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PASSING C*-CORRESPONDENCE RELATIONS TO THE
CUNTZ-PIMSNER ALGEBRAS

M. ERYUZLU

ABSTRACT. We construct a functor that maps C*-correspondences to their Cuntz-Pimsner
algebras. Applications include a generalization of the well-known result of Muhly and
Solel: Morita equivalent C*-correspondences have Morita equivalent Cuntz-Pimsner alge-
bras; as well as the result of Muhly, Pask, and Tomforde: regular strong shift equivalent
C*-correspondences have Morita equivalent Cuntz-Pimsner algebras.

1. INTRODUCTION

When the generalization of Cuntz-Pimsner algebras was fully completed by Katsura
(Katsura, 2004), two natural questions arose.

e Can Morita theory be investigated in the C*-correspondence setting?
e If there is a certain relation between two C*-correspondences, what can be said
about their Cuntz-Pimsner algebras?

In 1998, Muhly and Solel presented a ground breaking work on the investigation of
Morita theory in the C*-correspondence setting (Muhly and Solel, 2000). They developed
a notion of Morita equivalence for given C*-correspondences 4 X 4 and gYpg, where there is
an imprimitivity bimodule 4Mpg so that

XQ@aM=MepY

as A— B correspondences. They proved that if two injective C*-correspondences are Morita
equivalent then the corresponding Cuntz-Pimsner algebras are Morita equivalent in the
sense of Rieffel. In (Elefrherakis et al., 2017), the authors presented an elegant proof of a
generalized result where they drop the assumption of injectivity. In 2008, Muhly, Pask and
Tomforde (Muhly et all, 2008) introduced a weaker relation between C*-correspondences:
strong shift equivalence. They proved that regular strong shift equivalent correspondences
have Morita equivalent Cuntz-Pimsner algebras. Our motivation was to construct a method
that significantly shortens the proofs of these results as well as allows us to easily determine
the imprimitivity bimodule between the associated Cuntz-Pimsner algebras.

To study the relation between C*-correspondences and their Cuntz-Pimser algebras, we
define a functor from a category we call ECCor to the enchilada category. We constract
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ECCor so that two objects being isomorphic is equivalent to them being Morita equivalent as
C*-correspondences. The enchilada category has C*-algebras as objects, and isomorphism
classes of C*-correspondences as morphisms. Our functor maps a given C*-correspondence
4X 4 to its Cuntz-Pimsner algebra Ox, and a morphism from 4X 4 to gYp is mapped to
the isomorphism class of an Ox — Oy correspondence.

One of our initial hurdles was to assign an O x — Oy correspondence to a given morphism
4Xa — pYp in ECCor . We overcome this issue by defining an injective covariant (m, ®)
representation for 4 X4 (Proposition [4.2]). We prove that the representation (7, ®) admits
a gauge action (Proposition [4.11]). Then the Gauge Invariant Uniqueness Theorem gives us
one of our main results: Ox is isomorphic to the C*-algebra generated by the representation
(m, ).

In Section 6 we use our techniques to prove the results regarding Morita equivalent and
strong shift equivalent correspondences as we aimed. There is in fact more accomplished
in that section: we prove that the Morita equivalence between the Cuntz-Pimsner alge-
bras associated to the regular strong shift equivalent correspondences is gauge equivariant
(Theorem [6.7]).

This paper serves as an updated version of (Eryiizlii, 2021). The previous definition
of ECCor, unfortunately, yielded a subtle gap in the proof of (Eryiizlii, 2021, Theorem
5.1): the functor might not be well-defined. We conquer this problem by modifying the
morphisms in ECCor, which does not affect any of our main results but one application. In
fact, it is still an open problem whether (Eryiizlii, 2021, Theorem 6.7) holds.

Acknowledgment: The author is grateful to Toke Carlsen for pointing out the gap in
(Eryiizli, 2021), and to Adam Rennie, Alexander Mundey and John Quigg for valuable
discussions.

2. PRELIMINERIES

A C*-correspondence 4 X is a right Hilbert B-module equipped with a left action given
by a homomorphism ¢y : A — L£(X), where £(X) denotes the C*-algebra of adjointable
operators on X. The correspondence 4Xp is called non-degenerate if the set A- X =
{¢x(a)xr : a € A,x € X} is dense in X. Note here that by Cohen-Hewitt factorization
theorem we have A - X = A-X. In this paper all our correspondences will be non-degenerate
by standing hypothesis.

A C*-correspondence 4 X is called injective if the left action px : A — L£(X) is injective;
it is called regular if the homomorphism ¢x is injective and ¢x(A) is contained in the C*-
algebra K (X) of compact operators on X.

A C*-correspondence homomorphism is a triple (®, ¢y, ¢,): 4Xc — pYp consist of a
linear map ® : X — Y, and homomorphisms ¢; : A — B and ¢, : C — D satisying

(i) ®(a-x) = @i(a) - (),

(i) or((z,2)c) = (2(z), 2(2))p,
forall a € A, and z,z € X.

The triple (@, ¢y, @) is called a C*-correspondence isomorphism if, in addition, ® is
bijective and ¢y, ¢, are isomorphisms. In this paper we mostly deal with the situations
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where A = B and C' = D. In those cases we just take ¢; and ¢, to be the identity maps
on A and C respectively, and we simply denote the isomorphism 4 Xc— 1Yo by @ instead
of the triple (®,id4,id¢). We denote by Ad® : L(X) — L(Y) the associated C*-algebra
isomorphism.

Let Ag and By be dense x-algebras of C*-algebras A and B, respectively. An Ay —
By bimodule X is called a pre-correspondence if it has a By-valued semi-inner product
satisfying

<LL’,yb> = <5L’,y>b, <$,y>* = <y,SL’>
and (a-z,a-1) < ||al|*(z,z) for alla € Ay,b € By and z,y € Xy. The Hausdorff completion
X of Xy becomes an A — B correspondence by taking the limits of the operations.

Proposition 2.1. (Echterhoff et all, 2006, Lemma 1.23) Let Xy be an Ay — By pre-
correspondence, and let Z be an A — B correspondence. If there is a map ® : Xg — Z
satisfying

(a-x) =pz(a)®(x)  and  (2(x),2(y))s = (2,9) 50,
foralla € Ay and z,y € Xo, then ® extends uniquely to an injective A— B correspondence
homomorphism d: X = 27

The balanced tensor product X ®p Y of an A — B correspondence X and a B — C
correspondence Y is formed as follows: the algebraic tensor product X ® Y is a pre-
correspondence with the A — C bimodule structure satisfying

a(r ®@y)c=ar ® yc forac A, xre X,yeY,ce C,
and the unique C-valued semi-inner product whose values on elementary tensors are given
by
(rRy,uv)c = (y,(r,u)p-v)c for z,u € X,y,v €Y.
This semi-inner product defines a C-valued inner product on the quotient of X ® Y by
the subspace generated by elements of form
rT-b®y—2x® py(b)y (reX,yeY, beB).
The completion, i.e., the Hausdorff completion of X ® Y, is an A — C' correspondence
X ®p Y, where the left action is given by
A= L(X®pY), ar— px(a)®ly,

for a € A.
We denote the canonical image of x @ y in X ®p Y by  ®py. The term balanced refers
to the property

T bR®@py=xXRpb-y forre X,be B,y €Y,
which is automatically satisfied.

Lemma 2.2 ((Fowler et all, 2003)). Let X be a C*-correspondence over A and let I be an
ideal of A. Then we have the following.
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(1) There is an isometric embedding ¢ : K(X 1) — K(X) such that
9§7l,»—>95,,, for g,I/EX[.

Moreover, for T € K(X1), the operator «(T') is the unique extension of T' to an operator
in £(X) whose range is contained in X 1.

(2) Assume Y is an A — B correspondence. If the left action py : A — L(Y') is injective,
the map v : T — T ® 1y gives an isometric homomorphism of L(X) into L(X ®4Y).
If, in addition, py(A) CK(Y), then ¢ embeds K(X) into K(X ®4Y).

A Hilbert bimodule 4Xpg is a C*-correspondence that is also equipped with an A-valued
inner product (-, -), which satisfies
alar,y) = aaz,y)  and  az,y)" = Ay, 7)
forall a € A, x,y € X, as well as the compatibility property
alx,yyz =x(y, 2)p for x,y,z € X.

