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Morita equivalence of w*-rigged mod-
ules

E.Papapetros

Abstract. The w*-rigged modules over dual operator algebras were in-
troduced by Blecher and Kashyap as a generalization of W*-modules.
In this paper, we introduce two new types of Morita equivalence be-
tween right w*-rigged modules over unital dual operator algebras and
we examine whether these notions imply stable isomorphism between
the corresponding modules. Furthermore we investigate them in detail
for the class of right w*-rigged modules over nest algebras, a class which
was characterized by G.K. Eleftherakis.

Mathematics Subject Classification (2010). Primary: 47L30, 47L35,
47L05, 47L25; Secondary: 16D90.

Keywords. Operator algebras, Nest algebras, TRO, w*-rigged mod-
ules, Stable isomorphism, Morita equivalence.

1. Introduction

The notion of a Hilbert C∗-module was developed in the early 1970’s by
Rieffel and Paschke [15, 16]. These modules are useful tools in the Morita
equivalence of C∗-algebras. The dual version is the notion of a W*-module,
that is a Hilbert C∗-module over a von Neumann algebra, which satisfies an
analogue of the Riesz representation theorem for Hilbert spaces. Recently in
[5], Blecher and Kashyap generalized the notion of W*-module to the setting
of dual operator algebras. The modules introduced there are called w*-rigged
modules. This work was continued by Blecher and Kraus in [4]. Unlike the
W*-module situation, w*-rigged modules do not necessarily give rise to a
w*-Morita equivalence of dual operator algebras in the sense of [2].

In this paper, we introduce two new types of Morita equivalence be-
tween right w*-rigged modules over unital dual operator algebras. We call
them Morita equivalence and strongly projectively Morita equivalence. In
particular, the notion of strongly projectively Morita equivalence which we
introduce uses an interesting subclass of the w*-rigged modules, the strongly
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projectively w*-rigged modules which in turn define a subclass of the pro-
jectively w*-rigged modules, see [4, 5]. The notion of strongly projectively
Morita equivalence also implies stable isomorphism between the correspond-
ing w*-rigged modules in the sense of [14] as well as between the dual op-
erator algebras on which these modules act, whereas the notion of Morita
equivalence does not necessarily imply stable isomorphism between either
the corresponding modules or between the algebras.

Furthermore, we study a special class of right w*-rigged modules, the
right w*-rigged modules over nest algebras and we prove relevant theorems
for Morita equivalence between them. The rest of this paper is organized as
follows:

In Section 2 we recall some known definitions which are useful for the
next sections. Also, we introduce the notion of a concrete strongly projectively
w*-rigged module as well as the notion of a strongly projectively w*-rigged
module. We provide a characterization for the class of concrete strongly pro-
jectively w*-rigged modules in the case the module is over a reflexive operator
algebra, see Theorem 2.17.

Both new types of Morita equivalence between right w*-rigged modules
over unital dual operator algebras are presented in Section 3. More specifi-
cally, if A and B are unital dual operator algebras and E, F are right w*-
rigged modules over A and B respectively, then we call E and F Morita
equivalent if there exists a right w*-rigged module Y over B such that

(i) A ∼= Y ⊗σh
B Ỹ as dual operator A-A-bimodules.

(ii) B ∼= Ỹ ⊗σh
A Y as dual operator B-B-bimodules.

(iii) F ∼= E ⊗σh
A Y as right w*-rigged modules over B and E ∼= F ⊗σh

B Ỹ as
right w*-rigged modules over A.

Here Ỹ is the counterpart bimodule of Y and ⊗σh
A (resp. ⊗σh

B ) is the balanced
normal Haagerup tensor product over A (resp. B). For further details, see [2].

From the conditions (i) and (ii) above we deduce that the dual operator
algebras A and B are w*-Morita equivalent in the sense of [2].

We provide a counterexample to show that Morita equivalent right w*-
rigged modules are not necessarily stably isomorphic.

The other type of Morita equivalence is strongly projectively Morita
equivalence. If E is a right w*-rigged module over a unital dual operator
algebra A and F is a right w*-rigged module over a unital dual operator
algebra B then we call E and F strongly projectively Morita equivalent if
there exists a strongly projectively right w*-rigged module Y over B such
that

(i) A ∼= Y ⊗σh
B Ỹ as dual operator A-A-bimodules.

