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Abstract

We show that evergontinuougproduct system of correspondences ovenigal C*—algebra
occurs as the product system dftactly continuous g—semigroup.

1 Introduction

Eq,—Semigroups oB%(E), the algebra of all adjointable operators on a Hilbert mediwiover
aC*—algebraB, give rise to product systems of correspondences Bvéie first construction
of this sort is due to Arveson in his trailblazing pager [A#28 which marks the begin of the
modern theory of product systems. It took a whole seriouspéps (Arvesori[Arv89a, Arv90a,
Arv89L,[Arv90Db]) to show the converse statement, namedy, eliery product system of Hilbert
spaces Arveson systemin the sequel) arises as the product system oEgrsemigroup on
B(H) for a Hilbert spaceéH. For a long time there were no other proofs of this fact. Régen
Liebscher([Lie03] provided a fferent still very involved proof. In Skeidé [Ske0O6a] we found
a short and self-contained proof and shortly after ArveZom(06] presented yet another short
proof. In Skeidel[[SkeO6c] we showed that Arveson’s consibadn [Arv06] leads to a result
that is unitarily equivalent to a special case of the comsin in [Ske06R].

*This work is supported by research funds of University of iglband Italian MIUR.
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The first construction of a product system from Bg-semigroup on a generd?(E) is
done in Skeide [Ske02] under the assumption Ehats aunit vector! The general case for
nonunitalC*—algebras (that is, in particular, without unit vectorgjiscussed in Skeide [SkE04]
(based on the representation theonyB8{E) in Muhly, Skeide and Solel [MSSD6]).

It is the scope of these notes to prove the converse, evedupreystem comes from an
Eqo—semigroup, in the special case aintinuousproduct systems of correspondences over a
unital C*—algebra. The general case will be treated in Skeide [SReQ6bseveral places in
these notes (Remalk#.1, Sectldn 5) we will comment on wheatlifierences and additional
complications are (beginning with a whole bunch of techityaguite different variants). What
made us decide to publish the present case separately aredsans: Firstly, it allows a com-
plete solution of the problem. By this we mean that we havexgitete correspondence between
a suficiently interesting class dE;—semigroups on the one side and a handy class of product
systems on the other side. Secondly, the special propattoes for a particularly simple treat-
ment, immitating the construction in_[ArvD6]. (Anyway, weipt out in Sectiorl b that our
conditions are not that special. In fact, that part of theditbon that allows to apply Arveson’s
construction are fulfilled by every Arveson system.)

2 The product system of anEy—semigroup

By S we denote eithelNy = {0, 1, ...} (discretecase) oR, = [0, o) (continuous timecase).
Let E be a HilbertB—module. Suppose thdt = (9),; is an Ec—semigroupon B%(E). By
this we mean thaf is a semigroup of unital endomorphismisof B#(E). In these notes we
shall always assume that tli¢ are strict (that is, they are continuous for the strict topology
on bounded subsets &*(E) or, equivalently, already the action 6f(X(E)) of the compact
operatorsk(E) on E via 9 is nondegenerate).

As discussed in[SkeD4], using the results from [MSS06hwiteryd; (t > 0) we may asso-
ciate a correspondenég over$ and a unitary,: E© E; — E such that(a) = ¥{(a) := n(a®
id;)v;. Moreover, there are bilinear unitariag;: Es © E; — Es,; such that X-ys)z = X (ysz)
where, following Arveson’s convention, we denotg; := Us(Xs © ). PuttingEy, = B (the
trivial correspondence oveé) the familiesy; andus; extend to time O by the canonical iden-
itifications. In other words, the familg® = (E;),.; is aproduct systenin the sense of Bhat
and Skeide[IBS00, Definition 4.7]. If we wish to underline ebse of continuity or measur-
ability conditions, we sa¥® is analgebraicproduct system. Also, using the same notation

Xyt = Ut(X@ yt), thEUt fulfill (Xys)zt = X(yszt)