A Hilbert bimodule 4 Xp is left-full if the closed span of 4(X, X) is all of A.

An imprimitivity bimodule 5 Xp is an Hilbert bimodule that is full on both the left and
the right. It’s dual X4 is formed as follows: write  when a vector z € X is regarded as
belonging to X, define B — A bimodule structure by

—~—

bia = a*xb*

and the inner product by

B<jag> = <x>y>B and <ZL’,’§>A = A<$ay>

fora € A,b€ B, and z,y € X.
The identity correspondence on A is the Hilbert bimodule 4A 4 where bimodule structure
given by multiplication, and the inner products are given by

ala, by = ab*,  (a,b)4 = a”b, for a,b € A .
Lemma 2.3. Let 4 X be an imprimitivity bimodule and BXA be it’s dual. Then, the maps
mA:X®B)~(—>A, 1 ®p To — (21, T2)
mp: X ®4 X — B, T1 @4 T9 = (T1,72)B
are C*-correspondence isomorphism satisfying the equality
ma(r®@pY)-z=x -mp(y Ra )
forall x,y,z € X.

A representation (m,t) of 4 X4 on a C*-algebra B consists of a x—homomorphism 7 :
A — B and a linear map ¢t : X — B such that

m(a)t(z) = t(px(a)(x))  and  H(2)"t(y) = 7((2,y)a),
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for a € A and x,y € X, where ¢y is the left action homomorphism associated with 4 X 4.
An application of the C*-identity shows that t(x)m(a) = t(x - a) is also valid. For each
representation (7,t) of 4X4 on B, there exist a homomorphism ¥, : K(X) — B such that

Uy(bay) = t(2)t(y)"
for z,y € X. The representation (m,t) is called injective if 7 is injective, in which case t is
an isometry and WU, is injective. We denote the C*-algebra generated by the images of m
and t in B by C*(7,t).

Lemma 2.4. (Katsura, 2004, Lemma 2.4) Let (m,t) be a representation of a given C*-
correspondence 4 X 4 . Then we have

(i) m(a)¥y(k) = Wi(px(a)k)
(il) Uy (k)t(x) = t(kx)
forae A,z e X, and k € K(X).

Now, consider a C*-correspondence 4 X 4. Let X®° = A X®' = X and for n > 2 let

X% = X @4 X®m=1)_ Each X®" is a C*-correspondence over A with
on(a)(ry @4 T R4 ...... Qa4 Ty) = @x(a)T) @4 Ty R4 ... DA T
(SL’l XA ToRA venn.. ®Axn)~a::x1 XA To R4 ...... X4 (mna)
The operator pg(a) € K(X®°) is just the left multiplication operator on A. For any given
representation (m,t) of 4 X4 on a C*-algebra B, set t° = 7 and ¢! =t. For n > 2, define a
linear map
" X" 5 B, t"(x ®ay) = t{x)t"" (y),
where z € X, y € X®""!. Then (7, ") is a representation of 4 X" on B. The associated
homomorphism ¥ : K(X®") — B is given by
Win (b)) = t"(E)E" ()",

for &, u € X" If (7, t) is injective, then the linear map ¢™ is isometric, and the homomor-
phism W, is injective.

For a representation (,t) of 4 X4 we have (Katsura, 2004, Proposition 2.7),

C*(m,t) = span{t"(z,)t" (ym)* : n € X" Yy € X n,m > 0}.
Consider a C*-correspondence 4 X 4. The ideal Jx is defined as
Tx = oy (K(X)) N (Kerpx)*
={a€A: px(a) € X(X) and ab =0 for all b € Ker px},

and is called the Katsura ideal. The ideal Jx is the largest ideal of A such that the
restriction map Jx — £(X) is an injection into K(X). Notice here that if 4 X, is regular,
i.e, the left action px : A — £(X) is injective and px(A) C K(X), then Jx = A.

A representation (7,t) of 4 X4 is called covariant if w(a) = ¥, (vx(a)), for all a € Jy.

The C*-algebra generated by the universal representation of 4 X4 is called the Toeplitz

algebra Tx of 4 X 4. The C*-algebra generated by the universal covariant representation of
4X 4 is called the Cuntz-Pimsner algebra Ox of 4 X 4.
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3. CATEGORIES

As mentioned in the introduction, in the enchilada category our objects are C*-algebras,
and the morphisms from A to B are the isomorphism classes of A — B correspondences.
The composition of [4Xg|: A — B with [gY¢|: B — C is the isomorphism class of the
balanced tensor product 4(X ®pY)¢; the identity morphism on A is the isomorphism class
of the identity correspondence 4 A4, and the zero morphism A — B is [40p]. It is a crucial
fact for this work that a morphism [4Xp| is an isomorphism in the enchilada category
if and only if 4 X is an imprimitivity bimodule (Echterhoff et al., 2006, Lemma 2.4). A
detailed study of the enchilada category can be found in (Eryiizlii et al., [2020).

Notation: For any given C*-correspondence 4Mp we denote the correspondence isomor-
phism

M®4 A— M, m@aar>m-a
by ¢ym, and the correspondence isomorphism
A4 M — M, aQam—a-m

by ¢1,m.

Definition 3.1. Let 4 X4, gYp, and 4Mp be C*-correspondences, and let Uy : X @4 M —
M ®pY be an A — B correspondence isomorphism. Then the isomorphism class of the
pair (4Mpg, Uyr), denoted by [4Mp, Uy, consists of pairs (4Ng, Uy) such that

e there exists an isomorphism &: s Mp — 4Np;

e Uy: X®4 N— N®gY is a C*-correspondence isomorphism; and

e the diagram

XoaM 225 XN

U]\/[l lUN

MopY 2% Nogy

commutes.
We now introduce our domain category:

Theorem 3.2. There exists a category ECCor such that

e objects are C*-correspondences;

e morphisms 4 X a4— gYp are isomorphism classes of the pairs (4Mpg, Uyr) where Uy,
denotes an A — B correspondence isomorphism X @, M — M Qg Y, and s Mp is
a reqular correspondence satisfying Jx - M C M - Jy;

e the composition |pN¢c, Unlo[aMp, Uyl is given by the isomorphism class

[4(M @5 N)c, Ungpn|

where Upnrgpn denotes the isomorphism (1 @ Uy)(Upy @ 1n);
e the identity morphism on aXa is [aAa, Ual|, where Uy denotes the isomorphism
iy Olre : X QA= A®s X,
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Proof. Let |[4Mp, Up| € Mor(aXa, gYp) and [pN¢, Un| € Mor(gYp, ¢Zc). Then, it is
not difficult to verify that [4(M &g N)c, (In@Up ) (Up ®@1y)] is in Mor(4 X4, ¢Z¢). Now,
let [cKp, Uk|] € Mor(¢Z¢, pRp). The composition is associative:

([CKD, UK] © [BNC, UN]) © [AMB, UM]

[5(N ®c K)p, (1y ® Ug)(Uy @ 1g)] o [aMp, Un]

[A(M ®p (N @c K))p, (1 @ (Iy ® Ug)(Uny @ 1)) (Un @ Insek) ]
[4(M @5 N) ®c K)p, (1nresn @ Uk ) (1 @ Un)(Un @ 1n) @ 1) |
[CKD, UK] ([BNC, UN] © [AMB, UM])-

It remains to prove that [4 A4, Ua| € Mor(4Xa, 4X4) is the identity morphism on 4 X 4.
Let [aNg, Uy| € Mor(aXa4, pYg). We show that the following diagram commutes.

X®Lln

X@4A@ s N — X @4 N
(1A®UN)(UA®1N)l lUN
AR, N@pY 228 Nopy
Let x € X, a € A, and n € N. On one hand we have
(1 @ 1y)(1a @ Un) (i, @ In)(a- 2 @an) = (un © 1y) (a @4 Un(z ®a 1))
=a-Uyn(x®yn)
=Un(a-z®4n).
By linearity and density the equalities above hold for any element of X ®4 N, i.e,
(i1 @ 1y)(1a @ Un)(iy, ® 1n) = Uy. (3.1)
On the other hand,
Unv(lx @ up)(x®@sa®@an) =Un(z®@sa-n)=Ux(z-a®sn)
=Un(irs @ 1y)(2 @1 a®4n).
Again by linearity and density, we may conclude that
Un(1x ® 1) = Un(irz @ 1n) (3.2)
Now, combining equations [3.1] and we get
Un(1x ® t1,) = Un(irz ® 1n)
= (1n @ 1y)(1a @ Un) (i1, @ IN)(ire © 1n)
=(un®1ly)(1a®@Un)(Us @ 1),
which implies [4Npg| o [444] = [A(A ®aA N)p, (14 @Uy)(Us ® 1N)} = [4aNg,Uy]. O

Proposition 3.3. A morphism [aMg, Uy|: 4Xa— gYg in ECCor is an isomorphism if
and only if AMpg is an imprimitivity bimodule.