(ii) B ∼= Ỹ ⊗σh
A Y as dual operator B-B-bimodules.

(iii) F ∼= E ⊗σh
A Y as right w*-rigged modules over B and E ∼= F ⊗σh

B Ỹ as
right w*-rigged modules over A.
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We will also prove that if E and F are strongly projectively Morita
equivalent then A, B are stably isomorphic (see Remark 3.6) and E, F are
also stably isomorphic (see Theorem 3.7).

In Section 4, we focus on right w*-rigged modules over nest algebras. In
[11], G.K. Eleftherakis characterized these modules. In particular he proved
the following theorem.

Theorem 1.1. [11]. Let Y be a right dual operator module over a nest
algebra Alg(N ) ⊆ B(H). Then Y is a right w∗-rigged module over Alg(N )
if and only if there exist a Hilbert space K, a w∗-continuous and completely
isometric right Alg(N )-module map Ψ : Y → B(H,K), a nest M and a
continuous onto nest homomorphism map φ : N → M such that Ψ(Y ) is an
Alg(M)-Alg(N )-bimodule and

Ψ(Y ) = Op(φ) :=
{

y ∈ B(H,K) | φ(p)⊥ y p = 0, ∀ p ∈ N
}

where, in general, for every projection p of a Hilbert space L we denote by
p⊥ the projection IdL − p.

We prove that if φ : N1 → M1 and ψ : N2 → M2 are continuous onto
nest homomorphisms and χ : N1 → N2 is a nest isomorphism such that
E = Op(φ) ∼= Op(ψ ◦ χ) as Alg(N1)-right w*-rigged modules, then E and
F = Op(ψ) are Morita equivalent.

Finally, we prove that if φ : N1 → M1 and ψ : N2 → M2 are continuous
onto nest homomorphisms and χ : N1 → N2 is a nest isomorphism which
can be extended to a ∗-isomorphism χ′ : N ′′

1 → N ′′
2 such that E = Op(φ) ∼=

Op(ψ ◦ χ) as Alg(N1)-right w*-rigged modules, then E and F = Op(ψ) are
strongly projectively Morita equivalent.

2. Preliminaries

Our notation is standard. If H and K are Hilbert spaces then B(H,K) is
the space of all linear and bounded operators from H to K. If H = K

we write B(H,H) = B(H). A dual operator algebra is an operator algebra
which is also a dual operator space. Every w*-closed subalgebra of some
B(H) is a dual operator algebra. Conversely, for any dual operator algebra A
there exist a Hilbert space H and a w*-continuous and completely isometric
homomorphism α : A → B(H). In this case we identify the algebra A with
the w*-closed subalgebra α(A) ⊆ B(H). In the following, all dual operator
algebras are unital, that is they possess an identity of norm 1. The diagonal
of a dual operator algebra A is the C∗-algebra ∆(A) = A ∩A∗.

If X is a subset of B(H,K) and Y is a subset of B(K,L) then we denote

by [Y X ]
w∗

the w*-closure of the linear span of the set

{y x ∈ B(H,L) | x ∈ X, y ∈ Y } .
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Furthermore, if Z is a subset of B(L,R), then we denote by [Z Y X ]
w∗

the w*-closure of the linear span of the set

{z y x ∈ B(H,R) | x ∈ X, y ∈ Y, z ∈ Z} .

A concrete right dual operator module Y over a dual operator algebra A is

a w*-closed subspace Y ⊆ B(H,K) such that [Y α(A)]
w∗

= Y for some w*-
continuous and completely isometric unital homomorphism α : A → B(H).

An abstract right dual operator space Y over a dual operator algebra A
is defined to be a non-degenerate module over A which is also a dual operator
space and the bilinear map Y ×A → Y is separately w*-continuous with dense
range. Similarly we define the two-sided bimodules which are considered to
be non-degenerate both on the left and on the right. If X is an operator
space and I, J are cardinals or sets, then we use the symbol MI,J (X) for
the operator space of I × J matrices over X whose finite submatrices have
uniformly bounded norm. We set Cw

J (X) = MJ,1(X) and Rw
J (X) = M1,J (X)

and these are written as Cn(X) and Rn(X) respectively if J = n is finite. In
the case where X is a dual operator space, so is MI,J (X) for any cardinals
or sets I, J . For further details we refer the reader to [1, 2].

