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STRUCTURE OF BLOCK QUANTUM DYNAMICAL SEMIGROUPS
AND THEIR PRODUCT SYSTEMS

B.V. RAJARAMA BHAT AND VIJAYA KUMAR U.

ABSTRACT. W. Paschke’s version of Stinespring’s theorem associates a Hilbert C*-module
along with a generating vector to every completely positive map. Building on this, to
every quantum dynamical semigroup (QDS) on a C*-algebra A one may associate an
inclusion system E = (E:) of Hilbert .A-A-modules with a generating unit & = (&).
Suppose B is a von Neumann algebra, consider M2(5), the von Neumann algebra of
1
zz* i%) , is a QDS
on Mz (B) which acts block-wise and let (Fj}):>o be the inclusion system associated to
the diagonal QDS (¢});>0 with the generating unit (£)s>0,4 = 1,2. It is shown that
there is a contractive (bilinear) morphism T = (T;)¢>0 from (Ef)i>0 to (Ef)i>o such
that v (a) = (&, Tya&t) for all a € B. We also prove that any contractive morphism
between inclusion systems of von Neumann B-B-modules can be lifted as a morphism
between the product systems generated by them. We observe that the Fy-dilation of a
block quantum Markov semigroup (QMS) on a unital C*-algebra is again a semigroup
of block maps.

2 x 2 matrices with entries from B. Suppose (®¢);>0 with ®, = (

1. INTRODUCTION

It is well-known that a block matrix él* g) of operators on a direct sum of Hilbert

spaces (H @ K) is positive if and only if A, D are positive and there exists a contraction
K : K — H such that B = A2 KD2. This says that the positivity of a block matrix
is determined up to a contraction by the positive diagonals. We want to look at the
structure of block completely positive (CP) maps, that is, completely positive maps which
send 2 x 2 block operators as above to 2 x 2 block operators. Such maps have already
appeared in many different contexts. For example, Paulsen uses the block CP maps
in [I4] to prove that every completely polynomially bounded operator is similar to a
contraction. The structure of completely bounded (CB) maps are understood using the
2 x 2— block CP maps (See [14, I8, 20],[I3, Chap. 8]. The usual way to study the
structure of CP maps into B(H) is via Stinespring dilation theorem ([19]), which says
that if ¢ : A — B(H) is a CP map then there is a triple (K, m, V) of a Hilbert space
K, a representation 7 : A — B(K) and a bounded operator V' € B(H,K) such that
¢(a) =V*r(a)V foralla € A. If & = <i}k ;/}2) : Mo (A) — Mo(B(H)) is a block CP map,
then the diagonals ¢;,7 = 1,2 are also CP maps on A. Also the Stinespring representation
of ® gives us natural Stinespring representations for ¢; by the appropriate compressions.
In [18, Cor. 2.7], Paulsen and Suen proved that: if ® = <$* :ﬁ) : My(A) — My (B(H))
is CP and if ¢ has the minimal Stinespring representation (I, 7, V') then there exists a
contraction T' € 7(A)’ such that ¢ (-) = V*m(-)TV. These results show the importance of
studying block CP maps. In this article, we want to study one parameter semigroups of
block CP maps.

To begin with, the Stinespring’s theorem approach is not so convenient to study com-
positions of CP maps between general C*-algebras. In [I2] Paschke proved a structure
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theorem for CP maps between C*-algebras, which is a generalization of Stinespring theo-
rem, we call it as GNS-construction for CP maps, in view of its close connection with the
familiar GNS-construction for positive linear functionals on C*-algebras. This theorem
says that given a CP map ¢ : A — B there is a pair (F, &) of a Hilbert A-B-module E (see
below for definitions) and a cyclic vector £ in E such that ¢(a) = (£, a€) for all a € A. The
advantage of GNS-construction is that we can write the GNS-construction of the composi-
tion of two CP maps as a submodule of the tensor product of their GNS-constructions (See
Observation [ZI0). Employing this scheme we can associate an inclusion system (synony-
mous with subproduct system) (F;) of Hilbert B-B-modules with a generating unit (&) to
any one parameter semigroup of unital completely positive maps on B. It may be recalled
that semigroups of unital completely positive maps on a C*-algebra are known as quan-
tum Markov semigroups (QMS) and semigroups of unital endomorphisms are known as
Ep-semigroups. In [4] Bhat proved that any QMS on B(H) admits a unique Ey-dilation,
and in [5], extended the result to QMS to unital C*-subalgebras of B(#). Later in [§]
Bhat and Skeide constructed the FEy-dilation for arbitrary quantum Markov semigroups
(QMS) on abstract unital C*-algebras, using the technology of Hilbert C*-modules. Here
one sees for the first time subproduct systems and product systems of Hilbert C*-modules.
Muhly and Solel [I1] took a dual approach to achieve this, where they have called these
Hilbert C*-modules as C*-correspondences.

While studying units of Ey-semigroups of B(H) Powers was led into considering block
CP semigroups (See [15] and [7], [17]). In [6], Bhat and Mukherjee proved a structure
theorem for block QMS on B(H @ K). The main point is that when we have a block QMS,
there is a contractive morphism between inclusion systems of diagonal CP semigroups.
Moreover, this morphism lifts to associated product systems. The main goal of this paper is
to explore the structure of block quantum dynamical semigroups on general von Neumann
algebras. The extension of the theory from B(H) case is not straight forward for the
following reason. In the case of B(H), we need only consider product systems of Hilbert
spaces, where as now we need to deal with both product systems of Hilbert B-modules
and also product systems of Hilbert-My(B) modules (See Theorem B.3]) and their inter-
dependences. But a careful analysis of these modules does lead us to a morphism between
inclusion systems as in the B(H) case and this morphism can also be lifted to a morphism
at the level of associated product systems (Theorem [5.5). At various steps we consider
adjoints of maps between our modules and so it is convenient to have von Neumann
modules. The picture is unclear for Hilbert C*-modules.

In Section 2, we recall the preliminaries. In Section [3l we prove a structure theorem for
block CP maps from M3(A) to M(B) when B is a von Neumann algebra also we give an
example to indicate that we can not replace B by arbitrary C*-algebras. We extend this
result to semigroups of block CP maps on My (B) in Section [l In Section 2] we show
that the Fy-dilation of a block QMS is again block semigroup. In the final section we prove
that any morphism between inclusion systems of von Neumann B-B-modules can be lifted
as a morphism between the product systems generated by them. Throughout T denotes
the set of all non-negative real numbers R, or the set of all non-negative integers Z. .
For a linear map v : A — B between C*-algebras, we define the linear map ¢v* : A — B
by ¢¥*(a) = ¢¥(a*)* for a € A. Subproduct systems and inclusion systems are synonyms.
The word ‘subproduct systems’ seems to be better established now. Since we are mostly
following the ideas and notations of [6], we will continue to call these objects as inclusion
Systems.

2. PRELIMINARIES

For the basic theory about Hilbert C*-modules we refer to [9, 8, 3, 12}, [16]. Here we recall
only the most required definitions and results about Hilbert C*-modules. A Hilbert B-
module F is a right B-module with a B-valued inner product which is complete in the norm
given by ||z|| = /|[{x,x)|| for z € E. If we have just semi inner product on a B-module
E, then using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality (x,y)(y,x) < |[{(y, y)||{(z,z), we can see that
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N ={x € E: (z,z) = 0} is a B-submodule. Now E/N is a B-module with the natural
inner product. A Hilbert A-B-module F is a Hilbert B-module with a nondegenerate action
of A on E. We denote by B(E, F) the set of all adjointable B-linear maps from E to F
and we write B4(E) for B*(E, F). When E and F are Hilbert A-B-modules, we denote
the set of all bilinear (two-sided) maps from E to F by BY(E, F).

