the diagonal matrix
with entries (x,y,z). Then

a4
V2
a
(e2lTer) = —(x—y), (e2lTez) = laf(x +y) + [b]*z.
V2

These give the entries of W'Tu € M. Let V ={uwTu:Te€ €§°} s0 we see that 3 — V, T - uTuis injective,
and of course contractive, as w is an isometry. We see that ey € V is mapped to by (0,0,1/ |b]?) € .

Let (bn) be a sequence in (0,1) converging to 0, let H = C2 ® 2 = *(C?) and K = C3 @  with
M = (3R = (*(l7) acting on K. Let u = (up,,) with each uy,, : C? — €3 as above (so a,, is to be chosen
to satisfy the condition imposed by br). Then for T = (Tn) € M = M/ we see that w'Tu = (uy Thup,) €
{°(Mp) € B(H) and so T — wTw is injective. If Tn = (0,0, zn) for each 1 then wTu = (Jbn[*zne), and so
a sequence (cnex) is in W'Mu if and only if sup len|lbn| ™ < .

(erlTen) = 50 +y),  (eilTes) = “=(x-y),
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The map €= 3> (z,) = (bnl?zn) € = is injective but not bounded below, so by the Open Mapping
Theorem, does not have closed range. Let (cr) be in the closure but not the range. Thus (cne) € wW'Mu but
for each € > 0 there is (zn) € & with ||(Jbn[?zn) — (cn)lle < €, and hence (cneny) is in the norm closure of
uwMu.

Let © be the UCP map {* = £2(£3°) — (*(Mp); T = wTuw. Then u'(M’)u = u*Mu is not norm closed,
so certainly not weak*-closed.

We can adapt this example to HS quantum relations. Let V = (*({3) € M, so each element of V is a
Hilbert-Schmidt operator on K. Clearly V is a bimodule over M" = M and so V is a HS quantum relation.
Again, the map > 5 (zn) = ([bnl*zn) € € is injective but not bounded below, and so the same argqument

H
shows that w*Vu is not closed. Hence uw*Vu is only dense in V.

%
Example 4.22. We use the idea of Example 4.4 to find an V with V¢ C (<\7)h5°.
Let X C €2 be the subspace of those (xn) with }_,, +xn = 0and Y n?xn|* < 0. Define T: X — 2 by
T((xn)) = (nxn) so T is linear. We claim that

TX) ={y=(yn)€:) n2y, =0}

Indeed, if y = T(x) for some x € X then Y, n"2yn = Y, n2nxy = 0, and conversely, if y € (% with
Y o 2yn = 0 then set xy = %yn for each m, s0 Y n?|xnl> = Y, [ynf> < oo and hence in particular
(xn) €, and y | Lxn =Y nt, =050 (xn) € X
Let V = {(x, T(x)) : x € X} C > @2 be the graph of T. We shall compute the weak*-closure of V in {*° & (*.
Let (x«) be a net in X with xo — x and T(xy) — Y, both weak® in L. For each n, let e,, € {' be the nth
standard unit vector basis element, s0 X = (x, en) = lime x\™ and yn = limg(T(xa))n = limg nx(® =
Nxn. As (n72) € ¢! we have that

Y = Y —yn = lm{(n ), ya) = lim (072), Txa)) = 0,

n

in the final step using the characterisation of T(X) given above.

Let a = (ai) € ¢! be such that (T(x),a) = 0 for each x € X. So Y , axyx = 0 for all y € €> with
> kK 2y = 0. In particular, a1 — k?ax = 0 for each k > 2,50 a = a1(1,272,373,---). Clearly (1/k?) does
annihilate all of T(X), and so °T(X) = C(1/k?) C ¢!, showing that T(X)W ={y=(yn)€€: Y, kK ?yx =0}

Given any y = (yn) € {*° with Y k2yx = 0, pick a net (y«) = (Txy) in T(X) with yo — y weak® in
. Then for a € ¢! we have

(X, Q) = Z ann_ly%‘x) - Z annlyn,
n n
as (an/n) € €. Soxs — x weak’, where x = M~y ). We conclude that

VW= {(x,y) EL¥BI¥ 1y = (xn), Y N 2yn = 0}-
n

Now let (x,y) € vV n (C@®(?). Thenx € Cand 3 n'xy =Y  n2yy =0, s0also x € X, because

S 2 = Y fynl? < co. Thusx € Xandy = T(x),s0 V. N (2@ 2) = V. This also shows that V is
norm closed in 0 & (2.

Finally, notice that X C (%)L and so the norm closure of X in (% is also contained in (%)l, and so is a proper
subspace. As in Example 4.4, we have however that X is weak*-dense in (.

As in Example 4.4, by using the diagonal, we can convert this example to find X € HS(H) and a linear map
T: X — HS(H) so that, with
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we have that V is norm closed in HS(K), and V¢ = V¥ n HS(K) = V. Let u: H — K be inclusion onto

&— —|- c R
the first coordinate, so w'Vu = X and hence V'S¢ = V = (u*Vu) s X s - (%)L. However, as

(\7 = X and YW* = {* thought of as diagonal matrices in B(H), we hence see that (<\7)hsc = (2 and we have
<\7hsc C (V)hsc.

As a brief conclusion, we see that HS quantum relations are reasonably well-behaved, especially
those with V = VIS¢, However, interactions with constructions like the pullback are a little com-
plicated. We have not discussed examples coming from UCP maps (aka “quantum channels”) but
Example 4.21 suggests that this is likely to be complicated. Of course, as Examples 4.5 and 4.6 show,
for some von Neumann algebras there is essentially no difference between HS quantum relations and
(usual) quantum relations.

5 Hilbert modules

We now turn our attention to the situation of a general von Neumann algebra M with a (normal,
semifinite, faithful) weight ¢. We are motivated by some of the ideas of [39], and will make explicit
links to Section 2, and eventually to Section 4 (where HS quantum relations will arise as a special case
of ideas explored here).

Our first step is to consider the operator-valued weight ¢~!. We follow [38, Chapter IX.4]. We
recall the extended positive cone of I(L, and hence the notion of an operator-valued weight T: M, — N n
where N C M is a sub-von Neumann algebra. We also find [19, 20] to be very readable, although the
techniques are different. By [38, Corollary IX.4.25] there is a bijection between nfs weights ¢ on M
and operator-valued weights el B(H) — M (denoted T, in [38]); see also [8, Corollary 16].

We shall always regard M as acting on the GNS space for ¢, which means M is in standard position,
[38, Chapter IX.1]. As all standard forms are isomorphic, we write L2(M) for [*(M, ¢). We want to
find a fairly concrete way to express ¢!, for which we use the theory of Hilbert C*-module, which
we now explore. We use [26] as a general reference. A Hilbert C*-module E is a right M-module with
a compatible M-valued inner-product.

Example 5.1. Let H be a Hilbert space which is a right M-module: this means there is a normal unital
+-homomorphism p: M°P — B(H); we write & - x = m(x°P)E for & € H,x € M. One such example is
L2(M) where, using the modular conjugation, we define p(x°P) = Jx*] € M’ for x € M, in this special case,
p is an isomorphism. Given a general p, let E = Bm(L2(M), H) be the space of bounded linear operators
o: L2(M) — H which are right module homomorphisms: (& - x) = (&) - x for x € M, equivalently,
a)x] = p(x°P)«x for x € M.

We defined an operator-valued inner-product on E by («|p) = «*B. Then «*BJx] = «*p(x°P)B = Jx"J«*B
for each x € M so «*3 € M” = M. Define oc- x = ax for x € M, and note then that ax]Jy*] = «Jy*Jx =
P(y°P)ocx for each y € M, so ax € E as well. One easily checks the axioms that E is a Hilbert C*-module over
M.

In fact, we will essentially only be interested in modules which arise in this way. Recall that the
adjointable operators T € L(E) are those linear maps T: E — E for which there is T*: E — E with
(T*xly) = (x|Ty) for each x,y € E. Then T is bounded and an M-module map, and £(E) becomes
a C*-algebra. A Hilbert C*-module E is self-dual when every module map T: E — M is of the form
T(x) = (xg|x) for some xq € E.

Example 5.2. We continue the example. Given t € p(M°P), for « € Bpm(L2(M), H) and x € M we see
that ta]x] = tp(x)x = p(x)te so also tox € By (L2(M), H). This map T(x) = t o « is adjointable, with
T(x) =t" o, and so T € L(E). We shall shortly see that every member of L(E) arises in this way.

We now relegate some results to the appendix: this avoids breaking the flow of the text with
results which are either minor extensions of results in the literature, or which are technical and away
from our main interest. The following is a summary of results from Appendix B.
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Theorem 5.3. Modules of the form E = Bm(L2(M), H) are self-dual, and every self-dual module over a M is
of this form. Indeed, H = E @ L2(M), the interior tensor product. There is an isomorphism L(E) = p(M°P)’.

Given an operator-valued weight T: M, — ﬁ+, following the notation of [38, Chapter IX.4], we
define
nt = {x € M [[T(xX"x)|| < 00}, mt =linninr.

As for weights, mt = linm} where m¥ = mt N M, = {x € M, : [[T(x)|| < oo}, we have that mt and n
are bimodules over N, and that nt is a leftideal in M. We extend T to mt, so T becomes an N-bimodule
map. From this we can construct a pre-Hilbert module: this is defined in [1, Proposition 2.8], but no
theory (except when T is finite) is expanded. We shall take the study a little further.

Definition 5.4. Let T be a (semifinite, faithful, normal) operator-valued weight and let £} = nt with the
N-valued inner-product («|B) = T(o*B). Let Et = Bn(L2(N), EOT ®n L2(N)) be the self-dual completion. Set
Hr = EJ ®n L2(N).

See Theorem B.4 for more on self-dual completions. As shown in [1, Proposition 2.8], eachx € M
gives m(x) € L(E%) by m(x)ox = xo for « € E(% = n7. Then 7 is a normal *-homomorphism, and as
we assume T is faithful, 7 is injective. As in Proposition B.5, we extend 7t(x) to Et = Bn(L2(N), H)
and so regard 7i(x) € p(N°P)" C B(H) where p: NP — B(Hr) is the right action. For each « € nt let
& € BN(L2(N), Hr) be the operators & — a® &; compare after Theorem B.4.

We seek to understand Et, which means understanding Ht and & for « € nt. We develop the
technical theory in Appendix C. Recall that we can compose operator-valued weights, [38, Proposi-
tion IX.4.16] and so in particular can compose an operator-valued weight and a weight: this procedure
is used extensively in the theory, compare [38, Lemma IX.4.21] for one example.

Theorem 5.5 (Proposition C.1 and discussion after). Let ¢ be a (nfs) weight on N, and set d=¢goTa
(nfs) weight on M. The Hilbert space Ht = E% ®n L2(N) is isomorphic to L2(M, §) for the map o« ® Ag(x) >
/\&)(ocx),for o ENT,X € Ng.

Under this isomorphism, for oc € nt we have that &Ag(x) = Ag(ax), and the homomorphism : M —

L(ET) C B(J—lT) becomes the natural left action of M on 12(M, ) = Hr. The right action of N on
Ht = L2(M, ) is the restriction of the natural right action of M on L2(M, ).

We can also characterise nt € M using the Hilbert module structure.
Theorem 5.6 (Theorem C.4). For o« € M the following are equivalent:
(a) o €ny;
(b) ox € ng, for each x € ng,, and the resulting map A (x) — Ag(ax) is bounded.
The map nt — Et; & +— & is closed for the o-strong topology on nt and the SOT on Et.

Our aim now is to understand ¢! using this construction: the outcome is that we can very
concretely describe E -1 without ever really having to understand ¢~'. Recall that we fix M acting
on H = L2(M, @); we write A = A,. We choose a weight on M/, namely ¢’ defined by ¢’(Jx*]) = @(x)
for x € M,.

Lemma 5.7. We have that ny = {Jx] : x € ng,}. We identify 1>(M’, @’) with L2(M) via the unitary
u: A'(Jx]) = JA(x) for x € ng. Then v': M/ — L2(M) satisfies that ur(-)u* is the identity representation
of M’ on L2(M). The modular operators satisfy uV’'w* = V-1, uJ'u* = J,uS'uw* = F,uF'u* = S.

Proof. This is a calculation.? O
Theorem 5.8 (Theorem E.3). The operator-valued weight @ ~': B(H), — M’ satisfies
e TACNTAWD = Txy T (%Y € ng).

The weight @ = @’ o @~ on B(H) has density V1.

2Gee for example https://github.com/MatthewDaws/Mathematics/tree/master/Weights
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Informally, that @ has density V! means that @(x) = Tr(V~!x); see Appendix D for how to
interpret this rigourously, and for technical results about the weight §.

Proposition 5.9 (Propositions D.2 and D.4). We identify L*(¢) with HS(H), where ng = {x € B(H) :
xV~12 € HS(H)} and Ap(x) = xV~12 The resulting modular operator and conjugation are J(x) = x*
and V(x) = VXV for x € HS(H). The left and right actions of B(H) on 12($) = HS(H) are left/right
multiplication.

Remark 5.10. We make links with the finite-dimensional situation, Section 2. For x,y € n, we have

P(ITACNTAW)) = @' xy *]) = @(yx") = (A[Y")IAKX)).
Writing A for the GNS map of @, givenyy,yz € D(0y)2) and &1, &, € H, we have
(Al XAQDIAIELXAMW)]) = @ (IAYD)XEIE)AMY2))

= (&1]&2) @ (Ao 2D NI 2(W))) = (E11&2)(A(0312(Y2))IA(032(y1)))
= (£1 @ VI2A(y1)|&2 ® VI/2A(y2)).

In the finite-dimensional case, this is exactly the inner-product we defined on 8(H). Our identification
of L2(®) with HS(H) is exactly the infinite-dimensional analogue of (1). A

We can now form E 1 = Bam(L2(M), L2(p)), using that Hya = L2(®). The right action of M’ on
L2(@) = HS(H) is the restriction of the right action of 8(H) on HS(H), namely operator composition.
The left action of B(H) on L%(¢) = HS(H) is left multiplication of operators. The embedding of
& € n,-1 into B (LA(M), L2(§)) is &: A'(x) > Ag(ax) = axV~1/2 € HS(H) (see Proposition D.2
for what precisely this means). Furthermore, we know that « € n,-1 if and only if this operator is
bounded.

Remark 5.11. As M — M/;x > Jx'] is an anti-*-isomorphism, and we have identified L2(M) with
[2(M’), one can write the condition for an operator o: [2(M) — HS(H) to be in Bm/(L2(M’), L2())
purely in terms of M. Indeed, the condition is that «(§ - a) = (&) - a for a € M/, & € L2(M).
Equivalently, aJ’a*]’ = (1® a")« here identifying HS(H) with H® H. In turn, this is equivalent to
ab = (1®(Jb*])" )« for each b € M.

Similarly, for « € n,-1 we have &A\’(a) = aaVY2 e HS(H) fora € ny. By Lemma 5.7 this becomes
&JA(b) = «JbJV- 12 for b € ny.

For simplicity, we shall mostly continue to work with M’ and L?(M’), working with A’, ¢, and
so forth. However, do remember that H = L?(M) is identified with L?(M’) throughout. A

In this way, we have identified E ,-1 in a very concrete way, without having to explicitly work with
the operator-valued weight ¢ ~!. We think of this as an analogue of the finite-dimensional calculations
in Section 2. Let us now see how the algebra M®MPCP arises naturally.

Proposition 5.12. Regarding HS(H) as H ® H, we have that L(E,-1) = B(H)®MT. Denote by pmrL(E ,-1)
the adjointable operators which commute with the (left) action of M’ on L*(§). Then pmr L(E ,-1) = M&MT.

Proof. We have that L(E,-1) = p((M")°P)" where p: (M")°? — B(HS(H)) is the right action. As p is
just multiplication, we have £L(E 1) = {x € B(HS(H)) : x(ay) = x(a)y (a € HS(H),y € M")}. That is,
x(1EXy™I) = x(I€)nly) = x(|E)n|)y fory € M. Using HS(H) = H@H this becomes x(18y ") = (1®y " )x
for eachy € M/, thatis,x € (1® (M’)T) = B(H)®MT, as claimed.

The left action of M’ on L2(®) is just the restriction of the left action of 8(H) on HS(H). So x
additionally satisfies x(y ® 1) = (y ® 1)x fory € M/, thatis, x € (M’ ® 1)’ as well. So m'L(E,1) =
M&B(H) N B(H)@MT = MEMT. O

As for Hilbert spaces, given a Hilbert C*-module E and a closed submodule F, we define Ft =
{x e E:(x|B) =0 (B € F)} which is also a closed submodule, orthogonal to F by definition. However,
as [26, page 7] shows, we need not have that F ® F- = E; when this does happen we say that F is
complemented.
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Theorem 5.13. There is a bijection between:
(1) projections e € M&MCOP;
(2) complemented M’-sub-bimodules of E ,-1;
(3) HS quantum relations, that is, M’-bimodules in HS(H).

Proof. The discussion at the start of [26, Chapter 3] shows a bijection between complemented sub-
modules F and projections e € L(E,-1) where F* is the image of the projection 1 —e. Suppose
e € mvL(E,1) so for x € M’,«x € F we have x - o« = x - e(x) = e(x - «), hence showing that F is an
M’-bimodule. Conversely, if F is an M’-bimodule, then one checks that also F* is an M’-bimodule.
For x € Ewehave o = e(x) +(1—e)(x) € F&FL, soforx € M’ alsox- & = x-e(x) +x-(1—e)(x) € FOF+,
hence x - e(x) = e(x - «). It follows that e commutes with the left M’-action, and so the equivalence of
(1) and (2) follows from Proposition 5.12.

The action of M®MP C B(HS(H))on E,-1 = B (L2(M’), HS(H)) is just post-composition. Hence
for a projection e,

e(Ep1) = {eoa: e By (LA(M'), HS(H))} = B (L2(M), e(HS(H))),

as e is a projection. We see that K = e(HS(H)) is an M’-bimodule, as e € M&M°P, and so (1) and (3)
are equivalent. m|

The proposition is the analogue of the bijection between projections e and subspaces V described
at the end of Section 2.1. Again notice that ¢ really plays no role here. What about subspaces S? To
answer this, we need to look at n,-1 = E,-1; ¢ > & In the following, we remind the reader that
we consider M’ C B(H) when forming the composition axb, and also a € B(H) € B(HS(H)) and
b € B(L2(M")), when forming the composition a&b.

Lemma 5.14. The subspace n,-1 is an M’-bimodule (maybe not closed) in B(H). Indeed, for « € n,-1 and
a,b € M’ we have that (axb)” = a&b.

Proof. Let x € n,1 and let a,b € M’. Set B = aab € B(H). We know that &A’(x) = axV~1/2 € HS(H)
for each x € ny . Thus for such x we get BxV~12 = aabxV~12 = a&A\’(bx) = a&bA’(x) € HS(H).
Hence 3 = a o & o b exists and is bounded, so 3 € n,-1 (by Theorem C.4). O

Proposition 5.15. Given V C HS(H) an M’-bimodule, the image of a projection e, set
S={xeny1:Im(&) CV}={xen,1:ek= &}
Then S is a (not necessarily closed) M’-bimodule in B(H).

Proof. The equivalence of the two definitions of S is clear. By the lemma, when « € S and x,y € M’
we have e(xay)” = ex&y = xeky = x&y = (xay)”, as e commutes with the left M’-action. So also
xay € S. O

Of course, in infinite-dimensions, we might then define S to be the weak*-closure of S, to obtain a
quantum graph in the sense of Weaver. Furthermore, considerations of an analogue of S; 4, section 2.4,
seem even more complicated. Let us just remark here that it is perfectly possible for S = {0} even
though V is non-zero, Example 7.14. We study these ideas further in Section 6.3.

Suppose that ¢! is bounded, equivalently, 1 € n,-1. In this case, we see that n,-1 = 8(H) and for
o € B(H) we have ||&]* = [|&*&l| = [|(ede)]| = o~ e )]] < [[@7Hll|od|[>. Example 7.15 shows that we
can still have S = {0} with V non-zero in this situation.