Definition 2.1. [14]. If X,Y are dual operator spaces then we say that X
and Y are stably isomorphic if there exist a cardinal J and a w*-continuous
completely isometric map fromMJ (X) ontoMJ(Y ). Here,MJ (X) = MJ,J(X).
Similarly MJ (Y ) = MJ,J(Y ).

In [14], Eleftherakis, Paulsen and Todorov proved that two dual operator
spaces X and Y are stably isomorphic if and only if they are ∆-equivalent.
The special case of dual operator algebras has been studied in [13, 14]. We
remind the relevant definitions.

Definition 2.2. [14]. Let X ⊆ B(K1,K2) and Y ⊆ B(H1, H2) be dual
operator spaces. We say that X is TRO-equivalent to Y if there exist w*-
closed TRO’s Mi ⊆ B(Hi,Ki), i = 1, 2 (i.e w*-closed linear subspaces of
B(Hi,Ki) satisfying MiM

∗
i Mi ⊆Mi, i = 1, 2) such that

X = [M2 Y M
∗
1 ]

w∗

, Y = [M∗
2 XM1]

w∗

.

Definition 2.3. [14]. Let X and Y be dual operator spaces. We say that X
is ∆-equivalent to Y and we write X ∼∆ Y if there exist w*-continuous and
completely isometric maps Φ : X → B(K1,K2) and Ψ : Y → B(H1, H2) for
some Hilbert spaces Hi,Ki, i = 1, 2, such that Φ(X) is TRO-equivalent to
Ψ(Y ).

Remark 2.4. Other notions of Morita equivalence of dual operator algebras
or dual operator spaces exist in [3, 8, 9, 12].

2.1. w*-rigged modules

Definition 2.5. [5]. Let Y be a dual operator space which is a right operator
module over a dual operator algebra A. Suppose that there exist a net of
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positive integers (n(a))a∈J and w*-continuous completely contractive right
A-module maps

φa : Y → Cn(a)(A), ψa : Cn(a)(A) → Y

such that ψa(φa(y)) → y in the w*-topology on Y, for all y ∈ Y. Then we say
that Y is a right w*-rigged module over A.

We also give the definition of a left w*-rigged module over a dual oper-
ator algebra.

Definition 2.6. Let Y be a dual operator space which is a left operator
module over a dual operator algebra A. Suppose that there exist a net of
positive integers (n(a))a∈J and w*-continuous completely contractive left A-
module maps

φa : Y → Rn(a)(A), ψa : Rn(a)(A) → Y

such that ψa(φa(y)) → y in the w*-topology on Y, for all y ∈ Y. Then we say
that Y is a left w*-rigged module over A.

We identify two right (resp. left) w*-rigged modules X, Y over a dual
operator algebra A as A-right (resp. left) dual operator modules, if there
is a surjective w*-homeomorphic and completely isometric right (resp. left)
A-module map between them. In this case we write X ∼= Y .

Definition 2.7. [5]. If X and Y are right w*-rigged modules over a dual
operator algebra A, then we denote by B(X,Y ) = w∗CBA(X,Y ) the dual
operator space of all w*-continuous and completely bounded right A-module
maps from X to Y . If X = Y then we write B(Y ) = w∗CBA(Y, Y ) =
w∗CBA(Y ).

Definition 2.8. [5]. For a right w*-rigged module Y over a dual operator

algebra A we denote by Ỹ the space B(Y,A) = w∗CBA(Y,A).

According to [5, Lemma 3.2] we have that Ỹ is a w*-closed subspace of
CBA(Y,A) and a left w*-rigged module over A.

Remark 2.9. [2]. If A and B are dual operator algebras, Y is an A-B-dual
operator bimodule and X is a B-A-dual operator bimodule, then Y ⊗σh

B X

(resp. X⊗σh
A Y ) is a dual operator A-A-(resp. B) bimodule. In the case where

Y and X are both right w*-rigged modules over B and A repsectively, then
Y ⊗σh

B X (resp. X ⊗σh
A Y ) is a right w*-rigged module over A (resp. B), [5,

Subsection 3.3].

We present now a subclass of right w*-rigged modules, the projectively
right w*-rigged modules.