(11 Apparently, there is a construction of a product systents fEg—semigroups on typedfactors due to Alevras
in his thesis. But, still after several inquiries we do noténthis thesis available.
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We do not give details as we shall discuss belowfBet®nt construction in the special case
whenE has aunit vector ¢ (that is,(£€) = 1 so that, in particularg is unital). We shall say,
E is unital, if it admits a unit vector. We just mention that, actuallly, & may be viewed as
correspondences over trenge idealB¢e := span(E, E) of E. (For the right action this is trivial
as every HilbertB—module may be considered as a HildBg—module. For the left action it
means that already the action 8t on E is nondegenerate.) Furthermof together with
a family v; such that¥} gives backy; is determined up to isomorphism of product systems by
these properties. See [Ské04] for details. So, replagifgnd, therefore, als&g) with Be
we may assume th& is full, that is,8 = Be. In this case, the constructions give the correct
structures also for time 0. Also, &l are necessarily full. In general, for full product systEf
(that is, allE; are full) by aleft dilation of E® to a full Hilbert moduleE we shall understand a
family of unitariesv,: E@QE; — E that fulfill (Xys)z = X(ysz). (Note that, using associativityy
is bound to be the canonical identification. In [Ske06b] wk aiscuss a version that includes
also the nonfull case.) For every left dilation ttiedefine anEq,—semigroup orB%(E). So,
finding anEq—semigroup for a full product system is equivalent to findfedeation.

We will now discuss the construction from Skeide [Ske02] midgebraic product system
E® from anEg—semigroup? on B3(E) for unital E. (This is a direct generalization of Bhat’s
construction in[[Bhaf6] of an Arveson system from Bg-semigroup or3(H).) While in
Sectior B we will assume thatis strictly continuous(that is, for everya € B3(E) the func-
tiont — ¥(a) is strictly continuos) or, equivalently (because@llare contractive—maps),
strongly continuous. It is the unit vector which will allovg tas in Skeide [Ske0Bb], to define a
continuous structure o&®.

2.1 Remark. As long ask is full over a unitalC*—algebra (or slightly more weakly, as long as
Be is unital) the assumption of a unit vector is not criticaldéed, [Ske04, Lemma 2.2] asserts
that a finite direct sunk" of copies ofE has a unit vector. By inflation thig,—semigroup? on
gives rise to arEg—semigroup?” on B3(E") = M,(B?¥(E)) andd" is strictly continuous, if and
only if 9 is strictly continuous. It is not dlicult to show that} and9" have the same product
system. (This follows simply because a left dilatigrof E® to E gives rise to a left dilation
o E"© E; —» E" which induces?" and from the uniqueness of the product system.) In the
case wherBg is nonunital, so that it is meaningless to ask for a unit veat@ do not know
how to impose a continuos structure on the product sy&&mAnyway, the left dilation we
are going to construct from a continuous product systemhilto a unital Hilbert module, so
in our context it is perfectly admissible to restrict our swmlerations to left dilations to unital
Hilbert modules.

If £ € Eis aunit vector, we puUE; := %(££°)E. OnE; we define a left action aB by setting
bx := 9 (£bE)%. This left action is unital, so thd; is a correspondence ovéx It is easy to
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check that
XOyr — (X )y

defines an isometny;: E © E; — E. Surjectivity follows from strictness afy; see [Ske02,
Ske03Db] for details. Obviouslyl(a) = v(a ©id)v;. The restriction oy to Es© E; ¢ E 0 E;
defines a bilinear unitanys; ontoE,;. (Clearly,us; is into E,; and bilinear. Surjectivity follows
from 9s.(£€7)vr = vi(Fs(£€7) © id;).) We leave it as an exercise to check tBat:= (E;),.; with
theug; is a (full, of course) product system and the théorm a left dilation ofE® to E; see
again [Ske02, Ske0B8b] for details.

By [Ske02, Proposition 2.3] the product system does notrigp@ the choice of the unit
vector. Indeed, if is another unit vector, thef(£'£*) defines an isomorphism from the product
system constructed frognto the product system constructed frgm

We close this section on algebraic product systems with tresteuction from [[BSUO]
([BBLS04] for the general case) of d&—semigroup for a product system when this prod-
uct system has a unital unit. énit in a product systenk® = (E),.; of correspondences;
over a unitalC*—algebraB is a family&® = (&), of vectorst; € E; with & = 1 which compose
asélt = &t The unit isunital, if every & is a unit vector. (If a unit® is continuousin the
sense that the CP-semigrotlip= (T;),.. on B defined by setting(b) = (&, b&;) is uniformly
continuous, then this unit may be “normalized” to a unitait uvithin the product systerk®;
see Skeide and Liebschér[LS05, Example 4.2].)