Proposition 5.16. Let @~ be bounded, let V C HS(H) be an M’-bimodule, and let S be as in Proposition 5.15.
Then S is weak*-closed as a subspace of B(H), and the map S — B (H, V) is weak*-weak*-continuous.
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Proof. By the Krein-Smulian Theorem, [10, Theorem 12.1] for example, it suffices to show that if (o;)
is a bounded net in S with oy — « weak” in 8(H), then x € S. Forb eng,as 1 € n,-1 we know from
Remark 5.11 that 1JA(b) = JbJV~1/2 € HS(H). For any u € HS(H) the map B(H) 3 # > (u|p(JbJV~1/2))
is a normal functional, and so

lim(u/&JA(D) s = lim(ulo (Jo]V%))ms = (Wa(Jo]V)ns = (WJA®)).

As (&) is a bounded net in Bz (H, HS(H)), this shows that &; — & weak®. As Im(&;) € V for all i,
also Im(&) € V, and so « € S, as required.

To verify that S — Bm(H, V) is weak*-weak*-continuous it suffices to show that if («;) is a
bounded net in B(H) converging weak” to «, then &; — & weak”, see [13, Lemma 10.1] for example.
The above argument already shows this. O

We explore the relation between S and its image in 8p1/(H, V) more in Sections 6.1 and 6.3.

Example 5.17. We see how M being finite-dimensional fits into this framework. We have E ,-1 = E(()pf1 = B(H).
Indeed, given t € E 1 = B (L2(M), HS(H)), by Remark 5.11, tb = (1 ® (Jb*])T)t for each b € M. Set
x = tA(1) € HS(H) = B(H), so

tJA(D) = tA(0_1/2(b%) = to_i2(b)A(L) = (1@ (Joi2(0))) AL = (1@ (Joija(b)]) x
= x 0 Joip(b)] = xJV2V12] = xV1/2]p V112,

Sot = & where x = xV1/2 € HS(H).

The map B(H) = n,-1 3 « = &A(1) € HS(H) = H @ His [E)M| — |EYM|IVY2 = & @ V-1/2n, that is,
exactly the unitary in (1). Consequently, Proposition 5.15 does extend the bijection between V,e and S = S
given in Section 2.2.

6 Completely bounded maps

We have not so far considered quantum adjacency operators A. At a minimum, we wantA: M — M
to be a normal completely positive map. To describe when A is “Schur idempotent”, at this level of
generality, seems rather hard, so we proceed instead to find direct links with projections e € M&M°P.

We will consider an infinite-dimensional version of the construction in [14, Section 5.4]. Again,
it perhaps aids the presentation to consider two von Neumann algebras M, N and a normal CP map
A: M — N. To be consistent, we work with N®M°P, but this means that we consider, for example,
L2(N) ® L2(M°P) as a right N-module, the action of N on the left factor L>(N). Hopefully this will not
cause undue confusion.

In fact, it is more notationally convenient to look at maps M° — N defined by members of
N®M. We can interpret id ® g as an operator valued weight from N®M to N, see Section C.2 for the
details. We form miq g, which becomes an N-bimodule, with self-dual completion Bn (L*(N), L2(N)®
L2(M)). Here we choose some weight { on N, with GNS map Ay. Each x € mjgg, induces
% = Aidoe(x): L2(N) = L2(N) ® L2(M); Ay (c) — (Ay @ A)(x(c ® 1)).

For f € njgg¢, from Lemma C.7 we have

(Aidoo(NEM®A(D)) = o((wen ®id)(F)b) (b €ng, & € L*(C)). (10)

Define °P: M — B(L%(M)); b°P > Jb*], a unital injection normal *-homomorphism. (This might
seem arbitrary; compare with Remark 6.7 below for some rationale.) Let f, g € nijgge and define

Agg: MP 5 N; x5 Aidee(f)(1® P (x)Aidae(g) € Bu(LA(N)) = N.

By definition, At 4 is a normal completely bounded map.

26



Example 6.1. Let M be finite-dimensional, so nigee = N ® M and for f = ) ; a; ® by € N® M, we have
that Nigee(f) = Y ; ai ® A(by), in the sense that Aiqee(f): & — Y ; ai& ® A(by) for & € LA(N). Also
/\i*dm)(n ®A(c)) = 2_; aime(bic). Let g = ; ci ® d, so that

Atg(xP) = ) aici(AB)IXTA())) = Y aicj(A(bs)A(djo;2(x)))
i,j i,j

=Y ouko_ip)xk = Y @(oiaurx)xk,
k k

if f'g = ) 1 Xk ® Yk say. Thus Ag g depends only on f*g (compare with Corollary 6.3 below) and the map
N®M — B(MP, N); f'g > Ag g is exactly (the inverse of) the map V" used in [14, Theorem 5.36] (see also
Section 2.2), so we have generalised the finite-dimensional situation. Let us also remark that using slice maps
and Hilbert modules, while more technical, does seem to lead to a conceptually easier to understand framework
than the calculations in [14].

We now work towards finding a more direct link between A¢ 4 and f, g (in fact, as we'll see, f*g is
all that matters). In the completely positive case, we also show some sort of converse.

Lemma 6.2. Let f € njgg and let b* € ny,. Then
(1® 7P (b)) Aiqee (NE = F(EQJA(DY) (£ e LX(N)). (11)

Proof. We first show (11) for b € D(0y/2) N D(0_;/2) with b*, 0_; 5(b) € ny,. For such b, by Lemma A.4
we have JA(b*) = A(o_i/2(b)). For a € ny, by Lemma A.2, we have JbJA(a) = A(ao_;/»(b*)) and hence
P (b*P)A(a) = JbJA(a) = A(ao_i/2(b*)). Thus, for c € ny, from (10) we have

(1@ P(OP) Aideeer(DEN ® A(0)) = P ((Wen ®id)(F)ao_i/2(b7)),

while also

(F(2 @ Ao_p (D) @A) = (A(e_1/2(B)](wen @id)FIA()
= @(012(b)we ®id)(f)a).
From Lemma C.7, we have that (WA ¢(c)n ® 1d)(f) € nf, and s0 x = (WA (e)n ®id)(f)a € mg. As
b € D(oy/;) N D(0_y/2) also b* € D(0y/,) N D(0_i2) and so 0,(b*) € D(0-1). By Lemma A.5, we
conclude that @(x0_i/2(b*)) = @(03/2(b*)x). So the above expressions are equal, and as vectors of the
form n ® A°P(a°P) are dense, we have

(1@ 7P (b)) Aidee () = (£ ® A(o-i2(b))).

This establishes (11) in this case.

Now let b € nf,. Smearing b (see Appendix A) gives a sequence (br,) analytic with TP(bF) —
m°P(b°P) o-strongly. As smearing interacts as we hope with the GNS map (the inverse argument is
before Corollary 2 of [36, Section 10.21]) we have that A(b},) — A(b*). The result follows. O

Corollary 6.3. For f, g € niggq, the map A g: M°P — N depends only on f*g € NOM.
Proof. Let by, by € ni, and let &3, &, € [2(N). Then

(&1]Ar,g(0;FbeP)E2) = (Aidee(PE|(1® TP (0P bP) Aid e (9)E2)
= (f(&1 ® JA(D}))|g(&2 ® JA(DY))) = (&1](id ®WJA(bY), A (T 9)E2).

As bob] € ni,ny, the linear span of such elements is m, which is weak*-dense in M. This shows that
At g only depends upon f*g € N®M, as elements b;OPbgp = (bob})°P have dense span in M°P. m|

We now reverse this relation between A and f, g, at least in the completely positive case when
f=g.
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Proposition 6.4. Let A: M°P — N be a bounded weak*-continuous map and let f € NOM with
A(b;FbF) = (id ®WyAb:)JAb)(FF)  (bo, b1 € 1)
Then f € nigee and A = Ag ¢.

Proof. Let (ai) be the net of analytic elements given by Proposition A.7. Then a; — 1 strongly, and so
aja; — 1 weak” and hence A((a}a;i)F) — A(1°P) weak".

For each ilet by = 0_i)z(a}) € ny so by — 1 o-strong’, and 0y/5(bi)* = a; — 1 as well. Hence for
x € M, we have

(JA(ad)xJA(a1) = (Alo-ij2(ay))xAo-ij2(a}))) = @(bixbi) = (%),

by Proposition A.6.
Hence for & € L%(C),

(EJA(TP)E) = Hm(E|A((e}ai)?P)E) = m(f(€ @ JA(a)If(E ® JA(a)) = @((we & ®id)(F'f)).

This exactly shows that f*f € m;“d D" We can hence form Ag ¢, and then Corollary 6.3 shows that

A= Af,f. O

The following is a generalisation of [39, Definition 3.22, Proposition 3.23], which uses the “bounded
degree” terminology; compare Section 7.1 below.

Definition 6.5. Let e € M®MCP be a projection. We say that e is integrable or of bounded degree if
e € Niggpor, equivalently, (id ®p°P)(e) < co. When this holds, the associated quantum adjacency operator is
A=A¢e: M — M.

As e = e* = €2, we have the equivalence given in the definition. Proposition 6.4 gives a criteria for

a CP map A to arise in this way.
Notice that now we are working with M°P, and so we should choose a natural weight and GNS

construction for M°P. We use that M°P is isomorphic to MT € B (H) = B(12(M)) for x°P — xT. This
leads to the following, which is simply a calculation, compare [14, Lemma 5.32].

Lemma 6.6. Define a weight @°P on M°P by @°P(x°P) = @(x). This has natural GNS map A°P(x°P) = A(x*)
for x € ngop = {x°P* : x € ny,}. Under this isomorphism L2(M°P) = 12(M) we have that x°P acts as x", and
that JoP = J,VoP = VT,

Remark 6.7. We could instead have used that M’ and M°P are isomorphic, via Jx*] + x°P for x € M,
and then used Lemma 5.7 to let ¢’ define a weight on M°P. We would obtain the same weight, but
GNS map A°P(x°P) = JA(x"). Of course, this is not surprising, as ] establishes a linear isomorphism
from L2(M) to L2(M). A

In particular, we have A¢ ¢(x) = Aigepor(e)' (1 ®@7(x))Aigepor(e)* where here 7t is “(7°P)°P”, that is,
A(x) = JPx*TTP = (Jx*])T € B(H), for x € M.

We now wish to make links with the ideas of Section 5. Let & € E,-1 = Bm (L2(M’), HS(H)),
so oo is identified with the “rank one” operator |o)(a| on the Hilbert C*-module E -1, namely
B o («B) = xa’B. By Proposition 5.12, axx* € L(E,1) = B(H)®MT € B(HS(H)). We remark
that one can also show this directly by considering that o« intertwines the M’-actions. Indeed, in this
section we shall identify [2(M’) with L2(M), and then by Remark 5.11, a bounded map «: H — H®H
is in E,-1 exactly when orx = (1 ® 7(x))x for each x € M. Then o € (1® (M”)7)" = B(H)®M .

We are hence motivated to extend our theory from M®&M°P to B(H)®M®P. Given f € nijggpor C
B(H)®MOP we form Ajg geor (f) € Bg)(HS(H), HS(H)®H). Here, and henceforth, we identify L2(M°P)
with H. However, we don’t really want to work with HS(H) here, so instead we use (the complex

conjugate of) (10) directly to define /\S o@op * MNdoeer = B(H,HOH), say, satisfying

(E® AN g o ((N) = 9P (b"P(we n ®id)(F)  (§m € H =1*(M),b® € nger).
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Indeed, as the action of B(H) on HS(H) only “sees the left-hand side” of HS(H) = H® H, moving to

/\E ®OP hasn’t lost any information. Then the argument of Lemma 6.2 shows that

(1@ ADYAH o (NE = FEBTAD) (b ng, &€ H). ar)
As in Corollary 6.3 (and Proposition 6.4) we then see that for a,b € ny, f, g € niggor,
Af,g(a*b) = Ai,;;@(pop(f) (1 ® T[(a b))/\ld@;(pop(g) (ld ®w]/\(a) ]/\(b))(f g) (12)

In the following, to avoid notational confusion, we use « for an element of n,-1 and t for elements

of E,-1. We shall now show a very close link between n,-1 and elements t € E,-1 with t* integrable.

Proposition 6.8. Given t € E,-1 and « € B(H) we have that t*(£® JA(b)) = b€ for each & € H,b € n, if
and only if x € ng,-1 and t = &.

Proof. If t = & for some « € n,-1 then, by Remark 5.11 again, tJA(a) = «JaJV~12 € HS(H) for a € Ne.
Now let a € ny N D(0y/2) with oy/2(a)” € ngp, and let b € ny N0y, Using the inner-product on
HS(H) = H® H, we have

JA@I'(E® JA(D)) = (o aJV g ® JA(D))
= Tr((aJ a] V2V ENTAD)]) = (afaJV-2JA(D))IE).

As V712JA(b) = A(bY), using that b € n, N n{,, we continue the calculation as
= (o] aJA(bY)[E) = (b"Al0_i2(a"))l’E) = (JA(a)]bxE).

Here we used Lemmas A.2 and A.4. By density of such a, we conclude that t*(§ ® JA(b)) = ba*§, and
then by density of such b, this holds for all b € n,.

Conversely, suppose that for some t, « this relation holds. Under the same assumptions on a, b,
we reverse the above calculation to see that

(tTA(Q)IE® JAD)) = (] a]V2[E @ JA(D)).

By density, it follows that tJA(a) = «JaJV~'/? for each a € n,. By Theorem C.4, it follows that
x€ng1andt =& O
Proposition 6.9. For t € E -1, we have that t = & for some « € n,1 if and only if tt* € mlm(pop In this
case, (id ®p°P)(tt*) = o’ Purthermore set £ = [t*| = (tt*)1/2, and let t* = uf be the polar decomposition.
Then uw* € E,-1 and f € niggpor. We have that Ay ¢(x) = oxa” for x € M.

Proof. Let o € n,-1. Let (ai) be anetas in Proposition A.7. By Proposition 6.8 we see that for a, b € n
we have

(id ®@w——— a&') = aa’boc.

JA(a), I/\(b))(
Given w € B(H)! let x = (w ®id)(&&*) € MT = M°P. Then x > 0 and

(aiaiod, w) = (JA(a))XJA(a})) = JA(a)IxTJA(a}) = (A(o—ij2(a)xTAlo-i/2(ai)))
= @(o_ipp(ai)'x " o_i2(ai)) 2 e(x") = 9°P(x),

As a; — 1 o-strong” we see that a;a} — 1 o-weakly, and so
(ax’, w) = @P(w®id)(&&"))  (w € B(H))).

That is, &&* € md® op With (id ®(p°P)(A ”) = X
Conversely, suppose that tt* € mf, peore et t = ult’] = uf be the polar decomposition. As

B (L2(M’), HS(H)) is defined by a commutatlon relationship, it is easy to see that t € E,-» means
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that also u* € E,-1, compare [31, Lemma 1.2]. As f*f = tt* € m:
(117) we see that

P(E®TAD)) = uf(E® JAD)) = ul ® AL)AL o (DE = buA, o (DE,

asu* € E,-1. So with o = (u/\i‘g ocor ()" we have verified the condition of Proposition 6.8, and hence
& € n,-1 with t = &. Finally, for x,y € ng, by (12), we have

(ff) = (id @+

degor Ve have that f € njggeor. From

As(x'y) = (Id QW= (tt") = ax'yo,

JA(x), I/\(y)) JA(x), I/\(y))
so as Ay ¢ is weak'-continuous, by density, A ¢(x) = ax” for all x € M. O

Let e € M@MPP be a projection, and let V C H® H be the image of e. We also regard e as acting on

E -1, with image B/ (L2(M), V), itself a self-dual Hilbert C*-module. As in Theorem B.3 we can find

a family of partial isometries (t;) which forms an orthogonal basis for By (L2(M’), V). This means
that tit; = 0 for i # j, that tit; = p; is a projection for each i, and that t = }_; titit foreach t € E
with et = t. This last point is equivalent lin{Im(t;)} being dense in V, equivalently, ) ; tit] = e,
noting that tit is a projection for each 1.

Theorem 6.10. Let e € M®MCP be an integrable projection, and form A = Ae e the quantum adjacency
operator. With V the image of e, let (ti) be an orthogonal basis for By (L2(M”), V). Then each t; = &; for
some o € ng,-1, and A(x) = }_; aixa for x € M.

Proof. Asobserved, for eachi, we have thatt;t; < e. Hence (id ®p°P)(tit}) < oo, and so Proposition 6.9
shows that t; = &; for some a; € n,-1, and furthermore, A|t’{ It |(x) = aixec; for x € M, equivalently,

(id BWTA); ]A(y))(tlt ) = Xy (x,y € ngp).

As slice maps are weak*-continuous, and e = ) _; tit], we obtain
A(X*y) = (1d ®wmlm)(e) = Z(Id ®wm,m)(titz) = Z ocix*yoq,
1 1

for x,y € nyp, and hence by density, the result follows. O

In the integrable case, we have hence written the quantum adjacency operator A using an “orthog-
onal basis for V”. Below in Remark 7.4 we expand upon this in the case of matrix algebras, showing
how this generalises [39, Proposition 3.30].

Example 6.11. Again let M be finite-dimensional, continuing Example 5.17. We give some explicit formulae
for some of the ideas in this section.

Again with reference to Remark 5.11, for x € B(H) and a,b € M we have &JA(a) € HS(H) and so regard
it as an operator H — H, and then

(&JA(@)A(D) = o a]V-2A(b) = af aJ A(0i2(b)) = aA(01/2(b)o-ij2(a")) = aoiy2(b)JA(a).
Let (dx) € M be an algebraic basis such that (A(dy)) forms an orthonormal basis for L>(M). Then

&JA(a) = aJaJV2 = Y aa] VA A(d)NA(d)] = D aoia(di) TA(@))A(di)).
k k

So for &,m1,M2 € L2(M),

(€& (mXnah) = D (a0 2 (dIEXAdIMDMal) sy = D MalAldi)) (@0 j2(di)EM)
k

k
= &(n)(nal) = Z(ﬂzI/\(dk))di/z(dk)*a"nl,

and & (N)(A@) = Y (A@IA(di)erota(du)]oya(di) o m A
k1

=Y aoyp(d)oyz(a) o A
1
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So finally, for «, 3 € B(H),
BraE =B ) aoipp(di)lEXA(d)] = Y (A(di)IA(d)oi/a(dh) B o /a(di)E
k

K1
= pa=e'(Bw= Z oi/2(di) B oy o (dy).
o

We recognise this final formula as some sort of “averaging” operation. One could now continue the calculations
to verify the various propositions in this section, but this does not seem very enlightening.
When is (&i) an orthogonal basis for By (H, V) = V? We need that:

(1) &;&; = di;pi for some projections pi € M’;
(2) lin{&i(¢):iel,EeH} =V.

As &b = (1® (Jb*])T)&, condition (2) is equivalent to {&;A(1) = 0, V™2 € HS(H) : i € 1} generating V as
a right M’-module. It seems hard to say more, but again see Remark 7.4 below for some explicit formulae.

6.1 Self-dual modules

Again consider the subspace V C HS(H), the image of the projection e, and form S C ng -1 as
in Proposition 5.15. By Lemma 5.14 we see that S is a (possibly not closed) submodule of n,-1,
and so we can ask when S is self-dual. By Proposition B.2 and Theorem B.4, this is equivalent to
{&: e S} =8nm(H S® H). The inner-product on S ®\m- H is

(x®EIB@m) = (E[(«lB)n) = (§J&*Bn) = (&&IPn) (o, B €S,Em € H).

Hence S®m' H — V; a® & — &¢ is an isometry. Example 7.15 below shows that we can have S = {0}
for a non-zero V, even when ¢! is bounded. However, the next proof shows that this cannot occur
with e integrable.

Notice that in the following we make no assumptions about ¢! (such as it being bounded, as in
[39]). Compare the following to [39, Propositions 3.26].

Theorem 6.12. Let e € M®MOP be the projection associated to V. When e is integrable, the associated
S C ny-1 is self-dual.

Proof. By definition, S = {a € n,1 : ek = &}. Let (i) be as in Theorem 6.10 so that (&;) is an
orthogonal basis for eE,-1 = Bm'(H, V), where of course V = e(H® H). Then e = > &i&;, and for
eachiwehave a; € S. Soforve Vwehavev=ev=) ;& 66{\), the sum converging in norm. Hence
vE E{Im&i}, therefore V = E{Im& : « € S}, and so by the above discussion, S®y H =V.

Let t € Bm:(H,V) € Bm (H, HS(H)), so tt* < |[t|[*e as e is the projection onto V. Hence, much as
in the proof of Theorem 6.10, we see that tt* € mitl ©oP and so Proposition 6.9 shows that t = & for
some o € n,-1. As then Im(&) = Im(t) €V, we have o € S. Hence S is self-dual. O

As we can have S = {0} with V # {0}, we might impose the non-degeneracy condition that
Som H = lin{lm& : « € S} =V, equivalently, that S = {& : « € S} is weak*-dense in E,-1, see
Proposition B.6. We now work towards a converse of the previous theorem.

