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ABSTRACT. In [16], Muhly and Solel developed a theory
of tensor algebras over C*-correspondences that extends the
model theory of contractions in B(H). The main examples
are generated by Fock spaces, directed graphs and analytic
cross products. In this paper we show that many results of
tensor algebras of directed graphs, including dilations and
commutant lifting theorems for C o completely contractive
representations, can be deduced from results on Fock spaces.
One of the main tools we use is the Poisson kernels, which
we define for arbitrary C*-correspondences. The Fock space
approach allows us to consider “weighted” graphs, where the
dilation and commutant lifting theorems hold. Additionally,
we prove a rigidity result for submodules of the induced
representations of directed graphs, and we obtain projective
resolutions of graph deformations.

1. Introduction. In the last thirty years there have been many
attempts to generalize the model theory for contractions in B(H),
particularly the Nagy-Foias dilation theory and the Commutant Lifting
theorem. For example, Douglas and Paulsen [7] proposed the Hilbert
module language to extend these results to multivariate function theory.
Popescu [21, 22] extended them to a noncommutative multivariate
setting. And Muhly and Solel [16, 17] extended them to tensor
algebras over C*-correspondences (Hilbert bimodules over a C*-algebra
A). The language of Muhly and Solel is very general and it includes as
special cases all of the previous examples. Additionally, it includes the
tensor algebras generated by directed graphs, analytic cross products,
and others.

Many aspects of the Nagy-Foias theory are reduced to the study of
the unilateral shift in the Hardy space H?, which has orthonormal basis
{z™ : n > 0}. Likewise, many aspects of Popescu’s noncommutative
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theory are reduced to the study of the left creation operators on the
full Fock space, which are isometries with orthogonal ranges. The full
Fock space of I2 is

F)=ctely o @)”e )" e @) e,

but we identify it with lo(F} ), the Hilbert space with orthonormal
basis {6 : @ € F{} indexed by the free semi-group on N-generators
91,92, --- ,gn. The left creation operators L; : lo(F}) — l2(F}) are
defined by L;(6) = dg;a, for i < N.

One interesting feature of Popescu’s approach is that many results,
including dilation and commutant lifting theorems, pass from I»(F3)
with Ly,..., Ly, to subspaces M that are invariant under the adjoints
of the left creation operators. We call these spaces *-invariant. For
example, the compression of the left creation operators to the sym-
metric Fock space gives rise to Arveson’s d-shifts, and the dilation re-
sult of [4, Theorem 4.5] follows immediately. In this paper we will
show that an induced representation of a tensor algebra of a directed
graph is associated with a subspace of lz(F}) ® H invariant under
(L1 @ Im)*, (L2 ® I)*, ... ,(Ly ® Ig)*. This allows us to apply Fock
space techniques to these algebras.

Non self-adjoint algebras of directed graphs have been studied re-
cently by Muhly and Solel [17, 18], Kribs and Power[13], Jury and
Kribs [9, 10] and Katsoulis and Kribs [11, 12]. Kribs and Power [13]]
introduced a generalized Fock space to study these algebras, but we
will use the C*-correspondence language of Muhly and Solel [16, 17].
The full Fock space techniques seem to adapt better to this language.

In Section 2 we review background material and define the Poisson
kernels for C*-correspondences. These are explicit dilations that are
modeled after Popescu’s Poisson kernel of the full Fock space.

In Section 3 we study non self-adjoint algebras generated by finite
directed graphs. We assume that the directed graph G has N edges
91,92,--- ,gn and n vertices. The formal span of the edges is the
Cuntz-Krieger bimodule E = X (G) over I.. And the Fock module

F(E)=IL0EasE”®0E¥ 0 E® 6.

is the orthogonal sum of the E®Fs, where E®* is spanned by the
elements of the form g;; ® gi, ® -+ ® gi,, such that g; g, -+ gi, Is
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an allowable path in G. Each edge generates a left creation operator
L(g;) : F(E) — F(F) defined by

L(gi) (9i, ® -+ ® gi.)
{gi ®gi, ® - ®gi, if 9i9i,9, - g5, 1s an allowable path in G

0 otherwise.

The tensor algebra generated by G is the norm closure of the algebra
generated by L(gy, ... , L(gn) and n orthogonal projections @1, ... ,Qn
that add up to the identity and that satisfy the relation L(g;) =
Qr(iyL(9:)Q@s(i)- The function r(i) is the range of the ith edge and
s(%) is the source of the ith edge. Notice that we multiply from right
to left.

A completely contractive covariant representation of £ = X(G) on
B(H) consists of N bounded linear operators T1,T5,... ,Ty in B(H)
that satisfy Ziil T;T} < I and n nonzero orthogonal projections
Py, P,,...,P, in B(H) that add up to the identity and that satisfy

More abstractly, a completely contractive covariant representation of
E = X(G) on B(H) consists of an ordered pair (T,0) such that
T : E — B(H) is completely contractive, o : I, — B(H) a faithful
x-representation, and 7" and o satisfy an algebraic condition that is
equivalent to (1.1). Moreover, the faithful x-representation o : I —
B(H) induces the Hilbert space F(F) ®, H and an isometric covariant
representation of E = X (G) on F(E) ®, H with left creation operators
L,(g1),---,Ls(gn) and projections Ind (¢)(e1),... ,Ind (c)(en).

The connection with the full Fock spaces lies in the fact that we can
identify F(E)®, H with an -invariant subspace of l5(F})® H in such
a way that the L,(g;)s are compressions of the left creation operators
L; ® I'ys on the full Fock space lo(F};) ® H. We actually have that

Lo (9:)" = (Li ® IH)TF(E)&H for i < N.

If the graph G has no sinks, the projections Ind (¢)(e;)s belong to the
double commutant of the L,(g;)s. This implies for example that the
module maps of the two Hilbert modules

(F(E)®UH;LJ(gl)a-" 7L<T(.9N);
Ind (o) (e1),... ,Ind (o) (en))
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and

(F(E)®s; H; Ly (91),--- Lo (9n))

are equal. As a result, in many problems we ignore the projections and
study only the left creation operators.

In this paper we work with C.¢ completely contractive representations
(T,o) of E = X(G) on B(H). These are completely contractive
representations with an extra condition that for example allows us
to define the Poisson kernel K : H — F(F) ®, H. This map is an
isometry and its adjoint satisfies K*L,(g;) = T;K* for ¢ < N, and
K*[Ind (0)(e;)] = o(e;)K* for j < n. This means that

K* . F(E)®, H— H

is a surjective coisometric module map.

In principle there are two possible Poisson kernels associated to the
C.p completely contractive representation (1, 0) of E = X(G) on B(H).
One is the Poisson kernel of the C*-correspondence that we define
in Section 2: K; : H — F(F) ®, H, and the other one is the full
Fock Poisson kernel Ky : H — [5(F}) ® H associated to the maps
Ty,...,Tn. It turns out that when we identify F(E) ®, H with a
subspace of I(F}) ® H, the two maps are equal. This makes the
connection with full Fock spaces even stronger. For example, we show
that there exist partial isometric module maps ®; and ®, such that
the following is a short exact sequence
(1.2)

0 — F(E)9-H:, =% F(E)@,Hi =% H — 0.

The existence of (1.2) can be deduced from the dilation theorem of C*-
correspondences [16]. However, in this case, we deduce the existence
of (1.2) easily from Poisson kernels on Fock spaces.

If (11, 0) is a C.y completely contractive representation of £ = X (G)
on B(H), (Iy,m) is a C completely contractive representation of
E = X(G) on B(H), and f : H — H is a module map, then
there exist module maps f1 : F(E) ®, Hi — F(F) @, Hi and
fa 2 F(E) ®; Hy — F(E) ® Hy such that ||f2]| < [|f1]| < ||| and



FOCK SPACE TECHNIQUES IN TENSOR ALGEBRAS )

such that the following diagram commutes:

@,

0—>F(G2) ®;_\H2 L)F(Gl) ®o’ H1

S

00— F(Ga) @~ Hy —2— F(G1) @n H1 —2+— H 0.

This can be deduced from the general commutant lifting theorem of
C*-correspondences of [16], but we deduce it from the commutant
lifting theorem of Fock spaces. We obtain precise information about the
module maps f; and f>. Like in the classical case, they are associated to
certain analytic “symbols.” We use this to obtain the following rigidity
result: Suppose that M; and Mj are submodules of F(F) ®, H; and
F(FE) ®, Ho and that M7 is isomorphic to Mj:

L

P

0 M, F(E) ®y, H —2 M{ 0
P/tl2 1

0 M2 F(E) ®o‘2 Hz —>M2 0.

We prove that if the inclusions M- C F(E) ®,, H;, i = 1,2, are
“minimal,” then M is isomorphic to Ms. We use this to show
that the map @, : F(E) ®; Hy — F(E) ®, H; of (1.2) determines
(H;Ty,...,TN; P1,...,P,) up to unitary equivalence. Following the
classical case, we say that ®5 is the characteristic function of H.

The directed graph G5 is a deformation of G, or G; < G5 in symbols,
if G5 can be obtained by identifying some vertices in G;. Katsoulis and
Kribs [11] proved that the left creation operators of G2 “dominate” the
left creation operators of G;. We strengthen this result by proving that
if G < Gy < G3 < ---, then there exist partial isometric module maps
Qi : F(Gz—l—l) ®0i+1 Hi+1 — F(Gz) ®Uz‘ Hz such that

P P P
=2 F(G3)®¢ H3 —> F(G2)®e, Ho —% F(G1)®., Hi — 0

is an exact sequence. We also prove a stronger version of the commutant
lifting theorem that allows us to conclude that if f; : F(G1) ®y, H; —
F(G1) ®y, Hy is a module map, then there exist module maps f; :
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F(G;) ®,, H; — F(G;) ®o, H; such that || fi|| < ||f|| and such that the
following diagram commutes:

? ? ?
- ——— F(G3) @0y Hs ——— F(G2) ®oy Hy ——— F(G1) ®6, HL ——0

R

P P
- ——2 5 F(G3) ®py H3 ———— F(G2) ®py Hy ——— F(G1) ®yy Hl ——— 0.

In Section 4 we look at the weighted Fock spaces F2(w,)® H studied
in [1, 3]. Given a faithful representation o : I’y — B(H) we define
F,.(G)®, H to be a natural *-invariant subspace of F2(w,)® H. The
left creation operators L,(g;) are the compression of the left creation
operators of F2(wy) ® H to F,_ (G) ®, H, and we look at the Hilbert
module

(Fuo (G) ®s H; Lo (91) 5+ Lo (9n) 5 [Ind(0) (e1)]; - . ; [Ind () (en)]) ,

where [Ind (o) (e;)]’s are orthogonal projections that add up to the
identity. The left creation operators are no longer partial isometries,
but the main results of Section 3 are true. The proofs of these results
are almost identical, and we only indicate the differences. We decided
to give the complete proof for the full Fock spaces case. The addition of
weights causes no difficulties. The main difference is that the projective
resolutions of (1.2) are no longer finite.

2. Preliminaries and Poisson kernels. A Hilbert C*-module
FE over the C*-algebra A is a right A-module with an A-valued inner
product (-,-) : E x E — A with the following properties: (i) (,-) is
linear for every z € E, (z,y)* = (y, z) for every z,y € E, (ii) (z,y-a) =
(z,y)a for every z,y € E and a € A, and (iii) (z,z) > 0 for every z € E
(moreover, (z,z) = 0 if and only if x = 0). We assume that F is a
complete normed space with the norm ||z|| = +/|/{z, z)||-

If £ and F are Hilbert modules over the C*-algebra A, a map
T : E — F is adjointable if there exists a map S : F — FE such
that for every z € F and y € F,

(Tz,y) = (z, Sy).
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The map S is denoted by T, and one easily checks that 7" is a bounded,
linear and A-linear map, i.e.,ifx € Fanda € A, then T'(z-a) = T(z)-a.
The set of adjointable maps from FE to F is denoted by £L(E, F'), and
the set of adjointable maps from E to E is denoted by £(E). One can
check that L(FE) is a C*-algebra.

Ezample 1. If A = C, then any Hilbert space H is a Hilbert C-
module with the usual inner product. It is easy to check that £(H) is
the usual B(H).

Ezample (Sums). Suppose that E; is a Hilbert A-module for ¢ € I.
Define ®;c1 E; to be the set of (;);cs such that ) (x;, ;) converges
in A. Then @, F; is a Hilbert A-module with inner product given by

(@), (wi) = 2ier (@i ya)-

A Hilbert module E over a C*-algebra A has a natural operator space
structure induced by the linking algebra £ (we refer to [5] for details).
For example, if A = C any Hilbert C-module F is a Hilbert space at the
Banach space level, and a column Hilbert space at the operator space
level. That is, E = Cj if E is N-dimensional or £ = C'if E is separable
and infinite dimensional. We also mention that an adjointable map T’
between A-Hilbert modules is completely bounded and |7 = [|T|-
We refer to [14] for additional information about Hilbert C*-modules.