We observe that a unital unit gives rise to an inductive sysbé isometric embeddings
&sOidy: Ey — EsO E; defined by settingd © idy) % = £sX.

2.2 Theorem [BBLSO04, Section 4.4].Let E denote the inductive limit oveg.BRAll & € E; are
imbedded to the same unit vector in E which we denot& Ipr every te S the factorization
Ust: Es® Ey — Esyt fOr s —» oo gives rise to a factorization: E © E; — E of the inductive
limit and theu, form a left dilation of E2 to E. Moreovergé, = £ so that the product system of
the B;—semigroup? on B?(E) defined by settingi(a) = vi(a© idy)v; is $(£€*)E = E; including
the correct product system structure.

3 Continuous product systems

We pass now to the continuous case. The following Definitiboomtinuous product system
is [Ske03b, Definition 7.1] except that we have removed $ha assumed unital. It is moti-
vated by the fact that every strictly continudigs-semigroup acting on the operators of a unital
Hilbert module fulfills these requirements.

3.1 Definition. Let E® = (E),;, be a product system of correspondences over-algebra
B with a family i = (if),., of isometric embeddings: E; — E into a Hilbert 8-moduleE.
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Denote by
CS(E®) = {x = (xt)td&: X € Ei,t = i is continuou}s

the set ofcontinuous sectionsf E® (with respect ta). We sayE® is continuous(with respect
toi), if the following conditions are satisfied.

1. For everyy; € E; we can find a continuous sectiare CS;(E®) such thatx = y;.

2. For every paix, y € CS;(E®) of continuous sections the function

(Sst) — is+t(Xs!/t)
is continuous.

We say two embeddingsandi’ have the sameontinuous structure if CS;(E®) = CS; (E®).

Roughly speakingE® is a Banach subbundle of the trivial Banach bunilex E that
contains enough continuous sections and the product systeicture respects continuity of
sections. Note also that by [Ske(3b, Proposition 7.9] G@mmil may be replaced by the
weaker condition that for evetye R, the set{x: x € CS/(E®)} is total inE;. (The proof does
not depend on that the definition here is slightly more gdnana presents a typical example of
dealing with continuous sections.) Note also that Condifianay be replaced with the weaker
condition that the functions(t) i~ (z is.(Xst)) is continuous for every € E and every pair
X,y € CS(E®). (The proof is very much analogue to that of the well-knoaatfthat on the
unitary group of a Hilbert space strong and weak topologpade.)

Observe that, in particular, for every € Es and every sectiox € CS;(E®) the functions
t > isit(ZsX) andt — iys(X%Zs) are continuous. (Simply choose a sectipae CS;(E®) with
ys = Zs and keeps constant.)

Before we investigate the continuous structure of the proslystem of a strictly continuous
Eq,—semigroup we illustrate how strong the condition to be icatus att = O is for a product
system.

3.2 Lemma. If 8 is unital, then a continuous product systerh & correspondences ové
contains a continuous sectiah e CS;(E®) that consists entirely of unit vectors and fulfills
lo = 1. In particular, every Econtains a unit vector (and, therefore, is full).

Proor. By assumptiofi-31L[1) there exists a continuous seatsurch thatxy = 1 € B = Ej. As
lisinvertible and the invertible elements form an open subis8, the elementp| := V(X %)
are invertible on an interval [@] for a suitables > 0. We puty; = X |x/|™ for t € [0, ] and
yi = %|x|* for t > &. Clearly, this defines a continuous sectian We define a section
¢ = ({t)ez, DY settingd; = yr_ney; wheren = [1] is the unique integer such thiat ne € [0, £).
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By construction alk; are unit vectors. Ag is continuous, the sectianis continuous for all
t ¢ Nge. If t = ng, then the left and right limit limit at are

im islies = i(yoyy) = Ty = it
0—+0

lim i sdis = eyl ) = il = i
6—+0

So/ is continuous.m

Now let E be a unital HilbertB—module and fix a unit vectaf € E. Suppose thaf =
(Dt)er, 1S @ strictly continuoug,—semigroup and dennote I8 its associated product system
constructed rong asE; := % (££°)E c E. PUtE := E and leti; denote the canonical embeddings
E; — E. Choosey; € E;. Thenxwith Xs := 9(£€%)y: is a continuous section such that= .
Moreover, ifx, y € CS;(E®) is a pair of continuous sections, then

(st) > isi(Xsyr) = h(XsE )yt

is, clearly, continuous.