To prove Proposition we first need the following lemma.
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Lemma 3.4. Let 4Mp be an imprimitivity bimodule given with an A — B correspondence
isomorphism Uy - X @4 M — M ®p Y. Let gNy be the dual of sAMpg. Then, there exists
a B — A correspondence isomorphism Uy 1Y ®g N — N ®4 X such that

(i12 ® Lar)(ma @ Ixg ) Lagpny @ Uy') = Uyt (1 @ dgy) (1 @ mp @ 1y)

as operators on M @g N @, M @Y, where my : M Qg N — A and mg : N @, M — B
are the isomorphisms defined in Lemma 2.3l

Proof. Define a B — A correspondence isomorphism Uy : Y ®g N — N ®4 X as follows:

1 _
Y mBl®1y®1N

®1
Yo N -3 BeyY @ N 2" YN, MY @3 N

IN®U ®1y

N X oMo N XX Nvo X o A -2, N, X,
ie,
Uy = (In ®ira)(Ivox @ ma)(ly @ Uy @ 1y)(mp' @ lys,n) (i, @ 1y).

Now, notice that by linearity and density, it suffices to prove the required equality for
the elements of form £ ®pn Q4 u @p y, where &, u € M,n € N, and y € Y:

(ie ® 1ar)(ma @ 1xg0) (Lo ,n @ Uy ) (€@ n @4 @p y)
= (i1 ® 1ar) [ma(§€ ®pn) ®4 Uy (@5 y)]
=ma(§®pn)- Uy (p®py)
= Uy [ma(§ ®pn) - 1 @p Y] (U;;* preserves the left action)
= Uy [§-mp(n®ap) @py| (Lemma 2.3))
= Uy [E®pmp(n®a ) - Y]
= Uy (ly @ i) (Lns @ mp @ 1y ) (€ @p 1 @4 1 ®p y),

which completes the proof. ([l

Proof of Proposition 3.3 It is not difficult to see that if [4Mp, Uy| is an isomorphism in
ECCor then 4Mp must be invertible. For the other direction, let 3 N4 and Uy be as in
Lemma [3.4. We show that the diagram

1x®ma

X@AM®BN—>X®AA

(1JVI®UN)(UJVI®1N)J/ lUA

ma®lx

M®3N®AX —>A®AX

commutes. This will allow us to conclude that [M &g N, (1), QUpN)(Uy®@1N)] = [aAa, Ual,
i.e, [sNa, Un| is a right inverse for [4Mp, Uy|.
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First, observe that the definition of Uy and Lemma B.4] together gives us the equality
(Iy @UN)(Un @ 1n) = (I @ 1y @ ig)(my' @ 1x @ ma) (i, @ 1oy @ Ly).
Now, let z =a-2' € X, where a € A, 2’ € X, and let £ € M ®p N. Then we have
(Mma®1x) 1y @1y ® ir,x)(m;ll ®1lx ® mA)(z'l_’; R 1y @ 1n)(z®4§)
= (ma®1x)(ly ® 1y @ipa)(my' @ Ly @ ma)(a @4 2" @4 &)
= (ma®1x) 1y ® 1y ®ip,)(my' (@) @42’ @4 ma(€))
=a®42 -ma(€).
On the other hand, we have
Ua(lx @ ma)(z @4 &) =i, 0 ipa(z @4 ma(f))
=iy, (x - ma(€))
=i, () - ma(§)
=a®az' -ma(§).
We have shown that (ma ® 1x)(1y @ Uy)(Upy @ 1n) = Ua(lx ® ma), as desired. One

can use the same technique to show that [p N4, Uy]| is also a left inverse for [4Mp, Uy|. O

4. A COVARIANT REPRESENTATION

In this section we define an injective covariant representation of a C*-correspondence
4Xa given with a morphism [4Mp, Uyl|: aX4 — pYp in ECCor. We prove that this
representation in fact admits a gauge action. Since we use it frequently, we would like to
remind the reader that any given Hilbert module isomorphism U : X4 — Y, gives rise to
an isomorphism AdU : £(X) — £L£(Y) such that AdU(T) = UTU " for any T € L(X).

Let 4 X4, AMp be given, where the latter is a regular C*-correspondence. Consider the
linear map

T: X —>L(M,X ®R4M), T(z)(m) :=x®sm,
where z € X, m € M. Then we have
(T(x)m,y@am)p = (x@am,y@am’)p = (m, on((x,y)a)m') B,
for z,y € X and m,m’ € M. This means the adjoint 7'(x)* satisfies
T(z)"(y®@am) =T(x)T(y)m = ou((z,y)a)m,
for any elementary tensor y @4 m € (X ®4 M).

On the other hand, we know by regularity that the homomorphism ¢,; : A — L(M) is
injective and ¢y (a) € K(M) for any a € A. This allows us to observe that

T(x) e K(M, X @4 M) < T(x)'T(z) e K(M) <= pu((z,2)4) € K(M),
which implies T'(z) € K(M, X ®4 M), for any = € X.

Lemma 4.1. Let (T,t) be the universal covariant representation of 4 X . Then we have
the following.
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(i) Consider the subspace

t(X)Ox :=span{t(x)S: € X,5 € Ox}
of Ox. The map X ®4 Ox — t(X)Ox determined on elementary tensors by
r® S —t(x)S

is an A — Ox correspondence isomorphism.
(ii) Jx - Ox C¢(X)Ox.
(iii) When 4 X4 is reqular, the map defined in (i) gives an isomorphism

A(X ®4 Ox)ox = a(0x)ox-
Proof. Let ® : X ® Ox — t(X)Ox be the unique linear map such that z ® S — t(x)S. It

suffices to make our computations with elementary tensors. We first show that ® preserves
the semi-inner product. Let x,y € X and S,T € Ox. Then,

<LL’ ® S, y® T>(9X = <Sv T((SL’, y>A)T>OX
= (5,t(x)"t(y)T) oy = S"t(x)"t(y)T
= (t(2) 5, t(y)T)ox-

For a € A, the computation
Pla-(z®09)) =Plarx®S) =t(ax)S = Y(a)t(x)S =a- P(x ®5)
shows that ® preserves the left action. It is clear that ® is surjective, and hence, ® extends

to a unique C*-correspondence isomorphism X ®4 Oy — t(X)Oy.
Part (ii) follows from the fact that for any a € Jx we have

T(a) = Wi(px(a)) € V(K(X)) = span{t(z)t(y)” : z,y € X}

For the last part, let 4 X 4 be a regular C*-correspondence. Then, since A = Jx, we have

Ox =A-0x=Jx -0x Ct(X)Ox,
hence the map defined in (i) is an isomorphism onto Oy. U

Proposition 4.2. Let [4Mp, Uy|: aXa— gYs be a morphism in ECCor. Then 4 X has
an injective covariant representation on K(M ®@p Oy ).