Lemma 6.13. Let S ®mr H =V, and let (&;) be an orthogonal basis for By (H, V), for some family () in
ne-1. If ) oo < oo then e is integrable.

Proof. We can define A(x) = 3_; aixer; for x € M, the sum converging weak” by our hypothesis.
Letting &; = u;f; be the polar decomposition, as in the proof of Proposition 6.9 we find that u; € ng,-1.

By Proposition 6.8, we have that u;fi(§ ® JA(b)) = baE for each & € H, b € ng,. Thus for a,b € ny, we
have

A AR

(id ®WTA (e, ]A(b))(ocloc. .

aia’bol = (id BWTA Q) ]A(b))(f fi) =

Summing over i gives A(a'b) = (id®w——= TAG@ ] A(b))(e) which also shows that A maps into M. Now
apply Proposition 6.4 to conclude that e is integrable, and A = A c. m]
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In the following, to be clear, when we write ||«|| for some & € n,1 (e.g. for « € S) we mean
the norm of « as a member of B(H). Similarly, we regard M,(S) as a subspace of M (8(H)), and
Mn(Bm:(H,V)) € B(H™, V™), when computing norms.

Proposition 6.14. Suppose that there is a constant K > 0 such that for each t € Bm-(H, V) there is « € S
with & = t and ||«|| < K|[tl|. For any nand any matrix (i ;) € Mn(S) we have ||(xi5)I] < K|[(&3,5)I]-

Proof. We of course always have amap S — By (H, V); a — &, and so the hypothesis is that this map
is a bijection, and bounded below. We shall show that the inverse, say T: & — «, is even completely
bounded, by adapting the proof of [35, Theorem 2.1] to this situation.

By [35, Lemma 2.3] it follows that for every finite-dimensional subspace Hy C H there is & € H
with Hy € M’E, because H = [2(M). Lett = (&i,;) € Mn(Bm:(H,V)) be of norm 1 and suppose
towards a contradiction that o = (i) € M, (8(H)) has norm greater than ||T||. It follows that we can
find vectors £ = (£k) andn = (i) in HOC™ with [|E]l < 1, |l < Tand | 3_; ;(milewij &)l = [mleE)l > |[T]I-
By the observation just made, for € > 0 we can find y, v € Hand ai, by in M” with }_; ||&; — g uf? < e
and Y _; |mi — biv|]* < €. Thus

| > (vt s agm)| = | (sw]ectag )| > 11T, (13)
Lj

if e is sufficiently small. Furthermore, setting oti n+1 = 0 = 41 for each 1, j so as to obtain a matrix in

My +1(B(H)), and setting an 41 = bny1 = €1, we still have (13). Then a = Z{:’ll ajai =€+ ) L aja;
is positive and invertible, and similarly for b = Z{fll bibi. Set ' = a2y, al = ay a!

v = bl/zv,b; = b;b71/2, 50 (13) becomes

/2 and similarly

| > It s )| > I
)

We now see that

n+1
WP = (aPpla'?p) = 3 (Wajaip) = ) llaul® <1,
i=1 i

again if e > 0 is sufficiently small. Similarly ||v'|| < 1.

Set p = ) ; bl aijaf € S so by Lemma 5.14 we have that B= 2_i b} &ijaf, so denoting this by
s € Bm/(H, V) we see that T(s) = f and hence ||B]| < ||T|llIsll. As [(V[BW)| > ||T|| we have ||B]| > ||T||
and so ||s|| > 1. However, the matrix (&; ;) has norm 1, and so

1*¥1.7 1/2 7% 7
llsll < 2 b; b; z a a4
j i

contradiction, as required. O

1/2 1/2

1/2
= H Zb‘l/zb;bjb_l/zH ” Z a_l/za’{aia_l/zu =1,
j i

The following is related to [39, Proposition 3.27].

Theorem 6.15. Let V C HS(H) be an M’-bimodule, and let S = {« € n,1 : Im& C V}. Then e is integrable
if and only if the map S — Bm(H, V); o« — & is surjective.

Proof. We have shown the “only if” case in Theorem 6.12. Suppose that S — Bni/(H, V), x — & is
surjective, hence bijective. We claim that the inverse & — « is bounded, which we shall prove using
the Closed Graph Theorem. Let (x,) be a sequence in S with &, — & and &, — f3, both in the
respective norms. By Proposition 6.8, for £ € Hand b € ng,, we have

ba'E = & (E®JA(D)) = Lim &, (E® JA(D)) = limbary, & = bR'E.

It follows that o« = 3, as required. By Proposition 6.14 , the inverse map is even completely bounded,
say with cb-norm K.
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Given oy, -+, oty € S, considering the matrix oc in M (S) € My (8(H)) whose first row is («;), and
zero otherwise, we see that o oc = (o} ;) € M (8(H)). Then the matrix in M, (8m/(H, V)) with first
row (&;), and zero otherwise, has norm at least K™!||«]|, and so

168w = IR, iy > K2 = K20 xp)lL

Let (a;) in 8(H) with }_; a}a; < 1. For any unit vector £ € Hwe have that } _; lai&l]> = 2 i(Elataié) <
I€]I> = 1, and similarly for a unit vector 1, and hence |(n|Zi,j aiocoga;E) < (ool Thus
1 X5 ajocoayll < li(oc;cp) and so

| X aioagas]| < sl
]
Let (&i)ie1 be an orthogonal basis for 8m/(H, V). For a finite I € Tlet B = 3 ;g oo} < [IB][1.

Hence if we set a; = ||[3||‘1/2cxfL for i€ Ip, then }_ ;.1 ajai = [IBlI™ X ey, 2} < 1. Thus

2N/ A% A -1
K& > || X aioogas| = 1817 3 aiooge

i,jelo i,j€lo

= IBIH 1B Bl = NIBIl

However, of course &;&; = 6;,;pi for some projections p; € M/, and so [|(&;&;)l| = 1. Thus [|B]| < K2,
and so }_;.; xicc is bounded above and hence converges. By Lemma 6.13, e is integrable. ]

The previous result works because M acts on L2(M), which was used in an essential way in the
proof of Proposition 6.14. As in Weaver’s work, we could of course think of M acting on other spaces:
for example, in [39], M = []; My ) acts on Ho = @ C™®), which seems natural, but is of course not
L2(M). [39, Remark 3.28] essentially asks if an analogue of Theorem 6.15 could hold in this case. In
Example 7.11 we show that for this choice of M acting on Hy, we can have S being self-dual but e not
integrable. However, this example does not have ¢~! being bounded, which is the setting of [39]. A
more complicated example, Example 7.10, shows that for M = B(K) acting on K (again, not [2(M))
we can have ¢! bounded and a self-dual S with the associated projection not integrable. We then
combine these examples to give a matrix algebra example, with bounded ¢!, in Example 7.12.

6.2 Hilbert space operators

In the finite-dimensional case, we identify M with [2(M), but so far we have not said much about
operators on L?2(M). We continue with the setting of Section 6, considering two algebras.

Proposition 6.16. Let f,g € nigge S N®M and consider A = Agg: M°P — N. Suppose that (P ®
id)(g*g) < co. For each x € nop we have that A(x) € ny,, and the resulting map Ag: A°P(x) —= Ay (A(x)) is
in B(L2(M°P), L2(N)).

Proof. Let (ci) € N be the net given by Proposition A.7, applied to {. For b € ni, we have A(b°P) =
Aidge ()" (1 ® ™P(b°P))Aigge(g), and so, setting K? = ||/\id®(p(f)||2, we have

Y(ADP)ADLP)) = (Aidoe(9) (1@ TP (0 P) Aidee () Aidee () (1 ® TP (b)) Aidse (9))
< K P(Aidoe(9) (1 ® P (0™PoP)) Aid o (9))
= K? Hmp(ciAidoe (9)' (1 ® TP (BFb))Aid o (g)et)

=K lim|i(1® P (%)) Aid s (9) A (eI
By Lemma 6.2, this is equal to
= K2 1lim [lg(Ay (c1) @ JAMD)IF = K* lim (e} (id @w)(g"g)es),
where we set w = wjA(p+). By Proposition A.6, this in turn equals

K2p((idow)(g'g)) = K* (¥ ®id)(g"g)(w) < KZ[I(b @ id)(g" gITAD)I.

Using Remark 6.7, we identify JA(b*) with A°P(b°P), and so this shows that A(b°P) € ny, and that the
map A°P(b°P) = Ay (A(bP)) is bounded. The existence of A follows. O

33



The argument is nearly reversible, except for the first inequality. We don’t know if there is some
sort of converse.

Our aim is ultimately a statement generalising Proposition 2.5, though for the moment we continue
working in the more general situation of two algebras. We begin with some technical results; recall
the discussion about Tomita algebras in Appendix A.

Proposition 6.17. Let f,g as above, and form A = Agg and Ag. For a € nger we have that u =
AqJ°PaPJoPVOP~1/2 is g Hilbert-Schmidt operator with |ullns < K||AP(a®P)|| for some constant K.

Proof. Let a®f, b°P be such that A°P(a°P), A°P(b°P) are in the Tomita algebra of ¢°P (which is equivalent
to A(a), A(b) being in the Tomita algebra for ¢). Then

UAP(DP) = AgAP (a7, (b0 ) (a%P)) = Ay (At,g(0-i/2(b) P 0y n(a’)P))

= Ay (([d®W)A(o_ (b)), TA(0_ 2())(F9))
= Ay ((id ®w A by, A (@) (F9)),

again using the calculation in Corollary 6.3, and Lemma A.4. With Lemma 6.6 in mind, we now see
that

AP (O] = ¥ ((id ®w A (), Am)(g F)(Id ®W A (b7), A (a)(F79))
< IA®)IPIFIPW ((d ®w (a9, A@))(979)) = INP QPPN @ id)(g gIIAP(a*P)].

So u is a bounded map L?2(M°P) — L%(N). We now use Lemma 6.6 to identify L2(M°P) with L2(M).
Then continuity of & shows that

ug = Ay ((d®we a@))(fg))  (E€LA(M)).

Let (ei) be an orthonormal basis for L>(M), so adapting the previous calculation gives
D el = D $((d ®w A, Aar)(gF(1 ® lei)Xei)f*g)) = b ((id ®w a(a) A (g7 FFg))
i i

< IA@)IPIfIPIW @ id)(g o)l

using here that 1 is normal. So u is a Hilbert-Schmidt operator with |[u||is < K||A°P(a®P))|| for some
constant K depending on f, g.

Now let a € ny, (that is, a°? € ngop), so by [38, Theorem VI.1.26] there is a sequence (a,) with

A(an) in the Tomita-algebra and A°P(a,,) — A°(a) and ayf — a° strongly. Form u,, from a,, and
u from a. Then [[un|lns < K||AP(afP)] — K[IAP(a®P)|| so (ut,) is a bounded sequence in the Hilbert
space HS(L2(M°P), L2(N)). With b as before,

[I(wn = WAPOP)|] = [|Ay ((id ®w A @), A -a)) (T D)l < KIAPOP) AP (a7 ~ a®)|| — 0.

So un — u strongly, as (uy) is also bounded in operator norm. There is a subset ;) say such that
Un(i) — v weakly in the Hilbert space HS(L>(M°P), L?(N)) for some Hilbert-Schmidt operator v. Then

(EvM)) = ([EXMIV)ns = 1i{n(|ﬁ>(ﬂ||un(i))Hs = 1i{n(<5|un(i)(ﬂ)) = lim(&un(n)) = (Elu(m)),
for each &,m. Hence u = v, showing thatw is Hilbert-Schmidt, with [ul[is = [V[lns < K[|A°P(a®P)||. O

Lemma 6.18. We continue with the same hypotheses. Consider \ as a member of L2(N) ® [2(M°P) =
L2(N)®L2(M). Forx € D(ai”;z)mD(a’j’i )N, with o 12(x) € nyy, wehave (Jpx* Ty @D = Fg(Jp Ay (x)®
A(a%)) € L2(N) ® L2(M).
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Proof. Letv = (Jyx'Jy®1)usoas an operator [2(M°P) — 12(N) we have v = Jy,x*JyAgJ°P a®PJoPVoP-1/2
which is also Hilbert-Schmidt. For ¢ € ny, and b € "y,

(Ap(©) @ APBP)V) g = (A (@)X Ty uAP (b)) = (Ay(ca?; ,(xXDUAP([HP))
= (Ulil;z(X)C*(id ®WA (b )A(a)(F9)) = ¥ (c'(id ®w A by, A(a*))(f*g)o‘l_‘bi/z(x))
= (Ayp(©) @ A g(JpAp(x) ® Aa))).

Here we used Lemma A.2, Lemma A.5, and Lemma A.4. Once again identifying [2(M%P) = 12(M),
the result follows. ]

Suppose that f, g € nigge N Nyeid 50 we can form A g: M°P — N and also A(g)«(r): NP — M,
where here 7 is the tensor swap map. By Proposition 6.16, we have Ag: L>(M°P) — [2(N) associated
to At,g as well as By: L2(N°P) — 12(M) associated to Ax(g)x(f)-

Proposition 6.19. Identify L2(M) with L2(M°P), see Remark 6.7, and similarly 1>(N) = 12(N°P). Then
By = A,

Proof. We shall write (o) for both the modular automorphism groups of ¢ and 1, it being clear
which one from context. Let by € ny, with Ay,(bg) in the Tomita algebra for 1, and similarly by, and
similarly ag, a; for ¢. Using Lemma A.4, and as in Corollary 6.3, we have

(Alan)|Ax(g)x(r) (07 FoP)A(a0)) = (T(g)(A(ar) ® JAp(07)|T(F)(A(ao) ® JAy (b7)))
= (f(Ay(0-i/2(b0)) ® JA(0_i2(a§)))|g(Ay (0-1/2(b1)) ® JA(0_i2(a}))))

= (/\ll)(U—i/Z(bO))|Af,g(U—i/Z(GB)OPO-—i/Z(a;)*OP)AII)(G—i/z(bl)))_

= (All)(G—i/z(bl))}Af,g(U—i/z(aa)opUi/Z(“l)OP)*/\w(G—i/Z(bO)))-

Set a = 0y2(a1)o_ij2(aj) and b = bob], so using Lemma A.3, we continue the calculation as

= P (0_i/2(b1)"At,g(a) 0_i/2(bo)) = P (As,g(aP) o_i/a(bo)o—i/2(b})) = (AAP(a®P) Ay (0_i/2(b)))
= (A%P(a%)| A2 A (0_i/2(b))).

As in Remark 6.7, we use that A°P(xF) = JA(x") for x € nj,, and so Ay (0_i/2(b)) = Vh{z/\lp (b) =

JAy(bY) = /\fbp(bOP). Similarly, A°P(aP) = A(o_ij2(a)) = A(a;o-i(ag)). By the definition of By, we
also have

(A(an)|Ax(g) (50, TN )A(a0)) = @ (A} Ax(g)x(r)(BP)a0) = @(0i(ao)a]Ar(g) () (b))
= (Alar0i(ap)’) Bo/\z,p(b()p)) = (Alar0i(ag)’) ABA?f(bOP)),

the final equality coming from the calculations above. Notice that we can apply Lemma A.3 as A(ay)
is in the Tomita algebra, and ajA(g),«(r)(bF) € ny N1y, because a; € ny and A(g) «(r)(b°P) € ng, by
Proposition 6.16. By density of such a, b, we conclude that Ap = Bo, as claimed. O

We now apply these results to a projection e € M®MPOP. If we have both e € njggeor and e € neeiq
then we can form the associated A € CB°(M), and then A induces a bounded Ay € B(L%(M)).
Proposition 6.19 now seems strange in light of Proposition 2.9, as we would expect the KMS adjoint to
appear, not the usual adjoint. However, we need to be careful about the use of M vs M°P, and so forth.
Indeed, let e € M®MCP be a projection with both e € njggeor and e € npgiq. Set A = Age: M — M
with associated Ag € B(L*(M)). Then t(e) € MP@M and 50 A(e)(e): M — MOP with associated
By € B(L2(M°P)). That is, Ag and By actually act on different spaces. The resolution to this problem
is to notice that in Section 2.5, and indeed always in the finite-dimensional setting, we regard T as
an anti-homomorphism, and so think of t(e) € M®&M°®P. It would be better to denote this by t(e)°P,
which we now do.
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Proposition 6.20. Let e be a projection in nigeeor N Neeid- Let T(e)°P € M®MCP give rise to the CP map
At = Aq(eyor,x(e)r : M — M. The associated operator on [2(M) is JAG-

Proof. By Proposition 6.4, for by, by € ni, we have
A b*OPbOP = (w * ~ ®id € M°P
T(e),T(e)( 1 0 ) ( JA(b]),JA(bR) 1 )(6) .

We again use Remark 6.7 to identify [>(M°P) with L2(M) via A°(a°P) = JA(a*) for a € n;,, which
identifies x°P € B(L2(M°P)) with Jx*] € M’ C B(L?(M)). So for bp, b1 € nyp, and f = x®y°P € MEM®P,
we have

(id ®wIOP/\OP(b‘l"’*),pp/\OP(bSP*))(T(f)Op) = (x°P, w]010AOp(b‘l)P*),]OP/\OP(bSP*)>U = (JX'], WA(b1), A(bo) MY
= (A(b)[JxTA(bo))y = JA(L)XJA(b1))Y = (WyA(bg),J Abr) @ Id)(F)P.
It hence follows that
A(b1bp) = (id ®Wjop rop(p),jor Aop(bgp*))(T(e)OP ) = (W) A(bo), JA(by) @ 1d)(€)P = Ar(e) (e)(by b, )P
Consequently,

/\(AT(b;bO)) = A(AT(e),T(e)((b;bO)Op)Op) = IOP/\OP (AT(e),T(e)((b;bO)OP)*)
= JP AP (Ar(e)x(e)(byb1)°P)) = JPBoAP((byb1)°P) = JBoJA(b]bo)

using that J°P = J under our identifications, and that our maps are CP, hence *-maps. By the previous
proposition, By = A, and so the bounded operator associated with A+ is JAj]. O

Once we remember that A is “real”, this resolves the apparent conflict with Proposition 2.9.

Lemma 6.21. Let A: M — M be a “real” map, A(x*) = A(x)* for x € M, and suppose that A(ny,) C ng
with the resulting map Ag: A(x) +— A(A(x)) being bounded. Then JAY] = V7Y2AsVY2 in the sense that
D(V-12A:VY2) = D(VY2) and VY2 A5VY2 agrees with JAL] on D(V1/2).

Proof. Let F be the conjugate adjoint to the map S, as in [38, Lemma VI1.5]. Thenn € D(F) if and only
if D(S) 3 & — (n|S&) is bounded, and in this case, (&) = (S&n) for each & € D(S). Let a € ny, Ny, so
A(a) € D(S), and such elements form a core for S. Then AgSA(a) = AgA(a*) = A(A(a*)) = A(A(a)) =
SA(A(a)) = SApA(a). For & € D(S) there is a sequence (an) with A(an) — & A(a;) — SE, so
ApSE = limy AgSA(an) = lim, SAgA(an) and ApA(an) — Apé, showing that Apé € D(S) with
SApé = ApSé, as S is closed.

For n € D(F) we claim that A{jn € D(F). Indeed, for & € D(S) we have (Ajn|SE) = (N|SAE) =
(Ao&In) and so [(Agnise)l < [FnlllAlllE]l. So Agn € D(F) and (FAIIE) = (SEIAIN) = (SAot) =
(M|A9E) = (AjM|E) for each & € D(S), showing that FA{n = AjFn. As $2 = 1 also F?> = 1 and so
AyFn = FA{m € D(F) with FA{Fn = Afn.

Finally, using that JF = V12 F] = V1/2 and D(V-1/2) = D(F), we see that for & € D(V'/2) we have
J& € D(F) and hence AJE = FASFJE = FA; VY28, So also JAFJE = V71/2A%V1/2E, showing also that
AyV12E € D(V71/2), O

6.3 From Hilbert space operators to subspaces

In this section we explore generalisations of Proposition 2.5 and the ideas of Section 2.5, mostly in
the setting of when e € njggoor N Npeid SO that there is a Hilbert space form of A = A, ¢, say Ag. The
following shows that Ay generates V in a certain sense.