Definition 2.1. Let F be a Hilbert A-B-module and F' be a Hilbert B-C-module. Then
(x®y, 2’ ®y')y = (y, (z,2')y’) defines a semi inner product on (the algebraic tensor product)
E ® F with the natural right C-action. Let N = {w € E® F : (w,w) = 0}. The interior
tensor product of E and F is defined as the completion of E ® F/N and it is denoted by
EoF.

Observe that £ ® F in previous definition is a Hilbert A-C-module with the natural
left action of A. We denote the equivalence class of x ® y in E ® F by  ® y. It may be
noted that for b € B, xb ®y = = ® by. Let E, E' be Hilbert A-B-modules and F, F’ be
Hilbert B-C-modules. If T : E — E’ and S : F — F’ are bounded bilinear maps then,
T®S:E®F — E'®F is abounded bilinear map defined by (T'® S)(x ©y) =Tz ® Sy
forx € B,y € F.

Let A and B be C*-algebras and let G be a Hilbert space on which B is represented
nondegenerately (G can be viewed as a Hilbert B-C-module). Let E be a Hilbert A-B-
module. Consider the tensor product H = E ® G, which is a Hilbert A-C-module. That
is, H is a Hilbert space with a representation p : A — B(H). We refer p as the Stinespring
representation of A associated with E and G (see Observation below). For z € E let
L, : G — H be defined by L,(g) = x ® g, then L, € B(G,H) with L% : 2/ ® g — (z,2')g.
Define n : E — B(G,H) by n(x) = L,. Then we have L;L, = (x,y) € B C B(G), hence, if
the representation of B on G is faithful then so is 7. Also we have Ly, = p(a)L.b so that
we may identify E as a concrete A-B-submodule of B(G,H). The map 7 is referred as the
Stinespring representation of E (associated with G).

In particular, if B is a von Neumann algebra on a Hilbert space G, we always consider
E as a concrete subset of B(G,E ® G).

Definition 2.2. Let B be a von Neumann algebra on a Hilbert space G. A Hilbert B-
module E is said to be a von Neumann B-module if E is strongly closed in B(G,E ©
G). Further if, A is a von Neumann algebra, a von Neumann B-module F is said to
be von Neumann A-B-module if it is a Hilbert A-B-module such that the Stinespring
representation p : A — B(E ® G) is normal.

Remark 2.3. Let A be a C*-algebra and let B be a von Neumann algebra on a Hilbert
space G. Let E be a Hilbert A-B-module. Then E can be completed in strong operator
topology to get, E° which is a Hilbert A-B-module and is a von Neumann B-module. Here
the left action by .4 need not be normal.

Remark 2.4. If F is a von Neumann B-module, then B*(F) is a von Neumann subalgebra
of B(E ®G). von Neumann modules are self-dual and hence any bounded right linear map
between von Neumann module is adjointable. If F' is a von Neumann submodule of F,
then there exists a projection p (p = p?> = P*) in B*(E) onto F, that is, p(F) = F and E
decomposes as E = F @ F-.

Let A and B be unital C*-algebras and let ¢ : A — B be a CP map. Consider the
algebraic tensor product A ® B. For a,a’ € A,b,b € B define (a ® b,a’ @ b') = b*¢p(a*a’)d.
Then (-,-) is a semi inner product on A ® B. Let Nagp = {w € A® B : (w,w) = 0}.
Let E be the completion of A ® B/N455. Then E is a Hilbert A-B-module in a natural
way. Let £ = 1® 1+ Nygg, then we have ¢(a) = (&, a&). Moreover, £ is cyclic (i.e.,
E = span(A¢EB)). The pair (E,€) is called the GNS-construction of ¢ and E is called the
GNS-module for ¢. Obviously, ¢ is unital if and only if (£, §) = 1.

Definition 2.5. Let ¢ : A — B be a CP map. Let F be a Hilbert A-B-module and £ € F,
We call (E, &) as a GNS-representation for ¢ if ¢(a) = (£, a€) for all a € A. It is said to
be minimal if E = span(AEB).



4 B.V. RAJARAMA BHAT AND VIJAYA KUMAR U.

Note that the GNS-module in the GNS-construction is minimal. If (E, ) and (F, () are
two minimal GNS-representations for ¢ then the map £ — ( extends as a bilinear unitary
from E to F. Hence the GNS representation is unique up to unitary equivalence.

Observation 2.6. Let ¢ : A — B C B(G) be a CP map. Let (E,£) be the GNS-
construction of ¢. If we apply the construction above to the GNS-module FE we get

¢(a) = (§,a8) = LgLag = Lgp(a)Le.

Note that L¢ is an isometry in B(G,H) if and only if ¢ is unital. So we obtain the usual
Stinespring construction. For this reason we called the construction above as Stinespring
representation.

Proposition 2.7. If E is the GNS-module of a normal completely positive map ¢ : A — B
between von Neumann algebras, then E° is a von Newmann A-B-module.

Proposition 2.8. Let E be a von Neumann A-B-module and let F' be a von Neumann
B-C-module where C acts on a Hilbert space G. Then the strong closure EO°F = E® F
of the tensor product E® F in B(G,E ® F ® G), is a von Neumann A-C-module.

Definition 2.9. Due to Propositions 2.7 and 2.8 we make the following conventions:
(1) Whenever B is a von Neumann algebra and ¢ : A — B is a CP map, by GNS-
module we always mean E’, where E is the GNS-module, constructed above.
(2) If E and F are von Neumann modules, by tensor product of E and F' we mean
the strong closure E ® F' of E® F and we still write E® F.

Observation 2.10. Let ¢ : A — B and ¥ : B — C be CP maps with GNS-representations
(E,&) and (F,() respectively. Let (K, k) be the GNS-construction of 1) o ¢. Then the
mapping k£ — £ ©® ¢ extends to a unique two-sided isometric homomorphism from K to
E © F. Also we have

Yvopla)=(o(a®() forallac A (1)

Using the above isometry we may identify K as the submodule span(A¢ ©(C) of E® F.
Note that E ® F = span(A&{B © B(C) = span(A¢ © B¢C) = span(A¢B © ¢C).

In the following we define the Quantum dynamical semigroups and see their connection
with inclusion system. We may T as either the semigroup of non-negative integers Z_
or as the semigroup of non-negative reals R, under addition, but our real interest lies in
T = R4, in view of quantum theory of open systems. For more details on this theory look
at [2, 1, [§]

Definition 2.11. Let A be a unital C*-algebra. A family ¢ = (¢¢)ter of CP maps on A
is said to be a quantum dynamical semigroup (QDS) or one-parameter CP-semigroup if

(1) ¢pst = pso ¢y for allt € T,

(2) ¢o(a) =a for all a € A,

(3) ¢+(1) <1 for all t € T, (contractivity)

(4) The map t — ¢¢(a) is continuous for all a € A. (strong continuity)

It is said to be conservative QDS or Quantum Markov semigroup (QMS) if ¢; is unital
forall ¢t € T.

Definition 2.12. Let B be a C*-algebra. An inclusion system (E,() is a family F =
(E¢)ter of Hilbert B-B-modules with Ey = B and a family 8 = (8s¢)ster of two-sided
isometries Bs; : Fgyy — Es © Ey such that, for all r,s,t € T,

(/87",5 ®© idEt)/Br-‘,-s,t = (lqun Qﬂs,t)ﬂr,s-‘rt- (2)
It is said to be a product system if every (g is unitary.