Proof. Denote the universal covariant representation of gpYp by (Y,¢). We use the C*-
correspondence isomorphisms

UMX®AM—)M®BY and Vy:Y@BOY—)t(Y)OY

to construct a linear map ® : X — K (M ®5 Oy ).
For each z € X, define an operator T'(z) : M — M ®p Y by

T(x)m = Upy(x ®4m). (4.1)
Since 4 Mp is regular, as discussed above Lemma .1l we have
T(zx) e K(M,M ®pY).
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In addition, since the C*-correspondence B(OY)OY is regular, we have
T(x) ® 1o, € K(M @5 Oy, M @Y ®5 Oy) (Lemma [2.2]).
And now, the operator
®(x) := (1yy @ W)(T(2) @ lo,) € K(M @5 Oy, M @5 t(Y)Oy)

can be viewed as a compact operator on the Hilbert Oy-module M ®p Oy whose range is
contained in the submodule M @ t(Y)Oy. A
Now, define a homomorphism 7 : A — L(M ®p Oy) by

m(a) = pu(a) ® loy,
for a € A. Note that 7 is injective and 7(A) C K(M ®p Oy ), by Lemma 22
We claim that (7, ®) is a representation of 4 X 4. Let z,2’ € X, and a € A. Then we
have

O(2)"®(2") = (T(2)" ® Lo, ) (1 @ Vy)" (1 @ Vi )(T(2') ® 1o,
=T(z)'T(z') ®p lo, (1y ® Vi is a unitary map)
= ou({z,2')4) ®5 Loy
= 7((z,2') 4)-

It remains to show the equality 7(a)®(z) = ®(px(a)x). Observe that we have
(par(a) ® Loy ) (1 @ Vi) = (1 @ Vy)(pm(a) ® 1y @ Lo, ).
This allows us to make the following computation.
P(px(a)z) = (1 @ Vy)(T(a - z) @ loy)
= (ln ®5 W)(pu(a) ® 1y @ 1o, )(T'(z) @ Lo, )
= (em(a) ® Loy ) (1 @ Vv )(T'(2) ® Lo, )
= (pum(a) ® Lo, )®(x)
= m(a)®(z).

We now prove that the representation (7, ®) is covariant. Let ¥g : K(X) — JC(M@B Oy)
be the injective homomorphism associated to the representation (w, ®). Then, for z, 2’ € X,

we have the following equalities on M ®p t(Y)Oy.
Vg (0r,0) = () P(2")"
= (1y @ Vo) (T(2) ®p Lo, )(T(2) @ Loy )" (1 @ Vy)*
= (lu @ W)(T'(2)T'(2')" ®5 Loy )(1n ® Vy)*
= (1 @ VW) [AdUp(0p0r ® 1pr) ® Loy ] (1 @ Vi)™
This implies that, for any k € K(X),
\If¢(k)\M®BW =1y @ VW)[AdUpn(k ® 1) @ Loy ] (1ar @ Vi)™,

we have

Las in the first item of Lemma
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In particular, for a € Jx, we have
Vo (ox(a) | pepivyoy = (I @ V) [AdUn(px(a) ® 1) ® 1o, |(1n @ Vy)*
= (In @ W)(pm(a) ® 1y ® Lo, ) (1n @ Vy)*
= Ad(1x @ W)(pm(a) ® 1y @ 1o,
= @M(a) ® 1OY|M®BW
= W(a)‘M@mW'

On the other hand, for a € Jx, we know that the image of the operator 7(a) € KX(M ®50Oy)
is contained in

IxM @50y C MJy @O0y = M ®p JyOy C M @pt(Y)Oy.

Coupling this with the fact that ¥¢(px(a)) = m(a) on M ®@p t(Y)Oy we get
m(a)*m(a) = Yo(px(a)) m(a) € K(M @p Oy).

In other words, we have

m(a*a) = Va(px(a) m(a) = (7(a*)Va(px(a))” = Va(px(a*a)).
One can now show that

1Pa(ox(a)) = m(a)l* = [(Ta(px(a)) — 7(a)" (Talpx(a) — m(a)] = 0,

for any a € Jx, which completes the proof. O
Definition 4.3. Let [4Mp, Up|: 4X4 — Y5 be a morphism in ECCor. Then, the injective

covariant representation (w, ®) of 4 X4 defined as in the proof of Proposition is called
the C-covariant representation.

Now, the universality of the Cuntz-Pimsner algebra Oy gives us the following result.

Corollary 4.4. Let [aMp, Uyl: aXa— Y be a morphism in ECCor. Let (7, ®) be the
associated C-covariant representation of 4 X 4. Then, there exists a unique homomorphism
0:0x = KX(M ®p Oy) such that

o(tx(z)) = ®(z) and o(Tx(a)) =m(a),
forz € X, a € A, where (Tx,tx) denotes the universal covariant representation of 4 X 4.

Thus, the regular C*-correspondence (M ®@p Oy )o, can be viewed as an Ox — Oy corre-
spondence via the homomorphism o.

Lemma 4.5. Let (Y,t) be the universal covariant representation of aXa, and let (7, ®)
be the C-covariant representation of 4 X associated to the identity morphism [aAa, Ual:
AXa— aX4 in ECCor. Then, the A — Ox correspondence isomorphism

U:A®,40x — Oy, a®sS— T(a)S
preserves the left Ox module structure, i.e.,

Ox (A ®a OX)OX = OXOXOX'
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Proof. Let x € X, S € Oy, a € A. Note that x -a = da' - 2’ for some o' € A, 2’ € X, by
Cohen-Hewitt factorization theorem. Now we have

Ult(z) - (a®4 8)] =U[®(z)(a®4 S)] =Uld ®4t(z')S]
= Y(a)t(z")S
=t(r-a)sS
=t(z)U(a®4 5),
which implies, by linearity and density, that U[t(z)-m| = t(x)-U(m) for any m € (A®40x).
Moreover, one can easily verify that U[Y(a) - m] = Y(a) - U(m), for any a € A and
m € (A®4 Ox). This complete the proof as elements ¢(z) and T (a) generate Ox. O

Definition 4.6. A C*-correspondence 4.X 4 is said to be a nondegenerate subcorrespon-
dence of gYp if there exists an A — B correspondence homomorphism (¢, p): aXa4— gYp
such that

(i) the linear map ¢ : X — Y is injective;

(ii) the homomorphism ¢ : A — B is injective and non-degenerate;

(i) Y = ¢(X)B
Notice that any nondegenerate subcorrespondence of an injective correspondence is in-
jective, by definition.

Lemma 4.7. Let 4 X 4 be a nondegenerate subcorrespondence of a C*-correspondence gYp.
Then, in ECCor, there exists a morphism from 4 X4 to gYp if

Jx - B C Jy. (4.2)
Condition ([L2)) follows immediately when gYp is injective.

Proof. Let (¢,¢): 4Xa— pYp be as in Definition [.6l Then, the homomorphism ¢ induces
a regular correspondence 4Bpg. We first show that the unique linear map

¢ XOB->Y x® b ¢(z)b,

for x € X, b € B, extends to an A — B correspondence isomorphism X ®4 B — Y. As
usual, we make all our computations with elementary tensors, as it suffices. For z,2" € X
a € A, and b, b € B, we have

§la-(z®b)) =E(a-r®b) =¢(a-x)b
(a) - ¢(x)b (by definition of (¢, ¢))
3

and
(Elz@b), s @V)p = (¢(x)b, ¢(2")V) p = b"((x), p(2)) BV
= b"p({z, 2") )V
= (b, {x, 2 Y4 - V)p
=(z @bt @b)p.
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Thus, by Proposition 2] the map £ extends to an injective A — B correspondence homo-
morphism, which is clearly surjective.
On the other hand, we have the A — B correspondence isomorphism

Then, the composition
UB::j_lof:X®AB—>B®BY (4.3)

is an A— B correspondence isomorphism. We may now conclude that the isomorphism class
[4Bp,Ug|: aXa— pYp is a morphism in ECCor if we are given the condition Jx - B C Jy.

We complete the proof by showing that if gY5 is injective then Jx - B C Jy: let a € Jx.
Since 4Bp is regular we have px(a) ® 1 € K(X ®4 B); which implies

Ad&(px(a) ® 1p) = py(p(a)) € X(Y).
This means ¢(a) € Jy, since gYp is injective. Then for any b € B, we have
a-b=gp(a)be Jy,

as desired. O

Proposition 4.8. Let 41 X4 and gYp be injective correspondences, and let (¢, ¢): s Xa—
BYp be as in Definition[L.0. Denote the C-covariant representation of X4 on K(B®pgOy)
by (m, ®), the universal covariant representation of gYp by (Yy,ty), and the natural C*-
algebra isomorphism X (B ®p Oy ) — Oy by t. Then,

U®(z)) = ty(o(x)  and  um(a)) =Ty (p(a))
for all x € X, a € A. In other words, the C*-algebra C*(m,®) is isomorphic to the
C*-algebra generated by ty (p(X)) and Ty (p(A)).