So far, this has been explained in [Ske03b, Section 7]. Batmention that i’ € E is
another unit vector, then the isomorphigg¢’£*), clearly, sends continuous sections to contin-
uous sections. Therefore, the continuous structures gbrbeuct system constructed frafm
and of the product system constructed fré&ngoincide.

Without proof we state the following which improves on [SBEQTheorem 7.5] where the
unit £2 was required to be continuous.

3.3 Theorem. Let E® be a continuous product system anddetbe a unital unit in CHE®).
Then the B—semigroup? constructed fronE® by Theoreni_Z]2 is strictly continuous and the
continuous structure derived frothcoincides gives back the continuous structure @f E

The proof is the same as in [Ske03b] but there we were inetestly in continuous units.
The scope was rather to start with an algebraic productsyated a continuous unit, leading
to an Eg—semigroup by Theorein 2.2 which shows to be strictly comtirsu We wanted to
convince ourselves that the induced continuous structee dot depend on the unit as long as
the units are dficiently contionuousvith respect to eachother

Of course, also Theorem™B.3 shows that the continuous steugiduced by a unital unit
does not depend on the choice. It is interesting to note sbefr, we do not know whether the
inductive limits contructed from élierent units are isomorphic. In fact, we strongly suspedt tha
they need not be isomorphic.

Finally, we mention that the continuous structure of a pobdiystem associated with a
strictly continuousEg,—semigroup may equally well be expressed in terms of thedi&ftion
that gives back thé&y,—semigroup. In fact, the canonical embeddlBg= ¥(£€*) — E is

nothing buts (€ ©idy) : X - 1:(€ O %) = EX.



4 The construction

4.1 Remark. The basic idea of Skeide [Ske06a] (which we describe imnelgifor modules)
to find a left dilation of a product systelf = (E;),;, was to start with a left dilation of the
discrete subsyste(k:),., to a Hilbert moduléE, that is, with a family of unitaries,” EQE, —

E that fulfill the necessary associativity conditions. We But E ® fol E. da. The following
identifications

. 1 . 1+t
EoE = E@(f E(,da)@Et = E@f E, da
0 t

1 t—n
(E@ Enef E(,da/)EB(E@EnJ,l@f E(,da)
t-n 0
. 1 . t—n
(E@f E(,da)@(EQf E(,da/) = E (4.1)
t-n 0

suggest, then, a family of unitaries E © E; — E. The slightly tedious thing i [Ske0O6a] was
to show associativity, that, is that theform a dilation toE. But, by that method whenever
we are able to dilate the discrete subsysté&),,,, of E® we are also able to dilate the whole
product systent®.

Existence of the dilation of the discrete subsystem watesatt [Ske04, Theorem 6.6] for
full correspondences over a unital—algebra and in’ [SkeD4, main theorem] for strongly full
von Neumann correspondences. Here, for continuous pragiatgms of full correspondences
over a unitalC*—algebra, the situation is even better. By LenimaE.2ontains a unit vector
1. We do not know whetheE® has a unital unit. (In this case, the whole construction & th
remainder would be superfluous, as we could simply apply fémef2Z2.) But, at least the
discrete subsystefi,),,;, has a unital unit, namely = (&), With &, := £7. So, Theorem
[Z2 provides us with a dilation at least of the discrete sstesy we can use as input for the
construction as indicated ih{4.1).

It is this case, fixing a unit vectak € E;, which was by treated by Arveson [Arv06] in a
different way. Roughly speaking, as explained in [Ske06c], tmstcuction of [Arv06] can be
interpreted as exchanging ih= E@fol E, de the construction of the inductive limit (givinig)
and the direct integral, and giving a very concrete intdgtien of the elements of the inductive
limit over E, © fol E,da = fnm E. da in terms of sections of the product system with a handy
equivalence relation. As we do have unit vectors, we folloevdame construction here.

IR

IR

Now we start with the construction. But, before we can resathrt we have to say a few
words about the direct integrals.HP is a continuous product system with continuous structure
defined by the family of embeddings;: E; — E, then every section = (X)ep, I E® gives
rise to a functiort - x(t) i= i with values inE. Let0 < a < b < co. By ['E,da
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we understand the norm closure of the pre-Hilbert moduledbasists of continuous sections
x € CS(E®) restricted to §, b) with inner product

b b
X Piay = f (or ) da = f (X(@). y(a)) de

Note that all continuous sections are bounded on the comptetal [a, b] and, therefore,
square integrable. As by Lemmal3.2 there is a continuouseaftunit vectors, aIS(fab E, da
contains a unit vector.