2.1. Tensor products and C*-correspondences over A. Suppose that
FE is a Hilbert A-module and that F' is a Hilbert B-module. For every
s-representation o : A — L(F') one can construct the “balanced” tensor
product E ®, F (if there is no confusion about o, the tensor product
is also denoted E ® 4 F') which is a Hilbert B-module that satisfies the
following properties:

(1) IfzeE,ye F,and a € A, then (z-a) ® y = 2 ® (0(a)y) (the
tensor product is balanced over A).

(2) If 1,22 € E and y1,y2 € F, then (1 ® y1,22 @ y2) =
(y1,0((21, 22))y2).

Notice that if E is a Hilbert A-module and o : A — B(H) is an *-
representation, then F' ®, H is a Hilbert space. Indeed, H is a Hilbert
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C-module and B(H) = L(H). Then E ®, H is a Hilbert C-module,
which makes it a Hilbert space.

A C*-correspondence over A, or a Hilbert bimodule over A, is a
Hilbert A-module FE with an *-representation ¢ : A — L(E). The map
¢ induces a “left” action of A on E given by a-z = ¢(a)z. If E is
a C*-correspondence over A we can construct the Hilbert A-module
E ®4 E, and more generally, for every n > 1, we can construct the
Hilbert A-module

E®"=E®sE®4s--- Qa4 FE.

n times

Each of these Hilbert A-modules becomes a C*-correspondence if
o™ : A — L(E®") is defined by

0™ (a) (21 @22 ® - xy) =[p(a) 1] T2 @ - - Tpy.

The following example is due to Pimsner [15].

Ezample 3 (Fock module). Suppose that E is a C*-correspondence
over A. The Fock module of E is the Hilbert A-module defined by

F(E)— A6 FoE? 6 E® @ 0 F% 0.
F(E) is a C*-correspondence over A if ¢, : A — L(F(E)) is defined
by poo(a) = B2 (a).

2.2. Representations and tensor algebras: T (E). Let E be a C*-
correspondence over the C*-algebra A. Muhly and Solel [16] defined a
covariant representation of E to be an ordered pair (7', o) such that

(1) T: E — B(H) is a bounded linear map,
(2) 0 : A — B(H) is an injective *-representation, and

(3) For every z € F and a € A,

T(z-a)=T(z)o(a) and T (p(a)z)=0(a)T (a).

The covariant representation is
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(1) Completely bounded if ||T||.» < oo.
(2) Completely contractive if |||, < 1, and
(3) Isometric if T'(z)*T(y) = o((z,y)) for every z,y € E.

Fowler and Raeburn [8] considered isometric covariant representation
but they did not require o to be faithful. They called such representa-
tions Toeplitz representations.

Ezample 4 (Fock representation). Suppose that E is a C*-correspondence
over A, and let F(E) be the Fock module of Example 5. Define

L:E— L(F(E)) by L(z)(n)=zxn.

It is easy to check that (L, ) is an isometric covariant representation
into L(F(E)).

The Tensor Algebra of the C*-correspondence E is denoted by 7 (E),
and it is the norm-closed subalgebra of L(F(E)) generated by L(x) for
z € E and ¢ (a) for a € A. This is the non self-adjoint part of an
algebra introduced by Pimsner, see [15]: The Toeplitz algebra Tg is
the C*-algebra generated by L(z) for x € E and ¢ (a) for a € A.
Pimsner also defined O (the Cuntz-Pimsner algebra) as a quotient of
Te. These algebras have been the object of much study recently.

Muhly and Solel proved that every completely contractive covariant
representation of F induces a completely contractive representation
on 7, (E), and it is easy to see that every completely contractive
representation on 74 (E) induces a completely contractive covariant
representation on E. Moreover, they proved that every completely
contractive covariant representation has a unique minimal isometric
covariant dilation [16].

The Fock representation is an isometric covariant representation of
E into an abstract C*-algebra. Every x-representation o : A — B(H)
induces an isometric covariant representation into a concrete Hilbert
space:

Ezample 5 (Induced representation). Suppose that F is a C*-
correspondence over A and that ¢ : A — B(H) is an injective *-
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representation. Define
L,:E— B(F(B)®, H) by L)) =Lix)en,
and
Ind (0): A— B(F (E)®, H) by Ind (0)(a) = ¢ (a)®I.

It is easy to check that (L,,Ind (o)) is an isometric covariant repre-
sentation into the bounded linear operators of F(E)®, H. Notice that
since F(FE) is a Hilbert A-module, F(F) ®, H is a Hilbert space.

Suppose that (T, o) is a covariant representation of E into B(H). Let
E ©, H be the subspace of E ®, H spanned by the vectors of the form
z ® h, where x € E and h € H, and define

T:E®, H—H by T(x®h)=T ()h.

The following lemma of Muhly and Solel is fundamental:

Lemma 1 ([16]). T is completely bounded if and only sz 1s bounded.
And, more precisely, ||T||, = |T : E ®, H — H||. Moreover, (T,o) is
isometric if and only if T : E ®, H — H 1is an isometry.

2.3. Poisson kernels. In this section we define the Poisson kernels
for Hilbert bimodules, by adapting the definition of Poisson kernels for
Fock spaces. These were introduced by Popescu in [24], where he used
them to prove several versions of von Neumann inequalities. In [2]
we used them to obtain noncommutative multi-variable interpolation
results, and in this paper, we use them to study C*-correspondences of
directed graphs.

Let (T, o) be a completely contractive covariant representation. For
every k > 1 define

TF:E®*@,H —H by TF(z1®@z2® - @ap@h) =T (x1) T (x2)
Since THHL(TFF)* = Tk(Iger ® T)(Iger ® (T)*)(TF)* < TH(TF)*, it
follows that

T(T) =TT > T2(T?)" > ... > T*(T*)" > 0.
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The representation is called C.y if SOT — limk_,ooﬁ(ﬁ)* = 0, see
[19].

Let A: H — H be A = (I — T(T)*)"/? and define

(21) K:H -—F(E)®, H by K(h iIEm@A T%)*h.

Since

(2:2)

H IE®k®A T"c ‘ = <(IE®k®A ) h, (IE®k ®A)(ﬁ)*h>
= <(IE®k ® A?) Tk >
=<(fw®[f 7(7) ])( )k (T)"h)
= ((T%) "k, (T%)" k) = (T577) ", (T577)"h)
- <[Tk — TRL(THTT) } h,h>,

we obtain the following proposition:

Proposition 1. Suppose that (T,0) is a completely contractive
covariant representation. Then

(1) K: H— F(E) ®, H is a bounded map.

(2) K : H = F(E) ® H is an isometry if and only if SOT-
limy 0o T*(T*)* = 0 of and only if (T,0) is a C.y representation.

B) K*(21 @22 ®@-+- @z ® h) = T(x1)T(x2) -+ T(xk)Ah for every
@z ®h € B ®, H. Consequently,

(a) K*Ly(x) = T(x)K* for every x € E, and

(b) K*[Ind (0)(a)] = o(a)K* for every a € A.

Proof. Parts (1) and (2) follow from (2.2), and (3) (a) and
(b) follow easily from the formula K*(z1 @ 22 ® - ® 2 @ h) =
T(x1)T(z2)---T(xk)Ah. So we only need to verify the formula. Let
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h' € H. Then

(K* (21 @22 ®@--- @z @h),h')
=(z1 QT2 ® - @z @ h,K(h'))

<m1®l‘2®"'®$k®ha(I®A) (ﬁ>*(h/)>
:<w1®m2®---®xk®Aha (ﬁ>*(hl)>
(

— (T*(z ®xz®...®xk®Ah),h’>

This proves the proposition. a

2.4. W*-correspondences and H*®(E). A Hilbert C*-module E over
the von Neumann algebra M is a W*-module if E is self dual. This
means that for every M-linear bounded map f : E — M, there exists
a € E such that f(z) = (a,z). Paschke [20] proved that if F is a
W*-module, then E is a dual space and that L£(E) is an abstract W*-
algebra. A W*-correspondence over the von Neumann algebra M is a
W*-module E over M, and a w*-continuous injective homomorphism

v: M — L(E).

If (E, ) is a W*-correspondence, then so is (F(F), ¢ ). Muhly and
Solel defined H*(E) to be the WOT closed subalgebra of L(F(E))
generated by L(z) for x € F and g (a) fora € A. If 0 : A — B(H)
is a faithful normal *-representation, then H*(E) is isomorphic to the
WOT closed subalgebra of B(F(E) ®, H) generated by the induced
representation, see [18]. We call this algebra H°(E).

A covariant representation of E in B(H) is an ordered pair (T, 0)
such that T : E — B(F) is a w*-continuous bounded linear map,
o : M — B(H) is a w*-continuous injective homomorphism, and
T(xz-a) = T(z)o(a) and T(p(a)z) = o(a)T(a) for x € E and
a € M. As before, the covariant representation is completely bounded
if T is completely bounded, completely contractive if 7" is completely
contractive, and isometric if T(x)*T(y) = o({z,y)) for every z,y € E.

It is useful to note that a completely contractive C.-representation
(T,o) induces a representation in H*°(E). Indeed, the map @ :
B(F(E)®,H) — B(H) defined by ®(B) = KBK* is WOT-continuous.
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Identify H>°(E) with the WOT closed subalgebra of B(F(E) ®, H)
mentioned above, and notice that the restriction of ® to this algebra
is an isometric representation that is continuous with respect to the
w*-topologies.

2.5. Noncommutative algebras on Fock spaces. One of the most im-
portant examples of C*-correspondences is given by Popescu’s noncom-
mutative analytic algebras [21]. Let A= C and E =Y, or E = Oy if
we look at the operator space structure of E. The left action is trivial
and then 1Y ®@c 1Y ®c - ®@c 1 (k-times) is the usual tensor product
of Hilbert spaces. Then F(F) is identified with the full Fock space
I5(F}), the Hilbert space with orthonormal basis {§, : @ € F}} in-
dexed by the free semi-group on N-generators g1, 9s,... ,9n. The left
creation operators L; : lo(F ) — [2(F ) are defined by L;(6a) = 0g,as
for ¢ < N. The norm closure of the algebra generated by the L;’s and
the identity is a noncommutative analogue of the disc algebra A(D),
and it was denoted by Popescu by Apy. The WOT closure of Ay is a
noncommutative analogue of the Hardy space H*°, and it was denoted
by Popescu by F'*°. It can be checked easily that 7 (E) = Ay and
that H>(E) = F°°.

In [23], Popescu proved that the commutant of F*° is generated by
the right creation operators R; (which are defined by R;(da) = 0ag,)
and the identity. (In [6], the WOT closed subalgebra generated by
the R;s and the identity was denoted by Ry and the WOT closed
subalgebra generated by the L;’s and the identity was denoted by Ly.)

Since A = C, a completely contractive representation (7',0) has
trivial o, and it is entirely determined by the completely contractive
map T : Cy — B(H). Let 6;, i < N, be the canonical basis of Cy,
and let T; = T(6;) for i < N. It follows that (T,c) is completely
contractive if and only if > T;T* < I, which is equivalent to T' =
(Ty,Ts,...,TN) being row contractive. And (T,0) is C.y contractive
if and only if WOT-limy_, o Zang,M:k T,T* = 0 (we use the free

semi-group on N generators F; to represent arbitrary products: if
Q= Gi,Gir* gir, € FL, then T,, = T;, T}, -+ T3, ). Popescu called this
condition Cp, and he showed that whenever T = (T3, T5,...,Ty) is a
Cy row contraction, there exists an isometry K : H — lo(F},) ® H that
satisfies K*(L; ® Iy) = T; K* for ¢ < N. This is the construction that
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motivated the definition of Poisson kernels for C*-correspondences.

The x-invariant subspaces play an important role in Fock spaces.
Consider l2(F};) ® H with the ampliation of the left creation operators:
Li®Ig,... ,LN®Ig. A subspace M C [, (F"A‘,)®H is called *-invariant
if for every i < N, (L; ® I,)*M C M. Define V; = Py(L; ®@ I,) | m
for ¢ < N, and notice that

‘/;1‘/12‘/% = Pm (Li1 ®IH) (Li2 ®IH)(L12 ®IH)\M
= Py (LilLiz"'Lik ®IH)|M'

This implies that for every i < N, Pyp(L; ® Ig) = V;Pyp. In the
notation of next section, one says that (M; Vi,...,V;,) an x-submodule
of I2(F{)® H; L1 ® I,...,Ly ®Iy) and that Py is a module map;
see [1] for related results.

The following summarizes some of the most important tools of F°°.