Proof. Note first that the map ¢ is really the composition of the isomorphisms s : X(Oy) —
Oy and Ad i : K(B®p Oy) — K(Oy), where p denotes the A — Oy module isomorphism
B ®p Oy — Oy determined on elementary tensors by u(b ®p S) = Ty (b)S, for b € B,
S € Oy. We will show that the the following diagram commutes.

TN

Adpu
B®B Oy) — X Oy

/\/
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Let Ug :=j'0f: 4(X®4B)p — 4(B®pY)p be the isomorphism (4.3)) defined in the
proof of Lemma 4.7l Let x € X,b € B, and S € Oy. Then,

O(z)(bepS)=(1p® Vy)(Up(xr ®4b) ®p 5)

by construction, where V4 is the unitary map ¥ ®p Oy — ty(Y)Oy. Note here that we
have

U ®ab) =) 0&(x®ab) = j(d(2)0) = @5y,
for some O € B,y € Y satisfying ¢(x)b = by, by Cohen-Hewitt factorization theorem.
This gives us

P(z)(b@p S) = (1@ Vy)(Up(z ®4b) @5 S) = @p ty(y)S,
which implies

po®(z)(b®@p §) = u(l ®p ty(y)S) = Ty Bty (y)S

=ty (V- y)S
=ty(¢(:c>)
ty (é(z)) Ty (b)S
—ty(¢(:c>> (b®p S)
sty (o(x)) [n(b @5 ).

This computation allows one to conclude, by linearity and density, that
s (v (6(2)) = o D(a) o !
= Ad u(®(2)),
which implies ¢ (®(z)) = ty (¢(z)), as desired. Lastly, for a € A, we have
pom(a)(b@p S) = pu(p(a)b @p S) =Ty (p(a)b)S = Ty (p(a)) u(b @5 S),
which suffices to complete the proof. O

Recall that a representation (m,t) of X admits a gauge action if for each z € T there
exists a homomorphism S, : C*(m,t) — C*(m,t) such that

B:(m(a)) =m(a)  and  B.(i(x)) = 2t(z)
for all a € A, and x € X. If it exists, the homomorphism (3, is unique. The map
B:T — Aut (C*(m,t)), z2— B,
is called the gauge action. One can easily show that 3 is a strongly continuous homomor-

phism.

Theorem 4.9 (The Gauge Invariant Uniqueness Theorem). Let the pair (Y, t) be the uni-
versal covariant representation of 4 Xa. Assume (¢x,tx) is an injective covariant repre-
sentation of 4 X4 on a C*-algebra B. If (¢px,tx) admits a gauge action, then the homomor-
phism p: Ox — B is injective. In other words, the natural surjection p : Ox — C*(¢x,tx)
18 an isomorphism.
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A proof of the above theorem can be found in (Katsura, 2004).

Remark 4.10. Let v be the gauge action for the universal covariant representation (Y, t)
of gYp. Then, for any z € T, we have

V(" (yn)) = 2"t"(yn)  and (" (ye)") = 27" (yn)",
where y,, € Y®" . Now, for each n € Z consider the subspace
Oy :={T € Oy : 7.(T) = 2"(T), forall z € T}.
We have
Oy = span{t" (y)t" (Ym)*: Y € Y, ym € Y™ n,m > 0}
=span{T, € Oy : s € Z},

which implies that elements of form m ®p T},, where m € M and 7T, € O}, densely span
M ®p Oy.

Proposition 4.11. Let [aMp, Up|: aXa — Y5 be a morphism in ECCor. The associated
C-covariant representation (m, ®) of 4 X4 admits a gauge action.

Proof. Let 7 be the gauge action for the universal covariant representation (1,¢) of gYg,
and let z € T. The linear map 1)y ® v, : M ® Oy — M © Oy satisfying

Iy @7.)(m®S)=m®e ~.(5)
for m e M, S € Oy is bounded. Indeed, let > .m; ® S; € M ® Oy. We have

| e (Sim@s)|| = ||, (=050, tmimy)s - 22(50)),
— [ =83 mid - 55|
= (|20 =057 (ma, my) B - S5) )
= |72 (224 (S5 (mi, my) s - SJ)H
= |22, Si(mi,my) B - S

2
)

2
Oy

= >, mi ®S;

where the symbol ||-|| represents the semi-norm on the pre-correspondence M ® Oy. Now
by continuity we may conclude that 1;; ® 7, extends to a well-defined bounded linear
operator on M ®p Oy. However, this operator is not adjointable. This can be easily seen
with elementary tensors: let m,n € M and T; € 0%, T; € 0}.. The computation

(I ®7:)(m @5 T;),n ®p Tj)oy = (M @5 7:(Ti),n @5 T})o,
= <ZiTi7 <m7 n>B ' Tj>OY
= <Tw Z_i<man>B ’ Tj>oy>

suffices.
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We claim that the homomorphism g, : C*(w, ®) — C*(7, @) defined by

52(T) = (1M ®72>T(1M ® 72>
is a gauge action for the representation (m,®). The key point here is that even though
1y ® 7. is not an adjointable operator on M ®p Oy, the operator

(I @ 72) k(1 ® 72)
is adjointable for any & € K(M ®p Oy). It suffices to prove this for k = Oy © BT ma®ET; s

where my,my € M, T; € O%, T; € O} by Remark 10 Let m,n € M, T; € O} and
Ty, € O%F. First observe that we have

(L ® 1) k(Lar ® 72)(m @5 Ti,) = my @ 7. (Ti{ma @ Tj,m ®@p 2 *T}.)o, )
=mi ® 7, (TZT; (mg,m)p - Z_ka)

=m ® zi_”kz_kjﬂ? (mg,m)p - Tj.
This allows us to make the following computation.

(1 ® 72)k(Lar ® 4z)(m @p Ti,),n @p Tl>OY
= <m1 @B Zi_j+k2_kTin (mag,m)p - T, n ®p Tl>oy
= (¢ T (mo,m) g - Tiy, (ma, ) - T
= <Tk,zj_i<m,m2>3 ST (my,n)p - Tl>oy
= (m®p Tr, (lyr ® v2)k* (1as @ 72)(n @5 T1) )y,
Now, let z € T. In order to complete the proof of our claim we need to show
B(®(2))§ = z@(x)§  and  B.(m(a))§ = m(a)g,
for any £ € (M ®p Oy), x € X, a € A. We check the equilaties for the elements of form

m ®p T, as it suffices. A crucial fact here is that for an m € M, T, € O}, we have
®(z)(m®p T,) € M @5 OF™! by construction, and thus

(1 ®7.)@(x)(m @5 T,) = 2" ®(z)(m @5 T,). (4.4)
This allows us to make the following computation.

B:(@(x))(m ®p Th) = (1y @ 72)@(x)(m ®p 27" T,)
=2 "1y ®7:)2(z)(m @5 Ty),
=2 """ (2)(m @p T),)
=20(z)(mpT,).

One can show very similarly that, for any a € A, we have
B:(m(a))(m @p Tp) = w(a)(m @p 1p),
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since 7(a)(m ®p T,,) € M ®@p O}, for any n € Z. O
The Gauge Invariant Uniqueness Theorem now gives us the following result.

Theorem 4.12. Let [4Mp, Uy|: aXa — BYp be a morphism in ECCor, and let the
pair (m, ®) be the C-covariant representation of X 4. Then, the associated homomorphism

0:0x = K(M®gO0Oy) is injective. Moreover, the Cuntz-Pimsner algebra O x is isomorphic
to the C*-algebra C*(m, ®) C K(M ®p Oy ).

Corollary 4.13. If 4 X 4 is a nondegenerate subcorrespondence of gYp, then Ox is iso-
morphic to a subalgebra of Oy .

Proof. Follows from Proposition .8 and Theorem [4.12] O

When 4 X 4 is a regular C*-correspondence we may view [ AXT 1 X®(n+1)] as a morphism
from 4 X4 to 4 X4 in ECCor. Let (m,®) be the associated C-covariant representation,
and (Y,%) be the universal covariant representation of 4X4. Then, the homomorphism
0:0x = K(X®"®,4 Ox) defines a left action of Ox on (X®" @4 Ox). Now, let S € Oy,
and let y = (y1 @4 Y2 @4 ... ®4 Yyn) € X®". By the construction of (w, ®) we have

P(x)(y®aS) = (T @ay1 @4 . ®aYn-1) @at(Yyn)S
W(a) = Qpn(a) ® loy,

for any a € A, and = € X, where ¢, (a) denotes the operator px(a) @ 1yen-1 € L(X®").
We now have the following Proposition.