Theorem 6.22. Let e € M®MPOP be a projection in nigeeor N Nepeid. Form A = Age: M — M and the
associated Ag € B(L2(M)), and let V C HS(H) be the image of e. Then Ag is a member of S = {o € Ne-1:
Im& C V}. Furthermore, {Im& : x,y € M/, « = xAgy} is dense in V, so lin{& : x,y € M/, & = xApy} is
weak"-dense in ek ,-1 = By (H, V).
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Proof. Let « = Ag. By Proposition 6.17, for a € n, we have &JA(a) = AoJaJV~12 € HS(H) with
I&JA(a)llns < K[[A(a)]| for some constant K (depending on e). So « € n,-1. By Lemma 6.18, for
x € ny with A(x) in the Tomita algebra, say, we have (Jx*] ® 1)&JA(a) = e(JA(x") ® A(a)) € V. This
applies in particular when A(x) is in the Tomita algebra, so we can let x run through an approximate
identity (compare with the proof of Proposition A.7 for example) to see that Im& C V. So o € S.

By Proposition 5.15, S is an M’-bimodule, indeed, by Lemma 5.14, for x,y € M’ we have that
(xAgy)” = xf‘\\oy, and so if @ = xAgy, certainly Im& C V. Again, for A(c) in the Tomita algebra, set
x =Jc'J € M/, so with a € ny, we have

xAgyJA(a) = (Jc'T ® DAgyJaJVV2 = e(JA(C") ® A(Jy] a)), (14)

noting that JyJ] € M. Taking y = 1 and letting c vary shows that we obtain a dense subspace of V, so
already {Im& : x € M/, « = XAy} is dense in V. The claim about weak*-density is Proposition B.6. O

We now explore an analogue of Section 2.5. Recall that we denote by Jy the anti-linear tensor
swap map on H® H; when this is identified with HS(H) we have that Jo(x) = x*. By Proposition D .4,
the modular automorphism group of @ = Try-1 is §i(x) = V1%Vt for x € B(H). As discussed
before Lemma A.1, for t € R, x € D(Gy¢) if and only if D(V*xV™t) = D(V™) and V'xV~* is a bounded
operator.

Proposition 6.23. Let e € M®M®P be a projection in niggepor NMpgid. Let V be the image of e, and V. = Jo(V)
the image of T(e)°P. Let S,S+ C n,1 be associated to V and V- respectively. Then

{(V12aV12 e SN D(8y/0)} Nyt
is a subset of S+ which is weak*-dense in By (H, Vo).

Proof. Let « € SN D(5i2) so & € 6_i/5, and hence V-12xV1/2 is a bounded operator. Let =
V12x*V1/2 50 for a,b € ne N D(0y/2) with 0y/5(b)" € ny,, we have

JoJBJaJV 2 = Jo] V2 V2]a]V12 = oV 2] o JVT2aV2] = VT2 6 5 (b) o T o (@)
= (&JA(o1/2(0)) T o j2(a)].-

Here we used Lemma D.1 to see that V-1/2x = (x*'V~1/2)* for any x. As & maps into V, we have
(&JA(03i2(b)))* € Vz, which is an M’-bimodule, and so JbJBJaJV~12 € V.. Letting b run through
an approximate identity, compare Proposition A.7, we conclude that BJaJV~'/2 € V.. Assuming that
BEng,1,s0 B is a bounded map, by density of such q, it follows that € S-.

Letx,y € M’ and « = xApy € S, as in Theorem 6.22. Let & € D(Vl/ 2), and suppose that actually
X,y € D(cr:L /2), so by Proposition 6.20 and Lemma 6.21, we have

V22 = VY A V0T (g ) VAV 20 (0)E = 0y (y) A0’ o (X)E

here also using Lemma 5.7 to see that V-1 =V, and Lemma A.1. Hence V-1/2x*V1/2 is bounded, and
a member of S;. The proof of Theorem 6.22 shows that such elements of S will be weak” dense in
BM/(H, VT). O

Example 7.16 shows that when e is only integrable, we can have S = {0} with V (and hence
S) non-zero. Example 7.19 shows that in general, we do need to intersect with n,-1 in the above
statement.

We now come to an analogue of Section 2.4. Define

Sija = {Gi/a(0) : w € SN D(Gyy4)} = {(VH4aV 4 e SN D(5y/4)}-

In general, this can be {0}, see Example 7.17. Even in the setting of the following result, S; 4, might not

have non-zero intersection with n,-1 (also Example 7.17) and so we think of S; /4 as simply a subset
of B(H).
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Proposition 6.24. When e, the projection onto V, is in niggeor N Meeid, we have that S; 4 is sufficiently large
in the sense that
{(VTABVY: B € S1aND(E-1ja)} = SN D(G1a)

is weak* dense in By (H, V).

Proof. Again form A = A and Ag € B(L2(M)), so that M’AgM’ C S is weak*-dense in eEp1
Bm(H, V) by Theorem 6.22. Furthermore, by Lemma 6.21 we see that Aj € D(5_i/2) so Ag
D(&i/2) € D(Gi/4). As in the proof of Proposition 6.23, for x,y € D(o? / ,) we have

m

V/AxAqV T = 01/4(X)V1/4A0V_1/40’1/4@) = 07,,()5i/4(A0)o7 4 (Y)
is a bounded operator, and similarly, D(VY/4xAqyV~1/4) = D(V-1/4). So xAgy € S N D(&;4).

Given any « € S N D(&;/4) we have that Vi/Aqv-1/4 = Gi/a() € D(G_1/4) with &_;/4(F1/4(x)) =
V145, /4((x)V1/ 4. So the displayed equation in the proposition statement, that {V-/4gV'/4: g € S; /4N
D(6_i/4)} = SN D(5y/4), always holds. We’ve just shown that {xAqy : x,y € D(O"i/4)} C SND(Gi/4), so
by Proposition B.6, to finish the proof, it suffices to show that lin{(xA¢y)"& : £ € H,x,y € D(0, / s

dense in V. By (14) above, we have (Jc*JAoy) JA(a) = e(JA(c) ® A(JyJa)) when A(c) is in the Tomita
algebra, which certainly implies that Jc'] € D(o? / ,)- Letting y run through an approximate identity
in D(G; / 4), we obtain a dense subset of V, as required. O

We finally obtain a sort of generalisation of Proposition 2.9: there is at least a dense subset of S; /4
such that the adjoint operation corresponds to the tensor flip operator on e and/or V. Example 7.17
shows that we cannot hope for much more, in general.

Proposition 6.25. Let e € niggeor N Neid and form V, Ve and S, S+, as well as S;;4 and S+ 34. The space
SO =lin{xAoy : x,y € M’ analytic for (04)} €SN D(5i/4)

is weak*-dense in Bn(H, V). Let 8(13)4 =0y /4(8(0)), and analogously define S(TO,)i " Then (5(3)4)* = Sf)i e
Proof. The proof of Proposition 6.24 shows already that S is weak*-dense in B/ (H, V) and a sub-
space of S N D(&y/4). Furthermore, for xAgy € SO we have that &; /a(xAgy) = 0} / 4 (¥)81/4(A0)0? / L)€

S(i%. Proposition 6.20 and Lemma 6.21 again show that Ao = &_;/2(Aj) = &1/2(Ag)". Letx,y € M’ be

analytic for (0}) and set o« = 4(xAgy) € 5(13)4' Then
o =0y, (Y) Gi/a(Ao) oy, (X)" = 07, (Y) Gi/a(Ti2(A0) )07, (%) = 51/4(Ug/z(y)*/\r,oﬁ'i/z(x)*)-

Asxq = 0] /Z(y)* is analytic for (07), and similarly y1 = o} /z(x)*, this shows that o = &;/4(x1A<y1) €

s

14 and so we have equality. m|

5 0
S(T)1 14+ The exact same argument shows that (S(T)1 e

6.4 Weak*-closures

We finally make some comments about weak*-closures. In Proposition 5.15 we defined S from V,
namely S = By (H, V) N ng,-1, which is a (not necessarily closed) M’-bimodule in 8(H). It would
then be natural to define S to be the weak*-closure. Example 7.14 shows that we can have V non-zero
yet S (and so 8S) are zero. Proposition 5.16 shows that when ¢! is bounded, then S = S, though
Example 7.15 shows that even here, we can have S = {0} with V non-zero.

In Section 7.4 below we study the theory as applied to M = B(K). When we give M its canonical
trace, Example 7.18 shows how the general theory exactly captures the idea of a Hilbert-Schmidt
quantum relation, as studied in Section 4. In Example 7.19 we use this to transport a counter-example
from Section 4. This gives an example of an integrable e which is symmetric (e = t(e)°P) with ¢ a
trace, and yet S N n,-1 is strictly larger than S. So even in the situation of Section 6.3, we can lose
information by passing to the weak*-closure S.
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We could similarly define S;/4 to be the weak*-closure of S;/4. Here there is a choice: we might
instead form S first and then let Si/y = {5i/4(x) : x € S N D(&y/4)}. This second definition would
surely lose too much information? Similarly, given an arbitrary weak®-closed bimodule 7°, we would
want to pass to the V which “best approximated” this, perhaps by looking at &_;/4(7" N D(6_1/4))
and then intersecting with n,-1 to form an S before looking at the self-dual completion (effectively,
computing V = lin{3(&) : o € S})? Proposition 6.25 shows that S;/4 will at least be non-trivial for
well-behaved e, and that, in some sense, the adjoint applied to S; /4 recovers the swap map at the level
of the subspace V.

Nevertheless, these are tentative results, and suggest that we are missing a key detail which
might lead to a more satisfactory way to pass between quantum graphs in the sense of projections e
(and/or subspaces V) and/or adjacency operators A, and quantum graphs in the sense of Weaver.
For example, an analogue of Proposition 4.13 in the non-tracial situation would be a goal. We think
that studying further classes of examples would provide some intuition here.

6.5 Completely bounded projections

In Section 2.2 we found it useful to consider the map 6, an idempotent on B(H). In the literature
(e.g. see after [39, Lemma 3.13]) it is sometimes mentioned that 04 is completely bounded: this is of
course obvious in the finite-dimensional setting. In this section we’ll see that this viewpoint is not, as
far as we see it, terribly useful in the infinite-dimensional case.

Let 0 € CB°(B(H)), a completely bounded, weak*-continuous map on B(H). As K(H), the
compact operators, have K(H)” = B(H), we have that CB8°(B8(H)) = CB(K(H), B(H)). Indeed,
T € CB°(B(H)) restricts to a map in CB(K(H), B(H)). Conversely, given S € CB(K(H), B(H)), let
k: B(H). — B(H);* = B(H)" be the canonical map from a Banach (Operator) space to its bidual, and
set T = k*0S™. Then k, S are completely bounded, so also k*: 8(H)™ — B(H)and $**: 8(H) — B(H)"
are, and hence so is T. Routine computation shows that these maps are mutual inverses.

Given M C B(H) a von Neumann algebra, write m'C B3, (B(H)) = mCBm (K (H), B(H)) for the
subspace (in fact, subalgebra) of M’-bimodule maps. By [3, Theorem 4.2] any 0 € p/CB3 4, (B(H)) is
of the form

0(x)= ) ajxbi (xeB(H)), where (ai)icr, (bi)iet CMwith > ala;, ) bib; < co.

iel iel iel

This has links with the weak*~Haagerup tensor product (or extended Haagerup tensor product, [18, Sec-
tion 5]). We quickly remark why 6 is completely bounded: given (a;)icr define x: H - H® (1); & —
2 1 ai(§)®di. Then ' = }_; a}ai, and if we also form {3 from (b;) then 8(x) = o (x®1) is completely
bounded. Obviously 0 is an M’-bimodule map.

Remark 6.26. Many results in this area were first shown by Haagerup in unpublished work. One such
result is that when every normal state on M’ is a vector state (as is the case here with H = [2(M))
then a bounded, normal, M’-bimodule map 6 on 8(H) is automatically completely bounded. See [16,
Theorem 2.5] or [35] for proofs. A

Example 6.27. From Proposition 2.4, in the finite-dimensional case, if A = Y i, [bi)ai| then Oa(x) =
2_i bixa. This is of the form above, with a finite index set, though it is not clear how to estimate }_; bib? or
2_i aia;, except to say they are finite.

As 0 should be a projection onto S, in the same way that e is a projection onto V, we consider
Proposition 5.15 again. So ¢ is a weight on M € B(H) with H = L?(¢p), and we consider how the map

Ny = E?pq — E -1 = By (L2(M), HS(H)) interacts with the left and right actions of M.

Lemma 6.28. Let & € n,1 € B(H) and let x,y € M withy € D(0y2). Then f = x 0 o 0y/2(y) € ny1
and B = (x®yT) o &

Proof. Let a € ny so &A’(a) € HS(H) is the closure of «aV1/2. As a € M/, we have then that
pav-1/2 = XOLQO‘i/z(y)V_l/Z and then Lemma A.1 shows that this is € xaxaV~12y C x(&A’(a))y.
Hence BaV~/2 € HS(H) (that is, is bounded with continuous extension a Hilbert-Schmidt operator)
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and the calculation shows that p = (x ® y')&, because x ® y' acting on H ® H is the same as
HS(H) > b > xby. O

Let e € M®M®P be a projection onto V; we regard e € L(E,,1). Write A1 for the map n,1 —
E,-1 = Bmr(H, HS(H)); o — &. Formally, we seek amap 6 with A ,-106 = eoA -1, thoughitis unclear
what the domain of this should be. Here 0 should be a bounded normal M’-bimodule map, which
will hence be completely bounded, so there are families (x;), (yi) in M with }_xixi, > yiyi < oo, and
Oa(x) = 2_; xixyi. Lemma 6.28 shows that the modular automorphism group is important. However,
in Section 7.1 we show that even when M = {* is commutative and atomic, 6 4 may not exist (even
when e is very well behaved). In Examples 7.20 and 7.21 we show similar behaviour for M = B(K),
even when ¢! is bounded, and Remark 7.22 notes that we will then have examples in the case of a
direct sum of matrix algebras, in the infinite-dimensional setting.

7 Examples

Throughout we have motivated our treatment of the infinite-dimensional case by reference to the
finite-dimensional situation, Section 2. Let B be finite-dimensional. The weight § = @’ o ! on
B(12(B)) agrees with the inner-product defined in Section 2.1, see the discussion after Proposition 5.9.
Example 5.17 explains how we have generalised the relations between e,V and S. Example 6.1
shows that the relation between integrable e and quantum adjacency operators A exactly generalises
Section 2.2; similarly Section 6.2. Example 6.11 looks at the links between the quantum adjacency
operator A and “orthogonal bases” of V; see also Remark 7.4 below.

7.1 The commutative atomic case

We start by considering M = {*°(I) for an arbitrary index set I. A (faithful) weight ¢ is of the form
o(x) = Y ; xi @i for x € £(I), where @; € (0, ) for each i. We identify L?(M) with ¢3(I) for the GNS
map A(x) = ((pi/ 2xi). Let (ei)ie1 be the minimal idempotents in £*°(I), and let (8;) be the standard
orthonormal basis of ¢2(I).

We identify M@®MCP with £°(Ix I), and identify HS(H) with ¢2(I x I) by using the basis (|5:){8;])s ;-
Then projections e € M®MCP biject with subspaces V C 2(1x ) of the form V = ﬁ{éi,j :1~j} where
~ is an arbitrary relation on I. We use the notation that [i ~ j] = 1if i ~ j is true, and 0 otherwise.

Then e is integrable, Definition 6.5, exactly when (id®@P)(e) = (2_i.; @j)ier is in £(I), ie.
there is K > 0 so that ij @; < K for each i. When ¢ is the uniform measure, this explains the
“bounded degree” terminology. When e is integrable, the associated quantum adjacency operator is
A(x) = (Zi~j ©jX;)iel- Equivalently, A(ej) = ([i ~ jl@j)ie1, so A is a “weighted” adjacency matrix
(and the usual adjacency matrix, if ¢ is the uniform measure). Notice that if e is not integrable, then
A is not bounded.

We compute E ,-1 = .’Bem(l)((’,z(l), 2(1x1)). This consists of maps t with te; = (1®e;)t foreachi € L.
Such a t is hence of the form t(8;) = t; ® 8; for some family (t;) in £2(I), and then t is bounded if and
only if t't = (||ti||§)i€1 € {(I). Then « € n,-1 when the map &: (1) > Aley) = (pi/zéi — oe; € HS(H)
is bounded. Identifying o with a matrix (et ;), we find t; ® &; = &(8;) = (pi_l/2 Zj ;,185 ® 8¢, so
&&= ((pi_1 > j |oc)~,i|2)i€1. Notice the inverse which occurs, explaining the notation @l

With reference to Proposition 5.15, consider S = {« € n,-1 : e& = &}. Then a matrix unit e j isin S
if and only if i ~ j; more generally « € S implies that «; ; = 0 when i + j. So, much as in Example 4.5,

S=S5"is exactly lin{ey; : i ~ j}_w the canonical weak*-closed bimodule associated with ~. We
also see that S N ne-1=3 will be weak*-dense in Ep-1. So we obtain a bijection between S,V and e.

Finally, we consider the possibility of a CB map 64, Section 6.5. We have that 0 is of the form
X = 3 _; a} xby for families (ax), (by) in € with } |ax|?> < o0 and for (by). Then

Oale) =) a(ik)bgk)ei,j =0ijei;  (Ljel),
K
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say, and so 0 is a Schur Multiplier given by the matrix 0; ;, compare for example [12, Theorem 1.1].
Surely we require, at least, that A ,-1(0a(eij)) = AA,-1(eij), which here means that 0; ; = [i ~ j]. So
0 is idempotent, projecting onto the space of matrices in B(¢?) supported on the relation ~.

Such idempotent Schur multipliers are studied in [27] for example; it seems hard to compute the
norm of a general idempotent Schur multiplier, but we make some remarks. Suppose each row of 0
contains at most one non-zero entry: so there is Iy € I and f: Iy — I with 0; ¢4 = 1 for i € Iy, and
0i,; = 0 otherwise. Then for i,j € I we have

€ij - i€ I(),j = f(i),
Z €keijCr(k) =

0 : otherwise.
kelp

Notice that ).y, e is the projection onto the functions supported on Iy, but ) ¢y, e%(k) < oo only

when there is a bound on [f7}({i})|. So when 0 has also uniformly finitely support columns, 0 is the
symbol of Schur multiplier. By linearity, if 0 has finite rows and finite columns, then 0 is a Schur
multiplier. Of course, if 0; ; = 1 for all i, j then we also have a Schur multiplier.

It follows from [25, Proposition 1.2] thatif 0; ; = 1 when j > iand 0 otherwise, then 0 is not a Schur
multiplier. Let i ~ j exactly when j > i, and suppose that ¢ is finite (so I is necessarily countable).
Then the projection e associated to ~ is integrable, and so A exists, but 64 cannot exist.

7.2 Matrix algebras

We make more explicit links with [39]. Let M be the {*-direct sum of matrix blocks M), with
@(x) = Tr(Qx) for Q = (Qi) where each Q; is positive and invertible. We do not assume that ¢ is a
d-form; see Remark 7.1 below. L

We fix a GNS construction for ¢, with H = L2(¢) = P HS(C™V) = P HS 1) = PP @ Cnd)
and A(x) = (xiQi/ 2) for x = (xi) € ny. Then x € M acts as x; ® 1 in each block, so we could write
M = [[; My4) ® 1. In the same notation, M" = [[;1® Mip(i),
(1®x]). The modular conjugation J is J(xi) = (x}) for (x;) € &b HS(C™®), and the modular operator
is V.= (Vi) = (Qi ® Q;'"), compare Proposition D.4. So all the operators and actions respect the
direct-sum structure. As we shall shortly consider HS(H), and we wish to avoid over-using tensor
products, and so we shall adopt the notation that x € My, ;) acts on the left as x ® 1, while x°P acts on
the right, as 1 ® xT. This means that Jx*] = x°P.