4.2 Proposition. fa P E, da contains the spac®,,, of restrictions to[a, b) of those sections x
for which t— x(t) is right continuous with finite jumps (this implies that thexists a left limit)
in finitely many points and bounded fm b), as a pre-Hilbert submodule.

Proor. It is suficient to observe that we may construct a right continuousaeaevith left
limit in each point which has a determined jump in one spegpifimt, r say, and is continuous
otherwise on4, b)\{r}. Simply choose a continuous section that assumeshat jumpsize and
multiply it by a sequence of continuous functions thatapproximates the indicator function
of [r, b). Then the limit of this sequence has the desired properdiig up a finite number of
such functions we produce a function that has exactly thegamps ax, so that the dference
is continuous and, therefore, Kyap).

Of course, the inner product is definite on right continuaugfions, that isR;,, is indeed
a pre-Hilbert module. (This would fail, if we considered theerval [a,b].) =

Let S denote the righB—module of all sections = (x),.z, of E°® which arelocally R, that
is, for every 0< a < b < oo the restriction ofx to [a, b) is in R(ap), and which arestablewith
respect to the unit vectdy € E;, that is, there exists am, > 0 such that

Xa+l = §1Xa
for all @ > @g. By N we denote the subspace of all section§ which are eventually 0, that
is, of all sectionsx € § for which there exists ang > 0 such thatx, = O foralla > ag. A
straightforward verification shows that

m+1
oy = Im [ ).l d

m

defines a semiinner product 8rand thatx, x) = 0 if and only if x € N. Actually, we have

T+1
Xy = f (X(@). y(@)) dar

for all sufficiently largeT > 0; seellArv06, Lemma 2.1]. S8/N becomes a pre-Hilbert module
with inner productx + N,y + N) := (X,y). By E we denote its completion. (By arguments
similar to those in[[Ske06c], the here, indeed, is canonically isomorphic to thdiscussed in
Remark41.)



4.3 Proposition. For every section x and eveay > 0 define the section'kas

0 0 a < ag
a =
{Xe-n @ € [ag+ N, a0+ N+1),n€Ng.

If X is in CS(E®), then X0 isin 8. Moreover, the sex* + N: x € CS{(E®), ap > 0} is a dense
submodule of E.

Proor. Of coursex® is in § whenevelx is continuous. So, lej be a section ir$ and choose
ap such thaty,,1 = {1y, for everya > ao. Then,y = y*© modXN. Now, if x, is a sequence
of continuous sections that approximagen R, .+1), thenxa® approximateg® in S/N. That
is, the set is dense iB. Of course, the set of sections of the foxfi is invariant under right
multiplication and moduléN also under additionm

Note that for the continuous sectigrof unit vectors from LemmB3.2 also the secti®ris
continuous. (This follows just as in the proof of Lemma 3.%&vmwith ¢ = 1.)

4.4 Corollary. ¢ :=¢°+ N is a unit vector in E.

4.5 Remark. Observe also thaf} = &, = ({9)". So? interpolates the uni® of the discrete
subsystem in Remafk3.1.

After these preparations it is completely plain to see thaeferyt € R, the mapx e y; —
Xy, Where

X(l—tyt a > t’
0 else

(th)(z =

defines an isometny: E © E; — E, and that these isometries iterate associatively.

So far we discussed that part of the construction that is idiate, once the idea of the
module of stable sections and its inner product are undmtsithe remaining work, surjectivity
of the v, continuity of theE,—semigroup and compatibility of the continuous structursirsg
from thatEq—semigroup with the original one, require a certain ammofitéchnical work and
cover the remainder of this section.

4.6 Proposition. Eachuy is surjective.

Proor. By Propositiof 413 it is dficient to approximate every section of the foxtt with
X € CS|(E®), a9 = 0 in the (semi-)inner product & by finite sums of sections of the form

yz fory € 8,z € E;. As what the section does on the finite intervalt)ds not important for
the inner product, we may even assume that t. And as in the proof of Propositidn 4.3 the

9



approximation can be done by approximatang R, «,+1) and then extending the restriction to
[ao, ap + 1) stably to the whole axis.