Definition 2.10. [5]. If A ⊆ B(H) is a dual operator algebra and M ⊆
B(H,K) is a w*-closed TRO such that M∗M ⊆ A then we call the space

Y = [M A]
w∗

a projectively right w*-rigged module over A.
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Remark 2.11. If A, M and Y are as above, then by [5, Example (8)], Y is a

right w*-rigged module in the sense of Definition 2.5 and Ỹ ∼= [AM∗]
w∗

. The
converse is not true. Not every w*-rigged module is a projectively w*-rigged
module. For further details we refer the reader to [4, Proposition 4.4] and [8].

We introduce the notion of a concrete strongly projectively right w*-
rigged module as well as the notion of a strongly projectively right w*-rigged
module over a unital dual operator algebra.

Definition 2.12. Let A ⊆ B(H) be a unital dual operator algebra and
let also M ⊆ B(H,K) be a w*-closed TRO such that M∗M ⊆ A and

1
[M∗ M ]

w
∗ = 1A. We call the dual operator space Y = [M A]

w∗

a concrete

strongly projectively right w*-rigged module over A.

Definition 2.13. Let A be a unital dual operator algebra and let Y be a
dual operator space. We call Y a strongly projectively right w*-rigged mod-
ule over A if there exist a w*-continuous and completely isometric unital
homomorphism α : A → B(H) and a w*-continuous completely isometric
right A-module map Ψ : Y → B(H,K) such that Ψ(Y ) is a concrete strongly
projectively right w*-rigged module over α(A).

2.2. Nest algebras

Let pr(B(H)) be the set of all projections on B(H). A set L ⊆ pr(B(H))
which contains 0, IH and arbitrary intersections and closed spans is called a
lattice. We denote by Alg(L) the unital dual operator algebra

Alg(L) =
{

x ∈ B(H) | p⊥ x p = 0, ∀ p ∈ L
}

.

Dually, if A is a unital dual operator algebra acting on a Hilbert space H the
set

Lat(A) =
{

p ∈ pr(B(H)) | p⊥ a p = 0, ∀ a ∈ A
}

is a lattice. If A = Alg(Lat(A)) then the algebra A is called reflexive. It is
obvious that Lat(A) ⊆ ∆(A)′, where ∆(A)′ is the commutant of ∆(A) =
A ∩A∗.

A nest N is a totally ordered set of projections of a Hilbert space H,
which contains 0, IH and is closed under arbitrary intersections and closed
spans. The corresponding nest algebra is

Alg(N ) =
{

x ∈ B(H) | p⊥ x p = 0, ∀ p ∈ N
}

.

Remark 2.14. A nest algebra A = Alg(N ) is a reflexive algebra and N =
Lat(A), see [7]. Furthermore, by [7, Corollary 22.18] we have that N ′ = ∆(A)
and as a consequence, N ′′ = ∆(A)′.

Let N , M be nests acting on the Hilbert spaces H, K respectively. An
order preserving map φ : N → M is called a nest homomorphism. If this
map is also surjective and injective, it is called a nest isomorphism. In the
case where φ : N → M is a continuous (with respect to WOT topologies on
pr(B(H)) and pr(B(K)) respectively) onto nest homomorphism the space

Op(φ) =
{

y ∈ B(H,K) | φ(p)⊥ y p = 0, ∀ p ∈ N
}
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is an Alg(N )-right w*-rigged module which is also a left module over Alg(M),
see [11, Theorem 2.1].

Remark 2.15. [12, Theorem 2.9]. Let N and M be nests acting on Hilbert
spaces H and K respectively. The dual operator algebras A = Alg(N ) and
B = Alg(M) are w*-Morita equivalent in the sense of [2] if, and only if, there
exists a nest isomorphism θ : N → M.

In this case, if Y = Op(θ−1) and X = Op(θ), then

(1) A ∼= Y ⊗σh
B X as dual operator A-A-bimodules.

(2) B ∼= X ⊗σh
A Y as dual operator B-B-bimodules.

(3) Ỹ ∼= X as right dual operator modules over B, [5, Definition 4.2].

Remark 2.16. Let Y be a subspace of B(H,K). We denote by Map(Y ) the
map which sends every p ∈ pr(B(H)) to the projection of K generated by
the vectors of the form y p(ξ) where y ∈ Y and ξ ∈ H .

The following theorem provides a characterization for the class of con-
crete strongly projectively right w*-rigged modules over reflexive operator
algebras.

Theorem 2.17. Let Y be a dual operator space and let A ⊆ B(H) be a
reflexive operator algebra. The following are equivalent.