We have HS(H) = P U HS,. (1) ® HSj), and for each “block” there are natural isomorphisms

the opposite arising as (x?p) acts as

HSni) ® HS ) = B(HSn), HSnw) = B0, cM) g g(Cni), Cnd),
@y Eem{nev] o €)1 ® [V

In the middle column, we use our usual identification of HS(K) with K ® K, and in the final column

identify B(K) with B(K) for the isomorphism X = x™*, so that }¥| = ([v)(n)T = m){v|. Given

X,y € My it is natural to pre-compose (or post-compose) the middle operator with xy® = x®y",
and we have the further bijections

nexwmivly: o & @M){(n®VIxyP © [EXux @ m)X(Vy ™. (15)

oMy (v« xyPlEen(neyl o XEXu @y TV (16)

We prefer to work with the final column, as it makes certain identifications easier to study.
We consider B8n(H, HS(H)), which by Remark 5.11 means that t € Bm:(H, HS(H)) if and only if
ta = (1® a®°PT)t for each a € M. As in the analogous calculation for {*(I) in Section 7.1, such a t is of
the form t(x) = (tij(xj))i,j for maps tij: HSy(5) — HSy (i) ® HSyj). Further, the t; ; need to satisfy

(tij(ajx)ij = t(ax) = (1@ a®?t(x) = (1® a;)p—r)ti,j ()41, (a €M, x € H),
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that is, each t; j is of the form s: HS,, — B(C™,C™)® B(C™,C™) with s(ax) = (1® a®®T)s(x). That s,
s:CheCT > CMeCeCmeC™;  (ml&)s(t ®M) = (181818 [&1)(m)s(é2 @),

for all &1, &5,11,12 € C™. It follows that there is sq: Cn - Cm™@Cn®C™ with s(£,®1) = so(M) ®&. So
we obtain maps t0 cnl) — W @ Cni) @ CnO) with t ; NG to QK22

Given « € B(H), say with block-matrix form (o ;), we consider &: JA(a) «JaJV-1/2 € HS(H).
For a € n, we have JA(a) = (Ql/2 a}) and so with x; = Qi/za; for each i, we have

A A — * -1/2 1/2 -1/2 ~A1/2 -1/2
&) = 8JA(@) = aJa] V2 = (o0 VT2 = (o5 QP QT Q) ) = (e Q).

We naturally think of «; ; as a member of the middle column of (15), so under the isomorphism with
-1/2 -1/2
/ ?p o o(Q; /

nG) cn() n@) cn(i) . = L. -1/2 Ty — -1/2 *T T
sEC™),Cc™V) @ B(CU),CMY), and that x; = [E)(n], so that ocm(Q]. ® X, ) = yQ]. ®z''x =
yQ; " @ [z)(E|. Thus the associated 1), is 7 - yQ;"/* @ zn. If we identify 12, € B(C0),C*V &
cnl) @ cnW) = ™) @ ) @ Cn(D) @ (C“(J) then t0] =yQ, 12z = oi i (Q; 12 1) However, notice
that the natural norms differ; compare Remark 7.5.

Wenow compute ¢ 1. Letx = [E)(n|and y = |u)(V], say x®Y € HS,1)®HS i) = B(CV)eB(Cn1),

so it makes sense to define z" = (Tr ® id)(x ® y) € B(C"()). Then

= Tr(|EXu)M(V = (WOMGT = z= (WEIV)n| = V){ull&E)n| =

the final column, we obtain o )Q ® x].T). Given 1,j, suppose that a;; = y®z €

Now letx,y € ne and and set T = [JA(x)){JA(y)|, and set z] = (Tr® id)(Q;lTi,i) € B(M), for each i. As
Tit = Q¢ ® Q!y! it follows that

1/2. s \s ~— 1/2_ « *
zZi = (Qi/ Ui) Qil(Qi/ Xi) =YiXy,

which we compare to
QG Tr(w; Qi) = 07H(T) = Jxy'] = )P = (Y P),.

Hence ¢~ }(T) = z% = (Tr® id)(Q; ' T;,1))P".
Remark 7.1. 1f we choose the normalisation that [39] does, namely Tr(Qi‘l) = 1foreach i, then Tr(Qi‘1 -)
is a state, and so @ ~!(1) = 1. Furthermore, then ¢! is bounded, and is a conditional expectation. A
As in Example 4.6, a subspace V € HS(H) is an M’-bimodule exactly when V is the closed linear
span of subspaces Vi ; € B(HS,(j), HSw (1)) each of which is of the form V; ; = VO ®8 (C“U) C“(”) for
some subspace V?,] c B(c™),c™W), which may be arbitrary. Similar remarks apply to weak*-closed
M’-bimodules in B(H).
Let t € Byp(H, HS(H)). Then t maps into V if and only if Im(t;;) € V;; for all i,j. In turn, this
is equivalent to Im(t?,j) c ng ® C™(¥), or if we think of t(i),j as a tensor, to t?,]. € ng ® B(CnG),CnD),
Consider the formation of S = {« : Im(&) C V} as in Proposition 5.15. Setting t = &, we identify t?’j

with oci,j(Qj_l/z ® 1), and so « € S if and only if oci,j(Qj_l/z ®1) € V?. ® B(Cn(), cnO) for each 1,j.

Proposition 7.2. Given V C HS(H) an M’-bimodule, define VO as above. Set S0 = {le/2 X € V0 }for
each i,j. Then

S={xen,1:Im(&) €V} ={a=(0tij) Enp1:xij€ S?/]. ® B(Cn(),CnM) (1,j € I)}.

Letting S be the weak*-closure of this space, S is an M’-bimodule in B(H), and this map V — S is a bijection
between M’-bimodules.
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Proof. We have just shown that Im(&) € V exactly when «;; € Sg ; ® B(CnG),CnW) for each i,j. As

finitely supported « are in n,-1, we hence obtain a bijection, exactly as in Example 4.6. m|

There is also no issue to introducing the “twist” as in Section 2.4. That is, given a weak*-closed
S C B(H) we define

S, = lin{V-5xviz e B(H) : x e ).

Again, as M’-bimodules are the weak*-closed span of the matrix blocks they contain, S — S, is a
bijection, indeed, (S;)-. = S. As in Remark 2.7, and using the above, we see that if 7" = S, then the
associated subspaces are Tio,j = Q;izsg]. Q}Z.

Consider now quantum adjacency operators. As in [39, Section 3.3], we can always densely
define A; TODO: Say more?. Indeed, using the relation of Proposition 6.4 allows us to link any
projection e € M®M°P with a map A defined on coo(M) the algebraic direct sum of the matrix blocks.
Definition 6.5, that of e being of bounded degree, is exactly the same, though again, as in Section 7.1,
this strongly depends on the choice of Q, so we prefer to say that e is integrable. As in Theorem 6.10,
a Kraus-type representation of A can be obtained from V using the Hilbert module formulation. We
shall not explore [39, Definition 3.24], that of being locally finite, as this seems to depend upon both
the choice of ¢, and is not obviously extendable to general von Neumann algebras.

Remark 7.3. [39] lets M act on K = @;C™V so that M’ = £°(I). This means that V C HS(K) is an
M’-bimodule exactly when V is the closed linear span of subspaces ng as above, and similar remarks
for M’-bimodules in B(K). We say more on this below in Section 7.3. A
Remark7.4. We consider finding an orthogonal basis for e(E(‘pl) = Bnm(H, V). We may work one matrix
block at a time, and so for each 1, j consider (&;,j,x )x each of which is in HS,, ;) ® HS,(j). The argument
leading to Proposition 7.2 shows that Im(&;,j,x) C V?J. if and only if i € S?J. ® B(Cn(),Cn() for

each k. So an obvious way to choose such a basis is to start with an algebraic basis (Bg’j)) of Sg 7 and
then to set '

ikt = Bﬁ’” ® [5:)(1.
We then check the conditions we found at the end of Remark 6.11:
(1) &1 &ijs = 71 5y Xiis) = 5,007 (BB @ enn) = 86, Tr(Q 1Y B )enr. So we

need Tr(Q; B} B{") = 81 1.

) (&) = BLVQ > @ F)Eily : y € My} = (BLVQ " ®[8e)E : & € CM0). So taking
the linear span over t and k shows that we want lin{ BQ’J)Q;U = k} = Vg]. , but this already holds,
as we chose an algebraic basis of S ;-

So we just need that (Bg’j)Qj_l/ 2) is an orthonormal (for the Hilbert-Schmidt inner product) basis of
VY.
i,
]Then Theorem 6.10 shows that for x € M), we have

A= Y BB @ BOENEOG = Y B xB @ Tog,
i,j,k,t ik

We could suppress the ®1 factor by remembering that M, ;) by definition acts on the left factor of
cni) @ CnG), _ .
We now compare this to [39]. Set ng’]) = Q1/4[3§<1’])Q]._1/4 for each 1,j, k, so that

i /2 (L) 12 Lo @il (i
TG QX QM) = Tr(Q By BY ) = S,
and for x € M,,(;) we have

-1/4,(1,j) ~1/4 1/4v(1,j)* A—-1/4
A(X):ZQi / XQJ)Q)/ XQ)/ Xg)) Qi / .
ik
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We compare this to [39, Proposition 3.30]. Once we note that we write an index (i,j) for maps
HS.,(5) — HS, (1) which is the opposite convention to [39], and remembering that we don’t normalise
Q (see how the weight is defined in [39, Lemma 3.3]), we obtain exactly the same formula. We have
that 1111{X(l A 1k} = Ql/ 450 Q_l/ 4= T0 if 7~ = Si/4, see the discussion above. This confirms our claim
in Section 2.5 that [39] bullds a b1]ect10n between e, V and 7 (not S) (and that we got the sign i/4, not
—1/4, correct). A

Remark 7.5. We did not compute the norms of t or & above as they are a little tedious. As |[t(x)|]* =
2 It (xj)|I%, if we take the supremum over 251 I? < 1 we get

I = supsup { 3 it (I : x € HSny, Illes < 1.
) i
For x € HSy5) let x = 3 1 [01)(Mik| so ty5(x) = 3y t?j (M) ® & and so the supremum above becomes

6P = supsup { 3 I @I - Y el < 1} = supsup { 3 @I : Il < 1}.
j ik k ) i

When t = & we identify tgj = Xy (Q]._l/ ) 1) both in C*V @ Cn() @ Cn() ® C™0). However, the norms
are different, and furthermore, we then need to compute ||«|| for the block matrix entries (e j), which
has no simple expression, in general. A

Example 7.6. Things become easier if we suppose that t and/or o are “diagonal”, that is, ti; = 0 for 1 # .
Then ||t|| = sup; ||t?i|| and ||«|| = sup; |lxiil|. For each i let (ug)) be an orthonormal basis ongi C HSy )
For t € Bn-(H, V) we can write each tg , as

= Z usj) ® sg) €HS,1) ® B(Cn),
k

for some (arbitrary) s(l) We then see that ||tO MIP =X ||s(l)(n)||2 G sﬁ)*sg)ﬁ) and so

]|

Il = supl1e | = sup | 3~ i 17)
1 1 k

Then t = & if and only if, defining «;; = t? i(Qi/2 ® 1), we have that sup, ||ot; i|| < co. In general, ||oc; i|| has
no simple form.

Example 7.7. We continue with the previous example. Take Q = 1 and V0 = HSy ) for each i. We first
perform a calculation: set x = n-1/2 Z cepj®ei; € My QM,,. Then n1 ZIJ € i = Z ej; =1 Also
note that x = x* = X2 is a projection, so is positive. Let & = 21810 ® 5 €eC™® C™ 50

(£|X£) = Tl_l/z Z :,tar,u Z(és ®a|ei,j 5 ® eirjév)

StTu 1’)
=n2y astanZ(é ®5:8: ®5) =nT ) Eokor.
s, t,r s,T

Thus |(ExE)| < nY2| 3 & > < n12 5 |8 P < nY2||E|P? with equality for the case &gy = §s,n 72,
and so ||x|| = nl/2. Returning to t and o, take as an orthonormal basis the matrix units (egll){)jlk and set

sﬁ( = n(i)"Y2e (l) i for each i,j, k. By the calculation, || = 1 while ||oci 1| = n(i)/2, If the dimensions
(n(i)) are unbounded we conclude that there are t which cannot arise as & for some x, and so this choice does
not give a self-dual S. Compare with Example 7.11 below.
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We now consider the projection e € M®&MP onto V. Using M&MP = @1] My ) ® Mn()),
naturally decompose e as a matrix e = (e; j), noting that this matrix decomposition is slightly different
to that considered above for operators. Then e;; € My, i) ® M_" i) = = g(CVg C“U)) is the projection

of Cn(l) ® Cn(l) = B(Cn())/ Cn(l)) onto vgj :

Example 7.8. We continue with Example 7.7. Here ei; = 1 = 1®1 for each i, and ey = 0 for i # j. Thus
(id ®Tr°P)e; s = n(i)1i for each i, and hence if the dimensions (n(1)) are unbounded, e is not integrable (as we
expect!)

7.3 Changing the space we act on

Throughout the second part of this paper, we have always let M act on L(M). Given Weaver’s work,
compare Section 4.1, it would be natural to consider M € B(H) for more general H. We now make
some brief comments on this, and look at some examples, but leave a fuller exploration to further
work.

We can still form ¢! from B(H) to M/, where now M’ C B(H) need not be isomorphic to M°P, of
course. The ideas of Section E still hold, allowing us to form n,-1 and its self-dual completion E ,-1 =
Bm(L2(d), HS(H)) where we make some (now essentially arbitrary) choice of a weight ¢ on M’. We
carry out this procedure for matrix algebras below. Of course, we really form ¢ = ¢ o @~ a weight on
B(H), and then use Section D to find an explicit isomorphism [%(¢) = HS(H). The bijection between
e and V remains unchanged, but now the space S from Proposition 5.15, § = {«x € n,1 : e& = &}, is
different. Presumably the interesting question is how S changes as we vary H. A step in this direction
are the examples below.

We shall first look at the example of M = B(K) acting on H = K, so that M’ = C. Set ¢ = Try,
as in Section D. Then one can check that ¢! = Tr},-1, that E o1 = B(C,HS(H)) = HS(H) and that
&=oh 2 foru e n,-1. We shall see similar formula in the case When M acts on L?(M) in Section 7.4
below.

An M’-bimodule in HS(K) is then simply a closed subspace V € HS(K). We shall be interested in
when § = {x € ng,1 : Im& C V} = {x € B(K) : «h~1/2 € V} is self-dual, Section 6.1. In this situation,
this is equlvalent to t € V implying there is « € S with ah™'/2 = ¢, that is, th!/2 € B(K).

Lemma 7.9. With this notation, S is self-dual if and only if there is K > 0 with |[th1/2|| < K||t|[ns for each
teV.

Proof. 1f this condition holds, then obviously S is self-dual. For the converse, we apply the Closed
Graph Theorem to the map V — B(H);t — « = th!/?, noting that by assumption V is closed. Let
tn — tin V, with t,h'/2 — B € B(H). For & € D(h!/2) we have B& = limy t,h'/2¢ = th!/2¢ as also
tn — tin the operator norm. As D(h!/2) is dense this shows that § = th!/2 as required. O

We shall also suppose that ¢! is bounded, equivalently, h™! is a trace-class operator. So we can
find an orthonormal basis (e,) of H (which must be separable) with h'e, = h;le, for each n, where
> hil < o and hy € (0,00). We shall give an example of a V associated to a self-dual S where the
projection e onto V is not integrable, compare Theorem 6.15.

Example 7.10. Let (81) be some orthogonal sequence in H (which could just be (en)) and set vi = |d1){e1|, and
then for n > 1 choose 0 < Ay, < 1and set vi, = An|6n )(e1] + (1 = A2)Y2|81)(en|. This gives an orthonormal
family in HS(€2); let V be the closed linear span. Witht = Y, ., @nVn € V we have

N
th'/2 = ath)Zs1)(erl + Y My anAnlon)(er] + hil2an (1 = A2)M251)(enl.

n=2
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Let thisact onb = ) _, byey to get

N
2
[thY/2(b)||? = “alh}/zblél + 3 h2anAnbidn + il an(l - A%L)Uzbnéln

n=2

N N
= Jarthl?b1 + Y han( =220, + Y hanAnbs

n=2 n=2

< ((max (e, max(1 = A2)n) + ha ) IBIF 3 lanP.
~ n

This shows that t € V implies that [th!/?)] < K|[tl| for some K, so long as (1 — A2 ))h,, is bounded in n. By
Lemma 7.9, S is self-dual in this case.
Let e be the projection onto V,so e = ), [vn){vn|. For & € Kand n > 1 we have

(id ®QP)(vn)(vnl) = AL [8n)(En| + (1 = A7) n|81)(81],

and similarly (id @ °P)([v1){v1]) = h1|d1)(d1]. So

(i[d®@pP)(e) > Y _(1-A})hnld1)(31]-

nx2

Sethy, =2",50)  hyl =3 2™ < coand h™! is trace-class, as we assumed. Set 1 — N2 = 27™ for
n > 2, thatis, \n = (1 -2"")12500 < Ay < 1. Then (1 —A2)h, = 1 for all n > 2, showing that S is
self-dual, but y_, 5,(1 = A\2)h,, = oo, showing that e is not integrable.

We now concentrate upon the case of M = [[; M,(3), now actingon H = @ C), Then M’ = (=(I)
where the minimal projection e; € £*°(I) acts as the identity on the block C™¥), We omit the calculations
(which proceed exactly as in Section E), but one may carefully check that ¢~': B(H), — {37"_(?) has
m:rp_l ={T =(Ty;) € B(H) : (Tr(Qi‘lTu))ieI et>()} and ¢ X(T) = (Tr(Qi‘lTu)) foreach T € m 1. Let
¢ be the weight on (*°(I) given by the counting measure, and set ¢ = ¢ o ~'. Then ¢ has density
Q~!, where Q7! is considered with its natural domain, D(Q™") = {£ = (&) e H: Y, ||Qi‘1é,i||2 < o0},

We identify L?(¢) with ¢2(I) (denoted ? for ease of notation). Then t € B¢~(€2, HS(H)) when
t(8i) = (1 ® e;)t(5;) for all i. This is equivalent to having t;; € C™ @ Cn) = B(C"0),C™V) with
t(&) = (t,;&;) for each & = (&;) € (2. It follows that [[t||* = sup; > ||ti,j||2HS. For « € n,-1 we see that

the resulting t = & has tj; = Qi_l/ %, So t arises as & for some o exactly when the block matrix

(ti,; Q}/ 2) is bounded as an operator on H.

Let V C HS(H) be an M’-bimodule. Then V is the closed span of subspaces V?j c g(cni),cnl)
as before (but now we have no “auxiliary space” to tensor with). Then

1/2

S={xeng,: &) cVy={ac N1 & Q).— € VE]. (1,j €D}

We might want to also consider S = s~ As S and S are determined by the block matrix entries,
we see that S = {x € B(H) : Qj_l/ 2 e V?).} because any « € B(H) can be approximated by finitely-

supported matrices in the weak™-topology. Again, considering S; 4 or S; 4 does not present problems
in this context.

Example 7.11. Let Q = 1 and suppose that V is diagonal as in Example 7.6. So t € S means that t;; = 0
for i # j, and hence sup; ||tiillns < oo. As|s|lus > ||s|| for any s € My, we immediately see that setting
o j = ti; gives a bounded operator, so « € S and t = &. That is, S is self-dual. This should be compared with
Example 7.7 where, with the same V, we obtained a non-self-dual S when representing M on L2(M).

We now adapt the ideas of Example 7.10 to the matrix setting.
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Example 7.12. We define each Qi to be diagonal, with entries (hk)gsl), for some (hyx) € (0,00). Then
Tr(Q;Y) = Zn(l) h.!, so it is natural to suppose that ), hi ! < oo, which ensures that ¢~ is bounded. Note
that (p‘l(l) #1, but with some more book-keeping, we could normalise each Q; to get Tr(Qi‘l) =1, and much
the same construction would work.

We define V by specifying the subspaces V0 c CW) @ C(nG), Set V0 = {0} when i # j, and define V{,

by giving it the orthonormal basis
(1) |6(1)><6(1)| v(l) )\klé(l))(é(l)l + (1 )\2 )1/2|6(1)><6(1)| (2 k < Tl(l))

Again here Ay € (0,1) are to chosen later.

The same calculation as in Example 7.10 shows that if (1 — A2)hy, is bounded in n, there is a constant K so
that ||t;, 1LQ1/2|| < K|[tiillns for any iand any ti; € Vgi. As V is diagonal, it follows that any t € B ({2, V)
is of the form t = & for some «. So the associated S is self-dual.

The projection e = (ey;) is also dzagonal S0 (1d RpP)(e) = ((Id®Tr(Qi-))(ei,1)). We again find that

(id ®Tr(Qi-))(ei,i) has norm at least Z h k(1 - ) and this can be large, if n(i) is large. Thus, if (n(i))

is unbounded, we have found an example of a self- dual S with non-integrable e, and with ¢~ bounded. This
provides a (counter-)example to [39, Remark 3.28].