So letag > t and letx be a continuous section. We will approximate the continusugection
a — X, uniformly on the compact intervak}, ao + 1] (and, therefore, ih?) by finite sums over
sections of the forna — y,_z. Chooses > 0. For even € [ag, ap + 1] choose? € N, yﬁ €
Es.Z € E such thatlxs — X5, {Z)ll < 4. Choose continuous sectiog$ = ((7})..)
CSi(E®) such that L((ﬁ)ﬁ_t = yﬁ For everyp chose the maximal intervé} c [ao, ap + 1] such
that||x, — S, ()e1Z ]l < & for all @ € 15. Of course]; containgg and is open indo, o + 1],
because it is the inverse image of an open set under a consifunction. In other words, the
I; form an open cover of the compact seg.[ao + 1] so that we may choose a finite subcover
determined, say, bynvaluesss, . . ., Bm € [ao, ao + 1]. By taking away from s everything that
is already contained iy, U... U4 ,, we define a finite partitioh of [ao, o + 1]. Taking away
the pointag+ 1 and adjusting the endpoints of theuitably, we may assume that hlare right
open. Denote by; the indicator function of;. Then, restriction of the piecewise continuous

S

acRy

section
0 a<t
a — m ‘ |
Z Z(ﬁl)a—tzﬁl Ii(@) a>t
i=1 k=1

to [@o, g + 1) IS INR[4,.00+1) @ND @pproximates — z, uniformly on [, ap + 1) up toe. m

So, thew, form a dilation ofE® to E. To show that the associatég—semigroup is continu-
ous, we show first that the dilationésntinuousin the following sense.

4.7 Proposition. For every x e E and every continuous sectighe CS;(E®) the function
t — Xy is continuous.

Proor. Asy is bounded locally uniformly, it is gticient to show the statement for alfrom a
dense subset d&. So suppose that (moduloN) is given by a section i§ of the formz* for
z e CS(E®) andag > 0. To calculaté|z*y, — 2*°y4|| we have to integrate overthe values of
|Z"(,‘ltyt - Z,“;isys|2 for a in any unit interval such that — t anda — sare not smaller thamg. So

d+1
Y| Y 2
2oy, — 2oy = fd |20 — 25w da (4.2)

for all d > ag. The function &, t) — z,y; is uniformly continuous on each interval{+ n, ag +
n+ 1) x [a b] and it is bounded on evei, x [a, b]. We fix at, we choose a (dficiently big)
d such thah = d + t — ag is an integer and we choose= (0, 3). Then in

'0

d+e d+1-¢ d+1 2
0
] v+sYt — 2§+tyS| da

IZ’Oyt - Z(Yo!/s|2 = [ d

d+e + d+1-¢
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the first and the last integral are boundedsbymes a constant which is independent ©&a
(t- %,t + %). For suchs, in the middle integral botlkr — t anda — s are in the same interval
[@o + N, + N+ 1), so that bottg)} iy and Z)%,ys depend uniformly continuously om and
se (t—e,t+¢). In particular, ifsis suficiently close td, then bothz,5 .y andz)’,ys are close to
their common limitz}°,y; uniformly in «. It follows that the middle integral goes to 0 fer- t.
Sending als@ — 0, we see that the left dilation is continuous.

Propositiod.4J7 is more than what we actually need for caiitijrof the E,—semigroup, but
it shows that we have also a reasonable notion of continwgtdilation.

4.8 Corollary. The B—semigroup?” is strictly continuous.

Proor. This is a more elaborate version of the proof(of [BS00, Theroi0.2] and a couple of
similar results about continuity d,—semigroups we contructed in [SkéD1, Ske03b, BBI.S04].
We must show that for everye B#(E) and everyx € E the functiont — J{(a)x is continuous.
As usual with semigroups, it is fiicient to show continuity at = 0. Let/ be the continuous
section of unit vectors from LemnilaB.2 and recall tat 1. In particular, for every € E by
Propositio4]d.(X © ;) = X, converges txl = x for e — 0. Thus, taking also into account
thatv(a©idy) = 97(a)v;, we find that

ax—y(a)x = (ax—v(axo ) + (F:(@)v-(x © £;) - 9:(a)X)
= (ax—(ax)d;) + 7:(a) (X — X)

is small fore suficiently small. m

By Corollay[Z4E has a unit vectog£. The only thing that remains to be shown is that the
continuous structure induced 8y and¢ is the same as the original one.