Theorem 1 [22, 23]. Suppose that M C l2(F};) ® H is a subspace
invariant under (L; ® Ig)* for i < N, and that N C I(F}) @ H is
invariant under (L; ® Iy)* fori < N. If f : M — N is a bounded
linear module map, then there exists g : lo(FY) ® H — 1(Fi) @ H
such that ||gll = [|fIl, f = Pngm, and g(Li ® In) = (L; ® Iy)g for
every t < N. Such a map g is of the form g = ZaEF; R, ® A, for
some Ay : H — M. Furthermore, if M is invariant under (R; @ Iy)*
for i < N, and N is invariant under (R; ® Iy)* for i < N, any map
of the form Py(Ra ® Aa)jm 2 M — N is a module map.

2.6. Hilbert modules. A Hilbert module over an index I is a Hilbert
space H and a family of bounded linear maps {T, : H — H}yer. If
(H,{Tw}acr) and (K, {Sq}acr) are two Hilbert modules, a module map
f: H — K is a bounded linear map that intertwines the T, s with the
Sqs. That is, fT, = S f for every a € I. The Hilbert modules are
isomorphic if there exists a isometric surjective module map between
them.

For example, if E is a C*-correspondence and (7, o) is a completely
contractive covariant representation on B(H), H is the Hilbert module
with maps {T(z) }zcg and {o(a)}aca. The adjoint of the Poisson kernel
is an example of a module map.
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Proposition 2. Suppose that (T, o) is a C.g-completely contractive
covariant representation of the C*-correspondence E on B(H), and
let K : H — F(E) ®, H be the Poisson kernel. Then (T,5) is a
C.o-completely contractive covariant representation of E in B(K(H)),
where T : E — B(K(H)) is T(z) = Pr(ayLo(z) |k (qy and T :
A — B(K(H)) is o(a) = Pgm)[Ind(o)(a)]|km). Moreover, the
Hilbert modules (H;T(z),x € E;o(a),a € A) and (K(H);T(z),z €
E;c(a),a € A) are isomorphic.

Proof. From Proposition 1 it follows that Ind (c)(A) leaves K(H)
invariant and therefore ¢ : A — B(K(H)) is a representation. Let
z € EFand a € A. Then

T (x-a) = Px(mLe (z- a) k() = Pr()Lo () [Ind () (@)] k(11
= Pic(t1) Lo (a) Pi () [Ind (o) (a)) e (1) = T (2) 5 (a) .

To check the other direction, start from

T(p(a)z) = Pre(an)[Ind (o) (@)] Lo () k(1.

Then

[7 (¢ (@0)] = Piciny [Lo ()] [10 () (@)] e
= P () [Lo (2)]" P (my [Ind (o) ()] e ()
~[f@] Fr=[F@w)] .

Hence we obtain that (f, o) is a completely contractive covariant
representation of E in B(K(H)). The isomorphism is implemented
by (K*)|k(m) and the module map properties follow from (3) (a) and
(3) (b) of Proposition 1. O

Since H and K(H) C F(E)®, H are unitarily equivalent, the Poisson
kernel can be used to show that a completely contractive C.y covariant
representation can be dilated to an isometric induced representation.
This is a result of [16].
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A completely contractive covariant representation of the C*-correspondence
E on B(H) induces two natural Hilbert modules:

(HAT (@)} sepi{o (@)}taea) and  (Hi{T (2)},cp) -
We will study Hilbert modules H that satisfy

(2.3) {heH:T(z)h=0 forevery ze€ E}={0}.

Proposition 3. Suppose that for i = 1,2, (T;,0;) is a completely
contractive covariant representation of E in B(H;). Suppose also that
H, satisfies (2.3). If f : Hi — Hs satisfies fT1(z) = To(x)f for every
x € E, then for every a € A, we have foyi(a) = o2(a)f.

Proof. Fix a € A and = € E. Then

Tz (z) [fo1 (a) — 02 (a) f]

=T, () fo1 (a) — T2 (z) 02 (a) f
= fT1 (z) 01 (a) — T2 (z) 02 (a) f
=fTi(z-a) —Ta(z-a)f
=T1f(z-a) —Te(z-a)f =0.

O

If the completely contractive covariant representation (T, ¢) in B(H)
does not satisfy (2.3), we can find a largest X C H such that the
compression of (T,0) to H satisfies (2.3). Define Hy = {h € H :
T(x)h = 0 for every z € E}. Notice that Hy is invariant under T'(x)
for x € F and under o(a) for a € A. The first statement is clear. The
second is easy: If h € Hy, a € A, and z € FE, then T(z)[c(a)h] =
T(z-a)h = 0 because z-a € E. Since x € E is arbitrary, it follows that
o(a)h € Hy. Define T : E — B(H) by T(z) = Py T(z)py, and
define 5 : A — B(Hg") by 7(a) = Pyio(a)gs. We can check easily

check that (T',5) is a completely contractive covariant representation
that satisfies property (2.3).
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Property (2.3) is satisfied if (T, o) is an isometric covariant represen-
tation, E is a full Hilbert A-module and A is unital. This simplifies a
little bit the proof of the commutant lifting theorem of [16], because
one does not have to pay attention to the algebra A. We illustrate this
in subsection 3.3.

3. C*-correspondence of directed graphs. Let G = (G°,G,r, s)
be a directed graph with vertex set G°, edge set G', and range and
source maps 7,5 : G — G°. For simplicity assume that G° and
G! are finite, say G° = {v1,...,v,} and G = {e1,... ,en}. We
view each edge ¢; as an arrow from s(g;) to r(e;). We multiply from
right to left and we say that €;,€;, , - - €i,€i, is an allowable path in
the graph G if and only if 7(e;,) = s(ei,), 7(€iy) = s(gi5) ..., and
r(gir_,) = s(€;,)- The set of allowable paths of G is denoted by T'q,
and it can be thought of as a subset of F} We extend the definitions
of r,s: T'g — G in the obvious way: s(g;,€i,_, " €i,€i,) = s(€;,) and
T(E":kE":k—l e siZEil) = T(Eik)‘

Let A =1 (G®) =12, and define the Hilbert I -module E = X (G)
to be the set of functions z : G! — C with module action over I, given
by

z-a(e)=z()a(s(e)) for z€E,acA, and e€G

and
(x,y) (v) = z(e)y(e) for z,yeE and veGh.
{e€Gt:s(e)=v}
Let e; € I be the canonical projection (e;(v;) = 0 if ¢ # j and
e;(vj) = 1if i = j), and define g; : G* — C by gi(¢;) = d;;. Notice

that £ = X(G) is the span of the g;s and that

0 if i #j
es(si) if 1 = j

(9i,95) = {

In the future, we will write s(g;) or s(i) instead of s(g;), and we will
assume that the range of r and s is {1,2,... ,n} instead of G°.
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The range function r : G — {1,... ,n} defines the x-representation
0 : 1% — L(E) by

0 ifr(g)#J
gi ifr(g:;) =j.

o) o) = {

With the left action, the Hilbert [Z -module £ = X(G) is a C*-
correspondence, and it is called a Cuntz-Krieger bimodule.

For k > 1, we construct E®* = EQ,EQ®,,---®,E (k times), and then
we define the Fock module of Example 3: F(E) =" @ E®E®*®--- .
To understand the structure of F(E) it is instructive to look at a simple
example. Let g; ® g; € E®? and notice that

9i ®9j = [9i - €s(g)] ® 95 = 9 ® ¥ (es(qn)) (95)
_{0 if 7 (g;) # s (9:)

gi®g; ifr(g;) =s(g:)

Similarly, g;, ® i, ® -+ ® g;, € E®* is nonzero if and only if
9i19i» - Gi,, = 7 is an allowable path in I'c. We denote g, :=
9i, ® gi, ® -+ ® g, Moreover, we can check that

( > { 0 ify#a

v Gal = ese,) ify=oa

This implies that {g, : ¥ € I'g and |y| = k} is a basis of E®*. If
o : 17 — B(H) is an *-representation, then g, ®, H is orthogonal to
Ja ®s H if o # 7.

3.1. Full Fock space representations. In this section, we study the
induced representations of the Cuntz-Krieger bimodule of Example 5.
We will prove that they are associated to *-invariant subspaces of full
Fock spaces. Consider a faithful #-representation o : i — B(H). This
decomposes H = Hy ® Hy @ --- ® H,,, where H; = o(e;)H for j < n.
Notice that if g; ® ¢ € E ®, H, then

i ® T =i+ esg) ®T =i @0 (esgy) ().

Hence, we can assume that x € Hy(g,). Similarly, if g, ® z € E®t @, H
is nonzero, then v € I'g and, since g, @ = g,-e5(,) @ = g, Q0 (e,)(),
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we can assume that z € H,(,. It follows that F(F) ®, H is spanned
by the vectors of the form g, ® x for v € I'¢ and x € Hy(,) and by
vectors of the form 1 ® x for x € H;, 7 < n. Consequently, we identify
F(E) ®, H with the closed subspace M, of l5(F}) ® H spanned by
the vectors of the form

(3.1) {6‘y®$2’)/Erg,LL‘EHS(,Y)}U{(S()@l':LL‘EH}.

Proposition 4. There exists an *-invariant subspace M, of
lo(FY)®H such that the Hilbert module (F(E)®,H; Ly (g1),--- , Lo (gn))
is unitarily equivalent to the Hilbert module (My; Paq, (Li®I)jpm, -
Pr, (Ly @ I)jp,,)-

Proof. Let M, be the subspace of F(E) ®, H spanned by vectors of
the form (3.1). If v = gi, 9i, - - - gi, € ¢ and = € H,(,), then

* _ (sgiz...g,-’c @z ifr (’7) = T(gil) =1
e tn) 00~ it r(gs) .

And naturally, (L; ® Ig)*(6p ® ) = 0 for every € H. Thus, it
follows that M, is *-invariant in lz(F}) ® H. Define u : F(E)®, H —
,(F}) ® H by u(g, ®x) = 6, ®x if y € ['g and = € H,(,) and by
uw(l®x) = @z if x € H. The map w is unitary and we easily check
that u(L,(g:)) = Pm, (Li ® I)jam,u for every i < N. This proves the
result. |

For j < n, Ind (o)(e;) corresponds to the projection P; : M, — M,,
defined by

(3.2)
o, @z if r =J
P;(6,®x) = K ()= for v € T'q and dx € Hy(y)
0 ifr(y)#J
50 ®x lf] =k
Pj(50®x):{ o for =z € Hy.
0 if j # k.

As a result, we simply identify F(F) ®, H with M,, and we assume
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that

(3.3)
F(E)®, HCl,(F§)®H is x-invariant,
L; (9i) = Prme,u (Li ®I) ppyg,n for i< N, and that
Ind (o) (e;) = P; is given by the formula (3.2).

Notice that for every i < N,

L, (gi) = Pr(gi)Ltf (92) Ps(gi)'

Definition 1. A directed graph G has no sinks if every vertex is the
source of a directed edge.

The following simple observation tells us that the two natural Hilbert
modules associated to a directed graph are equivalent if the graph has
no sinks.

Lemma 2. Suppose that G has no sinks and that o : 1) — B(H) is
a faithful x-representation. Then F(E) ®, H satisfies property (2.3).
That is, if Ly(gi)z =0 for i < N, then z=0 in F(E) ®, H.

Proof. Tt is enough to look at vectors of the form (3.1). First take
v € I'c and a nonzero x € Hy(,). Since G has no sinks, there exists
j < N such that s(g;) = r(vy). Then L,(g;)(6y ® ©) = 64,4 ® x is
nonzero. Now take a nonzero x € Hy. Since G has no sinks, there
exists j < N such that s(g;) = k. Then Ly(g;)(do ® z) = dy, @ z is
nonzero. O

From Proposition 3 we obtain

Corollary 1. Suppose that G has no sinks, and let o : 1", — B(H)
and w: 1% — B(H) be injective x-representations. If T : F(E)®, H —
F(E) ®; H is a bounded linear map that satisfies TL,(g9;) = Lr(9:)T
for i < N, then T(Ind (0)(e;)] = [Ind (7)(e;)]T for j < mn.

The condition that G has no sinks is necessary.
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Ezample 6. Suppose that G is a directed graph with incidence matrix

Ll) [1)} Label the vertices {a, b} and the edges {g1, g2}, where g; goes

from a to a and g, goes from a to b. Define T : F(E)®,13 — F(E)®,13
by the formula

T (60 ® €a) = 0g, ® €0, T (00 ® &) = 0,

and
T(6y®h)=0 for ve€Tlg.

We can easily check that T'L,(g;) = L,(9;)T = 0 for ¢ = 1,2, and
this implies that T intertwines the L,(g;)s. However, T does not
intertwine the projections. If P, is the projection induced by the vertex
a, then TP,(dp ® &) = T(dp ® €a) = dg, ® &. But since r(g2) = b,
P,T (60 ® &a) = Pa(dg, ® &4) = 0. Therefore, the condition that G has
no sinks is necessary.