Remark 2.13. If B is von Neumann algebra in the Definition [2.12] then we consider
inclusion system of von Neumann B-B-modules.
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Definition 2.14. Let (E, () be an inclusion system. A family £© = (&)ier of vectors
& € Ey is called a unit for the inclusion system, if S, ¢(£54¢) = & © &. A unit is called
unital, if (§,&) = 1 for all t € T. A unit is called generating, if E; is spanned by images
of elements b,&;, © -+ © b1&,bo (t; € T, > t; = t,b; € B) under successive applications of
appropriate mappings id @ﬁ; g ©id.

Observation 2.15. Suppose (E, 3) is an inclusion system with a (unital) unit £*. Con-
sider ¢¢ : B — B defined by

¢t(b) = <§tab§t> for b S B.

Then as f3;,’s are two-sided isometries and £® is a unit, for b € B we have

¢t © (bs(b) = ¢t(<§s= b§s>) = <§t7 <§87 b§s>§t> = <§s © §t7 b(§5 © gt)> = <§t+87 b§t+s> = ¢t+s(b)-
That is, (¢¢)ter is a (QMS) QDS.

In the converse direction we have the following observation:

Observation 2.16. Let ¢ = (¢¢)eT be a QDS on a unital C*-algebra B and let (E}, &)
be the (minimal) GNS-construction for ¢;. (Recall that & is a cyclic vector in E; such that
o(b) = (&, b&) for all b € B). Note that Ey = B and £y = 1. Define 35, : Eqyy — Es© Ey
by

£t+s — gs © gt- (3)
Then by Observation 210l f, ;s are two-sided isometries. Now

(/87’,3 ®© IEt)/BrJrs,t(ngrert) = (/87’,3 ©) IEt)(£T+S ©) gt) = (57’ ®© gs) ©) ét
= 57’ © (gs ®© gt) = (IET ©) ﬁs,t)(gr © £s+t)
= (IEr © IBS,t)Br,ert(ngrert)

shows that (E, 3) is an inclusion system of Hilbert B-B-module. It is obvious to see that
€9 = (&) is a generating unit for (E, 3).

Remark 2.17. If B is a von Neumann algebra and ¢ = (¢¢)wer is a normal QDS on
B, then (F,3) as defined in Observation is an inclusion system of von Neumann
B-B-modules.

Definition 2.18. For a QDS ¢ = (¢¢):>0 on B, the inclusion system with the generating
unit (E, 8,£9) as given in Observation 216l is called the inclusion system associated to ¢.

Definition 2.19. Let (E, ) and (F,~) be two inclusion systems. Let T' = (T})eT be a
family of two-sided (bilinear) maps T} : E; — Fy, satisfying ||T3|| < e'* for some k € R.
Then T is said to be a morphism or a weak morphism from (E, 3) to (F,~) if every 7,4 is
adjointable and

T8+t = ’)/;k’t(TS ® T’t)/BS,t for all S,t e T. (4)
It is said to be a strong morphism if
PYS,tTS-i-t = (TS ® j})ﬁsi fOI‘ all S,t S T. (5)

3. BLOCK CP MAPS

Let A be a unital C*-algebra. Let p € A be a projection. Set p’ = 1 — p. Then for every
x € A we have the following block decomposition:

/ /
prp  pxp pAp  pAp
T = € . 6
(2 e (B B ©
Definition 3.1. Let A and B be unital C*-algebras. Let p € A and ¢ € B be projections.

We say that a map ® : A — B is a block map (with respect to p and q) if ® respects the
above block decomposition. i.e., for all x € A we have

_ ([ ®(pzp) P(pzp’) qBq  qBq
o) = (‘P(p’xp) @(p’xp’)> © (q’Bq q’Bq’>' (M)
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If ®: A — Bis a block map, then we get the following four maps: ¢11 : pAp — ¢Bgq,
12 : pAp' — qBq, o1 : p' Ap — ¢'Bq, and ¢9s : p' Ap' — ¢'Bq’. So we write ® as

P11 P12
b= .
<¢21 $22
Observation 3.2. Let F' be a Hilbert(von Neumann) Ms(B)-module. Then F' can be
treated as a Hilbert(von Neumann) B-module with right B-module action on F' given by

b 0
wb.:w<0 b),weF,beB

and with the B-valued semi-inner product (-,-)s on F' given by
2
(z,w)p = Z (z,w); j,z,w € F. (8)
ij=1

(Indeed, we consider F/N, where N = {w : (w,w)p = 0}, and we still write F' instead of
F/N).

Moreover, if F' is a Hilbert(von Neumann) Mas(.A)-Msy(B)-module, then F' can be con-
sidered as a Hilbert(von Neumann) A-B-module with the left action of A given by

aw = <g 0> w,a € A,w € F.

a

Theorem 3.3. Let A be a unital C*-algebra and B be a von Neumann algebra on a Hilbert
space G. Let ¢; : A — B,i=1,2, be CP maps and let (F;,y;) be a GNS-representation for

¢i, i = 1,2. Suppose & = <1(z}k (;/}> : My(A) — My(B) is a block CP map for some CB
2

map Y : A — B, then, there is a adjointable bilinear contraction T : F» — Fy such that

Y(a) = (y1, Tays) for all a € A.

Proof. Let (E,z) be the (minimal) GNS-construction for ®. Then E is a Hilbert Ms(.A)-
M;(B)-module and von Neumann Ms(B)-module. Let E;; := 1 ® E;; in A® My, or
B ® M, depending upon the context, where {E;;}’s are the matrix units in M. Set
E;, .= E4;FE C E,i = 1,2. Then E;’s are SOT closed (as E;;’s are projections) Ma(B)-
submodules of E' such that ' = E, @ Es.
Let z; := E;zE; € Eyi,i = 1,2. Clearly (z1,22) = 0. Also we have for i,j = 1,2 and
i # J,
i — Buiz||® = |EaaBj;)| = | (EsuzEyj, Baalyj) || = ||Ej;P(Ea)Eysl = 0,
and
lzi — Eis|* = I|EjjoEiil|* = || (EjjaEis, Ejjaka)l| = |[Esu®(Ej5)Es| = 0.
Thus
x; = Ejjz = 2Ey,1 = 1,2, and hence x = (E11 4+ Ego)z = 21 + z2. (9)
As @ is a block map, for A € M3(A), using (@) we have

2
Azi)n (z1, Az2)12
®(A) = (z, Az) = ) Agj) = ((T0 AT ’
(4) = (@, Az) Hzl<x %) <<9027A961>21 (z2, Az2)22 )’
where (a,b);; denotes the (i, j)-th entry of (a,b) € M(B).
Now we shall consider E;’s as A-B-modules as explained in the Observation Now
consider for a € B and i = 1,2,

2
(i, ax;) = <Ez‘z‘ﬂ?, <8 2) Ezz$> = Z ¢ (Em <8 2) Em) = dia).
ij=1 i\

This shows that (E;, z;) is a GNS-representation (not necessarily minimal) for ¢;,i = 1,2.
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Define U : Fy — Ej by U(x) = Ej9x for all z € FE5. Then for all T,y € F5 we have
(Uz,Uy) = (B2, Ep2y) = (2, E21E12y) = (z,9).

in the Ms(B)-valued (original) inner product and hence (Uz,Uy) = (z,y) in the new
B-valued inner product. Also for w € E; we have Egjw € E5 such that

U(Eglw) == E12E21w == EH’U) = w.

Therefore U is a unitary from the von Neumann B-module Es to the von Neumann B-
module F;. Now for a € A,z € E»,

Ulaz) = U <<g 2) x> =Eqs <8 2) T = (g 2) Eoz = aUxz.