4.9 Proposition. A section x is in C&E®), if and only if t— 9{(££*)% = £X is continuous.

Proor. The forward implication is clear from Propositibn}.7. Hoe backward implication we
conclude indirectly. Ifx is not locally uniformly bounded, then neithertis—> £x;, thus, this
function cannot be continuous. So, we may assumextiglocally uniformly bounded. Let us
calculatdéx, — £x4° as in [Z2). We find

d+1
E% — Exg = f EaroX = Enuxd? da,
d

now for arbitraryd > O because forrg we may choose 0. I£ is small, thens,,; is close to
&, t-s&s uniformly in @ andé € [0, €] and locally uniformly int. So, fors € [t — ¢, t] the integral
is close to

d+1 d+1
2 2 2
f EarsXe = EarsEeXsl” da = f X — &:Xs|” dar = [X — E:Xf
d d
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locally uniformly int. The functione — i.,.s(é:Xs) IS continuous. So, ik is small, then
i.+s(E:Xs) IS close tox(s). Thus, ife is suficiently small, thengx, — £x4? is close tax(t) — x(s)|.
We conlude that if — x(t) is not continuous, then neithertis-> £x. m

We summarize.

4.10 Theorem. Every continuous product system of correspondences oveaita G*—algebra
is the continuous product system associated with a stracthtinuous B—semigroup that acts
on the algebra of all adjointable operators on a unital Hitbenodule.

5 Concluding remarks

In these notes we discussed the simplest case of the relagioveen product systems and
Eo—semigroups for Hilbert modules. From evextyictly continuous E-semigroup acting on
the algebra of all adjointable operators onratal Hilbert module (or, more generally, on a full
Hilbert module over a unitaC*—algebra; see RemdrkP.1) we obtaiccmtinuougproduct sys-
tem of correspondences oveuaital C*—algebra and by Theordm 4110 every such product sys-
tem arises in that way. A fierent question is in how product systems clasBifysemigroup$?

By Lemmal3:2 the members in every continuous product sysfesoreespondences over
a unitalC*—algebra have unit vectors. This allowed to adopt Arvespaist of view for the
Hilbert space version ir_[Arv06] also for modules. In all ethversions we shall discuss in
[Ske06b] (so far) we do not know about existence of unit vecio the involved product sys-
temst®! Appart from a measurable version of the present notes (dea)p¢hese versions are:
1.) Algebraic product systems of full correspondences avnital C*—algebra or of strongly
full von Neumann correspondences. (Here the direct integridl be with respect to the count-
ing measure and, therefore, the contrudigdsemigroup will not be continuous.) 2.) Strongly
continuous (or measurable) product systems of stronglywbr Neumann correspondences.
For all these versions we have to stick to the results_in_[gkaBout existence of left dila-
tions of the discrete subsystem and pass through the matigng as indicated if(4.1) in full
generality*l

lif the Eo—semigroups act on the sarfé(E), then we obtain the usual classification up to cocycle agagy;
see [Ske02, Theorem 2.4]. If twBp—semigroups act on two strictly isomorpHié(E), so that the two Hilbert
modules ardViorita equivalentthen theEg—semigroups are cocycle conjugate, if and only if their piddystems
are Morita equivalent by the same Morita equivalence;[sked%, Proposition 4.7]. However, itis easy to construct

example ofEg—semigroups that act on nonisomorpB&(E), but have the same product systems.
BIFull discrete product systems, for instance, need not haitevectors, not even in the case of von Neumann

correspondences; sée [Ske04, Examples 2.1 and 9.5].
[“lWe should emphasize that the complications in ProposiBiga$Z4.3 and, in particular, surjectivity of the

in Propositio 216 (assuring that the endomorphistnare unital) are not due to the construction[in[Arv06] but

12



As it is our definition of continuous product system that ledunit vectors, the reader
might object that this definition is too restrictive. The mamportant it is to underline that the
relevant part of the definition is, actually, less restvietihan Arveson’s. Namely, what we need
in order to show existence of unit vectors in the proof of LemliBR2 is only Property({1) of
Definition[3. An Arveson system, appart from its structof@n algebraic product system,
is @ measurable bundle of Hilbert spa¢tst > 0 isomorphic to the trivial bundle (60) x Hg
for an infinite-dimensional separable Hilbert spatie But this bundle is also continuous, and
adding a one-dimensional subspaceHgfat timet = 0 does not change this. Property (1) is
weaker, as we do not require that the injections > 0 are surjective. The only fierence
is that Arveson requires (more or less) that products of oraéde sections are measurable,
while we require that products of continuous sections argigoous. In fact, the measurable
version we will treat in[[Ske06a] will simply replace the dition about continuity of products
of continuous sections by measurability. Propdry (1) iesianchanged!