3.2. Poisson kernels and von Neumann inequalities. Suppose that
(T,o) is a Cg-completely contractive representation of £ = X(G)
in a Hilbert space H. We start by giving the explicit form of the
Poisson kernel of (T, o). Notice that the representation is characterized
by the bounded linear maps T'(g1),... ,T(gn) and by the orthogonal
projections o(e1),...,0(e,). For simplicity, we will denote T'(g;) =
T; for i < N. Recall that 7% : E®* @, H — H is given by
Tk(gi1 ®gi2 - '®gikgh) = E1E2 e Tzk(h) If7 = Gi19i> """ iy € F;a
we can write this as T*(6, ® h) = T),(h), where T\, = T;, T}, - - - T}, .

Lemma 3. If (T, o) is a completely bounded covariant representation
of E = X(G) in a Hilbert space H, then for every k > 1, (T*)*(h) =
%’YEFG, 1=k 0y ® (Ty)*(h). If k =0, then T* is the identity from H to

Proof. Let h € H. Then (ﬁ)*(h) = D€l |y|=k Oy ® @, for some
Ty € Hyy). To see that z, = (To)*(h) for a € T'g with |a| = k, take
h' € H,(q) arbitrary and compute

(%) (1) 00 @H') = (A TF (00 @)} = (b, Tal') = ((La) B, 1) .
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On the other hand,

<(Fk)* (R), b ®h’> = < > 6y @y, 00 ®h’> = (za, 1) -

v€l'a
lv|=Fk

Since h' is arbitrary, we conclude that z, = (Ty)*h. O

It is well known that if (T,0) is completely contractive, then T =
(T1,...,Tn) is a row contraction. You can see this from Lemma 3:
A2h = (I-TT*)h=h—YN | T;T{h, and hence A2 = [~ T, >
0.

Proposition 5. The Poisson kernel of the C g-completely contractive
representation of E = X(G) in a Hilbert space H is the isometry
K:H — F(E)®, H given by the formula

K(h)=0®Ah+Y > 6,0 A(Ty) h.
k=1~€lq
lv|=k

Proof. The formula follows from (2.1). We only need to comment on
the £k = 0 case. Since A is unital, we identify A ®, H with H in the
natural way: 1® h — h. Recall that we identify 1® h with §y ® h when
we see 1 ® h as an element of the *-invariant subspace of l(F}) ® H.
O

Suppose that (T, 0) is a Cg-completely contractive covariant repre-
sentation of £ = X(G) in a Hilbert space H. This representation
induces two natural Poisson kernels on H. The first one is the Poisson
kernel of the C*-correspondence of subsection 2.3. This is the isometry

Koc:H— F(E)®, H  defined by Kc (h)
=0 ®@Ah+Y D 5, @A(T)" h.

k=1~v€lq
lv|=k
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We use the subscript K¢ to indicate this is the Poisson kernel of the
C*-correspondence.

On the other hand, we can look only at the row contraction T' =
(Ty,Ts,...,Ty). Since this is a Cp-row contraction, we have the Fock
space Poisson kernel associated to T'. This is the isometry

Kp:H—1(F)®H definedby Kp(h)= > 0a®A(Ts)"h

aEF;

where A and T, have the same meaning as in the Poisson kernel of the
C*-correspondence. We used the subscript Kr to indicate this is the
Poisson kernel of 7" and that it takes values in the Fock space.

Proposition 6. If we use (3.3) to identify F(E) ®, H with an
x-tnvariant subspace of lg(FE) ® H, the Poisson kernel of the C -
completely contractive covariant representation of E = X(G) in a
Hilbert space H is exactly the Poisson kernel of the Cy-row contraction
T=(T1,...,Tn). In particular, Kp(H) C F(E)®, H.

Proof. The proof of this result is simple. We only need to show that
if o ¢ I'g, then T, = 0. Recall that for every i < N, T; = P,(4)T; Py(y)-
If o = 95,9, - - 9i),, We have

Ta = Elﬂz ot 'Tik

= Pr(iy) Loy Po(in) Priin) Tio Ps(in) = Priin_y) Tin 1 Pstin_1) Priin) Tin Psir) -

Then it follows that T, # 0 only if s(i1) = 7(i2), s(iz) = r(is),...,
and s(éx—1) = r(ix). But this means that o € I'¢. Therefore, the two
maps are equal and they have the same range. We just note that A
commutes with the projections. ]

In [11], Katsoulis and Kribs proved the following von Neumann
inequality associated to directed graphs: Suppose that 17,75,... ,Tn
are bounded linear operators in B(H) such that T = (T1,Ts, -+ ,Tn)
is a row contraction and that Py, P,,... , P, is a family of orthogonal
projections on H that add up to the identity and that stabilize 7" in
the following way:

T;P;,P,T; € {T;,0} for i <N and j<n.
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They noted that this relation determines a directed graph with n
vertices and N edges, whose source and range maps are determined
by the relation

T; = Pr(iyTi Py(i)-

They proved that if p(z1, 22,... ,2zy) is a noncommutative polynomial
in N variables then

3.4)  p (11, Ts,... , TN)I < lp (Lo (91) s Lo (92) -+ » Lo (9],

where o : I, — B(H) is the xrepresentation generated by the Pjs.
They denoted [|pll¢,c0 = [P(Loy(91), Los(92),-- - 5 Loy (9i)) || (motice
that this has the same value for any faithful *-representation o : [T, —
B(H)).

We will show that this inequality can be deduced from the usual von
Neumann inequality on Fock spaces. Assume first that the norm of
[T1T5 - - T] is smaller than one, and hence that 77,...,Ty is a Cy
contraction (if this is not the case, replace T; with rT; for 0 < r < 1.
Obtain inequality (3.4) for this r and then let » — 1). Then construct
the Fock space Poisson kernel K : H — I5(F}) ® H of the Cy row
contraction 7. The map K has the property K*(L; ® Ig) = T, K* for
i < N, which implies that for every a € FY, K*(Lo ® Ig)K = T,
Popescu’s noncommutative von Neumann inequality follows from this.
Indeed, since

p(Tl,TQ,... ,TN) :K*p(L1®IH,L2®IH,... ,LN®IH)K,

||p(T17T2a 7TN)H < Hp(L1®IH7L2®IHa 7LN®IH)||
= Hp(LlaL27"' aLN)H

We can strengthen this result because K takes values in F(F) ®, H.
Indeed,

Ta = K* (La ®IH)K = K*PF(E)®(,H (La ®IH)PF(E)®<,HK
= K*L, (g0) K.

Hence, we have that

p(T17T27'-' 7TN) :K*p(LO' (gl):LO' (92)7 7L0' (gl))K7



FOCK SPACE TECHNIQUES IN TENSOR ALGEBRAS 25

and this implies that

Ip(T1, T2, - .., TN < |lp(Lo(91), Lo (92)s - - - 5 Lo (gn))]-

Kribs and Katsoulis defined an order of directed graphs. Suppose that
G, is a graph with IV edges and n; vertices and G is a graph with
N vertices and ny vertices. G is a deformation of G1, or G; < Go
in symbols, if we can obtain G2 from G by identifying some vertices
in G;. For example, the graph with one vertex and N edges—which
corresponds to the usual full Fock space—is the largest graph of N edges.

They proved that if G; < G3, then the left creation operators of Go
dominate the left creation operators of Gy. That is, if p(z1, 22, .. ,2N)
is a noncommutative polynomial in N variables, then

12l Gy 00 < Pl Gy 00 -

The following proposition gives an alternative proof of this result.
In subsection 3.4 we will strengthen this result using homological
language.

Proposition 7. Suppose that G; < Gs, and let o1 : [} — B(H)
be a faithful representation. Then there exists a faithful representation
o2 : 172 — B(H) such that F(Gy) ®,, H C F(G2) ®,, H C 12(F}) ®
H. This implies that F(G1) ®y, H is an =-invariant subspace of
F(G2) ®,, H. Consequently, Ly, (g;)* = Lo, (gi)l*F(E)Q%H fori < N,
and p(Lo,(91), Lo, (92),--- > Loy (9:)) = PMolp(Loz (91), Loy (92),- -
Loy (9i) M., -

Proof. Assume that the equivalent edges of Gy and G are indexed
by the same 7 € {1,...,n}. Let oy : I — B(H) be a faithful
representation. This decomposes H = H; & --- ® H,,. The equivalence
relation that identifies vertices in G1 to obtain G induces a partition
on {1,2,...,n}. Let Ay, As,...,A,, be the set of equivalent vertices,
and define o, : {22 — B(H) by o2(e;), where o3(e;) is the orthogonal
projection onto H; = ®;ca,H;. Clearly, 'q, C I'g, and if v € I'g, we
have Hy, (4) C Hs,(y). Therefore, every element in F(G) ®,, H is an
element in F(G3) ®,, H. O
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Popescu pointed out to us that the Wold decomposition of Jury and
Kribs [9] is a consequence of the Wold decomposition for isometries with
orthogonal ranges. The argument goes like this: Let 177,75,... ,TN be
partial isometries on B(H) satisfying (1.1). Let V1, Va,... , Vi be the
minimal isometric dilation on the Hilbert space K O H. Take the Wold
decomposition of the V;s on K and decompose K = K; & K.. Denote
H; = HNKs; and H. = HN K,.. It is easy to check that Hs and
H, are invariant under the T;s. Moreover, the restriction of the T;s to
H; is a Cy-contraction of partial isometries that satisfies (1.1), and the
restriction of the T;s to H, is a Cuntz contraction. The Poisson kernels
can be used to prove that the restriction of the T;s to H is a direct
sum of the shifts L,(g1), Ls(92),--- s Lo(gn)-

3.3. Intertwining spaces and commutant lifting theorems. Muhly and
Solel [18] developed a general duality theory for W*-correspondences
that says HX°(FE) is its double commutant. This was also proved
by Kribs and Power [13] for free semi-groupoid algebras. We will
use Fock space techniques to characterize the maps that intertwine
the left creation operators of two induced representations. We will
obtain the specific form of this maps. This is useful in subsection 3.4.
Furthermore, the methods of this section generalize to the weighted
graphs that we study in Section 4.

Theorem 2. Suppose that G has no sinks, and let o : 1", — B(H)
and 7 : 1, — B(H) be faithful x-representations. If T : F(E) @, H —
F(E) ®, H satisfies TL,(g9;) = L(g;)T for i < N, then there exist
operators A, € B(H,H) satisfying Ay = Py, AaPH,, fora €l'c
and operators A; € B(H,H) satisfying A; = Py, A;j Py, for j < n such
that

T=> (I®A4) M, + Y (Ra®Ad)m,-

j=1 a€lg

Let T : F(E) @, H — F(E) ®; 1 be a bounded linear map that
satisfies TLy(g;) = Lx(g;)T for i < N. By Theorem 1 there exists T:
12(FL) @ H — 1o(F) @H such that | T|| = | T, T(L; ®1) = (L; @ I)T
for every 1 < N, and PMWf\MU = T. Moreover, T= ZaeF% R, ® A,
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for some A, € B(H,#H) (recall that R,(dg) = da). Hence,

(3.5) T=> Ru®Aa= > D> > Ra® Py, APy,

aEF; aEF; j=1k=1

Lemma 4. Let a € F. Then Pa, [Ro ® Py, Ao Pu,)im, 15 nonzero
only if « € T'g and j = s(a). Moreover, the maps of the form
[Ra X PHS(Q)AQPHT(Q)]‘MU for a € T'g, and [I X P?{jAaPHtha for
Jj < n map M, into M, intertwine L,(g;) with L(g;) and intertwine
Ind (0)(a) with Ind (7)(a), even if G has sinks.

Proof. Suppose that Puq, [Ra ® Py AaPrlim, # 0 for [a > 1.
Then either there exists v € I'¢ and = € Hy(,) such that P, [Ra ®
Py, Ao Pr ], (04 ®2) = (0ya ® Py, Ao P, x) # 0, or there exists z €
Hj, such that Py, [Ro ® Py; Ao P, Jjm, (00 @) = 60 ® Py, Ao Pz #
0. In either case it is clear that a € I'g and that Py; A, Pu,x # 0,
which implies that s(a) = j.

Suppose now that o € I', and define W, = [Ra@P%s(a)AaPHT(a)]\MU-
We show first that W, maps M, = F(F)®, H into M, = F(E)®,H.
We only need to check the vectors of the form (3.1). If v € ' and
S Hs(’y)a then

Oya ® PHS(Q)AQPHT(a)x eM, ifs(y)

=r(a)
0 if 5 (7) #

Wa (6, ® z) = { (o)

r
r
And if x € Hj, then

00 ® Py, AaPr, ,,* € My ifj=r(a)
0 if j #r(a).