Thus U : E5 — F, is a bilinear (adjointable) unitary between the Hilbert .A-B modules.
Let F; := span® Ay;B C F; be the minimal GNS-module for ¢;. For i = 1,2, let Z; : ; — F}
be the inclusion map. Then Z;’s are adjointable bilinear contractions. Define Vj : Fj — E;
by
Vi(ayib) = ax;b
and extend it to the span (strong)closure. Then V; is a bilinear adjointable isometry. Now
define V; : F; — E; by V; = f/,IZ* Hence V; is a bilinear adjointable contraction (Indeed,
V; is the partial isometry with initial space F; and final space E; = span®Az;B). Now
take T := V*UV,. Then as V;’s and U are bilinear adjointable contractions 7' is a bilinear
adjointable contraction. Now consider, for a € A,
0> E2236>

(y1, Tays) = (y1, Vi'UVaays) = (ViZiyr, UVaZsays)

S

= (Viyr, UVsays) = (x1,Uazs) = <E119€,E12 (0

S

2 2
_ 0 a _ 0 a\ 0 ¢(a)
_<m’<0 0>$>_‘Z¢<0 0>A,_‘Z<O 0>A,
1,j=1 bJ 1,j=1 %]
= ¢(a).
This completes the proof. ]

Remark 3.4 (Uniqueness). With the notations of Theorem B3l let T, 7" : F» — Fj be
any two adjointable bilinear contractions such that 1(a) = (y1, Tays) = (y1, T ays) for all
a € A, then

(a1y1b1, T(agy2b2)) = bi(y1, T((ajaz)yz2))b2
= bi(y1, 7" ((aaz)y2))b2
= (a1y1b1, T'(azy2b2))
for a1,a0 € A, b1~, by € B and hence Pp TPz = PI;IT’P};2 where Pp @ Iy — F; is the
projection onto Fj. This in particular shows that the contraction T in Theorem [B.3] is

unique if F;’s are minimal GNS-modules.

Corollary 3.5. Let A be a unital C*-algebra. Let p; : A — B(H),i = 1,2 be completely

positive maps and let (K;,n;,V;) be a Stinespring representation for ¢;,i = 1,2. Suppose

D : My(A) — Ma(B(H)), defined by ¢ = <j;1 ;b) is block completely positive for some
2

CB map v : A — B, then there is a contraction T : Ko — K1 with m(a)T = Tna(a) for

all a € A such that p(a) = Vi*Tna(a)Va for all a € A.

The above corollary is a generalization of [I8, Cor. 2.7].
The following example shows that we cannot replace the von Neumann algebra B in
Theorem [B3] by an arbitrary C*-algebra.
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Example 3.6. Let A = B = (C([0,1]), the commutative unital C*-algebra of continuous
functions on [0, 1]. Let E = C([0,1]). It is a Hilbert A-B-module with the natural actions
and standard inner product: (f,g) = f*g. Let

h1 (t) =1, hg(t) =1 for t € [O, 1].
Consider the CP map ® : Ms(A) — My (B) defined by

Juo S\ _ (ko 0N (fu fiz (b O _ (Rifuhi hIfi2he
Ja1 fo2 0 h3) \Sfar f)\O0 ho h3farhy  h3faoha )
Note that @ is the block CP map (j;i qf) , where ¢;,1 : A — B are given by
2
¥(f) = (h1, fhe) and ¢i(f) = (hs, fha) for f € Ai=1,2. (10)

Therefore (E, h;) is a GNS-representation for ¢;,7 = 1,2. Let E; = Span AhB C E.
Then (E;, h;) is the GNS-construction for ¢;,i = 1,2. Note that E; = {f € C(]0,1]) :
f(0) =0} and Ey = A.

Now suppose that there exists a bilinear contraction T : Es — Fj such that ¢(f) =
(h1,Tfhy) for all f € A. Then (1) = hihas = hiT(ha). That is, ¢t = tT'(ha)(t) for
all ¢ € [0,1]. This implies that T'(ha)(t) = 1 for all ¢ # 0. This is a contradiction to
T(hg) € Fy.

Remark 3.7. Let A and B be unital C*-algebras, and let ® : Ma(A) — My (B) be a block

CP map & = <zi f) . Suppose B is a unital subalgebra of B(#) for some Hilbert space
2

H. Let C be the von Neumann algebra B°. Now enlarge the codomain of ® to My(C). That
is, consider the block CP map @ : M(A) — M»(C), such that (A) = ®(A).

Let ® = (gi g) . Then by Theorem B3] we get a bilinear contraction T : Ey — )

2

such that ¢(a) = ¥(a) = (z1, Taxs), for all a € A, where (E;, z;) is the GNS-construction
f9r ¢i,1 = 1,2. Note that (F;,z;) is not the minimal GNS-representation for ¢;,i = 1,2 as
FE; is an Hilbert A-C-module which need not be an Hilbert A-B module.

In particular, in the Example [3.6] if we enlarge the codomain B to C = B = L*([0,1)),
then with the above notations, we have E; = span Ah;C = L>([0,1]),7 = 1,2. Also note
that there exists the bilinear contraction T : Fy — E; given by Tf = f, f € Ey such that

O(f) = %(f) = (h1, Tfhy) for all f € A.

The following example is a modification of Example to get an example with a unital
block CP map ® : Ms(B) — Ma(B).

Example 3.8. Let A be the unital C*-algebra C'([0,1]). Let B=.A®.Aand let F = A®A
be the Hilbert B-.A-module with the module actions and inner product are given by

A\, (AR (k) (f1\ _ (kB M e\ . )
<f2> "= <f2k> ’ <k ) <f2> B <k2f2> and <<f2> ’ <92>> = fig1+ fago

for k € A, (Zl> ( > <:Z ) € F. Consider E := F @ F as a Hilbert B-B-module
2

< >f @ 1> where f = <£> € B, <§> cE.
() () - ().
<gzj> ( x) for f € B, (g) €E.

with right action

l\’)

inner product

and the left action
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Let hn(t) =1, hlg(t) =+v1- t2, hgl(t) =1, hgg(t) =0forte [0, 1]. Let
h11 h11 hoy hoy
hy = hy = ceE=FoF
= () e () o= (i) o (i) e
Let @ : My(B) — M>(B) be the block CP map ¢ = <ii (Z;) , where ¢;,7 : B — B
are defined by
¢z(f) = <hz,fhz> and w(f) = <h1,fh2> for f < B,i = 1,2.

Let E; = spanBh;B C E,i = 1,2. Then £y = F; ® F; with F; = Co([o, 1]) (&) Cl([O, 1])
where C;([0,1]) = {f € C([0,1]) : f(j) = 0} for j = 0,1, and Ey = F, & F» with
F, = C([0,1]) & 0. Now suppose there exists a bilinear contraction 7" : E5 — E; such that

Y(f) = (h1,Tfhy) for all f € B. Then for f = (Z;) € B,

() = 0110 =000 = s = ( (2] @ (it ) (3n) @ (i)

where Thy = <2; @ Z;) € FEi. Therefore h11 = hi1l11 + h12hee. Hence t = tlq; for

all t € [0,1]. Hence [11(t) = 1 for ¢t # 0. This is a contradiction to the assumption that
The € E1. So no such T exists.

We could not get any reasonable answer to the following question.

Problem 3.9. Let A, B be unital C*-algebras and let p € A,q € B be projections. Let

o = <ii g) be a block CP map from A to B with respect to p and ¢q. Let (E;,§;) be
2

GNS-representation of ¢;,i = 1,2. Can we prove a theorem similar to Theorem B.3l? or

What is the structure of ¢ in terms of (E;,&;)?