(i) Y is a concrete strongly projectively right w∗-rigged module over A.
(ii) There exist a reflexive operator algebra B ⊆ B(K) and a ∗-isomorphism

θ : ∆(A)′ → ∆(B)′ such that θ(Lat(A)) = Lat(B) and

Y =
{

y ∈ B(H,K) | θ(p)⊥ y p = 0, ∀ p ∈ Lat(A)
}

.

Proof. (i) =⇒ (ii) Let M ⊆ B(H,K) be a w*-closed TRO such that

M∗M ⊆ A, 1
[M∗ M ]

w
∗ = 1A and Y = [M A]

w∗

. We consider the dual opera-

tor algebra B = [M AM∗]
w∗

⊆ B(K). Since M∗M ⊆ A and 1
[M∗ M ]

w
∗ = 1A

we have that

[M∗ BM ]
w∗

= [M∗M AM∗M ]
w∗

= A.

Therefore, the algebras A and B are TRO-equivalent and by [10, Remark 2.7]
it follows that B is also a reflexive algebra. According to [10, Proposition 2.5]
we also have that

∆(A) = [M∗∆(B)M ]
w∗

, ∆(B) = [M ∆(A)M∗]
w∗

.

From [10, Lemma 2.6], the map χ = Map(M) : pr(∆(A)′) → pr(∆(B)′) can
be extended to a ∗-isomorphism θ : ∆(A)′ → ∆(B)′ such that θ(Lat(A)) =
Lat(B). If we define the w*-closed TRO

Z = {z ∈ B(H,K) | z p = θ(p) z, ∀ p ∈ pr(∆(A)′)}

then by [10, Proposition 2.8] we have that M ⊆ Z and

A = [Z∗ BZ]
w∗

, B = [ZAZ∗]
w∗

∆(A) = [Z∗ Z]
w∗

, ∆(B) = [Z Z∗]
w∗

.
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We aim to show that

Y =
{

y ∈ B(H,K) | θ(p)⊥ y p = 0, ∀ p ∈ Lat(A)
}

.

We set Y0 =
{

y ∈ B(H,K) | θ(p)⊥ y p = 0, ∀ p ∈ Lat(A)
}

and we need to

show that Y = Y0. We observe that Y0 = [ZA]
w∗

. Indeed, if z a ∈ ZA then
for all p ∈ Lat(A) we have that

θ(p)⊥ z a p = z a p− θ(p) z a p = z a p− z p a p = z p⊥ a p = 0

so Z A ⊆ Y0 and thus [ZA]
w∗

⊆ Y0. On the other hand, since B is unital we

get that Y0 ⊆ [B Y0]
w∗

= [ZAZ∗ Y0]
w∗

, so it suffices to prove that Z∗ Y0 ⊆ A.
If p ∈ Lat(A), z ∈ Z and y ∈ Y0 we have that

p⊥ z∗ y p = z∗ y p− p z∗ y p = z∗ y p− z∗ θ(p) y p = z∗ θ(p)⊥ y p = 0

which means that z∗ y ∈ Alg(Lat(A)) = A. Therefore Z∗ Y0 ⊆ A as desired.
Now, by the fact that M ⊆ Z we have that M A ⊆ Z A which implies that

Y ⊆ Y0. (2.1)

Moreover,

Y0 ⊆ [Y0M∗M ]
w∗

⊆ [BZM∗M ]
w∗

⊆ [BM ]
w∗

= Y (2.2)

since ZM∗ ⊆ Z Z∗ ⊆ ∆(B) ⊆ B.
By (2.1) and (2.2) we have that Y = Y0, as desired.

(ii) =⇒ (i) Let B ⊆ B(K) be a reflexive operator algebra and let
θ : ∆(A)′ → ∆(B)′ be a ∗-isomorphism such that θ(Lat(A)) = Lat(B) and

Y =
{

y ∈ B(H,K) | θ(p)⊥ y p = 0, ∀ p ∈ Lat(A)
}

.

Since ∆(A)′ and ∆(B)′ are von Neumann algebras, from [10, Theorem 3.2]
we have that the space

M = {m ∈ B(H,K) | mx = θ(x)m, ∀x ∈ ∆(A)′}

is a w*-closed TRO such that

B = [M AM∗]
w∗

, A = [M∗ BM ]
w∗

.