7.4 Bounded operators

Now set M = B(K) for some (infinite-dimensional) K, with ¢ = Try, as in Section D. We continue
with some of the notation from Section 7.2. We have H = K ® K with GNS map A(x) = xh!/2 e HS(K)
and M’ = B(K)°P actingas 1® B(K)T We compute B (H, HS(H)), this being maps t: H — H® H,
where we identify H® H with K® K® K ® K, with ta = (1® a°?T)t for each a € B(H). Taking a to be
rank-one shows that

(VIWHEST) = Vi) = (1o (1@ EXV)H(®N) e KO KOK®E,

and so thereis tg: K » K@K @K with t(£®7) = to(f) ® &, Itis now easy to see that if t is of this form,
then ta = (1® a®P")t for any a, and |[t|| = [[tol|. The inner-productis (t[s) = t's = 1®t;so = (t3s0) P €
B(K)°P.

In the following, let 123 = 1 ® T ® 1 be the tensor swap map applied to the 2nd and 3rd “legs” of
K®K® K® K. We also regard B8(H) as B(K)®8(K) when taking slice maps.

Lemma 7.13. We have that « € n,1 if and only if, for each &,m € K we have that (id Qwz )(oc)h 12 ¢
HS(K), and furthermore, there is a constant C so that for any orthonormal basis (8;) of K and tmy 1 we have
Y5 llGd ®w3j,ﬁ)(oc)h_1/2||2HS < CY|P%. Then to3&: £@7 - 3_;(id ®w3m_])(a)h—1/2 ®5 ®E

Proof. With reference to Proposition D.2, we have &(h'/?a*) = &JA(a) = «(1® a’T)(h"/2@hT1/2) €

HS(H) for each a € B(H) with ah/2 € HS(K). Equivalently, &(b) = x(h"12@1bT) for b € HS(K). Then
& = to has the form above, so for p € D(h™/2) we have

(5:®8; ®TI®81[to(M) ® &) = (81 ® 8j|a(h 2 @ NEN® 51
= (5:® & ®Tlto(M) = (5 ®6|oc(h 2181)) = 6|(1d®w— (eh2p).

Let s = Ta3tp so this condition is equivalent to (id ®wzﬁ)(oc)h‘1/ 2 = ([d ®id ®&)so(1) € K®K = HS(K)
for each &,m, and with } ; ||(id ®ng,ﬁ)(oc)h_1/2llﬁs = [lso(IP* < llsolPInlI. o

M’-bimodules V C HS(H) biject with closed subspaces Vy € K ® K with
V= (Vohis = t3(Vo ® K@ K),

and so o € S = {& € n,1 : Im& C V} is those « as in Lemma 7.13 with (id Wz )(oc)h 12 ¢y, for
each &,m. The norm estimate in the lemma shows that ||(id ®wzﬁ)(oc)h_l/2||Hs < C||£||||n|| and so as
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everyw € 8 (K) is the absolutely convergent sum of such functionals, we see that (id w)()h 12 eV,
for any w. In particular, given a € B(K),0 # x € 8 (K), consider « = a ® x, which by the lemma will
be in n,-1 if and only if ah™/2 € HS(K). In this case, T3&: £ ®17 — ah /2 ® x ® &. Furthermore,
ah™/2 € Vj if and only if o € S.

Example 7.14. Let vo € HS(K) and set Vo = Cvy. Let o« € ng,1 so by Lemma 7.13 for each &,m we
have (id ®wzlﬁ)(oc)h‘1/ 2 € Vo. If « is non-zero we can find &,m with (id ®wzlﬁ)(oc)h‘1/ 2 = vy, and so
for w € D(h'/?) we have voh'/?u = (id ®wE,ﬁ)(°‘)” showing that voh'/? is bounded. As we can choose vy
non-zero (say, rank-one) with voh'/? unbounded, this shows that we can have V # {0} and yet S = {0}.

We note for later that if voh'/? is bounded, then (id ®wy )(ct) € Cvoh!/2 for all €,m, s0 o = voh!/2 @ x for

some x € B(K), and « € S. The converse argument is given above, and so we conclude that S = voh!2@ B(K).

Example 7.15. Suppose that h™'/2 is a Hilbert-Schmidt operator (equivalently, h™" is trace-class). Then for
any « € B(H) we have that (id ®wzﬁ)(oc)h‘1/2 € HS(K), and indeed,

> lad ®ng’ﬁ)(oc)h_1/2||is = > Tr(h™2(id @wqq7) (o (1@ [5; )55 )h /)
j j
= Tr(h™2(id ®ws7)(«" 0)h™/2) < IR 2)3 sl ol ]

Hence o € 0,1, and this calculation also essentially shows that o No'o) = (Tr(h™!) ®@id)(ec' ). So @~ Lis
bounded. As this can easily occur with h still unbounded, combined with Example 7.14 this gives an example
where @~ is bounded, but we can have V non-zero and yet the associated S is zero.

Example 7.16. We continue with Example 7.14. The projection e onto Vg is e = |vo){vo|and so for &,m, v, p € K
we have

(Hl(we n ®id)(e)V) = (£ @ Tle(m ® 7)) = (EX Vo) (volm){(VDms = (Evo(w)(vo(v)I) = (EVGE)VenIv),

so (wg ®id)(e) = |\¥)(%l =V |€>(ﬁ|vg*. It follows from Proposition D.2 that |\§)(\$l € m:rpop if and
only if Vi& € D(h'/2), and then @°P(ViENVIE]) = [INY2viE|2. So e is integrable, (id ®p°P)(e) < oo, is
equivalent to there being a constant C with |[h!/ 2v;‘)<i|| < C||&]| for each &. By Lemma D.1, this is the same as
voh'/2 being bounded. Similarly, (¢ ® id)(e) < oo if and only if vahl/ 2 is bounded.

Choose vo € HS(K) with voh'/? bounded, so e is integrable, and as in Example 7.14, S = voh'2 @ B (X).
With reference to Section 6.2 consider t(e)°P and the associated V. = Jo(V) = Cv. If vghl/ 2 is not bounded
then S+ = {0}, as in Example 7.14, and so we can have S = {0} even when e is integrable.

Suppose now both e and t(e)°P are integrable. Recall from Proposition D.4 that V.= h® h™!T, and so
given o = voh'/2 ® x € S we have that V"1/2a*V1/2 = h‘l/zhl/zvahl/2 ® hY2Tx*h=1/2T. There is no reason
why hY2Tx*h=1/2T should be bounded, but when it is, we obtain vahl/ 2@ h1/2Tx*h1/2T ¢ S, Compare
Proposition 6.23, so here Sijy = {VV2a'V1/2 : o« € S N D(&is)} and we don't need to intersect with
n,-1. However, notice that Sy, will not be norm-dense in S+ as we cannot norm approximate an arbitrary
vih!2 @y € S

We now compute the CB operator A, using Theorem 6.10. Set & = voh'2®1, so a(E®M) = vo@N®E. We
may assume that |[vo|lns = 1, so & is a (partial) isometry, with image all of V, and hence (&) is an orthogonal
basis of By (H, V). Thus A(x) = axo* for each x € B(K), remembering that this formula is interpretted in
B(H). More directly, A(x) = (voh!/2)x(voh'/?)* for x € B(K). Then, given a € B(K) with ah'/2 € HS(K),
we have Ag(ah?) = AgA(a) = A(A(a)) = (voh!/2)a(voh!/2)*h/2, Equivalently, for b € HS(K) we have
Ao(b) = (voh/2)bh 2(voh!/2yh1/2 = (voh!/2)b(vih1/2). So Ag = (voh!/?) ® (vih!/%)T € B(H), and we
immediately see that Ag € S.

Example 7.17. We continue Example 7.16 and consider S; ;4 (see before Proposition 6.24). For the moment,

suppose that vo € HS(K) with voh'/? bounded (so e is integrable). We give an example where h'/*vgh!/4
is unbounded. Set K = €2 with h(8,) = n?8y for each n. Let vo = Y 1 k™18x)(81], s0 vo € HS(K) and
vohl/2 = v is certainly bounded. However, hl/4yghl/4 = >k k~1K12|84 )(81| is not bounded, as (k~1/2) ¢ (2.
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As S = wh'2® B(K), if « = vh'/2®y € D(§i4) then VV/4aV=1/4 = hl1/4y h1/2h-1/AnT-1/4ypT1/4 js
bounded, contradiction, unless « = 0. So S5 = {0} in this case.

Now suppose additionally that vahl/ 2 is bounded. From Lemma D.1 we have that h'/?v is bounded and
everywhere defined, because vahl/ 2 is bounded, and so vo(K) € D(h'/2) € D(h'/4). So D(h'/4vghl/4) =
D(h'/%). We claim that x = voh'/? € D(0_i2), which is equivalent to D(h'/2xh~1/2) = D(h1/2) and
h!/2xh~1/2 being bounded. As h'/?xh™1/2 = hl1/2vg|y 212, this is clear. So also x € D(0_yy4), and hence
h/4xh~1/4 = hW/4ygh1/4 is bounded.

We now see that SND(&4/4) = {voh!/?®y : y € D(O‘?}Z)} where o\ F (y) = hTHyh T~ fort € R, this being
compatible with Lemma 6.6, and using that V = h@hT~1. Then &; ;4(voh!/?2®y) = h/4yhl/4@hT-1/4ynhTl/4,
and Sy 4 is exactly the set of such operators. Similarly, S ;s = {ht/ 4v6h1/ LQhT-/4ynTl4 gy D(O‘?Z)},
and so it is not the case that St = S-,i/a, in general.

We now show that S; 4 need not be a subset of n,-1. We would need hl/4yghl/4h-1/2 = W14y h-1/4 ¢
HS(K), to which we give a counter-example. Let K = (*(Z) with h defined by h(6n) = €*™&y for each
n. Define vo = Y 150k H00)(6-k| € HS(K). Then voh'/? = 3,k te¥|8o)(6_x| is bounded, and
Vih1/2 = vi = 3 0 kT80l is bounded. However, h/4voh™V/4 = 3~ | k~1e*/2|50)(5_y]| is not even
bounded, so certainly not Hilbert—Schmidt.

Example 7.18. Suppose we are given a general Vy, and consider forming S. Set S = S and Sy = {a €
B(K) : ah /2 ¢ Vo}_w*. From Lemma 7.13 and the remarks after, we know that {a ® x : a € B(K),x €
B(K),ah™/2 € Vy € HS(K)} C S, and so taking weak*~closures shows that S)®B(K) C S. However, for
« € S and any w € B(K)., we have that (id ®w)(c)h™/2 € Vj and so (id ®w)(x) € So. By weak*-continuity
this also holds for « € S, and so using (9), we conclude that S®B(K) = S.

Going the other way, given some Sy a weak*~closed subspace of B(K), we have that S = So®B(K) is a
weak*-closed M-bimodule. Set S = SNny,1and V = S@m [2(M’) = E{Im& : € S} € HS(H) (compare
Section 6.1). As ng,1 is an M’-bimodule, also S is an M’-bimodule, and so V will be an M’-bimodule,
Lemma 5.14. So V = (Vo)1 for some Vo € HS(K). We now see that Vo = lin{(id ®w)(c)h™1/2 : x € S, w €
B(E)*}_MHS. Given a € Sy with ah™/2 € HS(K), and given x € B(K), we have that a®x € S N ne1 =S,
and hence ah™/2 € V. So Vo = {ah™Y2: a € Sy, ah /2 ¢ HS(K)}_”'”HS. )

In the special case when h = 1, starting with Vj we get that Sy = Vo ., while starting from Sy we get

Vo =(Son HS(K))_”'”HS, hence recovering the theory of Section 4.

Example 7.19. Set K = (2 and h = 1. By using Example 4.4, this gives an example of a V such that the

related S given by Proposition 5.15 has that S is a proper subspace of S N n,1 (where S = S™). Indeed, let
k= ) andy, =xnlsoY kK& =k*Y  n2=1 Thenset Vo = {3, Xn€nn : 3 n XnKkn =
0,x = (xn) € 2}, and following Example 4.4, we find that S = (*®B(X), and that S N n,-1 is strictly larger
than S, because the subspace of HS(K) associated to this is {2, thought of as the diagonal of HS(K).

Let e € B(K)®B(K) be the projection onto V. We shall show that e is integrable. Given & € K consider

Tr((we ®id)(e) = ) _(Bnl(we ®id)(€)8n) = Y _lle(E® 8n)II*

For a given n, we compute e(& ® 8y, ) which is the orthogonal projection of & ® &n onto Vo, say e(&,® &y,) =
> «Xkekk € Vo. This is determined by the property that (3_yixewx|& ® dn — ) Xkekk) = 0 for each
Y« Ykekk € Vo. AsYn = K1 Yy in YkKk, we have

Untn =) ik = —(En =XK<t D Uik = ) i,
K

k#n k#n

this now being true for any choice of (Yx )x#n € 2. So xx = =K (En — Xn)Kk foreach k # n, and

Xn = —Kn! ) Xiekk = Kt Y KEK (En = xn) = Kt (En = xn)(1 = K3) = (xn = En)(1 = K32).
k#n k#n
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S0 xn = En(1 = «2) and hence xy. = —&nKn Kk for k # n. Thus

le(@@8nI = 3 Il = [EnP(1 = k32 + 3 [En PR = [EnP (1= k3)% + kR (1= K3) = [EnP (1= K3),
k k#n

and so Tr((wg ®@id)(e)) = Y, [EnlP(1 — K2) < X, |&nl? = IE)%. It follows that (id ®Tr)(e) is finite, so e is

integrable.

As Vy is diagonal and self-adjoint, clearly t(e) = e, and so e is not only integrable, but induces a Hilbert
space operator, see Section 6.2. Let x € B(€?) \ HS({?) with x*(k) = 0 (for example, x = 1 —|k){k|). Then define
ax € B(H) by

(05 ® 8i|x(dt ® 85)) = 81,105,(85x35).

Then (id ®wgi,r_])(oc) = 8112 5,sMj(8s[x8j)es,s = 811 2 (Os[x(M))es,s where we identify 7 € 2 with the
pointwise conjugation. Then ) ks(8s|x(1M)) = (k[x(7))) = 0 showing that (id Bwg. ﬁ)(oc) € Vp. Also

D llidews, (@)l = Y Sil@Gsx@)P = Ix@IP < XM,

so by Lemma 7.13 we have that « € ny,1, so « € S. Now consider o, which has (id ®wg]_ ﬁ)(oC*) =
(id®wy 5 )() = M1 > s(8s|xdj)ess, and so

> IGd ®aws, 5)()liys = mf D 18P = millIxliyss
j j,s

which by assumption is not finite, whenmy # 0. This shows that the intersection with n,-1 in Proposition 6.23
is necessary.

We now consider the possibility of a map 6: 8(H) — B(H) as in Section 6.5. At minimum, 6
should be bounded, normal and an M’-bimodule map, so 6((1 ® a)x(1® b)) = (1 ® a)0(x)(1 ® b) for
a,be B(E). Taking a, b to be rank-one readily leads to the conclusion that there is a bounded normal
map 6p: B(K) — B(K) with 8(x ® y) = 8p(x) ®y for each x € B(K),y € B(K). We would further like
a condition of the form 6(«)” = e& for “suitable” . With Lemma 7.13 in mind, this is equivalent to
e(ah™12) = By(a)h~1/2 € HS(K) for each a € B(K) with ah™/2 € HS(K) = K® K. As 0y is normal, this
will then determine 0y on all of B(K).

Example 7.20. We consider Example 7.16 again, so Vo = Cvg and hence e = [vo){(vo|. Then (volah™/2)115vg =
80(a)h™/2 for each a € B(K) with ah™1/2 € HS(K). So for & € K, € D(h™Y/2), set a = |E)(n)| to see that
(R v (E))vo = O0(I1EXMIhTY/2. This implies that voh'/? € B(K), that is, e is integrable. Then 8y being
bounded implies thatn — voh™/?n is bounded, sovoh™/% € B(K), equivalently, h™1/>v; € B(K), Lemma D.1.
In this case, 8p(a) = Tr(h~Y/2v ayvoh!/2 for each finite-rank a, and so O being bounded is equivalent to h=1/2v?
being trace-class (or voh ™'/ trace-class). When this holds, 0y obviously extends to B(K) with the same formula.
Thus, even for integrable e, that O exists is a much stronger condition. Notice that this remains true even if
h = 1. However, notice that if @1 is bounded, that is, h"Y/2 € HS(K), then when e is integrable, 0 will be
bounded.

Example 7.21. Suppose that ¢! is bounded, so h™" is trace-class, and we can find an orthonormal basis (ex)
of K with h™!(en) = hilen for some summable sequence (hii') in (0,1). Let (fi;) be some 0, 1-valued matrix,
so there is a projection e € B(HS(K)) with e(e; ® €j) = fijei ® €5. Suppose there is a bounded 0y with
e(ah™2) = 8y(a)h™'/2 for each a € B(K) (recalling that h™'/2 € HS(K) here). Then

fislei)esl = elen)(esh2)hy’? = Bg(lei)(esDh2hy2 = Bo(lei)(es)) = Fijlei)es|

Thus O is Schur multiplier with symbol f, compare Section 7.1, and notice that h plays no role here. In
particular, the examples given in Section 7.1 now provide examples of e such that 0y cannot exist, independent
of the choice of h.

Remark 7.22. Using the idea of Example 7.12, we could readily adapt this example to the case of
M = []; M) when the dimensions (n(i)) are unbounded. A
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A  Weights

We prove some technical results about (always assumed nfs) weights on von Neumann algebras.
These results are surely known to experts, but we have not found exact references. We also state a few
results which are quoted from the literature, for ease of reference. Let M be a von Neumann algebra
and let ¢ be a nfs weight on M.

We recall the meaning of Tomita algebra from [38, Section VI.2] or [36, Sections 10.20, 10.21]. An
element x € M is analytic when the one-parameter map R > t = o(x) can be extended to an analytic
function C — M. Recall the smearing technique: for x € M define

Xn = %’( JR exp(—nth)Gt(x) dt (n>0).

Then x, is analytic, and x, — x weak® as n — oo. This technique is used in, for example, [36,
Section 10.21] and [37, Section 2.16].

Let us make a few comments about analytic extensions of (o) (or more general one-parameter
+-automorphism groups). For z € C define the horizontal strip S(z) = {w € C : Imw| < [Imz|}. Then
x € D(0,) when there is a o-weakly continuous function F: S(z) — M which is analytic on the interior
of S(z), and with F(t) = o¢(x) for each t € R. Such an F is necessarily unique if it exists; we set
02(x) = F(z). As ot(x) = VI'xV™' for t € R, by [36, Proposition 9.24], see also [7, Theorem 6.2], we
have the alternative description of D(0) as those x for which D(V*xV~1#) = D(V~?) (it suffices for
D(V2xV~1%) to be a core for V™1?) and V?xV~'# is bounded, the continuous extension being o (x).

Lemma A.1. Let x € D(0,). Then V™*?0,(x) 2 xV~'2,
Proof. As just stated, D(V#xV~1?) = D(V~1?) and V**xV~1# is bounded. So for & € D(V~*?) we have
that 0, (x)& = Vi2xV~2¢ and hence V™*?0,(x)& = xV~1#&. Thus V™'20,(x) 2 xV 2. o

Lemma A.2 ([38, Lemma VIIL3.18]). We have that a € D(0y,) if and only if @(a*xa) < [[oy/2(a)ll@(x) for
each x € My, and when this holds, A(xa) = Joip(a) JA(x) for x € ng.

Lemma A.3 ([37, Proposition 2.17]). Let z € C. For x € ni, N D(0,-1) with 0,-i(x) € ny, and y €
ne N D(02) with 0.(y) € nf,, we have e(xy) = @(02(y)0.-i(x)). Taking z = 1/2 shows that @(xy) =
©(01/2(y)o_i2(x)) for suitable x,y. Taking z = i shows that @(xy) = o(oi(y)x) for suitable x, y.

Lemma A.4. Let x € ny N D(0y2) with 0y/2(x) € ny,. Then JA(x) = A(oi2(x)").

Proof. We argue using the ideas of the proof of [37, Proposition 2.17]. As x* € D(o_i/2) we have
A(yx) = Jo_ip(x)JA(y) for each y € ng,. By [36, Proposition 2.16] we can find a net of analytic
elements (ay) with ay € ng (in fact, A(ay) in the Tomita algebra) and with 0,(ay) — 1 o-strong” for
eachz e C.