4. SEMIGROUPS OF BLOCK CP MAPS

4.1. Structure of block quantum dynamical semigroups. In this section, we shall
prove a structure theorem similar to (or using) Theorem [3.3] for semigroup of block CP
maps. We shall start with a few basic examples of semigroups of block CP maps, which
are of interest.

Example 4.1. Let H be a Hilbert space. Let (6;)¢>0 be an Ep-semigroup on B(H). Let
(Ut)¢>0 be a family of unitaries in B(H) forming left cocycle for 6, that is, Uy = I, Usyy =
Us05(Uy), t — Uy continuous in SOT. Let ¢(X) = U0, (X)U; for X € B(H). Then (¢)¢>0
is an Fy-semigroup, cocycle conjugate to (6;);>0. Define 7 : B(H & H) — B(H & H) by

X Y\ (I 0\ /[6X) 6,(Y)\ (I 0\ [ 6(X) 6,(YV)U;
"z w)T\o ) \ez) ow))\o ur) " \ueuz) ve,W)U;)
Then clearly (6;)¢>0 is a block Ep-semigroup.

Example 4.2. Let (a;);>0 and (b)¢>0 be semigroups on a C*-algebra B and let (¢);>0,1 =
1,2, be two QDSs on B such that ¢ (-) — a;(-)a; and ¢?(-) — by(-)b} are CP maps. Define

Tt : Ma(B) — Ma(B) by
a b\ (b%(a) a.bbf
e d) = \bear #3(d))

Then 7 is CP, for all t > 0, as

a b\ (a 0\ [(a b\ [af O o1 (a) — asaal 0
tle a) = \o w)\e a)\o b)) T 0 ¢2(d) — bydby )

Clearly (7¢)¢>0 is a block QDS.
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Lemma 4.3. Let B be a unital C*-algebra. Given two inclusion systems (E%, B, &%) as-
sociated to the CP semigroups ¢' = (¢})i>0,% = 1,2 on B and a contractive morphism
T = (Ty) : E*> — E*, there is a block CP semigroup ® = (®;)>0 on Ma(B) such that

1
&) — (‘% j) and v1(a) = (€], Ty(agd)).

t

v
(&}, Ty (b€2)). We shall first prove that ®; is CP for all ¢ > 0. Set n; := T;£? € E}. Then
o, a b — <£tl’a£tl> <£z&1,b"7t> + 0 9 0 . 9 )
c d (s c&f)  (ne, dne) 0 <§t,d(IE§ - Ty*T1)&7)

1 el 1
Clearly <Z Z) — (i%tizgf égi :223) is CP, and since T} is a bilinear contraction,

(IEE — Ty*T}) is bilinear and positive. Hence (Z Z) — (8 (€2, d(1 —OTt*Tt)§?>> is CP.
Therefore, ®; is CP for all t > 0. Now we shall show that ® := (®;);>¢ is a semigroup on
M5(B). We have

oo (% 8) —, (A O _ (@i i)
’ c d “\Wie) ¢i(d) viWile))  ¢3(d)
It is clear from this, that to show ® is a semigroup, it is enough to show that (¢;)¢>¢ is a
semigroup. Now as T" is a morphism it is easy to see that (i;):>¢ is a semigroup. O

1
Proof. Define ®; : My(B) — My(B) as the block maps ®; := <¢t %) , where 1(b) :=

When B is a von Neumann algebra, we have the converse of Lemma [£3l Example
says that we cannot take B as arbitrary C*-algebra.

Theorem 4.4. Let B be a von Neumann algebra. Let ® = (®;);>0 be a semigroup of block

1
normal CP maps on My(B) with &, = <i’; ﬁ) . Let (E, 3,£%) be the inclusion system
t  Pr
associated to ®. Then, there are inclusion systems (E?, 3%, £°%),i = 1,2 associated to ¢' and
a unique contractive (weak) morphism T = (T;) : E*> — E' such that ¥y(a) = (&}, Tya&?)

for alla € B,t > 0.

Proof. We shall prove this using the same ideas, used in the proof of Theorem B3l Note
that E,’s are von Neumann M(B)-Ms(B)-modules. Let E;; :=1® E;; € B ® Ma, where
E;;’s are the matrix units in M. Set E@ =Eu;FE; C Ey,i=1,2. Then Eg’s are SOT closed
My (B)-submodules of E; such that E; = E} @ E? for all t > 0. Let & := Ey&Ey € E,
i =1,2. Then we have (as in the proof of Theorem [3.3))

& =& +&, with (¢},¢2) =0and & = E;& = By, forallt >0,i=1,2.  (11)

Now we shall consider Ei’s as von Neumann B-B-modules as explained in the Observa-
tion Then we have for a € B and i = 1,2,

2
(&, a8) = <En‘§t, (g 2) Eii§t> =y o <Eu (COL 2) Eu> = ().
ij=1 irj
Therefore (Ef, £}) is a GNS-representation (not necessarily minimal) for ¢i,i = 1, 2.

Let E} := span°B&iB C El% be the minimal GNS-module for ¢} for i = 1,2. Let ﬂ;s :
E}. . — E} ® E! be the canonical maps given by &/, — & ® &L, so that (E' = (EJ), 8" =
(Bt 4),€" = (&) is the inclusion system associated to ¢',i = 1,2. As Ej C Ei C Ey, and
Bts : Erys — By © Eg are the canonical maps (45 — & @ &), for a,b € B, we have

Bi,s(aib) = aBi& © EEib = a& © €D, t,s > 0,i=1,2. (from (II)) (12)
This shows that ﬁ; ,’s are the restrictions of B¢ ’s to E}’s. (That is, we get the inclusion
systems associated to ¢’s in a canonical way from the inclusion system associated to ®).
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Let V} : Ei — E! be the inclusion maps and let U; : E? — E} be defined by
Ui(zy) = Ej9ay  for x; € Ef

Then V,’s are adjointable, bilinear contractions and Uy’s are bilinear unitaries (as in the
proof of Theorem B.3). Take T; := V,!*U;V;2. Then T : E? — E} is a adjointable, bilinear
contraction such that, for a € B

(€ Taeh)) = (6 VB ag) = (Ve B = (5 (0 §) )

2

-y <E11c1>t (8 g) E22> = 22: (8 wtéa)>u = ().

ij=1 b g =1 ;

Now, for a,b,c,d € B,
(a&iy ob, Tors (e ) = b*rys(a”c)d

= b*"s(YPe(a*c))d
= b s ({6, a"cTH(E)))d
=76 To({&, 0" eT(€)))€))d
= b5 ©&,0% (T 0 T)(E © &))d
= <a§tl+sb7 5151; (TS © Tt)ﬂt%s(cgt%rsd»v

shows that T := (T});>0 is a morphism of inclusion systems from (E?, 3?) to (E1, 81).

To prove the uniqueness of T', let 7" := (T]);>0 be another morphism of inclusion
systems from (E2, %) to (E!, B') such that ¢;(a) = (&}, T} (a&?)) for all a € B,t > 0, then
(a1€1b1, T(a2&rbe)) = bivy(atag)by = (a1&iby, T' (azéibs))
for a1, as,b1,bs € B and hence T; = T/ for all ¢ > 0. ]
Example 4.5. Let B be a von Neumann algebra. Let E be a von Neumann M (B)-Mz(B)-

module. Take 8 = A0 in M5(B) and ¢ € E such that { = Eq11(E11 +E92(E9s, where
0 B

E;j =1® E;; € B® M and {Eij}ijzl are the matrix units in Ms.