These two formulas prove that WM, C M, . We will check now
that W, intertwines L,(g;) and L,(g;) for i < N. As before, we
only check vectors of the form (3.1). Let v € I'g and € Hy(,.
Then WoLo(9:)(6y ® &) = Ogiqa @ PHs(a)AaPH‘r(a)x if s(g:) = ()
and r(a) = s(y), and WaLs(9:)(dy ® ) = 0 otherwise. On the other
handa Lw(gi)Wa(5’7 ® JI) = 5gi’ya ® P?-L AaPHT(a)m if T‘(Oé) = 5(7)

w0

s(a)
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and s(g;) = 7(a) and L,(9:)Wa(6y ® ) = 0 otherwise. Now let
z € H;j. Then WoLy(g;) (0o ® ) = 04,0 @ Py, AaPr, T if s(g)) =13
and r(a) = j and WyL,(9:)(do ® ) = 0 otherwise. On the other
hand, Lr(g:)Wa(do ® ) = dg,a ® Pa,,,AaPu,.,® if r(a) = j and
r(a) = s(g;) and L, (g;)Wa(0o ® ) = 0 otherwise. This proves that
WaLs(gi) = Lz(gi)Wy for every i < N.

We will now check that W, intertwines Ind (o)(e;) and Ind (o)(e;).
As before we look at vectors of the form (3.1). Let v € T'¢ and
r € Hyy. Then W,[Ind (0)(e;)](0y ® ) = 0ya ® &s(a) if r(v) = 7
and (o) = s(y) and Wy[Ind (0)(e;)](0y ® ) = 0 otherwise. Now let
x € Hj. Then [Ind (7)(e;)]Wa(0y ® ) = §ya @ &y(qa) if 7(a) = s(v) and
r(v) = j, and [Ind (7)(e;)]Wa(6y ® ) = 0 otherwise. This proves that
[Ind (7)(e;)]Wa = Wa[Ind ()(e;)].

Now define Q; = [I ® Py, AaPh,]jr, - A similar proof will give that
QiMs C My, QjLy(g9:) = Lr(9:)Q; for i < N, and Q;[Ind (0)(e;)] =
[Ind (0)(e;)]Q; for j < n. O

It follows from Lemma 4 that
T =T+ Ty,

where
T = Z Ppm, (Ra ® PHS(Q)AQPHr(a))\Ma

a€l'g

+ ) Pr, (I © Py AoPry) pa,
j=1

Ty= Y Y Pat,(Ra®Pr o AaPi)im,
a€clg k#r(a)

+ Z Z P, (I ® Py, AoPr,)|m,, -
=Lk

An averaging argument shows that 7} and T, are bounded.

Lemma 5. |T1|| < ||Tl.
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Proof. Let

n

2= Y (5p®@bg)+ D (6o ®b;) € F (E) @, H,

aclg j=1

where bg € Hypgy and b; € H;. Then

PMWﬁMU (2)

n
= Z da ® Z P’Hr(a)Aabk +P’HT(Q)Aabr(a) + Z P’HT(,Y)A‘Ybﬁ
a€el’ k=1 ,B€T
¢ Lk#7r(c) ‘Yﬁ'yzac
n n
+ 250 ® ZP’H]-AObk + Py Aobj
j=1 k=1
Lk#7
Let € = (e1,62,--,6n) € {—1,1}" be a fixed sequence of signs.

Define the unitary map ®. on F(F) ®, H by
g (0, @ if|y|=0 and ze€ H;
¢5(67®$)={ i (0 ®2) . g !
Er(y) 0y @) if|y|>1,7v€lg, and z € Hyy,
and define a similar unitary map ®. on F(F) ®, H. Then we have

®,. 0 PMWZA]MU o ®, (2)

:;’Zr:(la) (Ekfr(a)) Py, oy Acbr + (6r(a)6r(a)) Py, oy Aabr(a)

- Zwﬁerc (er(@)Er(a)) Proyy Avbs
’Y:a

n

n
+ Z&o ® Z (EkEj) P’HjAObk + (EjEj) PHjA()bj
Jj=1

k=1
k#j

Notice that if 8y = « then ¢,y = €,(4). This means that the signs
(€k€r(a))s (Er(a)Er(a)), and (gj¢;) in (3.6) are equal to +1, and (crer(a))
and (exe;) are sometimes equal to +1 and sometimes equal to —1. If
we look at all possible signs € = (1,2, ,&,) € {—1,1}", then half
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the time (exe, (o)) and (exe;) will be equal to +1 and half the time
they will be equal to —1. When we take the average over all signs, the
terms that have (ere,(q)) and (exg;) in front of them disappear and
(3.6) becomes

Average., 41 [‘PE o PM,,ﬁMU °®. (Z)}

= Z o ® P’HT(Q)Aabr(oc)‘l' Z PHT('\{)A’Yb/B

a€lg ’Ybﬂerc
vT=a

+ 250 ® [PHJ.AOI)J'] .

i=1

Since this is equal to T3(z), we obtain that ||71] < ||PMWT"MV|| <
1Tl =T]. o

Notice that it follows from Lemma 4 that 77 commutes with {L,(g1),
ooy Lo(gn)}-

Lemma 6. For every v € I'c and x € Hy(), T2(0y ® &5(4)) = 0.
Consequently, if Fy(E) ®, H is the closed span of 6, @ « for v € T'q
and © € Hy(,), we have that Ty py(p)e,1; = 0. Moreover, if G has no
sinks, To = 0.

Proof. Let v € I'¢ and = € Hy(). We will prove that T5(d, ® z) = 0
by checking that each term in 75 annihilates 6, ® x. Take first a € I'g
and k # r(c). Then

PMW (Ra ® P’Hs(a)AaPHk)\M,, (57 ® 37)

0 if s(y) #k
| P, (070 ® Pryoy Aaz) ifs(y) =k

Now, P, (070 ® P, ,Aaz) # 0 only if r(a) = s(y). But this
implies that 7(a) = k, which is not possible. Hence Ppq (Ro ®
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Py, oy AaPry) M, (0, ® ) = 0. Fix now j,k < n with k # j. We
easily see that Puy, (I ® Py, AoPm,)im, (64 ® x) # 0 only if k = s(7)
and 0y ® Py, AoPp,r € M. But this implies that j = s(v), which is
not possible since k # j. This proves the first part of Lemma 6.

Notice that T and T} intertwine L, (g;) and Ly (g;), and T = T7 + T.
Hence, we have that T» also intertwines L, (g;) and L,(g;). That is,
for each i < N, L(g;)T> = T2L,(g;) = 0. And since G has no sinks,
it follows from Lemma 2 that F(E) ®, H has property (2.3) and this
implies that T5 = 0. O

This completes the proof of Theorem 2. a

We now obtain a particular case of the duality of [13, 18]. We will use
the rank one maps 6, , : H — H that map y to z and O, , =1 ® 0, .

Corollary 2. If G has no sinks, the double commutant of {L,(g1),
.-, Lo(gn)} is generated by {L,(g;) : ¢ < N} U {Ind (0)(e;) : j < n}.
Consequently, {Ls(91),.-.,Lo(gn)}' =2 H°(E).

Proof. Let T : My, — M, be an element of {L,(g1),...,Ls(gn)}".
By Theorem 2 applied to @ = o, we have that T" commutes with the
maps of the form

{[Ra@ Al ia€Te and A=Pu, APy},

and
{[I®A]|MU :A=Pg;APg;, and j< n}

Fixz € Hj. Then T(6o®x) = TO, 5 (0o0®@x) = O4 ,T(00®x) = ¥y @x
for some 9, € lo(FL). If 2,y € Hj, then T(p ® y) = TO, (0o ® ) =
0,:T (0 ®z) = ¥, ®y, and T(d ® y) = ¥y, ® y. This gives that
5 = 1)y, and since = and y are arbitrary, we conclude that there exists
Y; € l2(F};) such that

(3.7) T (6o ®x)=1v; ®x for every x e Hj.

Moreover, for z € Hj, ¢¥; @ x = 9; ® o(ej)z = ¥, - ¢; ® x, and we can
assume that ¢; = ¢; - e;. The map T is determined by (3.7). Indeed,
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let yeTl'g,z € Hs(’y) and y € Hr(’y)- Since 6’17y =Py
have that

s(a) ezvyPH\s(a) , We

T (57 ® ac) =T [R7 & ez’y] (50 ® y) = [R7 ® ez’y] T (50 ® y)
= [Ry ® 0z,] (wr("/) ® y) =R, (1/’7’(7)) Q.

Fix j < n, and consider T; = T[Ind (¢)(e;)] : My — M. Since both
T and [Ind (o)(e;)] belong to the double commutant of the L, (g;)s, so
does T};. Moreover, T} is determined by

Yi@x ifk=j

f Hy,.
0 if ko or T &€ Hg

Tj(50®$)={

Then it follows that Tj is the left multiplication by ;. Using an
argument similar to [13] we obtain that T} is in the WOT closure of the
span of {L,(g;) : 4 < N}. And since T = Ty +- - -+T,, we have that T is
the WOT closure of the span of {L,(g;) : ¢ < N}U{Ind (c)(e;) : j < n}.
]

The commutant lifting theorem for Fock spaces can be used to obtain
several versions of the commutant lifting theorem for directed graphs.
We use the following version in the next section.

Theorem 3. Suppose that G is a graph with no sinks, and let o, 7 :
A — B(H) be faithful x-representations. Suppose that (H;T1,... ,TnN)
is a Hilbert module satisfying

(3.8) {heH :T;h=0 forevery i< N} =(0)

and that ® : F(E) @, H — H is a coisometric module map. Then, for
every module map f : F(E) @, H — H there exists f1 : F(E) ®, H —
F(B) @, H satisfying || = | fll, f = 0 fr, and fiLo(z) = Lo(2)fy
forx e E.

Proof. Our goal is to define f; : F(E) ®, H — F(E) ®, H. To do
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s0, we first extend the diagram to l2(F}) ® H.

LFY)®H
-
F(E)®. H
JQ
L(FL) ® H—2 F(B) @, H — 9.

Since f o Ppq, is a module map and ® o Ppy_ is a coisometric module
map, by Popescu’s commutant lifting theorem, there exists g : l(F})®
H — 12(F},) ® H such that ||g|| = ||f]|, 9(Li ® Ig) = (L; ® H)g for
every i < N and ® o Pu, (9)jm, = f. Such a function g is of the form

9= Y Ra®@Aa= Y ZZ o @ Py Ao Pa,

a€eFy acF} j=1k=1

for some A, : H — H.

The compression Paq, (9)m, : F(E) ® H — F(E) ®, H satisfies
| Prt, (9)im, || = [If]] and QO[PM (9)jm,] = f, but it doesn’t necessar-
ily intertwine the L, (g;)s and the L.(g;)s. (According to Theorem 1,
this would be formal if F(E)®, H and F(E)®, H were invariant under
the (R; ® Iy)* and (R; ® I3)* but they are not).

Similarly as in Lemma 4, we have that for o € F}, Pup, [Ra ®
Py Ao Py, | |m, is nonzero only if o € T'g and j = s(a). Moreover,
the maps of the form

|Ro® Pu | AaPi,q,,| w, for acTe,

and
[1® PuyAaPu, | L for i<n

(Mo

intertwine L, (g;) with L,(g;) and Ind (¢)(a) with Ind (7)(a).
Then we have that

Prmogm, = fr+ fo,
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where

« G

+ > Prm,(I® Py AoPu,)im,
j=1

fa= Z Z Pm, (Ra © Py AaPr,)im,
a€lg k#r(a)

+ > Pr, (I © Pyy AoPu,) -
=1 h#j

The maps f; and fy are bounded and ||f;]] < ||f]| by Lemma 5. In
general, we do not know if fo = 0, but we will show that ® o fo = 0.
This implies that ® o f; = f. The map f; : F(E)®, H - F(E)®, H
satisfies all the conditions of Theorem 3.

Similarly as in Lemma 6, we check that for every v € T'¢ and
r € Hyy), f2(6, ® x) = 0. This means that f5p, (5)g,z = 0. Since
f and ® o f; intertwine L,(g;) with T;, we have that ® o f5 also
intertwines L,(g;) with T;. Let z € F(E) ®, H. For every i < N,
T;0Po fa(z) = Po faoLy(g;)(z) =0, because Ly (g;)(z) € Fo(E)®, H.
By (3.8) we have that ® o f2(z) = 0, which is what we wanted to prove.
O

The next example shows that condition (3.8) is necessary.