It follows that M∗M ⊆ A and 1A = 1
[M∗ M ]

w
∗ . Indeed, since the unit of

[M∗M ]
w∗

acts as a unit on the left and on the right on A = [M∗ BM ]
w∗

(as

M is a TRO) and since it is a subalgebra of A, then the unit of [M∗M ]
w∗

is also a unit of A. We aim to show that Y = [M A]
w∗

. Indeed, for all
p ∈ Lat(A), m ∈M and a ∈ A, it holds that

θ(p)⊥map = map− θ(p)map = map−mpa p = mp⊥ a p = 0

and thus

[M A]
w∗

⊆ Y. (2.3)



Morita equivalence of w*-rigged modules 9

Since B is unital we get that Y ⊆ [B Y ]
w∗

= [M AM∗ Y ]
w∗

. If p ∈ Lat(A)
and m ∈M, y ∈ Y then

p⊥m∗ y p = m∗ θ(p)⊥ y p = 0

which means that M∗ Y ⊆ Alg(Lat(A)) = A. Therefore

Y ⊆ [M AM∗ Y ]
w∗

⊆ [M AA]
w∗

= [M A]
w∗

. (2.4)

By (2.3) and (2.4) we deduce that Y = [M A]
w∗

and as a consequence, Y is
a concrete strongly projectively right w*-rigged module over A. �

By combining Theorem 2.17 and Remark 2.14 we take the following.

Corollary 2.18. Let N be a nest acting on the Hilbert space H with cor-
responding nest algebra A = Alg(N ) ⊆ B(H) and let Y be a dual operator
space. The following are equivalent.

(i) Y is a concrete strongly projectively right w∗-rigged module over A.
(ii) There exist a nestM acting on some Hilbert space K and a ∗-isomorphism

θ : N ′′ → M′′ such that θ(N ) = M and

Y =
{

y ∈ B(H,K) | θ(p)⊥ y p = 0, ∀ p ∈ N
}

.

3. Morita equivalence

Throughout this section we develop a theory of Morita equivalence for right
w*-rigged modules over unital dual operator algebras.

Let B be a unital dual operator algebra and let Y be a right w*-rigged
module over B. By [5, Lemma 3.2] we get that Ỹ is a left w*-rigged module

over B and the map (· , ·) : Ỹ × Y → B which sends every (f, y) ∈ Ỹ × Y

to f(y) ∈ B is separately w*-continuous and completely contractive. From

the discussion above [5, Theorem 3.5], the space A = Y ⊗σh
B Ỹ is a dual

operator algebra with identity of norm 1 and by [5, Definition 4.3], Y is a

non-degenerate left module over A as well as Ỹ is a non-degenerate right
module over A.

We recall from Definition 2.7 that for a right w*-rigged module Y over a
unital dual operator algebra B we denote by B(Y ) the dual operator space of
all w*-continuous and completely bounded right B-module maps from Y to
Y. In [5, Theorem 3.5] it is proven that A ∼= B(Y ) as dual operator algebras
and thus the induced non-degenerate left action of A on Y is the following

A× Y → Y, (a, y) 7→ a y = θ(a)(y),

where θ : Y ⊗σh
B Ỹ → B(Y ) is the isomorphism proved in the above theorem

such that
θ(y ⊗B f)(y

′) = y f(y′), y ∈ Y, f ∈ Ỹ .

Furthermore, B(Y ) is an A-A-bimodule with actions

a T : Y → Y, (a T )(y) = a T (y), ∀ a ∈ A, ∀T ∈ B(Y )

T a : Y → Y, (T a)(y) = T (a y), ∀ a ∈ A, ∀T ∈ B(Y ).
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We claim that θ is also a bimodule isomorphism in a canonical way. Since θ
is w*-continuous it suffices to prove that

θ(a (y ⊗B f)) = a θ(y ⊗B f) and θ((y ⊗B f) a) = θ(y ⊗B f) a,

where a ∈ A, y ∈ Y, f ∈ Ỹ . Indeed, for every y′ ∈ Y we have that

θ(a (y ⊗B f))(y
′) = θ(a y ⊗B f)(y

′)

= a y f(y′)

= a (y f(y′))

= (a θ(y ⊗B f))(y
′)

and

θ((y ⊗B f) a)(y
′) = θ(y ⊗B f a)(y

′)

= y (f a)(y′)

= y f(a y′)

= θ(y ⊗B f)(a y
′)

= (θ(y ⊗B f) a)(y
′).