Proposition 4.14. For a reqular C*-correspondence 4 X 4, and for n > 0, we have the
isomorphism X" @4 Ox = Ox as Ox — Ox correspondences.

Proof. Let n > 0. Let (Y, t) denote the universal covariant representation of 4 X 4, and let
(7, @) be the C-covariant representation of 4 X4 on K(X®"®40x). LemmaLT] (iii) implies
that the map U : X®"®4 Ox — Ox determined on elementary tensors by z®4 .S — t"(2)S
is a Hilbert A — Ox module isomorphism. Since t(z) and Y (a) generates Oy, it suffices to
show
U(t(z)-§) = t(x)UE),  and  U(T(a)-&) = T(a)U(S),

for any £ € (X®" ®4 Ox). Let y; = i1 ®a ¥i2 @4 . ®a Yin € X, S; € Ox for any
i € F' C N finite. Then we have

) Z(yl ®a 5i) = ox ((2)) Z(yz ®a S;)
= O(x) Z(y @4 S;)
= Z D(x)(Yin ®a Yi2 ®a .. ®a Yin Da S5)

= ZZE QA Yin DA Yi2 D4 .. D4 Yin—1 Da t(Yin)Si.
ieF
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This implies
U<t($) : Z(yz ®a Sz)) = Z " (2 @4 Yi1 @A Yi2 @A ... @4 Yin—1)t(Yin)Si
i€F i€F
= Zz’eF t(x)tn_l(yi,l ®AYiz2 @4 .. D4 Yin—1)t(Yin)S;
= t(x) Z " (Yi1 RaYi2 D4 ... D4 Yin @4 S;)
ieF
=t(z) - U( > (i ®a SJ)
icF
Similarly, for a € A, we have
T(a) - Z(yz ®a Si) = ox(Y(a)) Z(yz ®a S;)
i€l i€F
= m(a) Z(yz ®a Si)
i€F
= Z en(a)y; ®a Si.
i€F
This implies that
U(Y(0) - Ll @4 5)) = U( X enla)ys @4 5:)
i€F
= "(pala@)ys)S;
ieF
= Z T(a)t™(y;)S;
i€F
= T(a)- U(Z(yi ®a4 Si))u
ieF
which completes the proof.

5. THE FUNCTOR

Theorem 5.1. Let [4Mp, Upy|: aXa— Y be a morphism in ECCor. Then the assign-
ments 4 X a— Ox on objects and
[AMp, U] = [0y (M ®p Oy)oy ]

on morphisms define a functor € from ECCor to the enchilada category.
Proof. Let [aMp, Uy |: aXa— Y5, and [gNe, Un|: 5Ys— ¢Zc be morphisms in ECCor.
We want to show

o E([u(M @5 N)e,Uugyn]) = E(aMp, Un|)®o, E(|5Ne, Un|), and

o &([aAa,Ual) = [0x(Ox)ox]-
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We start with proving the isomorphism
ox (M @5 Oy)®0, (N @c 0z)0, = 0y (M @ N ®c O0z)o,,. (5.1)

Let (m1,®q), and (mg, P3) be the C-covariant representations of 4 X4 , as in Definition
42 on K(M ®p Oy) and K(M @5 N ®¢ Oz), respectively. Let (m, ®) be the C-covariant
representation of gYp on K(N ®¢cOy). We already have the Hilbert A— Oy correspondence
isomorphism
U: (M KB O)/) ®()Y (N KR Oz) — (M Xp N®C Oz),
which gives rise to the isomorphism
AdU : L((M Xp (9y) ®OY (N KR Oz)) — L(M XB N®C Oz>

Therefore, it suffices to show U preserves the left O y-module structure. Since U preserves
the left action of A, for any a € A we observe

AdU(m(a) ® Ineco,) = AdU((pm(a) ® loy) ® Ingco,)
= pu(a) ® 1y ® lo,
= m(a).
By following the construction of ®(x) and ®5(x), we next show similarly that
AdU (P (z) ® Ingeo,) = Po(2).

Let ty and t; be the linear maps associated to the universal covariant representations of
gYp and ¢ Zc , respectively. Consider the isomorphisms
Uy : X@a M- M®gY, Uny:Y® N — N ®¢ Z,
Vy Y ®@p Oy — ty(Y)Oy, Vz:Z®c 0y —tz(Z2)0y,
Umgpgn : X @4 M g N — M @ N ¢ Z.
For z € X, y € Y, we have the linear maps

Ty(z) : M —- M®gpY, m— Uy (x ®4m)
T(y): N - N ®¢ Z, n— Un(y ®@pn)
Tg(:L’)ZM@BN—)M@BN@CZ, V|—>UM®BN(LL’®AV).

Notice that for x € X, m € M and n € N we have
To(xz)(m @pn) = Ungyn( ®am @pn)
=1y @ UN)[Un (2 ®4m) @p n|
= (ln ® Un)(T1(2) ® 1n)(m ®p n),
which implies that
P2(7) = (Lmepy ® Vz)(T2(z) ® 1o,)
= (Imepny @ Vz)(1ny @ Uy @ 1o,)(T1(2) @ 1y ® lo,). (5.2)
On the other hand, recall that ®,(z) and ®(y) are defined by
P1(z) = (1 ® W)(Ti(z) ® loy), and O(y) = (In @ Vz)(T(y) ® Lo,).  (5.3)
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We aim to prove the equality
Oy (2)U = U(P1(x) @ Ingeoy)- (5.4)
Let 19, be the isomorphism
Loy 1 B(Oy) ®oy (N ®c Oz)o, = (N ®c Oz)o,

determined by S ®g, v +— oy (S)v, for S € Oy, v € N ®¢ Oz, where oy denotes the left
action of Oy on the Hilbert module N ®c Oy. We first claim

(1M ® ]-N ® VZ)(]-M ® UN ® ]'OZ)(]'M ® 1y ® L0y) = U(].M ® Vy ® 1N®Coz)‘ (55)

It suffices to check equality (5.0) for the elements of form (m ®p y ®p S) ®e, v, where
meM,yeY,Se0y,ve(N®c0Oyz): since Voo (y @ S) = ty(y)S we have

Ully @ W @ Ingeo,)(m @py @p S oy, V)

=U(m ®p ty(y)S ®o, V)

=m ®p oy (ty(y)S)v

=m®p ®(y)oy (S)v (oy (ty (y)) = 2(y))
= (lw @1y @ Vz)(1ln @ T(y) ® lo,)(m @5 oy (S)v) E.3)

Since by construction we have (T(y) ® loz)(f) = (UN ® loz)(y ®c €), for any y € Y,
£ € N ®c Oy, we may continue our computation as

=l @In@Vy) Iy @ Uy ®10,)(m Qp y @p oy(S)v)
=(lu@In@Vz)(Ilu @ Uy @ 1o,)(1n ® 1y ® Loy, ) (M @B Y Roy S Ry V),

which completes the proof of our claim.
We are now ready to prove equality 5.4l Once again let m € M, S € Oy, v € (N®cOyz).
We have

(IDQ(x)U(m Xp S ®OY I/)

ly @1y @ Vy

i( Iy @ Uy ® 1o,
=(1lu®1Iy®Vy
= (
= (

)
lM X UN & 1@Z)(T1(ZL’) X 1N X 1@Z)[m ®B Uy(S)I/]
1M &® UN &® 1OZ) UM($ XA m) XB Uy(S)I/]
Ly @ Uy @ 1o,)(1n ® 1y ® Loy )(Un(z ®am) @p S o, 1)

(Tl(x) RIy® 1OZ)U(m ®p S Koy V)
[

ly @1y @ Vy
Iy ®1Inv®Vy

— o ~—
A~~~ I~ —~

%k

=U(ly @ Vy @ Ingeo,)(Un(r @4 m) @p S Qo V)
=U(ly @ Vv ® Ingco,)(11(2) ® Loy, @ Inggo,)(m ®p S Qo v)
= U(®1(z) @ Lngoo,)(m @p S Qoy V),
as desired. The equality (*) is followed by (5.2]), and the equality (**) is followed by (5.5]).