Ezample 7. Let G be a graph with no sinks, and suppose that (7', 7) is
a C'y completely contractive covariant representation of F = X (G) in
B(#) that does not satisfy property (3.8). Then there exists a nonzero
h € H such that T'(g;)h = 0 for every ¢ < N. Find j < n such that
h # ©(e;)h, and define f : F(E) ®, H — H by

h ifk=jy
f(50®§k):{0 ;fk;éj'

and f(0y ® &(y) = 0 for v € I'g. We easily check that f is
bounded and that fL,(z) = T(z)f = 0 for every x € E. Moreover,

h = flInd (c)(e;)](do © &;), but m(e;) f(do&;) = m(e;)h # h.
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Property (3.8) is not necessary if we include the projections in the
Hilbert modules. If (T,0) is a Cy completely contractive covariant
representation of E = X (G) in B(H), we look at the Hilbert module:
(H;Ly(g91),--- ,Ls(g91); Ind (o)(e1),--., Ind(o)(e1)). The following is
a proof of a particular case of the general commutant lifting theorem
of Muhly and Solel [M16].

Theorem 4. Suppose that (Ty,71) and (Te,m3) are C.o completely
contractive covariant representations of E = X(G) in B(Hy) and
B(H,), respectively, and that ® : Hy — Hj is a coisometric module
map. Then, if o : A — B(H) is a faithful x-representation and
f: F(E)®, H — H; is a module map, then there exists a module

map f : F(E)®, H — Hjy such that ® o F=fand ||f|| =||fll. That
18, the following diagram commutes

H,

T

f
F(E)®, H—1— Hj.

Proof. Let Ky : Hy — F(E) ®,, Hy be the Poisson kernel of (T, m2).
and define ¥ : F(E) ®, H» — Hy by ¥ = ® o K3. Following the proof
of Theorem 2, we find fi, f2 : F(E) ®, H — F(E) ®x, Ha of the form

fi=Y Prm,(Ra®Pu, . AaPr, )M, + Y Pa, (I©Pu; AoPr,) pm,

a€l'g j=1

f2= Z Z Pr, (Ra ® PHs(a)AaPHk)\Ma
a€lG k#r(a)

+> > Pum, (I @ Py AcPr,) um,
i=1k#j
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such that o (fy + fa) = f.

Notice that f and ¥ o f; are module maps, and hence ¥ o f5 is also a
module map. We need to prove that ¥ o fo = 0. Since fyr(g)g,z =0,
it is enough to prove that ¥ o f3(dp ® h) = 0 for h € Hy, and k < n. So
fix k < n and take h € Hy. Then

Y 00 ® P, Aah+ Y d0 ® P, Aoh

fo (50 ® h) =
a€lg j=1
r() #k itk
= Z [Ind (o) (er(a))] (Ja ® PHs(a)Aah)
aclg
r(a)#k
+ Z [Ind (0') (6j)] (50 ® PHjAOh) R
Tk
and
Vo f2 (50 & h) = Z 1 (er(a)) v (6a ® PHS(Q)Aah)
aclg
r(a)#k
(3.9)

+ Zﬂl (6]') v ((50 ® PH].th) -
j=1
ik
On the other hand,
\I/sz ((50®h) :\I/sz [Ind (O’) (ek)] ((50®h) =71 (ek)‘I/sz (60®h)

Since 71 (ex)m1(er(a)) = 0 if r(a) # k and 7 (ex)m1(e;) = 0 if k # j, we
see from (3.9) that 71 (ex)¥ o f2(dg ® h) = 0, which is what we wanted
to prove. To finish, define f = K3 o fi. |

Suppose that we work on a category of Hilbert modules. A Hilbert
module H is called strongly orthogonally projective if, whenever there
exist Hilbert modules H;, H;, a surjective coisometric module map
® : H, — H; and a module map f : H — Hy, there exists a module
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map f; : H — Hj satisfying [|f1]| = [|f]| and fi 0o ® = f

Hy

.

h

H -5 L H.

This property was introduced by Douglas and Paulsen [7] with the
name “hypoprojective,” and it was later renamed “strongly orthogo-
nally projective” by Muhly and Solel.

Theorem 4 says that the Hilbert modules
(F(E)®y, H; Ly (91) -, Lo (gn) ;Ind (o) (€1),...,Ind (o) (en))

are strongly orthogonally projective in the category of C.p completely
contractive covariant representations of E = X(G). The following
proposition characterizes the projective elements in this category:

Proposition 8. Let G be a graph with no sinks. If (T,0) is a C.g
completely contractive covariant representation of E = X (G) on B(H)
such that H is strongly orthogonally projective, then H 1s isomorphic
F(E)®, L for some L C H.

Proof. Let K : H — F(E)®, H be the Poisson kernel of (T, o). Since
H is isomorphic to K (H), we have that K(H) is strongly orthogonally
projective too. Consider the diagram

F(E)®, H
JPK(H)
K(H) —%— K (H),

where P (g is the orthogonal projection and Id is the identity. Recall
that K(H) is xinvariant and that Pgg) is a module map. Then
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there exists a contractive module map ® : K(H) — F(F) ®, H such
that Pg(gy o @ = Id. The condition ||®|| = 1 forces ® to be the
identity, and it follows that K(H) is a submodule of F(F) ®, H.
This implies that K (H) is invariant under the L,(g;)s and L, (g;)*s
for ¢ < N. In particular, K (H)is invariant under [I — L,(g1)Ly(g1)* —
o+ —Lg(91)Lo(g1)*]. Since [I — >, Lo(gi)Lo(gi)*] is the orthogonal
projection in F(F) ®, H onto the subspace dy ® H, it follows that

I =Lo(91) Lo (91)" =+ = Lo (91) Ly (91)"] K (H) =60 @ £

for some £ C H.

Arguing as in the proof of Theorem 7 of the next section, we see that
L is the “right slice” of K (H). This implies that K(H) C F(E) Q, L.
On the other hand, we have that F(E) ®, £L C K(H) because K(H)
is invariant under the L,(g;)s. Therefore, we have proved that H is
isomorphic to F(E) ®, L. u]

3.4.  Hilbert module formulation. In this section assume that
the graph G has no sinks. Let o : I — B(H) be a faith-
ful #-representation. We view F(F) ®, H as the Hilbert mod-
ule (F(E)®ys H; Ly(g1),--- ,Lo(g91); Ind(o)(e1),...,Ind (o)(e1)), but
sometimes we ignore the projections and look only at the Hilbert mod-
ule (F(E)®y H;Ly(91)s- -+ yLs(91)). Suppose that M C F(F) ®, H.
We say that M is an *-submodule of F(E) ®, H if

L, (g;)* M C M forevery i <N,
and

[Ind (o) (¢;)]" M C M for every j <n.
And we say that M is a submodule of F(E) ®, H if

Ly (g) M C M forevery i< N,
and

[Ind (o) (ej)] M C M for every j < n.
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If M is either a submodule or *submodule of F(E) ®, H, define
T:E — B(M)by I'(x) = PuLs(z)jpq and 7 : I3, — B(M) by
o(a) = Ppm[Ind (0)(a)]jam, and notice that (T,7) is a C p-completely
contractive covariant representation.

The *-invariant submodules play a very important role. Proposition 2
can be restated to say

Proposition 9. Suppose that (T, c) is a C.q completely contractive
covariant representation of E = X(G) on B(H). Then the Hilbert
module (H; T (z),z € E;o(a),a € l%) is isomorphic to an x-submodule
of F(E) ®, H.

If M is a submodule, the representation (7,0) is isometric. Then
A? is a projection and A% = A. The set A(M) = L is the wandering
subspace. The Poisson kernel of T"is an isometry K : M — F(E)®@~M.
However, since A is the orthogonal projection onto £, we see from (2.1)
that K(M) C F(E) ®- L.

Proposition 10. Suppose that M is a submodule of F(E) ®, H
with wandering subspace L and Poisson kernel K : M — F(E) ®@> M.
Then K(M) = F(E) ®; L. Consequently, the invariant subspaces of
F(E)®, H are of the form F(E) @~ L.

Proposition 10 was proved by Muhly and Solel in the general setting
of C.g-completely contractive covariant representations [17] and by
Kribs and Power for free semi-groupoid algebras in [13]. We sketch
a proof of this result using Poisson kernels. The same proof works in
the general setting of Muhly and Solel. Notice that, for every i < IV,
(T;)*A% = A?T; = 0. Hence, it follows that if v € I'g, |y] = j and
z€ L, (Ty)*z =0 and AT,z = 0. Recall that K*(§, ® z) = T,yz. Then

K (Ty2) = 6y ® A (T z) +Z (Iger ® A) (T*)" (Tyz)
=1

— (T9)" (T, (TJ)*T ®2)=06,®2

This shows that F(E) ®> £ C K(M), which is what we wanted to
show.
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We can reformulate the last two propositions in the following way:

Theorem 5. Suppose that (T,o) is a C.o completely contractive
covariant representation of E = X (G) on B(H). Then there exists a
Hilbert space L, an isometric module map @1 : F(E) ®, L — F(E) ®,
H, and a surjective coisometric module map ®2 : F(E) ®, H — H,
such that the following is a short exact sequence

LN 5 0.

0—— F(B)®& L2 F(E)®, H

Proof. Suppose that K; : H — F(E) ®, H is the Poisson kernel of
H, and let ®; = K. Since ker ®; is a submodule of F(F) ®, H, it is
of the form F'(E) ®~ L for some £ C F(E) ®, H. The map that sends
F(E) ®- L onto ker ®; is an isometric module map. O

The sequence 0 — F(E) @~ L 22 F(E)®s, H % H — 0 s called a
projective resolution of the Hilbert module H. From Proposition 8, we
obtain the following Theorem:

Theorem 6. If (T1,0) is a C.y completely contractive representation
of E = X(G) on B(H), (I2,7) is a C.¢ completely contractive repre-
sentation of E = X(G) on B(H), and f : H — H is a module map.
Then there exist module maps f1 : F(E) ®, Hi — F(E) @, H1 and
fo: F(E) 2 Hy — F(E) @~ Hy satisfying | f2l] < [If1]] < [1f]| and such
that the following diagram commutes:

0 ——— F (Go) @ Hy —22— F (G1) ®, H —— H 0
sz Jh [f
00— F(G2) @~ Hy —2— F (G1) ©n H1 —2—H 0.

Proof. Since f o @ : F(G1) ®, Hi — H is a module map and
U, : F(G1) ®r H1 — H is a coisometric module map, it follows from
Theorem 4 that there exists f1 : F(G1) ®, Hi — F(G1) ®, H1 that
satisfies ||/ = [|f o @] = ||f]] and f o @1 = ¥ o fy.
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We claim that f; maps ker ®; into ker ¥;. To see this take x € ker &,
and compute Uy (f1(z)) = f(P1(z)) = 0. Then we have the diagram

F(G2) @ Hy —"*— ker &,

fl\ker<I>1

F(Gz2) @~Ho — T2 er D,

Applying Theorem 4 again, we see that since fi|xers, © ®2: F(G2) @~
Hy; — ker®; is a module map and ¥y : F(Gz) ®~ Ha — ker®;
is a surjective coisometric module map, there exists a module map
f2 : F(G2) ®~ Hy — F(Gs) ®~ Ho satisfying the required properties.
O

We need the following definition:

Definition 2. If £ C F(E) @, l2, the “right slice” of £ is the smallest
Hilbert space H C ls such that £ C F(E) ®, H.

It is easy to see that the right slice of £ is the closed span of
the vectors of the form {z; : j < n} U {xy : v € I'g} where
T = 23;150@333' +27€FG§7®$7 ef.

If : F(F)®, H — H is a surjective coisometric module map, then
®*(H) is an *-invariant submodule of F'(E) ®, H isomorphic to H. We
say that ® is a minimal resolution of H if H is the right slice map of
o*(H).

We now prove a rigidity result:

Theorem 7. Suppose that M; C F(E)®, H and My C F(E)Q,H
are submodules such that Mi and My are isomorphic, H is the right
slice of My, and H is the right slice of My . Then My and M, are
isomorphic via a map of the form I U, where U : H — H 1s unitary,
and UH; = H; for j <n. The subspaces H; and H; correspond to the
decomposition H = H; & --- ® H,, induced by o : 1", — B(H), and the
decomposition H = H1 @ --- & H,, induced by m: I, — B(H).

Proof. Suppose that there exists u : Mj; — My such that u and

u~! are isometric module maps. Since uPps : F(E) ©@0 H — My is a
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module map and Py : F(E) @ H — M3~ is a surjective coisometric
module map, it follows from Theorem 3 that there exists a module map
fi: F(E)®;H — F(E)®xH such that [|f1[| = 1 and Py fi = uPyz.
Similarly, there exists a module map f2 : F(E) @, H — F(E) ®, H
such that ||fz|| =1 and Py fz = u’lPMZL.