As A(ay) is in the Tomita algebra, JA(ay) = VY/2SA(ay) = VI2A(a%) = A(o_q/2(a%,)); for this last
point compare [37, Section 2.15]. So

aa/A(x) = Alaax) = Jo_ip(x)JA(ax) = Jo_ip(xX)A(o-ij2(ay)) = JA(0_i2(X)o—ija(ay))
= JJo_ij2(0i/2(a))JA(0_ij2(X7) = aaJA(0_i/2(x")).

Here we use that x € ny, and that 0_;/»(x") € n,. Taking the limit shows that A(x) = JA(o_;/2(x")) as
claimed. O

Lemma A.5. Let x € my and a € D(o_3). Then ax,xo_i(a) € my, and e(ax) = e(xo_i(a)).

Proof. By linearity we may suppose that x = b*c forsomeb,c € n,. Asa € D(0_j)5), from Lemma A.2,
ba* € n, with A(ba®) = Jo_ip(a)JA(b). Also d = o_i(a)* = oi(a”) € D(o_ip2) with o_i;p(d) =
oi2(a’) = 0_ijp(a)’, so cd” € ny with A(cd”) = Jo_i/»(d)JA(c). Thatis, A(co_i(a)) = Jo_i/(a)JA(c).
So
@(ax) = e(xb’c) = (A(ba)|A(c)) = (Jo_i2()JA(b)IA(c)) = (A(b)]]o—i/2(a) TA(c))
= (A(D)IA(co-i(a))) = @(b'co-i(a)) = p(x0-i(a)),

as claimed. O
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We make some remarks about the various locally convex topologies on a von Neumann algebra.
Given a von Neumann algebra N C 8(H) we have the strong and weak topologies, but these depend
upon the choice of H. The o-strong and o-weak topologies are independent of H. However, given
any H, if we dilate and replace H by H ® ¢> and replace N by N ® 1, then the strong and o-strong
topologies agree, and the same for the weak, and indeeed strong®, topologies. Furthermore, for M
acting on L%(¢), as every w € M, is of the form wy¢ ., the strong and o-strong topologies agree, and
so forth.

We now seek a way to find ¢ using L?(¢), in the precise sense of the following.

Proposition A.6. Let (ai) be a bounded net in D(0y2) N ng with a; — 1 and oy2(a;)” — 1 o-strongly.
Then
lim [x'2A(@)I? = lim o(ajxa) = @(x)  (x € M),
1 1

Proof. For x € ny, we see that
IxA(a)I? = [IAGa)I? = [[Jos2(a) JAIP,
using Lemma A.2. By hypothesis, lim; 0;/2(a;) JA(x) = JA(x) and so

lim [xA(ad)l” = ITAGIIF = IAGIF = @(<'x).

We conclude that for x € m{, we have lim; IX'2A(a)|? = (x).
Now let x € M, with @(x) = c0. As a; — 1 in the o-strong topology, we have that ajxa; — x
o-weakly, and as ¢ is o-weakly lower semicontinuous, [38, Theorem VII.1.11], we have

00 = @(x) < limiinf(p(a*ixai),

and so lim; @(ajxa;) = co as desired. O

Proposition A.7. There is a net (a;) of unit vectors, consisting of analytic elements, such that for each z € C,
we have 0,(ai) € ng N, and o(ai) — 1 o-strong”. Thenlim; @(0.(ai)*x0z(ai)) = @(x) foreach x € M.
or X € M.

Proof. By [37, Proposition 2.16], there is a net (a;) of analytic elements such that A(a;) is in the Tomita
algebra, for each i, so certainly a; € ny, Nn},, and such that 0,(a;) — 1 o-strong”, for each z. By the
construction of that result, we may further suppose that each a; is a unit vector. Then (0,(a;)) verifies
the hypotheses of Proposition A.6. When x € m,, we have that x is in the linear span of mfp, and so
lim; @(0(ai)*xo-(ai)) = @(x) by linearity. O

We remark that the net (a;) is constructed by starting with an approximate identity in ny, and
smearing.

B Self-dual modules

The results in this section go back to Rieffel’s work in [31] and Paschke’s in [30]. See also [1]. We
follow the notation of Section 5.

Proposition B.1 ([31, Theorem 6.5]). Bm(L%2(M), H) is self-dual.

There is a tight link between Hilbert C*-modules and operator space theory, which is explored in
[2]. In particular, [2, Lemma 8.5.4(1)] tells us that a Hilbert C*-module E over M is self-dual if and
only if E has a predual making the inner-product separately weak*-continuous. As B (L*(M), H) is
weak*-closed in B(L?(M), H) and the inner-product is easily seen to be separately weak*-continuous,
this gives another way to show the result. We remark that then £(E) becomes a von Neumann algebra:
see also [30, Proposition 3.10].
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The interior tensor product E ®m L2(M) is the Hilbert space formed as the separation completion
of E ® L2(M) for the pre-inner-product

(@ Elp@n) = (ElBn) (o B €E Enel’(M)).

See [26, Chapter 4]. We have that E ® L>(M) is a right M-module for the right action on L?(M) (we do
not see that this is obvious, but it can be shown using the techniques of [26, Lemma 4.2 and Page 42]).

Proposition B.2 ([31, Theorem 6.12]). Any self-dual E is of the form By (L2(M), H) with H = E®@m L2(M).

If m: N — L(E) is a normal unital *-homomorphism (for some von Neumann algebra N) then 7
induces a normal unital *-homomorphism #: N — B(H) = B(E ®m L2(M)), again see [26, Page 42],
for example. Thus B(H) is an N-M-bimodule, or a correspondence, [38, Chapter IX.3] and [9, Chapter 5,
Appendix B]. This point of view is explored in [1].

For a projection p € M, we have that E = pM is a self-dual module, for the inner-product
(pxlpy) = x'py € M: indeed, then H = pL%(M). Given projections (pi)ic1 in M, we define @:v PiM
to be the space of families (pixi) with x; € M, such that ) ;(pixilpixi) converges in M (notice that
this is an increasing sum of positives, so it converges weak” if and only if it is bounded above).

Theorem B.3 ([30, Theorem 3.12]). For a self-dual E there is a collection (ei) in E such that (eilei) = piisa
projection in M for each i, we have (ele;) = 0 for i # j, and E is isomorphic to P piM.

It follows that for such (e;) we have x = ) x; - (xi|x) for x € E, convergence in the weak*-sense. We
hence term (e;) an orthogonal basis for E.

With E = 8m(L2(M), H), note that each e; from the theorem will be a partial isomerty L>(M) — H,
having pairwise disjoint ranges, and such that the linear span of the ranges is dense in H. One can
find such a family by a maximality argument: the key step is the following. Let Hy € H be a (right)
M-submodule, and let 1 € Hg be a unit vector. Then M°P 5 x - (n|n - x) is a normal state, and as M°P
is isomorphic to M’ via x°P > Jx*], and M’ is in standard position on L>(M), we find a unit vector
& € L2(M) with (mn-x) = (&]Jx*J&) for each x € M. Then u: Jx*J& > n-x is a partial isometry (defined
to be 0 on (JMJ£)*) which is in Bm (L2(M), H).

Given a Hilbert C*-module E, Paschke gives a procedure for embedding E in a larger self-dual
module, the self-dual completion E’, see [30, Theorem 3.2].

Theorem B.4 ([31, Proposition 6.10]). For any E, we have that E’ = By (L2(M), E ®wm L2(M)), or equiva-
lently, E’ @pm L2(M) = E®m L2(M).

We can embed E into Bm (L2(M), E@m L2(M)) = E' by E € o > & where &(£) = a®& for & € L2(M).

Proposition B.5. For any E, let H = E ®m L2(M) and p: M°P — B(H) the right action of M on H. Given
T € L(E) thereis t € p(M°P) with t o & = T(e) for x € E. The map T +— t is a +-homomorphism. When E is
self-dual, this gives an isomorphism L(E) = p(M°P)’.

Proof. As discussed above, any T € £(E) induces a map on E ®p L2(M) given by x ® £ +— T(x) ® &.
Let this map be t, which obviously commutes with the right action of M, so t € p(M°P)’. Then T - t
is a *-homomorphism.

When E is self-dual, we have that E = B,1(L%2(M), H). For t € p(M°P)" and « € Bm (L%(M), H) we
have that (to &)(&-a) = t(a(&- a)) = t(x(&)-a) = (tox)(&)-aforeach a € M, & € L2(M), so that to x is
also in Bm(L2(M), H). We have for «, B € Bapm(L2(M), H) that (aft o B) = o't = (t* o /) so the map
o = toxis adjointable, with adjoint 3 + t*o 3. The claim that L(E) = p(M°P)’ is hence equivalent to
showing that if t # 0 then the map « + t o oc is non-zero. This follows, for example, by the argument
after Theorem B.3, which shows in particular that lin{a(£) : & € L?(M), « € Bm(L2(M), H)} is dense
in H. O

In particular, this shows that any .L(E) embeds into L(E’), see also [30, Corollary 3.7].

It is easy to see that By (L2(M), H) is weak*-closed in B(L%(M), H) and so carries a natural weak*-
topology, which agrees with that constructed by Paschke on self-dual modules, [30, Proposition 3.8].
Rieffel claims without proof, see before [31, Proposition 6.10], that E is weak*-dense in 8 M(LZ(M), E®
L2(M)), but we do not immediately see this. Absent a suitable reference, we give a sketch proof of the
next result, using ideas from [34], for example.
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Proposition B.6. Let E C B (L2(M), H) be a sub-module. Then E is weak*-dense if and only if lin{x() :
£ e1?(M), x € E} is dense in H.

Proof. Set F = Bpm(L2(M),H). We first suppose that lin{«(&) : & € [2(M),« € E} in dense in H.
Consider the “linking algebra”,

L= { (z Bt) ‘xeM,a P eE,te?((E)} C B(LAM) & H).

Here K (E) is the “compact” operators on E, the closed linear span of {«f* : «, 3 € E} in B(H). Itis
easy to see that L is a *-algebra. Let p: M°P — B(H) be the *-homomorphism which turns H into a
right M-module. A calculation shows that be commutant and bicommutant are

= { (]‘g} p(SOP)) L yP € MOP}, = { (z Bt) xeM, 0B eF,teL(F)= p(MOP)'},

see Proposition B.5. An application of the Kaplansky Density Theorem shows that the unit ball of L
is weak*-dense in the unit ball of L, and it follows that E is weak*-dense in F.

Converserly, suppose that E is weak*-dense in F. As F is self-dual, Proposition B.4 implies that
lin{o(&) : « € F, & € [2(M)} is dense in H. Letn € {«(&) : « € E, & € L2(M)}*, so by weak*-continuity,
(n|x(€&)) = 0 for each « € F as well, and hence 1 = 0. The claim follows. O

C Operator-valued weights

We use the notation introduced in Definition 5.4 and the discussion after, so T is an operator-valued

weight from M to N € M. While the module E9r was defined in [1], our main inspiration here comes

from Kustermans'’s treatment of the C*-algebra case in [23]; we ask some related questions below.
Given «, 3 € nT,X,y € ng, we see that

(x®Ap()IB ® Ay (Y)) = (Ap (T BINAG(Y)) = G T(eBy) = G(T(x" o By))
= oo By) = (Ag(ax)IAG (By)).

Here we used the N-bimodule property of T. In the last step, we should really first note that the
calculation shows that Gp(x*oc'ax) = [la ® Ay (x)|[> < o0, so indeed ax € ng, and the same for By.
Thus nt © Ag(ng) — L2(M);x ® Ag(a) — Ag(xa) is an isometry, and so extends to an isometry
ES @ L2(N) — L2(M).

Proposition C.1. This map is surjective, thus establishing a unitary between E% ® L2(N) and 12(M).

Proof. We follow the idea of [38, Lemma IX.4.21]. Lety € ng so ¢(T(y"y)) < o, where here ¢ has been

extended to M+, see Section C.1 below. As in the proof of [38, Lemma IX.4.21], T(y*y) has spectral
decomposition

(o8]

T(y'y) = J tdE,
0

where E is a spectral measure with valuesin N. For eachnlete,, = E([0, 0]), soen T(y*y) = T(y*y)en =
fon tdE € N because for each Borel A C [0, o) we have e, E(A) = E(A)en, = E(AN[0,n]). Setyn = yen
so T(Y,yn) = en T(y"y)en by the bimodule property. As the operators involve commute, we have that
TYnyn) < T(Y3ym) for n < m, and so

lim o(T(yyn)) = sup &(T(yryn)) = (T(Y"y)) = by'y) < oo,

Henceeachyn € ngNnr. Further, d(yhy) = d(T(eny™y)) = d(enTy™y)) = dlenT(y yY)en) = G(Yhyn)
which also equals ¢(y*yn), and so

N5 @) = Apun)lIP = dWy) — dUhY) — Py yn) + dYnyn) = dUY) — dULYn) — 0,
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asn — oo. 3 3
Given a € D(G$2) CN,as Gf) = O';b on N (see [38, Lemma IX.4.21]), also a € D(G$2) C M, and so

Ap(xa) =Joyp(a)JAg(x)  (x €ng).

Now let (a;) be the net from Proposition A.7, so each a; € D(O‘?ﬁ) Nng and 0y/5(a;)” — 1 strongly.
Hence lim; A g (xai) = Ag(x) for each x € ng.

It follows that yn ® Ag(ai) = Ag(ynai) converges to Ag(y) asi — oo and then n — oco. The
result follows. O

For o € n1 we see that &A¢(x) = x ® Ag(x) = Ag(ax) for x € ng. As discussed in Section B,
essentially Propositions B.2 and B.5, that E(.)r = nt is an M-N-bimodule means that Hr = [2(M, §)
becomes an M-N-bimodule. These actions are the natural ones:

Lemma C.2. The left M action on E becomes the natural left action of M on L*(M, ®), and the right N action
on Hr is the restriction, to N, of the right M action on L*(M, d).

Proof. For x € M we have 7t(x)o = x and so 7(x)& = x&: Ag(a) — Ag(xaa) = xAg(cca). That is,
7t(x) is the natural left action of x € M on L2(M, ¢).
We now consider the right N action. By Lemma A2, Ay (x) -y = Jy'JA¢(x) = Ap(x0_i/2(y)) for

X € ng,y € D(0_y/2) € N. Again by [38, Lemma IX.4.21], we know that Gfg’ = Gﬂ’ when restricted to
N, and so

A (x0-1 oY) = Ag(0x_i/2(y)) = Tb T A (xx).

Hence the right action of N on Hy = L2(M, d) is simply the restriction of the natural right action of
M on L2(M, ). O

We can recover T from this construction. We have (&Ag, (x)|7r(z)[A3/\¢, V) = (Ag(x)|Ag(zBY)) =
(Ap(IT(o'zB)Ag(y)) and so &'7i(2) = T(ocz).

Question C.3. Given nfs weights ¢ and $, the existence theorem for operator-valued weights, [38, The-
orem 1X.4.18], says that there is (a unique) T: My — N, with d = To ¢ if and only if the modular
automorphism groups for & and & agree on N.

Can we use the Hilbert module construction to shed light on this? Let n be the collection of o« € M with
&: Ag(x) = Ag(ax) bounded, for x € ng. This is a left ideal, containing nr, and by the result below, actually
equals ny.

We could define S(a*B) = &' € M. Do we have S = T? Starting from an abstract self-dual module E
and some map n — E, when do we get an operator-valued weight from this sort of procedure? Very related is
[23, Section 6].

Theorem C.4. For o € M the following are equivalent:
(a) xeny;
(b) ox € ng for each x € ng,, and the resulting map Ag(x) — Ag(ox) is bounded.

The map nt — E7; ¢ +— & is closed for the o-strong topology on nt and the SOT on Ev. It is also closed for
the weak*-topologies on nt and Et.

Proof. We have already seen that (a) = (b). Let « be as in (b), and let & be the resulting bounded
map. For x € ng, we have ||/\&,(ooc)||2 = d(x*a*ax) = p(x*T(x*o0)x) = T(x*)(w) where w = WA (x), DY
Lemma C.6. Thus T(o" a0)(wa,(x)) < N&IPIAG GNP = [&IPllew a0l

Now let w € N be arbitrary, so w = wg for some & € [%($), and we can find (x,,) C ng with
Ap(xn) = &, 80 WA, (x,) — We innorm. As T(a" ) € N, is by definition lower semi-continuous, we
have that T(o" o) (w) < liminfy, T(o" o) (WA g (xy)) < 1&I[2[|w]|. So T(x*«) < oo and « € nt; in fact, it now
follows that T(x* o) = & &.
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As in [38, Theorem VIL1.11], let @4 = {® € MJ : @ < $}, so that (x) = sup{@(x) : @ € ®4}
for each x € M. Let («;) C n1 be a net with &; — « o-strongly in M, and with &; — xp strongly in
BN(LA(N), L2(M)). For @ € @, the map tw: L2($) — L2(w); Ag(b) = Ag(b) is contractive and so
extends to all of L2(¢); it is clearly onto. Then for x € ng,

toAg(aix) = Ap(aix) = tiAg(x) = aAg(x) = Ag(ax),
as &y — « strongly on L2(®). However, we also have
toAg(aix) = to&iAg(x) = toxoAp(x),

as & — x strongly. So Ag(ax) = taxoAg(x) and hence @((ox) ox) < [xoAp X < [IxolPlI A (x)|>.
Taking the supremum over @ € ®g shows that d((ax)ox) < |xolPlIAG(X)IP s0 ax € ng with
A ()]l < [Ixolll[Apx||. Furthermore, toAg(ax) = toxoAe(x) for each @, and so A g (ax) = xA g (x).
This holds for all x € ng,, so by the first part, we conclude that o € n, and further, &A¢(x) = Ag(ax) =
x0/\¢(x) for all x, so xg = & as desired.

Finally, we modify the argument for the weak*-topologies. For & € L2(@),

(EA @ (0x)) = lim(EftaAg (ix)) = Hm(tg (£)|&iA (x)) = (tg (E)xoAe (X)),

firstly using:chat i — o weak” in any representation, and secondly that &; — xg weak® in Et C
B(L%($), L*($)). This shows that Ag(ax) = toxo/Ap(x) and then the argument proceeds as before. O

C.1 Extending weights

We shall need some technical results about extending weights on M to the extended positive part
of M. This is stated without proof in [38, Corollary IX.4.9]. In both [37, Proposition 11.4] and [19,
Proposition 1.10] the result is proved by using that any weight is a sum of normal positive functionals.

Instead, we give an alternative proof using increasing cones. Let ¢ be an nfs weight on M. Define

DY ={tweM/:0<t<lwx) < o) (x €M)},

so that q)?p is a directed set, [37, Theorem 2.6]. This result is attributed to Coombes; for an acces-
sible proof, compare [22, Proposition 3.5]. By the definition of normality for a weight, [38, Theo-
rem VIL.1.11], we have that ¢(x) = sup{w(x) : w € d)?p} for x € M. We now give a different proof of
the extension result.

Proposition C.5. Let ¢ be a normal weight on M, with associated ®,. Define
®(m) = sup{m(w) : w € (D(()p} (me M+).

Then § agrees with @ on M., is positive homogeneous, additive, and when (my) is an increasing net in K/lj
we have §(sup; m;) = sup; ¢(my). Such an extension ¢ is unique.

Proof. Obviously ®(x) = @(x) for x € M, and ¢ is positive homogeneous. Given m;, m; € M, we
have ¢(my + my) < @(mq) + (my). If $(my) = o0, or $(my) = oo, then also ¢(my + my) = oco. If
both ¢(my) < oo, (M2) < oo, then given € > 0 we can find w; € CD(()p with mi(wi) > ¢(my) — €. As
d)?p is directed, there is w € d)?p with w; < w fori = 1,2, and so ¢(my + mp) > my(w) + ma(w) >
my(wi) + ma(w2) > $(my) + $(m2) — 2e. As € > 0 was arbitrary, $(my + mp) > ¢(my) + $(my), and
so we have equality, and conclude that ¢ is additive.

Given an increasing net (m;) we have

G(supmy) = sup{sqp mi(w): w e CD?p} = sup sup{mi(w) : w € d)?p} = sup o(my).

Uniqueness follows as any m € IQ[+ is the limit of an increasing family in M. O
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We can now give our technical result.