As far as von Neumann versions are concerned, for a nogaemigroup? the family
of projectiond,(££*) will no longer be strictly continuous but only strongly ¢orous (in the
strong topology of von Neumann modules). Consequentlyrapé&ty [1) continuous sections
will be replaced by strongly continuous sections. But thenarguments in the proof of Lemma
3.2 that led to unit vectors do no longer work. (The invedsbhre not open for the strong
topology.)

As far as measurability is concerned we would like to say thgBke06a] we reduced
the problem to measurability of a certain unitary group.i§Tih much easier to treat than the
continuity problem of a prope£y,—semigroup by applying the standard result [HP57, Theorem
10.2.3] of Hille and Phillips. See, for instance, the probf&rv89a, Proposition 2.5(i)].) This
procedure, which we explain very briefly, works also for miegu The basis is to contruct not
only a left dilation of the product system but alsoght dilation, that is, a Hilbert spac with
a faithful nondegenerate representatio®aind a family of left linear unitaries,: E;0H — H
iterating associatively. Than := (v,0idy)(ide ©w;) defines a unitary group acting on the Hilbert
spaceE © H, which gives bacld as the restriction of the automorphism semigraueu;,t > 0
to B3(E) 0 idy ¢ B(E @ H).Bl As for left dilations, for existence of a right dilation weatk
a right dilation of the discrete subsystemf. For C*—correspondences this is the result of
Hirshberg [Hir05], while for von Neumann correspondentes is our result[Ske04, Theorem

because the case of Hilbert modules is technically corslidgmore involved. (Also in a proof based dnj4.1)
we have to face similar problems in showing that the threeespondenceg; © fab E.da and faT E,da and
(f: E. da) © E; are isomorphic in the obvious way.) The proofinJAr/06] foetanalogue of Propositi@n%.6 for

Hilbert spaces is much simpler.
BIThe fact that this semigroup is nontrivial shows that thengletsxy, © zandx © yzin E @ H, in general, are

different. So, the extension of the product to elements in theespaf the left and the right dilation is no longer
associative.
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7.6]. In both cases the membétsof the product system must have faithful left actiorf)fso
generality is slightly reduced.

Last but not least, we mention that, actually, Arveson [Aj@onstructed a right dilation of
the product system, while in [Ske06a] we constructed a i&ftidn. For Hilbert spaces there is
no problem in switching from left to a right dilation simply Ibeversiong in all tensor products
the order of the factors. (In fact, this is what we did(in [S&€Pin order to compare [Arv06]
with [Ske06a].) Nothing like this is possible for module® ¢ E; has no meaning. And also
the stability condition for sectio®,,1 = {1X,, written in the reverse ordeq,,; = X, would
produce nonsense for the definition of the semiinner proaluét) This, clearly, underlines that
the “correct” product system associated withEgrsemigroup is the one that is connected with
the Eg—semigroup by a left dilation, not by a right dilation. In faa right dilation gives rise to
anondegenerate representatigiix,) : h — x:h of the product system, and this is what Arveson
constructed. Such a representation gives rise t&asemigroup on the von Neumann algebra
BPI(H). Only in the von Neumann case, this algebra may be suitabdypreted as algebra of
operators on a von Neumann module, but a von Neumann modett¢feycommutant aB. In
this case, the product system may be recovered as a familieofwiner spaces. This is part of a
far reaching duality between a von Neumann correspondeartgsacommutant we introduced
in [Ske034a]. (This relation is explained in_ [Ské04, Secti@dnand 8] and in [Ske06d].) In the
C*—case, thig€g—semigroup does not give back uniquely the product systemvliach we give
a right dilation! Therefore, in th€*—case only th&y,—semigroups coming by left dilations and
not theE,—semigroup coming by nongegenerate representationss thatright dilations, have
a “good” relationship to product systems.
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