Remark 3.1. Let A and B be unital dual operator algebras and Y be a
right w*-rigged module over B such that A ∼= Y ⊗σh

B Ỹ as dual operator
A-bimodules (that is, via a completely isometric w*-homeomorphism which

is also an A-bimodule map) and also B ∼= Ỹ ⊗σh
A Y as dual operator B-

bimodules.
Therefore, the B-A-bimodule Ỹ is a w*-Morita equivalence bimodule in

the sense of [2] and by the last paragraph above [6, Definition 1.3] we deduce

that Ỹ is a right w*-rigged module over A.

Now we can give the definition of Morita equivalence for right w*-rigged
modules.

Definition 3.2. Let A and B be dual operator algebras, E be a right w*-
rigged module over A and F be a right w*-rigged module over B. We call
E, F Morita equivalent if there exists a right w*-rigged module Y over B
such that

(i) A ∼= Y ⊗σh
B Ỹ as dual operator A-A-bimodules.

(ii) B ∼= Ỹ ⊗σh
A Y as dual operator B-B-bimodules.

(iii) F ∼= E ⊗σh
A Y as right w*-rigged modules over B and E ∼= F ⊗σh

B Ỹ as
right w*-rigged modules over A.

Remark 3.3. If E, F, A, B are as in the Definition above, then by (i), (ii),

Remark 3.1 and the discussion above it we get that A ∼= B(Y ), B ∼= B(Ỹ )
and also A, B are w*-Morita equivalent in the sense of [2] with equivalence

bimodules Y and Ỹ .

Remark 3.4. Let E, F, A, B and Y be as in the Definition 3.2. We observe
that in the condition (iii) it suffices to prove one of the two isomorphisms since



Morita equivalence of w*-rigged modules 11

either of them implies the other one. Indeed, suppose that F ∼= E ⊗σh
A Y as

right w*-rigged modules over B. Using the condition (i), the associativity of
the normal Haagerup tensor product and the fact that E is a non-degenerate
A-right module we have that

F ⊗σh
B Ỹ ∼=

(

E ⊗σh
A Y

)

⊗σh
B Ỹ ∼= E ⊗σh

A

(

Y ⊗σh
B Ỹ

)

∼= E ⊗σh
A A ∼= E.

Similarly, if E ∼= F ⊗σh
B Ỹ as right w*-rigged modules over A then by (ii), the

associativity of the normal Haagerup tensor product and the fact that F is a
non-degenerate B-right module we get that F ∼= E ⊗σh

A Y as right w*-rigged
modules over B.

However, E and F are not always stably isomorphic. Indeed, by [9,
Example 3.7] there exist isomorphic nests N and M such that the nest
algebras A = Alg(N ) and B = Alg(M) are not stably isomorphic (since
they are not ∆-equivalent). Let θ : N → M be a nest isomorphism. If

Y = Op(θ) then by Remark 2.15 we have that Ỹ ∼= X = Op(θ−1) and also

A ∼= Y ⊗σh
B Ỹ , B ∼= Ỹ ⊗σh

A Y. By defining E = A over A and F = Y over
B we have that E and F are Morita equivalent in our sense but not stably
isomorphic.

Definition 3.5. Let A and B be dual operator algebras, E be a right w*-
rigged module overA and F be a right w*-rigged module over B. We call E, F
strongly projectively Morita equivalent if there exists a strongly projectively
right w*-rigged module Y over B such that

(i) A ∼= Y ⊗σh
B Ỹ as dual operator A-A-bimodules.

(ii) B ∼= Ỹ ⊗σh
A Y as dual operator B-B-bimodules.

(iii) F ∼= E ⊗σh
A Y as right w*-rigged modules over B and E ∼= F ⊗σh

B Ỹ as
right w*-rigged modules over A.

Remark 3.6. If A, B, E, F and Y are as in the Definition 3.5, then since
Y is a strongly projectively right w*-rigged module over B, there exist a
w*-continuous completely isometric unital homomorphism β : B → B(H)
and a w*-closed TRO M ⊆ B(H,K) such that M∗M ⊆ β(B), 1

[M∗ M ]
w
∗ =

1β(B) and Y ∼= [M β(B)]
w∗

as right w*-rigged modules over B. Define the

unital dual operator algebra C = [M β(B)M∗]
w∗

. Since M∗M ⊆ β(B) and

[M∗M ]
w∗

, β(B) share the same unit we have that

[M∗M β(B)]
w∗

= β(B) = [β(B)M∗M ]
w∗

which implies that

[M∗ CM ]
w∗

= [M∗M β(B)M∗M ]
w∗

= β(B).