Lemma C.6. Let @ be a normal weight on M, let a € ny,, and define wg = WA (q) € MY, s0 wo(x) = @(a*xa)
for x € M. Then ¢(a*ma) = m(wy) for each m € M.

Proof. Recall that a*ma € M., is defined by (a*ma)(w) = m(awa”) for w € M. For x € M, as w
increases in d)?p (which is a directed set) we have that (awa”)(x) = w(a"™xa) T @(a*xa) = wp(x). By
linearity, (awa*)(x) — wo(x) for each x € M, and so the weak closure of C = {awa* : w € d)?p}
contains wy. As C is a convex set (because d)gp is) it follows that the norm closure of C contains wg. As
(awa®) is an increasing net, and as any m € M. is lower semi-continuous, m(wy) < liminf m(awa*) =
sup(a'ma)(w) = ¢(a*ma).

Asany w € d)?p satisfies w(x) < @(x) for x > 0, also awa*(x) = w(a*xa) < @(a*xa) = woy(x), so
that awa” < wp. Thus m(awa”) < m(wp) and taking the supremum shows that ¢(a*ma) < m(wy).
We hence have equality, as claimed. O

C.2 Slicing with weights

Let N, M be von Neumann algebras, let 1p be a weight on N, and define an operator-valued weight
P id: (N®M); — M., (where we identify M = 1®&M as a subalgebra of N®M) by

(W ®id)(x), w) = P((id ®w)(x)) (w e M}, x € (NEM),).

It is a routine check that this is an operator-valued weight. We see that x € nygiq exactly when there
is z € M* with
(z, w) = p((idow)(xx)  (weM).

Given a weight @ on M, we extend ¢ to T\7l+ as in Section C.1, and then we can make sense of
@ o (P ®id). This is one way to define the tensor product of weights. Alternatively, it is natural to
take the tensor products of the underlying Hilbert algebras: this is the approach of [38, Section VIIL.4]
and [37, Section 8]. It is perhaps surprising that it is not obvious that these two constructions give the
same result. Form CD?p and d)?p as in Section C.1. Then, for x € (N®M);,,

P(b®id)(x) = sup V(d®W)(x) = sup sup (1@ wW)(x) = sup P((T@id)(x)) = P(id®P)(x),

0 0 0 0
wed, wed, TE(D‘b Ted)w

where we define id ®p in the obvious way. Notice here we implicitly used the extension procedure
of Proposition C.5. Thus we have a natural symmetry, and furthermore, from [37, Proposition 8.3], it
immediately follows from this calculation that (p ® id) =P ® ¢.

We apply the construction of Section C to { ® id. So we consider L2(N®M) constructed from the
weight ¢ o (P ®id) = P ® @, which by construction means that L2(N®M) = L2(N, V) ® L2(M, @). The
self-dual completion of E?p siq 1S hence Bm(L2(M), L2(N) ® L2(M)). As the tensor product of weights
gives rise to the tensor product of the modular conjugations, the right action of M on L2(N) ® L2(M)
is just the action on the L?(M) factor.

For x € nygiq we hence obtain £: L2(M) — L*(N) ® L2(M). We'll write Aygid(x) for this map, by
analogy with the GNS construction. Then

Apeid(x): Ala) = A(x(1® a)) (x € nygid € N®M,a € n, CM).

It is easy to see that ny, ®© M C nygiq. So for a € ny, and x € ny, we have x ® 1 € nygiq and
Aysid(x ® 1)A(a) = A(x ® a), and so we clearly obtain all of L2(N) ® L>(M), compare Proposition C.1.

This construction is an analogue of the C*-algebraic construction in [24, Section 3], see in particular
Proposition 3.18 in that paper. Analogously, in our setting, we see that A giqa(yx) = T(Y)Apeia(x) for
X € Nygid, Y € N®M, and where 7 is the natural representation of N@M on L2(N) ® L2(M).

Lemma C.7. Let x € nygig. For &,m € L>(M) we have y = (id ®w¢ 1)(x") € ny,, and
(ApsidEA(C) ®1) = Y((id®we )X )c) (¢ € ny). (18)
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Proof. Firstly,
yy" = (id ®we,n)(x)(id ®wn,&)(x) = (id@we ) (x' (1 ® M)(nDx) < InlP(id @we)(x'x) € my,

so indeed y* € ny,.
Now let ¢ € ny, let a,b € ny, and set & = A(a),n = A(b), so

(AgsidCIEA) 81) = (A1 8 a)|A(c® b)) = (b ® 9)(1® a')x'(c @ b))
= o(a W ®id)(x(c ® 1)) = (Y ®id)(x*(c ® 1)), we )
= P((id @we )(x'(c ® 1)) = ((id ®we ) (x")c)-

By continuity, this holds for all &,7. O

D Weights on bounded operators

We consider weights on B8(H). As 8(H) is semi-finite, every weight is of the form Try, where h is a
positive operator on H, [38, Theorem VIII.3.14]. This is defined by

Tri(x) = lim Tr(ht*xhe®)  (x € B(H),),

where he = h(1+eh)~!. Aswe’llshortly see, Tr(hle/ thle/ 2) increasesas € | 0, so the limitexistsin [0, oo].
Furthermore, Try, is faithful if and only if h(&) # 0 for each 0 # & € D(h), see [38, Lemma VII.2.8].

In this section, we wish to explictly identify L?(Trn) with HS(H), the Hilbert-Schmidt operators
on H, and to explicitly describe nt, . We're not aware of a reference for such calculations, and as they
are central to our arguments, here we give the details.

We recall the spectral theory for self-adjoint, unbounded operators, see [32, Chapter 13] and [10,
Chapter X]; we follow the latter for notation.

By [10, Theorem X.4.7] given a spectral measure E on a measure space (X, Q), and given ¢: X — R
a measurable function, setting

Dy ={EeH: J |b]> dE¢ ¢ < oo},

there is a self-adjoint operator Ny, : Dy, — H satisfying

(ENgn) = j odEe,  (neDgEcH),

noting that ¢ € Dy, = ¢ € LY(|E¢ ). Furthermore, [[Ngn|* = Ilcl)l2 dE,,, forn € Dg. We have
that Nfb = Ng, that Ngy 2 Ny Ny, with D(N¢)NU)) = Dy, N Dgy, and that szN¢, = N|¢|2. Ifyis
bounded, then Ny, = NNy, = Ny, Nyg,.

The Spectral Theorem states that if T is self-adjoint, then there is a spectral measure on R such
that T = Ny where t: R — R is the identity, and that E is concentrated on o(T). In particular, letting
T be positive, E is a measure on [0, o). Then N;12N12 = N¢ = T which means in particular that for
& € D(T) we have & € D(T'/2) and T/2¢ € D(TV/?).

Returning to defining Try,, we define he = h(1 + eh)™! by the Spectral Theorem. Notice that the
function ¢p.: R = R;t — t/(1+et) has ¢p(0) = 0, sends (0, ) to (0, o), satisfies b (t) = 1/(1/t+€) <
1/e and lim_,o, ¢ (t) = 1/€, while for t fixed, ¢ (t) Ttase | 0.

As ¢ is bounded, he = h(1 + eh)™! = Ny, € B(H). As (de) is (pointwise) increasing as € | 0,
we see that (¢¢) increases, and so for x > 0 we have Tr(hY?xh!/?) = Tr(x!/2hx1/2) is increasing. In
particular, the limit used to define Try, exists.

Let ¢ € D(hl/Z) = D2 so ItdEglg < co. Then

Tr(ht2E)(EIRY?) = [hY2E|P = (E]heE) = J t(1+ ety dEg ;.
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As t(1+et)™ T tas e | 0, by the Dominated Convergence Theorem, lim g Tr(hle/ 2|£>(E,|h1€/ 2) =
(§]h&) = ||h1/2g]]%. By polarisation, for &, 1 € D(h!/2) we have Try,(n)(&]) = (h1/2E[h1/2n).

For the following, recall that D(h'/2x) = {& : x§ € D(h'/?)} and by saying that h1/2x is bounded,
we implicitly mean that D(h'/?x) is dense, with the closure of the operator being bounded.

Lemma D.1. For any x € B(H) we have that (x'h'/2)* = h'/2x. We have that x*h'/? is bounded if and only if
h!/2x is bounded, if and only if D(h'/?x) = H. As such, x*h'/?> € HS(H) if and only if h'/?x € HS(H).

Proof. For any x, we have that

G((xMY2)") = {(er, B) : (afx'm1/2E) = (BIE) (& € D(hV/2))}
={(a, B) : (xox, B) € G((W!/?)) = G(h!/2)}
= {(&, h'/?x&) : x& € D(hY/?)} = G(h!/?x),

in the middle step using that h'/? is self-adjoint. So always (x*h!/2)* = h!/2x, we see that h!/?x is
always closed, and x*h!/? is closable if and only if h!/?x is densely-defined.

If x*h!/2 is bounded, its adjoint h1/2x is bounded, and if h1/2x is bounded, it is everywhere defined
(as it’s always closed). If D(h'/2x) = H then h!/2x is closed and everywhere defined, so bounded
by the Closed Graph Theorem. Finally, if h'/?x is bounded, then x*h!/? is closable, with closure
(x*h172)* = (h!/2x)* which is bounded because h!/?x is. O

Proposition D.2. For x € B(H) the following are equivalent:
(1) x € ny,;

(2) for some (equivalently, any) orthonormal basis (en) we have that x*en, € D(h'/?) for each n, and
Y nln2xen|? < oo;

(3) xh'/2 is bounded, with extension to all of H giving an operator in HS(H).
In this case, Trn(x'x) = |[xh'/2|? s and so there is a unitary w: L*(Try) — HS(H) = H ® H satisfying
UAT, (x) = xh!/2,
12, /2

Proof. Let x € nyy,, so Tr(he ) T K < oo say. Hence (xh ) is a bounded family in HS(H), so for
any orthonormal basis (e,,) (this could be uncountable) we have

1/22 1/2 1/2 1/2_ « 1/2 «
> |xh?|Rs = Z Ixheenl? = Z (emxheen)? = Z (emh*xen)? = Y I *x el

n

Set & = Xx"en,so that by the Monotone Convergence Theorem,

e—0
K> (Enlhein) =) J t(l+et) T dEe, e, — ) J tdEe, e, = > [IN2E0]

Hence x*e,, € D(h!/?) for eachnand _,, |[h!/?x*e,||> < K, showing (2).

Now let (2) hold for x. Then e, € D(h'/2x*) for each n, so D(h!/2x*) is dense, and we have
h1/2x* € HS(H), so by the lemma, xh!/2 € HS(H) as well, showing (3).

Let x satisfy (3) so by the lemma again, also h'/?x* € HS(H), and D(h!/?x*) = H. Let (e) be an
orthonormal basis, and let € > 0. As x*e,, € D(h'/2) = {& : JtdEa,a < oo}, we have

e—0

(en|xhex‘en) = J (1 + te) dExee, xe, — | tdExee, xte, = ||h1/2x*en||2.

Summing over n gives lime_,o Tr(xhex*) = IhY2x*||qs < co. As Tr(xhex') = Tr(hl/ 2 xhl/ 2) this
shows that x € ny,. Notice that this also shows that Try,(x*x) = |[hY/?x*||us = ||xh!/ 2||Hg. The
existence of u now follows. O
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We henceforth identify the GNS space for Try, with HS(H). It is easy to see that the left action of
B(H) is as B(H) ® 1 on H® H = HS(H); that is, left multiplication of operators on HS(H).

To determine the modular operator for Try,, we wish to consider tensor products of densely-defined
operators, the theory of which is as expected, though proofs are perhaps unexpected technical, see
[33, Section 7.5]. Consider h'/2®@h~1/2T acting on H® H, or equivalently h'/2. h=1/2 acting on HS(H).
By definition, this is the closure of h'/2 @ h™1/2T acting on D(h!/?) ® D(h~1/2), or as h!/? and h™1/2 are
self-adjoint, this is the same as the adjoint of h'/2 @ h™1/2T,

Lemma D.3. Let T, S be densely defined and closable operators on Hi, Hp respectively. Then (T® S)*(T®S) =
TT®S'S.

Proof. Recall that T*T is densely defined and self-adjoint. For & € D(T*T),n € D(S*S), we have that
£{E®n € D(T)®D(S) and (T® S)(E®@M) = T(§) ® S(M). Then T(§) € D(T*),S(m) € D(S*) and as
(T®S) =T"®S*, [33, Proposition 7.26], we conclude that (T ® S)*(T® S)(§®n) = T*T(§) ® S*S(n). So
TTOSSC(T®S)(T®S) and hence T'T® S*S = (T'TO $*S)* 2 (T® S)(T ® S). Taking the adjoint
again shows T*T® $*S C (T ® S)*(T ® S), and so we have equality. |

Proposition D.4. For Try, with GNS construction HS(H), the modular operator is V.= h® h™' T and the
modular conjugationis J: HOH — H®H; £®1 > N®E,. Assuch, o™ (x) = hitxh~ it forallt € R, x € B(H).

Proof. Define V/2 = h'/2 @ h™1/27T, s0 by Lemma D.3, (V/2)? = (V1/2)*V!/2 = V, as we might hope.
Define | as in the statement, and notice that on HS(H), we have J(x) = x".
Let S be the adjoint operator, SATy, (x) = A1y, (X*) for x € ngy, N nfrrh, that is, xh'/2, h'/2x € HS(H),
by Lemma D.1. As a densely defined operator on HS(H), we see that S is the closure of xh!/2 - x*h1/2,
Let x € B(H) with xh!/2 and h'/?x € HS(H). We will show that (xh!/2, h1/2x) € G(V/2). Let
£ € D(h'2),n € D(h"?)s0[g)(n| = £&T € D(W/2Oh12T) with (W/20h 2 T)[g)(n| = [W!/2g)(h /.
Then

(In2e)(h 2nlxh! 2), g = (EXmI[!2x) 5 = (h2E[xh! 2R 2n) = (Eh!2m)
= (x'h!/2gm) — (E[n!/?xn) =0,

using that (x*h172y* = h12x. As D(h'/2 © h"1/27) is the span of such |&)(n|, this calculation shows
that (xh!/2, h1/2x) € G((h'/2 @ h™1/2T)*) = G(V/2). Further, as y = |£)(h~/2n| € HS(H) with yh!/2 =
|E)(M], h1/2x = [h1/2E)(h~1/2n|, we see that {x : xh!/2, h1/2x € HS(H)} is a core for V1/2,

Lety € D(S) with S(y) = z. Then there is a sequence (xn) in n, Nnp, with xnh!/2 — y,x: h1/2 —
z, equivalently, h!/2x, — z, convergence in HS(H). Then V1/2(xnh1/2) = W1/2x, — z* soy € D(V'/?)
with JV/2(y) = J(z*) = z. Hence S C JV/2. We showed above that n,, N ny,, isa core for V172, s0 we
have equality S = JV'/2, and so D(S) = D(V!/2). Obviously JV!/2] = V-1/2. The uniqueness claim of
[38, Lemma VI.1.5(vi)] shows that these properties are enough to characterise the modular operator
and conjugation.

As x € B(H) acts on H® H as x ® 1, the final claim now follows. O

We now see that B(H) = JB(H)]=1®B(H)as J(x* ®1)] = 1®x.

E Inverses of weights

In this section we study the operator-valued weight ¢~': B(H) — M’ for a weight ¢ on M. The
construction is due to Connes [8, Corollary 16], but see also [37, Corollary 12.12] and [38, Corol-
lary IX.4.25].

We recall some of the notation, following [8] and [37, Section 12] (see also [38, Section IX.3] but
be aware of differing conventions). Let M € B(H) be a von Neumann algebra (for now, we assume
nothing about H) and let ¢ be a weight on M. Denote by D(H, ¢) the set of £ € H such that there is
C > 0 with |[x&|| < C||A(x)|| for each x € n,. Then D(H, @) is dense in H, and for each & € D(H, ¢)
there is an operator R®(&): L2(¢) — H; A(x) > x&. For a € M’ € B(H) and & € D(H, @) we have that
a& € D(H, @) with R?(a&) = aR®(&). Notice also that yR?(§) = R®(&)y fory € M, & € D(H, ).
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Example E.1. Suppose H = 1%(¢), and let %4 = A(ne, N ) be the full left Hilbert algebra associated
with @; here we use the notation of [38, Section VI1.1]. For & € D(H, @) we see that ||x&|| < C||A(x)|| for each
X € ngNny,, and so & is right bounded in the sense of [38, Definition V1.1.6]. Conversely, let & be right bounded,
and let x € ng,. By the right Hilbert algerba version of [38, Theorem V1.1.26] there is a sequence (xn ) in ny NnY,
with A(xn) — A(x) and xn — x strongly. Hence |[xE|| = limy, [[xn &|| < limsup, C||A(xn)|| = Cl|A(X)]]
and so &, € D(H, @).

So D(H, @) = B’, and R®(§) = 7, (&) for each & € D(H, ). As B’ = B = A(ng) we see that
D(H, @) = {JA(a) : a € ny} and R?(JA(a)) = Ja].

Now let ¢ be a (normal, semifinite, maybe not faithful) weight on M” C B(H). We define the spatial
derivative dd /d @ to be the positive self-adjoint operator associated with the form q defined by D(H, ¢)
by q(&) = ¢(R¥(E)R?(E)*). For more about unbounded quadratic forms see [8], [33, Chapter 10]; we
like the presentation in [37, Section 7] and the appendix of that book. In particular, [37, Section 7.3]
shows that D(q) = {& € D(H, @) : q(£) < oo} is dense in H and is a core for (dd/dp)'/?; see also [38,
Theorem IX.3.8].

The equality of positive self-adjoint operators is very tricky, depending crucially on definition
domains: see for example the counter-example in [37, Section 6.6] which shows the existence of
positive self-adjoint operators S, T with D(S) € D(T) and ||S&|| = || TE|| for each & € D(S), and yet with
S#T.

Lemma E.2. Let S, T be closed densely defined operators on a Hilbert space H, and suppose that D C H is a
core for both S and T, and that ||SE|| = ||T&|| for & € D. Then $*S = T*T.

Proof. We first show that D(S) = D(T). Let & € D(T) so as D is a core, there is a sequence (&) in
D with &, — & and T&,, — T&. Then (T, ) is bounded, so by hypothesis, also (S&;) is bounded.
By passing to a subsequence if necessary, we may suppose that S&, — mn weakly, for some 1. Hence
(&,m) is in the weak closure of G(S), but G(S) is convex, so (&,1) is in the norm closure of G(S) which
is G(S) itself. In particular, & € D(S), and so D(T) € D(S). By symmetry, also D(S) € D(T) and we
have equality. Let Dy = D(S) = D(T).

By definition, we have that

EMeG(T) < M -&e{(xTa): e Do}

As (SE|SE) = (TE|TE) for & € Dy, by polarisation, also (S&|Sn) = (TE[Tn) for £,m € Dy. Thus (§,1) €
G(T*T) if and only if £ € D(T) and (T§,n) € G(T%), if and only if & € Dg and (axn) = (Tx|TE) = (Sx|SE)
for each o € Dy. We now see that this is the same as (§,1) € G(5*S) and so S*S = T'T as claimed. 0O

Theorem E.3. Let @ be a weight on M, and let H = 12(¢). We have that = *(|[JA(a)){JA(b)|) = Jab*] for
a,b € ng. Let @’ be the canonical weight on M’ C B(L(¢)) and set = ¢’ o @' a weight on B(H). Then
@ has density given by V1.

Proof. By [8, Corollary 16], we have that @1 (|E)(E]) = R®(E)R®(E)* for & € D(H, ¢). As observed in
Example E.1, D(H, @) = JA(ng). Thus for a € n, we have ¢ }([JA(@)){JA(a)]) = (Ja])(Ja])* = Jaa'],
and the first claim follows by polarisation.

In fact, ¢! is constructed so that ¢ = ¢’ o @' has density given by h = d¢’/d¢. We construct the
form g, noting that q(JA(a)) = ¢’(Jaa’]) = ¢(aa’) fora € ny. SoD(q) = {JA(a) : a € np N} = JA =
2’ is a core for h'/2 and by definition, IN2JA(a)|? = q(JA(a)) = @(aa®) = [|[A(a*)|? = IV-V2]JA(a)]| for

each a € ny Nny,. Now, D(V~1/2) = D? in the notation of [38, Lemma VI.1.5], and [38, Lemma VI.1.13]

shows that 2’ = D(q) is a core for F = JV~1/2 and hence is a core for V-1/2. Lemma E.2 now shows
that V-1 = h. O
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