Let £9(8,¢) = (&(B,¢))ier,. € I'®(E), the product system of time ordered Fock module
over E, where the component & of &(5,() € I't(E) in the n-particle (n > 0) sector is
defined as

Etny ... t1) = et @ eltntn-1)Br o L. @ eltl2=t)B B, (13)

and &) = e'?. Then it follows from [10, Thm. 3] that, £9(3,¢) is a unit for the product
system T'®(E). Further if @gﬂ’o : Ma(B) — Ma(B) is defined by

7 (4) = (€(8,0), A&(5.Q)),  for A € Ma(B), (14)
then ® := (®;);>0 is a uniformly continuous CP-semigroup on M>(B), with bounded
generator

L(A) = LBO(A) = AB + B*A+ (¢, AC), for A € My(B). (15)

Let §; = E;i(Ei,i = 1,2, then ( = (4 + <2,<41,42> = 0. Let 7 : MQ(B) — M2(B) be
defined by 7(A) = ((, A¢), A € Ms(B), then 7 is a block CP map, say 7 = <:i1 :12 )
12 122
Note that (F,(;) is a GNS-representation for 7;,7 = 1,2, when we consider E as a von
Neumann B-B-module as in Observation
Let E; = span®B(;B C E (as B-B-module) be the minimal GNS-construction for 7
and let T : E5 — Ej be the unique bilinear, adjointable contraction such that 712(a) =
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(C1,Tals) as given in Theorem B3] Then for A = (ZH Zl2> € My (B), we have
21 a22

L(A) = AB+ 8" A+ (¢, AQ)

_ (an a12> (51 0) " (51‘ 0> (an a12> +< (C1,a11€1) <C1,T012C2>>
a1 a2 0 B 0 B3) \a2a a2 (G2, T*a1C1) (G2, a22(2)

_ < a1 fr+ Bian + (C,an11)  aefe + fian + <ClaTa12C2>>

T \anBi + Bias + (2. T ani)  axnbs + Biasn + ((2, a2la)

_ Lﬁl’cl)((j{ll) ngLﬁQvCvaQyT)(a12)
L;€17ﬁ2741,<27 )(a21) L£2’<2)(a22)

where
Lis(a) = LD (a) = aB; + Bra+ (Gyal), i=1,2,
and
L12(a) _ ngl’BQ’CI’CQ’T)(a) = af3e + ,BTCL + (ClaTaC2>Bn (16)
Loy (a) = ng(a*)* for a € B.
Therefore,
tL(Bl’Cl)(au) tL(Bl’BQ’Cl’Q’T)(alg)
_ tL(A) _ e ez _ [G11 a12
q)t(A) =€ - (etLg€17627<17<27T)(a21) etngQ’Q)(aQQ) ’A - asy a9 € M2(B)

Now note that the inclusion system (E! = (E}), & = (£(8:,¢))) associated to ¢! :=
(etLgiBi’Ci))tZO is a subsystem of the product system of time-ordered Fock module T'®(E;)
over F;,i =1,2.

Let w = (w;)i>0 be the contractive morphism from (E?2,£2) to (B, €1) such that

12 (a) = (& (B1, 1), awi (&7 (P2, (2))), for all a € B. (17)
As any morphism maps a unit to unit we have
wi(& (B2, 2)) = & (Yw(Ba, ), (B2, (2)) (18)

for some vy, my 1 B X Ey — B x Ej. Hence from (7)) and (I8]) we have

e'12(a) = (€ (B1, (1), & (vu(B2, C2) 1o (B2, G2)))-
Now by differentiating (I7), we get

Liz(a) = (C1, anw (B2, (2)) + avw (B2, (2) + Bia. (19)
Therefore as (I6)=(I9) we have

Yw(B2,C2) = B2 andny (B2, (2) = T¢o.
Thus, wié2(Ba, (2) = &} (B2, T¢2) is the unique morphism.

4.2. Ep-dilation of block quantum markov semigroups (QMS). In this subsection
we shall prove that if we have a block QMS on a unital C*-algebra then the FEjy-dilation
constructed in [8] is also a semigroup of block endomorphisms.

Let B be a unital C*-algebra. Let p € B be a projection. Denote p’ = 1 — p. Let
¢ = (®4)1>0 be a block QMS on B with respect to p.

(We have some changes in the notations from [8]: & ~» Ey, Fy ~ Ey, By~ &, E ~ &)
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Let (E = (E;),£° = (&)) be the inclusion system associated to ®. Recall from [, Sec.
4, 5] that

(B, &)
lﬁrst ind. limit
(&€
isecond ind. limit
9]

That is, we have a B-module £ with & ~ £ ® &, a representation jy : B — B(E)

(b — |€) b(&|) and endomorphisms 9 : B4(E) — B*(E) defined by ¥;(a) = a ®@ idg, such
that (¥¢)¢>0 is an Ep-dilation of (®¢)¢>0. Further, we have the Markov property

Jo(1)9:(jo(x))jo(1) = jo(®s(2)), = € B. (20)

This implies that jo(1)9:(jo(1))j0(1) = jo(P+(1)) = jo(1). Since jo(1) is a projection,

we have jo(1) < 9:(jo(1)) and hence (9¢(jo(1)))s>0 is an increasing family of projections.

Hence it converges in SOT. Now if ks : & — £ are the canonical maps (z5 — £ ® z5) then

span ks(&) = €.

Hence 94(jo(1))(&) = 9¢(jo(1))(§ © &) = (|E)XE] ©idg,)(§ © &) = § © & shows that
Y¢(jo(1))e>0 is converging in SOT to idg, the identity on &.

Now for ¢ = p or p/, consider ¥:(jo(q)) = 9:(|€)q(€]). Note that since ® is unital block
semigroup ®;(q) = ¢ for ¢ = p,p’. Hence by the Markov property (20) we have

Jo(1)9:(j0(9))do(1) = jo(®e(q)) = jolg) for ¢ =p,p. (21)

Note that jo(1) = jo(p) +jo(p") and jo(p)jo(p') = jo(»')jo(p) = 0. Hence multiplying by

jo(p) on both sides in the previous relation (2I) we get
Jo(0)9:(jo(a))do(a) = Jo(q) for ¢ =p,p'.

Since jo(q) is a projection, we have jo(q) < 9¢(jo(q)) for all ¢, hence ¥5(jo(q)) < I¢(jo(q))
for s < t. Therefore (9¢(jo(q)))i>0 is an increasing family of projections in B*(€). Say
(9¢(jo(p)))e>0 converges to P. Then as (V¢(jo(1))e>0 converges to idg, (9:(jo(p')))e>0 will
converge to P’ = ide —P. Note that we have PP’ = 0 and

span*;(jo(p))(€) = P(€) and span‘dy(jo(p'))(€) = P'(E).

Thus, we have £ = £ @ £?) where £1) = P(£) and £3) = P/(€).
Lemma 4.6. P(&) = %:(jo(p))(&) and P'(E) = 9:(jo(p')) (&) for all t > 0.
Proof. Fix t > 0. It is enough to prove for ¢ = p,p’ that 95(jo(q))(z) = 0:(jo(q))(x) if
x € &,s > t. Note that (since (&, ¢&) = P(q) = g for ¢ = p or p’) we have

& — pell® = [[ped’||” = || (&’ p&d")|| = [P’ @) = P00 =0, (22)
and )

& — p&pll® = |[P'éw||” = || '&p. vaw)| = |p®@)p|| = ||pp'p|| =0.  (23)

These (([22) and (23])) implies that p&; = &p = pé&p. Similarly we have p'&; = &p' = p'&p/.
Let g=por p and let s > t. If x € &, then £ 'O € & and

9s(jo(@)(@) =0T Or =80 qor =0 0 g =0 g = Di(j(q))(@).
U
We have from [8 Theorem 5.4] that
E=E0&, forallt>0. (24)

Now we shall prove a similar result for £)’s by recalling the proof of this result. It is

important to note that we are not getting something like £@ = £ @ St(i),

not even bothered to define St(i).

and we have
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Lemma 4.7. £V ~ 0D o & fori=1,2,t > 0.