0 My F(B)®, H L My 0
b
P
(3.10) o My F(E)®xH 2 My 0
Jf2 Ju_l
0 My F(E)®, H L My 0.

The maps f; and fy are of the form

fi=)_I®A;+ > R,®A,
i=1 7€Tq

fo=) 18B;+ ) Ry@B,,
j=1 velag

where A; = Py AjPy, for j <n, A, = PHS(W)A'VPHT(W) for v € T'g,
Bj = Py,BjPy, for j < n, and B, = PHS(W)BA,PHTW for v € T'g.
Since || f1|| = [|f2]| = 1, it follows that ||A;]| < 1,||Bj|| < 1 for j < n,
and ||A,]| <1, ||B,|| £ 1 for v € I'q. We verify that

fof1 = (ZI®BjAj>
j=1

(3.11)
+ Z Ry @ | ByAr(y) + Ba(y) Ay + Z BaAp
v€la Ba=y
a,BElg

We will check that for every z € M1, fafi(z) = 2. Notice that ||z| =
lu™tuzl| = [1Ppg faPpag (D)l < lf2Prgg (2N < [1Ppg (@) <
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Ifi(z) < llzll. Then it follows that [|[Pys fi(2)[| = [|f1(2)||, which
implies that Py fi1(2) = fi(z). Moreover, we have that | fafiz|| =
HPMIL f2f12]|, and this implies that Ppsfafi (2) = faf1(z). Combining
these two equalities we conclude that faf1(z) = z.

Let

(3.12) z:z50®mj+ Z&,@a&,éMf.

j=1 velg

Since H is the right slice of Mi, H is the closed span of the vectors
of the form z;, j < n, and z,, v € I'g, where z € M. However, a
moment’s thought indicates that H is the span of the vectors of the
form z;, j < n, for x € M. Indeed, if v € I'g, then L,(y)*z =
do @z + Z?:L#S(,y) 80 ® y; + [higher order terms]. And since M- is
-invariant, Ly (7)*z € M1 .

We now claim that
(3.13) BjAjz =« forevery j<mn andevery z€ Hj.

By the previous paragraph, it is enough to take z; € H; where x; comes
from (3.12). From (3.11) we have that fafi(2) = >-;_, do ® BjA;jz; +
[higher order terms| and since this is equal to (3.12), we conclude that
BjAjx; =z for j <n.

Since A; and Bj are contractions, it follows from (3.13) that A;
is a partial isometry with initial space H;. Indeed, if x € Hj,
lzl| = |BjAjz|| < ||Ajz|| < ||z||. Similarly we obtain that B; is a
partial isometry with initial space H; and final space H; and that A;
has final space H;.

Now we will prove that for every a € I'g, A, = 0. Recall that
A, = P’Hs(a)AaPHT(a)a and take xz € Hr(a)- Then f1(50 ® I) =
0o ® Ap(a)T + Z"/EFG 0y ® Ayx, and hence

I2l? = Arerall” = 60 ® Araye]”

< (160 ® Avwyz|* + 3 18, ® Azl
v€le

=1 (o ®2)|* < 1o @ z|* = |||
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This implies that A,z = 0 for every v € I'g. In particular, we have
that A,z = 0.

Similarly, we prove that for v € I'g, By = 0, and we conclude that

=) I0A4;=1® (ZAj> =I1®U, and f=)» I®B;
j=1 j=1 j=1

The map U : H — H defined by U = Ay + Ay + --- + A, is unitary.
To finish the proof, we check that f; maps M; into My and that f
maps Ma into M;. But this follows from the diagram (3.10). O

Remark 1. Notice that the proof of Theorem 7 gives that F(E)®, H
is isomorphic to F(F) ®, H. Themap f; = I®U : F(E)®, H —
F(FE) ®, H is a unitary module map.

Two module maps ¢ : H, — H; and ¥ : Hy — Hj3 are unitarily
equivalent if there exist unitary module maps U; : H; — Hs and
Us : Hy — Hy such that Uy o ® = ¥ o Us.

Definition 3. Suppose that (T,0) is a C.o completely contractive
representation of E = X(G) on B(H) with minimal resolution 0 —
F(E)® Hy 23 F(E) ®, Hi 3 H = 0. The map ®, : F(E) © Hy —
F(E) ®, H; is called the characteristic function of H.

The next result indicates that the characteristic function is essentially
unique.

Theorem 8. Suppose that (T, 0) and (T",7) are C.q completely con-
tractive representations of E = X (G) on B(H) and B(H), respectively,
with minimal resolutions:

0 ——— F(E) @& Hy —2> F (E)®, Hi —2—H 0
0 F(B) 8~ Hy — 22 F (B) 0 Hy — 2 ¥ 0
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Then H and H are isomorphic if and only if ®2 : F(E) ®@> Hy —
F(E)®, Hy is unitarily equivalent to ¥y : F(E)@~Ha — F(E) ®x Ha.

Proof. Suppose first that there exists a unitary module map
u : H — H. Since H is isomorphic to the *-invariant submod-
ule (®1)*(H) C F(F) ®, Hy and H is isomorphic to the x-invariant
submodule (¥;)*(H) C F(E) ®r Hi, it follows that (®,)*(H) and
(¥1)*(H) are isomorphic to each other. Applying Theorem 7 to
these modules, we conclude that there exists a unitary module map
Up: F(E)®, Hi — F(E) ®, H1 that satisfies uo ®; = ¥y o Uy and
that maps ker ®; = ((®1)*(H))* onto ker ¥; = ((¥1)*(#))*. This im-
plies that Uy|ker ¢, : ker ®; — ker ¥; is a unitary module map. Since
®y: F(E) ®; Hy — ker &) and U5 : F(E) ®~H, are coisometric mod-
ule maps, we can apply Theorem 7 again to conclude that there exists
a unitary module map U, : F(E) ®~ Hy — F(E) ®x H2 that satisfies
Ut|kera, ©P2 = Yo 0Us. But this implies that U; o ®5 = W5 0 Uy, which
is what we wanted to prove.

Suppose now that there exist unitary module maps U; : F(E) ®,
Hy — F(E) ®; Hy and Uy : F(E) ®; Hy — F(E) ®~ Hy such that
Uy 0®y = Uy0U;. Since ker @; = Im @5 and ker ¥; = Im U, we easily
check that U; (ker @;) = ker ¥; and Uy (ker ®;)+ = (ker ¥;)+. We need
to check that Uy : (ker @)% — (ker ¥;)* is a module map, but this
follows formally from the next lemma. i

Lemma 7. Suppose that Hy, Hy are Hilbert spaces, T : Hy — Hy,
S : Hy — Hs are bounded linear maps, and E1 C Hy, E5 C Hs are
subspaces satisfying T*Ey C E1 and S*Ey C Eo. Then, if U : Hy — Ho
is an isometry satisfying UT = SU and UE, = Ej, it follows that
(PeUle, ) (P, TiE,) = (PE.S|E:) (PE,U B, )-

Proof. We compute T*(U*)|g, in two ways:
1" (U*)|E2 = T*PEI (U*)\EZ = PEIT*PEI (U*)\Ez
= (PElT\El)* (PEzU\El)* ’

and
T*(U*) g, =U"(S") |, = U"Pg, ("), = Pe,U"Pg, (S¥)|p,

= (PEzUlEl)* (PE2S|E2)* .
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The result follows by dualizing the two equalities. ]
We will now strengthen Proposition 7.

Theorem 9. Suppose that G; < Gy < --- < Gy, are directed graphs
with N edges such that G;y1 is a deformation of G; and that oy :
I — B(H,) is a faithful representation. For 2 < i < m, there exist
Hilbert spaces H;, faithful representations o; : [ — B(H;), a surjective
coisometric module map ®1 : F(G2)®q, Ha — F(G1)®,, H1 and partial
isometric module maps ®; : F(Giy1) @,y Hip1 — F(Gi) ®o, H;
such that Im ®; = ker ®;,_1. Moreover, Gmi1 = Gm and @, is an
isometry. That is, if P, = F(G;) ®,, H;, we have the following short
exact sequence:

Pm—1 P3 3

OHPm-&-thmg"'HP3&>P2*>P1*>O.

Proof. By Proposition 7 there exists a faithful representation o5 :
lgg — B(Hg) such that Hy = H; and F(Gl) Qo H, C F(GQ) Qo Ho.
Since F(G1) ®,, Hy is *-invariant under the L,,(g;)s, define ®; :
F(G3) ®y, Hy — F(G1) ®,, H; to be an orthogonal projection. ®; is
a coisometric module map and ker ®; is a submodule of F(Gs2) ®,, Ho.
By Proposition 10, ker ®; = F(G2) ®z, L, where L is the wandering
subspace of ker ®;. Let H3 = L and by Proposition 7 again there
exists a faithful representation o3 : 173 — B(Hs) such F(G2) @5, Ha C
F(Gg) Ros Hj. Define ¥, : F(Gg) Ros H; — F(Gg) ®;1 H> to be the
orthogonal projection, and let @5 = 150Uy, where ¢5 : F(G3) ®7, Hy, —
F(G1) ®y, Hy is the inclusion. Since ¥y and to are module maps,
®, satisfies the required properties. Continues this way until you
find a partial isometric module map ®,,_1 : F(Gn) ®,,, Hn —
F(Gm-1) ®o,,_, Hnm—1 satisfying Im ®,,,_1. = ker ®,,_2. As before,
we have that ker ®,, ; is a submodule of F(G,,) ®,,, Hn, and hence it
can be written in the form F(G,,) ®> L where L is the wandering
subspace of ker®,,_1. Let G,,41 :me, H,, 11 = L, and define
®,, : F(Gn) ® L — F(Gn) ®,,, Hn to be the inclusion. This
proves the result.” O

Theorem 3 can be used to complete the following diagram.
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Theorem 10. Use the notation of Theorem 9, and suppose that
fi: F(G1) ®,, HI — F(G1) ®,, Hy is a module map. Then, for
i < m+1, there exist module maps f; : F(G;) ®,, H; — F(G;) ®,, H;
such that || f;|| < ||f1ll and fi o ®; = ®; 0 fit1. That is, the following
diagram commutes:

Pm $3 $2 @1

0 Prg1 Ps Py Py 0
me+1 st sz Jfl
B @ & L3
0 Pt Y 2 5Py L - p 0.

Proof. We look at F(G1) ®,, H; and F(G2) ®,, Hy as the Hilbert
modules:
(F (GQ) Qo Hy; L<T2 (gl) yere 7L02 (gn))

and
(F (Gl) Qo Hl;Ltn (gl) yore 7LU1 (gn))

Notice that f1 0 ®; : F(G2) ®y, H2 = F(G1) ®4, Hi is a module map,
®, : F(G2) ®y, Hy — F(G1) ®,, H; is a coisometric module map, and
that F(G1) ®,, H; satisfies (3.8). Then it follows from Theorem 3 that
there exists a module map fs : F(G2) ®,, Hy — F(G3) ®4, H2 such
that @1 o fo = f1 0 @5 and || f2]| = || f1 0 P2|| < ||f1]|- Proceeding in this
way we find fs, fa,..., fiu+1, and we prove the result. o

4. Weighted graphs. In [3], we studied a large family of weighted
Fock spaces and their quotients that includes as special cases: the full
Fock space, the symmetric Fock space, the antisymmetric Fock space,
the Dirichlet algebra, and the reproducing kernel Hilbert spaces with
a complete Nevanlinna-Pick kernel. We constructed Poisson kernels
for these spaces, and we proved that they satisfy commutative and
non-commutative interpolation theorems. In [1], we used the Hilbert
module language to study this family. We proved a commutant lifting
theorem and then we characterized the strongly orthogonally projective
objects of each family.

In this section we define weighted graphs, and then we use the
techniques from [1] to show that results from the previous section apply
to weighted graphs. The proofs are almost identical, and we only sketch
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their proof. We decided to give the complete proof for the full Fock
spaces case. We felt it was more instructive. The addition of weights
causes no difficulties.
Given a family of weights (wq),cp+ satisfying the three condi-
N

tions listed below, we define the weighted Fock space F?(w,) to be
the Hilbert space with complete orthogonal basis (4),.p+ satisfying
N

(8ay0a) = wa. The left creation operators L; : F2(wy) — F2(wq) are
given by L;dq = 04, for i < N.

We choose weights (wq) satisfying

(w1) we >0 forevery a€F}l and wy=1,
Wg: g Wy
(ws) 089 < 2% forall i, <N and a€F},
Wag; Wa
and there exist scalars (aa)ang such that for every (Ai,...,An)

satisfying >,y [Ni? < 1,

(w5) (Z 20) = % et

aEF} aEF}

The motivation for these weights comes from a paper by Quiggin [25].
The first condition is clear. The second one implies that the maps L;
and R; are bounded. And the most useful fact of the third condition
is that ap > 0 and a, < 0 if |a| > 1. For example, if w, = |a] + 1,
the three conditions are satisfied. In the one-dimensional case, this
corresponds to the Dirichlet algebra.