Now we have the following diagram.
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ag
Ox = K(M ®5 Oy) — K (M ®5 Oy)Ro, (N ®¢ 02))

AdU
YS!

A K(M & N ®c Oy)

\/

Up)

This means, denoting by (T x,tx) the Cuntz-Pimsner representation of Oy, we have

e AdU(ox(Tx(a)) ® Ingeo,) = AdU(m(a) ® Ingpo,) = m(a) and

e AdU(ox(tx(7)) ® Ingco,) = AdU(P1(2) ® Inggo,) = P2(z)
fora € A, x € X, which is enough to conclude that U preserves the left action of Ox, since
the elements Tx(a) and tx(x) generate Ox.

It remains to show that & maps the identity morphism [4 A4, Ual:4X4— 4X 4 in ECCor

to the identity morphism [o, (Ox)o,| in the enchilada category. This follows immediately
from Lemma [£.5] O

Remark 5.2. Let 4 X4 be a regular correspondence. Then, for any n>0, we have
& ([X®" 1yemin]) = [oxOx0y],
by Proposition 4.141

6. APPLICATIONS

6.1. Muhly & Solel Theorem. Muhly and Solel introduced the notion of Morita equiv-
alence for C*-correspondences (Muhly and Solel, [2000) as follows: 4 X4 and gYp are called

Morita equivalent, denoted by 4 X AS%E BYp, if there exists an imprimitivity bimodule 4 Mg
such that

AX®a M)p = 4(M®@pY)p.
They proved that Morita equivalent injective C*-correspondences have Morita equivalent
Cuntz-Pimsner algebras. In (Elefrherakis et al., 2017), the authors presented a proof for
possibly non-injective C*-correspondences. In this section, we discuss how our functor
provides a very practical method to recover this result.

First, recall that in the enchilada category [4Mp| is an isomorphism if and only if
AMp is an imprimitivity bimodule. On the other hand, by Proposition B3] we have that
[aMp,Upy|: 4Xa — pYp is an isomorphism in ECCor if and only if 4 X4 and gYp are
Morita equivalent.



PASSING C*-CORRESPONDENCE RELATIONS TO THE CUNTZ-PIMSNER ALGEBRAS 23

Theorem 6.1. If two C*-correspondences 4 X 4 and gYp are Morita equivalent, then their
Cuntz-Pimsner algebras Ox and Oy are Morita equivalent (in the sense of Rieffel).

Proof. Since 4 X4 and gYp are Morita equivalent, there exists an imprimitivity bimodule
with an isomorphism Uy; : X®@4M — M®pY, which implies [4 Mg, Uy,| is an isomorphism
in ECCor. This means €[4 Mp, Un]=[0y (M ®@p Oy )o, | is an isomorphism in the enchilada
category. Hence, the C*-algebras Oy and Oy are Morita equivalent. 0

6.2. Cuntz-Pimsner Algebras of Shift Equivalent C*-correspondences. In 1973
Williams introduced "elementary strong shift equivalence” and "strong shift equivalence”
for the class of matrices with non-negative integer entries, with the goal of characterizing
the topological conjugacy of subshifts of finite type (Williams, 1973). The relations were
defined as follows: let X and Y be matrices as described.
e X and Y are elementary strong shift equivalent, denoted by X R Y, if there exist
matrices R and S with non-negative integer entries such that X = RS and Y = SR.
e The transitive closure of the relation < is called strong shift equivalence.

Putting the result of Williams (Williams, [1973) and the result of Cuntz and Krieger
(Cuntz and Krieger, [1980) together, one concludes that strong shift equivalent matrices
(with non-negative integer entries) have Morita equivalent Cuntz-Krieger algebras. In
(Mubhly et all, 2008), Muhly, Pask and Tomforde formulated this in the setting of C*-
correspondences as follows.

Definition 6.2. Two C*-correspondences 4 X4 and gYp are called elementary strong shift

equivalent, denoted by 4 X A:i BYpg , if there are C*-correspondences 4Rp and S, such
that
X2R®pS and Y2S®4R
as C*-correspondences.
C*-correspondences 4 X 4 and gYp are called strong shift equivalent, denoted by 4 X ASEJEBYB,

if there are C*-correspondences {Z; } jo<i<n} such that Zy = X, Z, =Y, and Z; L Ziiq, for
each 1.

Theorem 6.3 ((Muhly et all, 2008)). If two regular C*-correspondences 4 X 4 and gYp are
strong shift equivalent, then their Cuntz-Pimsner algebras Ox and Oy are Morita equiva-
lent.

Proof. Let 4 X4 and gYp be elementary strong shift equivalent. Then, there exists corre-
spondences 4Rz and Sy with the isomorphisms
ox X > R®p S and oy Y = S®4 R.
Define
Up=(1r®¢y')(¢ox ® 1)  and Us == (15 ® ¢x')(¢y ® 1g).

Notice that we have
(1r® Us)(Ur ® 15) = (¢x ® ¢").
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This allows us to see that the diagram
—1
X @4 (RopS8) “2% X @, X

llx®2
by ®lx

(R®pS)@a X —— X ®a X

(1R®Us)(UR®ls)l

commutes, which implies the equality [R ®p S, Urgp 5} = [X 1 X®z}.
We now show that € ([S, Us]) and € ([R, Ug]) are inverses of each other:

E([S,Us]) o E([R, Ug]) = E([S, Us] o [R, Url)

= E([R®@p S, Urgpsl)

= & ([X, Lxe2])

= [oxOxo0x);
where the last step follows by Remark It can be seen similarly that

& ([R, Ugl) 0 € (|5, Us]) = [oy Ovo,]-
Hence, the correspondences o, (R ®p Oy)o, and o, (S ®4 Ox)o, are inverses of each
other. U
Corollary 6.4. If 1 X 4 and gYg are reqular elementary strong shift equivalent C*-correspondences
via aARp and gSa, then the injective homomorphisms
oy : Oy = K(S®4 Ox) and ox : Ox = K(R®p Oy)

are surjective.

Example 6.5. Let 4 X4 be a regular C*-correspondence. Then, the C*-correspondence
%(X) (X ®a JC(X)):K(X) is regular, as well. Moreover, we have

AXa 2 w00 (X @4 K(X)) g

via g(x) X4 and 4 K(X)x(x). Denote X ® 4 K(X) by X. We know by Theorem 6.3 that Ox
and Oy are Morita equivalent. However, Corollary implies a stronger relation between
these C*-algebras:

Ox = K(K(X)®x(x)0x) = Ox,
where the latter isomorphism is the natural C*-algebra isomorphism as described in the
proof of Proposition A8l

Let G be a locally compact group with o : G ~ Aand : G ~ B. An o — 8 compatible
action v of G on 4 X is a homomorphism of G into the group of invertible linear maps on
X such that

(i) ysla-z) = agla) - ys(x)

(111) <f>/s(x>7f>/s(y>>3 = ﬁs(<x7 y>B)

~—
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foreach s € G, a € A, x € X, and b € B; and such that each map s — ~5(z) is continuous
from G into X.

Definition 6.6. Let (m,¢;) be a representation of 4 X4 that admits a gauge action a,
and let (mo,t3) be a representation of pYp that admits a gauge action 5. Let M be a
C*(my,t1)-C* (g, t3) imprimitivity bimodule . The Morita equivalence between C*(my, ;)
and C*(my, to) is called gauge equivariant if there exists an o — § compatible action of T
on M.

Theorem 6.7. The Morita equivalence in Theorem 1S gauge equivariant.

Proof. Let 4 X4 and gYp be regular elementary strong shift equivalent C*-correspondences
via 4Rp and pSa4. Denote the universal covariant representation of 4 X4 by (7,t), and
the C-covariant representation on K(R ®@p Oy) by (m, ®). By Corollary we have an
isomorphism o : Ox — K(R ®p Oy) such that

o(t(z)) = ¢(z) and o(Y(a)) =m(a)
for any z € X, a € A, which allows us to view R ®p Oy as an imprimitivity Ox — Oy
bimodule. Now, denote by a the gauge action for Ox and by v the gauge action for Oy.