Proof. We have £ ~E£© & and £ = EM g D Therefore we have £ ~ EM 0 & B EP 0 &,.
We shall prove that in this isomorphism, £® ~ £ © &, Let k; : & — € be the canonical
maps (isometries). Then u; : € ® & — £ defined by

ug(ks(75) © yt) = ksye(Ts © yt)

for zy € &, y; € &, is a unitary ([8, Thm 5.4]). It is enough to prove that u (€ ©
&) C £9. To prove this, (from @2), @2) and Lemma A8) it is sufficient to prove that
us (95 (o (p)) ks (Es) @ &) C EW and us (95 (Go (p')) ks (Es) © &) € EP). To prove this consider
for g =por p’ and z, € &

ut (9 (Jo (@) ks (2s) © yr) = ur((§q © 25) © Y1) = we((§ © qz5) © Yr)
= ut(ks(qzs) © yr)
= ks+(qrs © yt)
=0 Oy =80T Oy
= Vs+(J0(q)) kstt(@s © y),
which is in €M if ¢ = p and is in £?) if ¢ = p/. O

Theorem 4.8. The Ey-dilation ¥ = (9¢)¢>0 of ® is a semigroup of block endomorphisms
with respect to the projection P defined above.

Proof. As £ =EW ¢ E@ | we have

a Bo(EeW)  Bee®, W)
BUE) = (Ba(g(l)’g(Q)) Ba(£)

For any i, j € {1,2},let a € B*(EW,£U)), then ¥ (a) = a®idg, € BHEWD0E, EVRE) =
Be(EW, £0)), Therefore ¥y acts block-wise. O

5. LIFTING OF MORPHISMS

In this section we will show that any (weak) morphism between two inclusion systems
of von Neumann B-B-modules can be always lifted as a morphism between the product
systems generated by them.

We shall introduce some notations and results from [8] and [6]. For all ¢ > 0 we define

Jo={t=(tn,...,t1) €T" : t; > 0, |t| = t,n € N} (25)

and for s = (s, ...,81) € Js and t = (¢, ..., t1) € J; we define the joint tuple s — t € Js 4
by
s —t= ((Sm,...,81),(tn,...,t1)) = (Sm,...,Sl,tn,...,tl).

We have a partial order “ > ” on J; as follows: t > s = (sy,...,s1), if for each j
(1 <j < m) there are (unique) s; € Js; such that t = s, — --- — 51 (In this case we also
write § < t to mean t > s).

For ¢t = 0 we extend the definition of J; as Jo = {()}, where () is the empty tuple. Also
forteJyweputt— () =t=() —t.

Now we will describe the construction of product system generated by an inclusion
system of von Neumann B-B-modules using the inductive limits. (This construction holds
also for Hilbert B-B-modules along the same lines, but as we are going to prove the
lifting theorem only for von Neumann B-B-modules, we confine ourselves to von Neumann
modules.)

Let (E = (Et)t>0, 8 = (Bs,t)s,t>0) be an inclusion system of von Neumann B-B-modules.
Fix t € T. Let Ey := Ey, ©---© Ey, for t = (t,,...,t1) € J;. For all t = (t,,,...,t1) € Ly
we define Byy) : By — Ey by

Bty = Bt tur @1) Bttty _1,tno @1d) oo (B tottg to @ 1d) Bty orta a5
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and for t = (tn,...,t1) = $m — -+ — 51 > 5§ = (8m,...,51) with |s;| = s;, we define
,BmIEB%Et by

Bts = Bsp(sm) @+ © Bsy(s1)-

Then it is clear from the definitions that Fi,t > s are bilinear isometries and Sisfs: = B
for t > s > t. The following results are from [§], just modified from Hilbert B-B-modules
to von Neumann B-B-modules.

Proposition 5.1. The family (E¢)icy, with (Bis)s<t i an inductive system of von Neumann

B-B-modules. Hence the inductive limit & = lirgljilndEt 1s also a von Neumann B-B-module
cJt

and the canonical mappings iy : By — & are bilinear isometries.

For s € J,,t € J; it is clear that Es ® Ey = FE;_¢. Using this observation we define
Bst : 55 © gt — gs-‘,—t by

Bt (isxs © i) = is—i(xs © i) for x5 € Ey,ye € By, s € Js, t € Iy

Theorem 5.2 (Bhat, Skeide [8]). With the above notations, (€ = (&)teT, B = (Bst)s,teT)
forms a product system.

The proof is same as the first part of the proof of [8, Thm. 4.8].

Definition 5.3. Given an inclusion system (E, ), the product system (£, B) constructed
above is called the product system generated by the inclusion system (E, ().

We recall the following: Let B be a von Neumann algebra on a Hilbert space G. Let E
be a von Neumann B-module. Then H = E ® G is a Hilbert space such that F C B(G,H)
(as a von Neumann submodule) via £ > z — L, € B(G,H), where L, : G — H is defined
by L,(g9) = x®g for g € G. Note that E is strongly closed in B(G, H). Sometimes we write
xg instead of x ® g with the above identification in mind.

Remark 5.4. Let (£, B) be the product system generated by the inclusion system (E, ()
on a von Neumann algebra B C B(G). Let i : By — &, t € J; be the canonical two-sided
isometries. Then 4 increases to identity in strong operator topology, that is, for all
x € & and g € G we have

li — Qgdy = 0. 26
lim |1z — i (@)g] (26)

Now we shall prove the lifting theorem along the same lines of the proof of [6, Thm. 11]

Theorem 5.5. Let B be a von Neumann algebra on a Hilbert space G. Let (E, ) and
(F,v) be two inclusion systems of von Neumann B-B-modules generating two product
systems (€, B), (F,C) respectively. Let i,j be their respective inclusion maps. Sup-
pose T : (E,B) — (F,7) is a (weak) morphism then there exists a unique morphism
T:(€,B) — (F,C) such that Ty = j*Tyis for all s € T.

Proof. Given that T : (E,8) — (F,~) is a morphism. Let k be such that ||T;|| < e** for
all s € T. For s = (sp,...,s1) € Js, define Ty : Es — F; by Ty = Ts, © --- © Ts,. Let
is : Bs = & and js : Iy — Fs be the canonical two-sided isometries. Then for s < tin J,
we have

’VtthBts = 1. (27)

Consider for s € J,, @5 := jsTsii. Set Py = j5jF and Qs = isif. Then by Remark (5.4

(Ps)ser, and (Qs)sey, are families of increasing projections. Now for v < s, iy = is[sr,

Jr = JsVer implies that S = i¥ir, Yor = ji Jr, hence it follows from ([27) that P.®;Q. = ..