Suppose that G is a directed graph with N edges and n vertices
and that o : I — B(H) is a faithful representation. As before, o
decomposes H = H; @ - -- @ H,,. We define the weighted graph induced
by o to be

F..(G)®, H=span{{0,®x:v €Tg,z € Hy}
U{do®z:z € H}}
C F? (wa) ® H.
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For ¢ < N, define

Lo (9:) = Pr., (@)9.1 (Li ® IH) 5, ()0, 0 -
The proof of Proposition 4 can be applied to obtain

Proposition 11. F,,_(G)®, H is invariant under (L1 ® Iy)*, (L2 ®
IH)*a Tt (LN®IH)*' Consequenﬂy} (Fwa (G)®0'H; La(gl)’ Tt La(gN))
is an *-submodule of F?(wa) ® H.

The orthogonal projections Ind (o)(e;) : Fy, (G) @, H — F,,_(G) ®,
H are defined by the formula (3.2). Following the proof of Theorem 2,
we characterize the maps that intertwine the left creation operators:

Theorem 11. Suppose that G has no sinks, and let o : 17, — B(H)
and 7 : 1, — B(H) be faithful x-representations. If T : F,, (E)®,H —
F, (E) ®x; H satisfies TLy(g;) = L:(g;)T for i < N, then there exist
operators A, € B(H, M) satisfying Ao = Py, AaPn,,, for a € Tg,
and operators A; € B(H,H) satisfying A; = Py, A;j Py, for j < n such
that

T=> (I®A4)m, + Y (Ra®Ad)u,-
j=1 aclg
Furthermore, T'[Ind (c)(e;)] = [Ind (7)(e;)]T for j < n.

We start by taking T : F, (G) ®, H — F, (G) ®, H satisfying
TLy(9;) = Lx(g;)T for i < N. To simplify notation, let M, =
F,.(G)®, H and M, = F,_(G) ®; H. By the Commutant Lifting
theorem of [1], there exists T : F2(wq) ® H — F2(ws) ® H such
that ||T|| = ||T||, T(L; ® I) = (L; ® I)T for every i < N, and
PMWﬁM, = T. Moreover, by [1, Corollary 3.7], T= ZaeF} R, ® A,
for some A, € B(H,?H). Hence,

T=> Ro®As= > > ) Ry® Py AyPu,.
aE€FY acFt j=1k=1

The same proof as in Lemma 4 gives that Pu, [Ro ® Py, AaPr,)im,
is nonzero only if @ € I'¢ and j = s(a). Moreover, the maps of the
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form [Ra ®PHS(Q)AQPHF(O‘)]|MG for a € I'g, and [I@P’Hi AaPHj]\M(, for
j < n map M, into M, intertwine L, (g;) with L(g;), and intertwine
Ind (0)(e;) with Ind (7)(e;). Then we write T' = T; + T> where

Ti= 3 Prm,(Ra® Pryioy AaPi )i,

aclg

+ ) Pu, (I® Py, AgPu,)

Jj=1

= Z Z Ppm, (Ro ® PHS(Q)AO‘PHk)lMo-
a€TG kr(a)

+) ) Pr, (I ® Py, AoPu, ) im, -
i=1k#j
The averaging argument of Lemma 5 works in weighted Fock spaces,
and we get that ||T1]| < ||T||. The proof of Lemma 6 applied to weighted
Fock spaces gives that 75 = 0, and this proves Theorem 11.

The proof of Theorem 11 with the changes we just outlined gives a
commutant lifting theorem for weighted graphs.

Theorem 12. Suppose that G is a graph with no sinks, and let o, :
A — B(H) be faithful x-representations. Suppose that (H;T1,...,TnN)
1s a Hilbert module satisfying

{heH :Tih=0 forevery i< N} =(0)

and that ® : F, (G) ® H — H is a coisometric module map.
Then, for every module map f : F,_ (G) @ H — H there exists
fi: Far(G) @y H — F, (G) @y H satisfying |11 = Ifill, f =@ o fr,
and flLa(gix) = Lﬂ'(gl)fl fOT‘i < N.

Suppose that £ C F,,_(G) ®, H and that ®¢ : B(F,_(G) ®, H) —
B(€) is the compression operator ®¢(T) = PeTjc. We look at the
subspaces £ that satisfy the following conditions

(4.1)  ®¢ (Lo (9i1) Lo (9i2) - - - Lo (931))
= & (LU (gil)) Qe (LU (giz)) Qg (Lcr (gik)) for ke N,
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and

(42) @¢ ([Ind (o) (a)] [Ind (o) (b)])
= & ([Ind (o) (a)])@¢([Ind (o) (B)]) for a,bel™.

Condition (4.2) implies that £ is invariant under the maps of the
form Ind(o)(e;), and then we have that ¢ : I — B(E) defined by
o(a) = PglInd (0)(a)]¢ is an *-representation. For each i < N, define
T; = PgLy(9:)|¢ and obtain the Hilbert module

(5;T1a"' 7TN;8(61)7"' 7a(en))

Suppose that £ C F,,_(G) ®, H satisfies (4.2). Then

(1) € is a submodule if L, (g;)€ C & for every i < N,

(2) € is an *-submodule if L, (g;)*€ C € for every i < N, and
(3) € is a subquotient if it satisfies property (4.1).

It is clear that submodules and *-submodules are subquotients. Sara-
son [26] proved that £ is a subquotient if and only if there exist two
submodules £ and £ such that € ® & = &s.

In [3], we proved that if £ is a subquotient of F,,_(G) ®, H, there
exists an isometry K : £ — F2(w,) ® € satisfying K*(L; ® Ig) = T, K*
for i < N. The map K is defined by

)

(4.3) K(x)= > o ©AT e,
aEF;

where

(4.4) A’ = " aaTaT;.
aEF;

We proved in [3] that A% > 0.
Since Ly (g;) = [Ind (o)(er(;))]T[Ind (o) (es(iy)], we have that
Ti = PeLo (9i) ¢
= Pe [Ind (o) (
(

)] Lo (i) [Ind () (esi))] I3
= Pe [Ind (0) (er(5))] L

er(i)
eri))] Lo (9:) Pe [Ind (o) (e(9)] -
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Dualizing this equality, we obtain

T} = Pe [Ind (0) (exn)]” PeLo (9)" [Ind (0) (er)] s
= P¢ [Ind (o) (es(i))]* PgL, (9:)" Pe [Ind (0) (eri))] |*£
=5 (es) 173 (ern) "

and this implies that
(4.5) T, =0 (er(,-)) T;o (es(i)) for ¢+ < N.

Arguing as in Proposition 5, we conclude that T, # 0 only if a € T'.
Therefore, we conclude from (4.3) that K takes values in F, (G)®4H.

Proposition 12. Suppose that £ is a subquotient of F,,_(G) ®, H.
Then there exists an isometry K : € — F,, (G) @~ € defined by

K(z)=0®Az+ » i—a@)AT;ac

a€lg @

such that K*Ly(g;) = T;K* for i < N and K*[Ind(0)(e;)] = o(ej) K*
forj <mn.

Proof. We only need to check the last statements. For i < N,

I(*_L(7 (gl) = K*PFwa(G)@)aH (Lz ® IH)‘Fwa(G)®aH
=K*(Li ® In)|p, (c)0, 1
= LiKjF, @s.n = iK™

The representation ¢ : {7 — B(E) decomposes £ into £ =& @ &2 B
-+ @ &y. Suppose now that a € I'g and = € &(4). It is not hard to
see from (4.3) that K*(d, ® z) = ToA(z). Moreover, it follows from
(4.4) that Az € &£,(4), and from (4.5) that TA(x) € &,(q). This implies
that K*[Ind (0)(e;)](0a @ ) = 7(e;)K* (0o @ ) for j < n. Moreover,
we also have that K*[Ind (c)(e;)](0o ® x) = 7(e;) K* (6o @ z) for z € &
where k,j < n. Hence, K*[Ind (c)(e;)] = o(e; ) K* for j <mn. mi
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With the Poisson kernels of Proposition 12 and Theorem 12, we follow
the proofs of Theorem 5 and Theorem 6 to obtain projective resolutions
for subquotients of F,_(G) ®, H:

Theorem 13. Suppose that € is a subquotient of F,, (G)®,H. Then
there exist a family P, = F,, (G;) ®,, H; and partial isometric module
maps ®; such that the following sequence is exact:

P4

P3 Py

P, P P, p—2 ¢ 0.

Moreover, if £ and & are subquotients of F,,_(G)®, H with projective
resolutions

@, ®,

P2 P1 51 0

and

Q—2 @ —21 ¢ 0,

and f : & — &2 is a module map, then there exist module maps
fi + P — Qi satisfying ||fil| < ||f|| for every i € N such that the
following diagram commutes:

pp—t p— % . p % . p P g 0
Jf4 st sz Jfl Jf
Qa T Qs 2 Q2 Lt Q1 A & 0.
REFERENCES

1. A. Arias, Projective modules in Fock spaces, J. Operator Theory 52 (2004),
139-172.

2. A. Arias and G. Popescu, Noncommutative interpolation and Poisson trans-
forms, Israel J. Math. 115 (2000), 205-234.

3. , Noncommutative interpolation and Poisson transforms 11, Houston J.
Math. 25 (1999), 79-98.

4. W. Arveson, Subalgebras of C*-algebras III, Multivariable operator theory,
Acta Math. 181 (1998), 159-228.

5. D. Blecher, P. Muhly and V. Paulsen, Categories of operator modules (Morita
equivalence and projective modules), Memoirs American Math. Soc. 143, 2000.




54 ALVARO ARIAS

6. K. Davidson and D. Pitts, The algebraic structure of non-commutative analytic
Toeplitz algebras, Math. Ann. 311 (1998), 275-303.

7. R. Douglas and V. Paulsen, Hilbert modules over function algebras, Longman
Scientific & Technical, Harlow; copublished in the United States with John Wiley
& Sons, Inc., New York, 1989.

8. N. Fowler and I. Raeburn, The Toeplitz algebra of a Hilbert bimodule, Indiana
Univ. Math. J. 48 (1999), 155-181.

9. M. Jury and D. Kribs, Ideal structure in free semigroupoid algebras from
directed graphs, J. Operator Theory 53 (2005), 273-302.

10. , Partially isometric dilations of noncommuting N -tuples of operators,
Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. 133 (2005), 213-222.

11. E. Katsoulis and D. Kribs, Applications of the Wold decomposition to the
study of row contractions associated with directed graphs, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc.
357 (2005), 3739-3755.

12. , Isomorphisms of algebras associated with directed graphs, Math. Ann.
330 (2004), 709-728.

13. D. Kribs and S. Power, Free semigroupoid algebras, J. Ramanujan Math. Soc.
19 (2004), 117-159.

14. E.C. Lance, Hilbert C*-modules. A toolkit for operator algebraists, Cambridge
University Press, Cambridge, 1995.

15. M. Michael, A class of C*-algebras generalizing both Cuntz-Krieger algebras
and crossed products by Z, Free probability theory, Fields Institute Communications
12, Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 1997.

16. P. Muhly and B. Solel, Tensor algebras over C*-correspondences: Represen-
tations, dilations, and C*-envelopes, J. Functional Anal. 158 (1998), 389-457.

17. , Tensor algebras, induced representations, and the Wold decomposi-

tion, Canad. J. Math. 51 (1999), 850-880.

18. , Hardy algebras W* -correspondences and interpolation theory, Math.
Ann. 330 (2004), 353—415.

19. , Duality of W*-correspondences and applications. Quantum proba-
bility and infinite dimensional analysis, QP-PQ: Quantum Probab. White Noise
Anal. 18, World Science Publ., Hackensack, NJ, 2005, 399-414.

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

21. G. Popescu, von Neumann inequality for (B(#H)™)1, Math. Scand. 68 (1991),
292-304.

22, , On intertwining dilations for sequences of noncommuting operators,
J. Math. Anal. Appl. 167 (1992), 382-402.

23. , Multi-analytic operators on Fock spaces, Math. Ann. 303 (1995),
31-46.
24 , Poisson transforms on some C*-algebras generated by isometries, J.

Functional Anal. 161 (1999), 27-61.

25. P. Quiggin, For which reproducing kernel Hilbert spaces is Pick’s theorem
true?, Integral Equations Operator Theory 16 (1993), 244-266.



FOCK SPACE TECHNIQUES IN TENSOR ALGEBRAS 55

26. D. Sarason, Generalized interpolation in H*°, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 127
(1967), 179-203.

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS, UNIVERSITY OF DENVER, 2360 S. GAYLORD ST.,

DENVER, CO 80208
Email address: aarias@math.du.edu




<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Off
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJDFFile false
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.1000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /LeaveColorUnchanged
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 150
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 150
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile ()
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName (http://www.color.org)
  /PDFXTrapped /Unknown

  /Description <<
    /ENU (Use these settings to create PDF documents with higher image resolution for high quality pre-press printing. The PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Reader 5.0 and later. These settings require font embedding.)
  >>
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [600 600]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