We show that the homomorphism 2z +— 15 ® v, is an o — y compatible action of T on the
imprimitivity bimodule ¢, (R ®p Oy )o,. To this end, we first prove the equality

(g @) - ¢] = ax(T) - (1r ®72)(E) (6.1)
for any T € Oy, £ € R®p Oy. Let z € X and a € A. It suffices to let T' = t(z) and
T = Y(a) as such elements generate Oy. For r € R and S,, € O} we have

a(t(z)) - (1r ® 7:)(r ®p Sn) = (2t(z)) - [2"(r @5 )]
= o(zt(x))[z"(r ©p Sn)]
= 2""®(z)(r ®p Sy)
= (lr @%:)[t(z) - (r @5 5],

where the last step follows from (£4]). One can verify (6.I) for 7= Y(a), very similarly.
Next, we show

<(1R ® 72’)57 (1R ® 72’)”)(’)3/ = 72((5) V)Oy)a
for &, v € (R®p Oy). Let ' € R, S,, € OF. We have

(1Ir ®7:)(r ®5 Sn), (1r ® 7:)(r' ®p Sm))oy = 2" (r ®p Sa, 1" @5 Sm)oy
=2""SE(r ) - S
=7 (S5 (r,7"V B - Sm)
= %((T ®p Sn, T’ Qp Sm)@y)v

which completes the proof since elements of form r ®p S,, densely span R ®p Oy-. O
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6.3. Pimsner Dilations. For an injective C*-correspondence 4X 4, one can construct a
Hilbert bimodule that contains a copy of X as a subspace. The Pimsner dilation X, which
was first introduced by Pimsner (Pimsner, 2001), is the minimal Hilbert bimodule that
contains 4 X 4 as a sub-correspondence (Kakariadis and Katsoulis, 2014, Theorem 3.5). To
describe Pimsner dilations, we use Katsura’s so-called cores. The detailed information
about these particular C*-algebras can be found in (Katsura, 2004); here we give a quick
review.

For each n € N set B, = U (K(X®")) C C*(m,t). Note that HBy := m(A) and that
B, = K(X®") when (7,t) is injective. For m,n € N with m < n, define %, ) € C*(7,1)
by

%[m,n] =R, + %m_ﬂ + .+ AB,.
We denote Ay, n) by %, for n € N. All B, ,,’s are C*-subalgebras of C*(7,t). In addition,
Byn is an ideal of By, ) for m, k,n € N with m < k < n. In particular, %, is an ideal of
HBlon) for each n € N. For m € N, define the C*-subalgebra &, ) of C*(7,t) by

Bimoo) = | Bimn)-

Notice that HB,, ) is an inductive limit of the increasing sequence of C*-algebras { B n) o,
The C*-algebra %y~ is called the core of the C*-algebra C*(m,t). The core Ky ) nat-
urally arises when C*(7,t) admits gauge action (3, and it coincides with the fixed point
algebra C*(mr, t)".

Now, the Pimsner dilation is defined as follows: let (Y, ¢) be the universal covariant
representation of an injective C*-correspondence 4 X 4. Then

X = t(X)Bjo o) = S t(2)k 1 2 € X, k € Bjooo)} (6.2)

is a subspace of Ox. We may define right and left actions of %y on X simply by

multiplication. Notice that for any v, & € )Z, we have (v,§)o, = V*§ € PBip,). Moreover,
we observe that

ox (X, X) = XX* = 1(X) B, t(X)" = Bp1,oo),
and thus X can be viewed as a C*-correspondence over %y ) such that the left action

homomorphism ¢ ¢ : B ) — L(X) is an isomorphism onto K(X).
Lemma 6.8. Let 4 X 4 be an injective C*-correspondence with the universal covariant rep-
resentation (Y, t). Then we have the following.
(i) The Hilbert By oo)-modules (X @4 PBlo)) and X are isomorphic.
(ii) J)? = @[1700). B
(iii) The isomorphism class [A'%[O’Oo)%[o,oo)] is @ morphism aXa— z, . Xa,_., in ECCor.

Proof. Tt is straightforward to verify that the map X ® %o o) — t(X)PB[0,0) determined on
elementary tensors by t®5 + t(x)S preserves the left-module structure and the semi-inner
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product. Moreover, it is surjective. Hence, it extends to a Hilbert module isomorphism
(X ®4 %[0700)) — t(X)@[Opo).

Item (ii) follows from the fact that ¢ : B o) — £(X) is an isomorphism onto K (X).
And, item (iii) follows from Lemma [A.7] since 4 X4 is a nondegenerate subcorrespondence
of @[O’M)X B ]

0,00)

Lemma implies that any injective C*-correspondence 4 X 4 has a C-covariant repre-
sentation (7, ®) on K(Bjp,) @z, Og). The C*-algebras Ox and Oy are isomorphic
(Pimsner, 2001, Theorem 2.5), (Kakariadis and Katsoulis, 2012, Theorem 6.6). Then
Corollary tells us that O ¢ is nothing but the C*-algebra generated by the C-covariant
representation of 4 X 4. In the next theorem, we present an alternative proof for the iso-
morphism Oy = Oy by using the C-covariant representation (7, ®). The proof shows the
exact relation between the generators of Ox, O and C*(m, ®).

Theorem 6.9. Let 4 X4 be an injective C*-correspondence with the universal covariant
representation (Y,t), and let gmm))@g[o)m be as in (6.2]). Denote the associated C-covariant
representation on K(Bjo,00) @z, Ox) by (m,®). Then, we have the isomorphisms Ox =
c* (7‘(‘, (I)) = O)z

Proof. Let (Y %,T) be the universal covariant representation of X. Let ¢ denote the iso-
morphism
K (PBpo,oo) @ oy Ox) = K(O5) = O
Proposition 4.8 gives us
T(t(z)) = u(@(z))  and  Tg(T(a)) = i(n(a))

for any z € X, a € A. We now have the following diagram:

Since Y ¢(Hjo,)) and T'(X) generate Og, it suffices to show Y (k) € o(C*(m, ®)) and
T() € o(C*(m,®)) for any k € B, & € X. First, recall that 0z Blos) — L£(X)
denotes the left action of %) on X’, and Jg = HBj,«). Now, for any § € X and
x,y € X, we have

Yx (\Dt(esmy)) (5) = \I]t(ex7y)§ =
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= Qt(x),t(y)(§)~
Since (Y g,T') is covariant, this allows us to observe that
T (Vi(0ry)) = ‘I’T(et(w i(w))
T (t(x)) T (t(y))"
= L( ()% (y)")
= (Vo (bry)) € L(C" (T, P)).
Very similarly, for & := 0,0 ,us.mo 4 € K(X®?) we have,

P (W (k) (&) = t2(21 @a 22)t% (1 @4 y2)"¢
= t(z1)t(22)t(y2)"t(y1)"¢
= Ot(e) 1)W1 (0y.2,) (€)-

Therefore, we obtain

Tx(k) = Vr(pz (k) = TA(x)TTE(Y) Vi (Oys,2.)]" = TE(21))T 5 (Vi(Orzp)T (1))
This computation allows one to conclude that T ¢ (k) € «(C* (7, ®)), for all k € By ).

On the other hand, if k¥ € %,, we have k = T(a) for some a € A. Thus, T¢(k) =
T5(T(a)) = u(r(a)) € L(C (7, D).

To sum up, for any z € X and k € Sy ), we have
T(t(x)k) = T(t(x)) T 5 (k) € o(C*(P, 7)),

which suffices to conclude that T'(¢) € o(C*(x, ®)) for any £ € X, since elements of form
t(x)k densely span X.

We have shown that C*(®,7) = O . By Corollary .12l we already have Ox = C*(7, ®),
which completes the proof. O

7. FINAL NOTES

There are more applications of the functor € and of the C-covariant representations. In
an upcoming paper, we use the techniques presented in this paper to study the ideals and
hereditary subalgebras of Cuntz-Pimsner algebras.

Meyer and Sehnem (Meyer and Sehnem, 2019) use a similar construction in the con-
text of bicategories. We would like to note here that our development was completely
independent; in fact, we were strongly motivated by the paper (Kaliszewski et all, 12013).
However, the work of Meyer and Sehnem raises the question of what happens if we drop
the injectivity condition on our morphisms in ECCor. In that case, we definitely would not
have Corollary L.I1] as the representation (m, ®) would not be injective. What we are not
sure of is whether the injectivity condition is necessary for € to be a functor.
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