For all s >0, & C B(G,E ©®G) and Fs C B(G, Fs ©G). Fix s € T. Let z € &,9 € G
and let € > 0. Using (26]) choose ty € Js such that

*|Qu (2)g — xgll < 5. (28)
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Then, for any s € J,, we have
[@s(2)g — Qo (x)g]| = [[Ps(2) © g — PsQxy () © g
= [[(®s ©idg)(z © g — Qry(z) © 9)|
< |[®s ©idg||[|[xg — Qv ()9l

<& leg = Qu(0)gll < 5. (by @) (29)

Let t > s> tg € Js. As (Ps)sey, and (Qs)ser, are increasing families of projections, we
have

19Qx, (2)g1I* = | P®1Qx, ()]
= [1Pa®Qey (2)g + (P = Po) Qo (29"
= [|P®:Qxy ()91 + 1(P = Po)@iQx, ()9
= [[Pa2QsQr (1)91I” + [|21Qro ()9 — Pa®1Qs Qe (29I
= [[6Qucy (2)g]” + |2 Qro ()9 — B Qo ()] *. (30)
Hence for t > s > tg € Js, we have ||®Qc, (2)g|]> > [|®sQ, (z)g||*. Also
19:Qeq (2)g1I* < 1| 2sQu Il lg11* < (|| g1

for all s € J,. Thus (|| ®sQx, (x)g]|*)scy. is a Cauchy net, hence choose t; € J,,t; > to such
that

e\ 2
19Qc ()g]|* — [€:Qe (2)g]*| < (5)  fort=s>vw 2w €l (31)
3
Therefore for t > s > t; in J,, from B0) and 3I]) we have

1
19Qxy ()9 — PsQro (2)g]| = [ @eQx (2)9* — @6Qxy (2)g]1%|2 <
Now for t > s > vy in Js, from (29) and ([B2) we have

[(®e — @5) ()]
< [[2e(2)g — 2Qxy (2)g]l + [|[21Qx (2)g — PsQry (2)gl| + [ RsQry (2)g — Ps(w)gl < e

Thus li%l ®,(2)g exists. Define Ty(z)g := 11%1 ®4(z)g for s > 0. This defines a bounded
sEJs s€Js

bilinear map 7T} : & — F for all s € T.
Now for s € J; and for all x5 € Es, g € G, we have

%. (32)

j:Tsis(xs)g = lim j; Poig(ws)g = lim j; je Tvigis(xs)g = Iim v TiBes(25)g = To(s)g-
rels tefs refs

Thus Ty = js*Ttis for all s € J5 and s € T. In particular T = j;fTSis for all s € T.
Now we shall prove that (7});>0 is a morphism of product systems. For t € J;,s5 € Js
and x¢ € Fy,xs € Es,ye € F,ys € Fs consider,

<C:,t(Ts © Tt)Bs,tiSVt(xs ®© xt)yjsvt(ys ® yt)> (Ts O] Tt)(ls ®© it)(xs ®© xt)ajs (O] jt(ys ®© yt)>

=

= (Tyists © Tyise, jsys © Y1)
= (j{ Tyiswy, (52 Tsiss, ys)ye)
= (Tszs © Tewy, (s © Y1)

= ((Ts © Ty) (75 © m¢), Ys © )
= (Ts—t(zs © 21), (Ys © Y1)

=

Tsttist(Ts © T), Jort (Ys © Yt))
Thus Ts+t = C*7t(Ts ® Tt)Bs,t for all s,t > 0. O

s

Acknowledgments. The first author thanks JC Bose Fellowship for financial support.
The second author thanks NBHM and the Indian Statistical Institute for research funding.



STRUCTURE OF BLOCK QUANTUM DYNAMICAL SEMIGROUPS AND THEIR PRODUCT SYSTEMS$7

[1]
2]

8]
[4]
[5]
[6]

[7]

8]

REFERENCES

W. Arveson. Continuous analogues of Fock space. Mem. Amer. Math. Soc. 80(409), (1989). MR987590.
W. Arveson. Noncommutative dynamics and E-semigroups. Springer Monographs in Math.(2003).
MR1978577.

S.D. Barreto, B.V.R. Bhat, V. Liebscher and M. Skeide. Type I product systems of Hilbert modules.
J. Funct. Anal. 212(1), 121-181 (2004). MR2065240.

B.V. R. Bhat, An index theory for quantum dynamical semigroups. Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 348
(1996), no. 2, 561-583. MR 1329528.

B.V.R. Bhat. Minimal dilations of quantum dynamical semigroups to semigroups of endomorphisms
of C*-algebras. J. Ramanujan Math. Soc. 14(2), 109-124 (1999). MR1727708.

B.V.R. Bhat and M. Mukherjee. Inclusion systems and amalgamated products of product systems.
Infin. Dimens. Anal. Quantum Probab. Relat. Topics 13(1), 1-26 (2010). MR2646788.

B.V.R. Bhat, V. Liebscher, M. Skeide. A problem of powers and the product of spatial product systems.
Quantum probability and related topics, 93-106, QP-PQ: Quantum Probab. White Noise Anal., 23,
World Sci. Publ., Hackensack,NJ., 2008. MR2590656.

B.V.R. Bhat and M. Skeide. Tensor product systems of Hilbert modules and dilations of completely
positive semigroups. Infin. Dimens. Anal. Quantum Probab. Relat. Topics 3(4), 519-575 (2000).
MR1805844.

E.C Lance. Hilbert C*-modules. A toolkit for operator algebraists. London Math. Soc. Lec. Note Series
vol. 210, Cambridge Univ. Press (1995). MR1325694.

V. Liebscher and M. Skeide. Units for the time-ordered Fock module. Infin. Dimens. Anal. Quantum
Probab. Relat. Top. 4(4), 545-551 (2001). MR1876163.

Paul S. Muhly and Baruch Solel. Quantum Markov semigroups: product systems and subordination.
Internat. J. Math. 18 (2007), no. 6, 633-669. MR2337398.

W.L. Paschke. Inner product modules over B*-algebras. Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 182, 443-468 (1973).
MR0355613.

V.I. Paulsen. Completely bounded maps and operator algebras. Cambridge Studies in Advanced Math-
ematics. 78, (2002). MR1976867.

V.I. Paulsen. Every completely polynomially bounded operator is similar to a contraction. J. Funct.
Anal 55(1), 1-17 (1984). MR733029.

R. T. Powers, Construction of Ep-semigroups of B(#H) from CP-flows. Advances in quantum dynamics
(South Hadley, MA, 2002),57-97, Contemp. Math., 335, Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 2003.
MR2026011.

M. Skeide. Hilbert modules and applications in quantum probability. book preprint on
http://web.unimol.it /skeide/, (2001).

M. Skeide. Skeide, The Powers sum of spatial CPD-semigroups and CP-semigroups. Noncommutative
harmonic analysis with applications to probability II, 247-263, Banach Center Publ., 89, Polish Acad.
Sci. Inst. Math., Warsaw, 2010. MR2730893.

V.I. Paulsen and Ching Yun Suen. Commutant representations of completely bounded maps. J. Op-
erator Theory 13(1), 87-101 (1985). MR768304.

W.F. Stinespring. Positive functions on C*-algebras. Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. 6, 211-216 (1955).
MR0069403.

Ching Yun Suen. Completely bounded maps on C*-algebras. Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. 93(1), 81-87
(1985). MR766532.

INDIAN STATISTICAL INSTITUTE, STAT-MATH. UNIT, R V COLLEGE POST, BENGALURU 560059, INDIA
E-mail address: bhat@isibang.ac.in

INDIAN STATISTICAL INSTITUTE, STAT-MATH UNIT, R V COLLEGE P0OST, BENGALURU 560059, INDIA
E-mail address: uvijayakumar87@gmail.com


http://web.unimol.it/skeide/

	1. Introduction
	2. Preliminaries
	3. block CP maps
	4. Semigroups of block CP maps
	4.1. Structure of block quantum dynamical semigroups
	4.2. E0-dilation of block quantum markov semigroups (QMS)

	5. Lifting of morphisms
	References