Therefore, the algebras β(B) and C are TRO-equivalent via M. By [13, The-
orem 2.4], for the M -generated B-C bimodules

U = [β(B)M∗]
w∗

∼= Ỹ , V = [M β(B)]
w∗

∼= Y
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it holds that

β(B) ∼= U ⊗σh
C V, C ∼= V ⊗σh

β(B) U
∼= V ⊗σh

B U

Therefore, C ∼= V ⊗σh
B U ∼= Y ⊗σh

B Ỹ ∼= A. Since β(B) and C are TRO-
equivalent and C ∼= A, we deduce that A and B are ∆-equivalent, i.e A and
B are stably isomorphic, [13, Theorem 3.2].

Theorem 3.7. Let E and F be right w∗-rigged modules over the unital dual
operator algebras A and B respectively. If E and F are strongly projectively
Morita equivalent then E and F are stably isomorphic.

Proof. Let E and F be strongly projectively Morita equivalent. There exists
a strongly projectively right w*-rigged module Y over B such that

A ∼= Y ⊗σh
B Ỹ , B ∼= Ỹ ⊗σh

A Y, F ∼= E ⊗σh
A Y.

Since Y is a strongly projectively right w*-rigged module over B, there exist
a w*-continuous completely isometric unital homomorphism β : B → B(H)
and a w*-closed TRO M ⊆ B(H,K) such that M∗M ⊆ β(B), 1

[M∗ M ]
w
∗ =

1β(B) and Y ∼= [M β(B)]
w∗

. By Remark 3.6 it follows that the algebras C =

[M β(B)M∗]
w∗

and β(B) are TRO-equivalent via M. By [13, Lemma 3.1],

for the β(B)-C-bimodule Ỹ ∼= [β(B)M∗]
w∗

we have that

Rw
I (Ỹ ) ∼= Rw

I (β(B))
∼= Rw

I (B),

where I is an infinite indexed set. Since F ∼= E ⊗σh
A Y, by Remark 3.4 we get

that E ∼= F ⊗σh
B Ỹ as A-right w*-rigged modules and from [2, Lemma 2.7]

we deduce that

MI(E) ∼= MI

(

F ⊗σh
B Ỹ

)

∼= Cw
I (F )⊗σh

B Rw
I (Ỹ )

∼= Cw
I (F )⊗σh

B Rw
I (B)

∼= MI(F ⊗σh
B B)

∼= MI(F ).

Therefore, E and F are stably isomorphic. �

Example 3.8. We provide an example of strongly projectively Morita equiv-
alent w*-rigged modules. Let M ⊆ B(H,K) be a w*-closed TRO, where H
and K are Hilbert spaces and let E be a right w*-rigged module over the uni-

tal dual operator algebra A = [MM∗]
w∗

⊆ B(K). By defining F = E⊗σh
A M

we have that F is a right w*-rigged module over B = [M∗M ]
w∗

⊆ B(H)
(see Remark 2.9) and E, F are strongly projectively Morita equivalent with

equivalence bimodules Y =M = [M B]
w∗

and Ỹ ∼=M∗ = [BM∗]
w∗

.
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4. Morita equivalence of w*-rigged modules over nest
algebras

As mentioned in the introduction, in this section we study the Morita equiv-
alence and the strongly projectively Morita equivalence between right w*-
rigged modules over nest algebras. The main theorems of this section are
Theorem 4.5 and Theorem 4.7. Before we state them, we prove some useful
lemmas. For the first lemma we recall the Remark 2.16, where for a subspace
Y ⊆ B(H,K) we denote by Map(Y ) the map which sends every projection
p ∈ pr(B(H)) to the projection of K generated by the vectors of the form
y p (ξ) where y ∈ Y and ξ ∈ H .

Lemma 4.1. Let M be a nest acting on some Hilbert space K and let
Alg(M) be the corresponding nest algebra. If p ∈ M and q is the projection

onto [Alg(M) p(K)]
||·||

= [x p(ξ) ∈ K | x ∈ Alg(M), ξ ∈ K]
||·||

then p = q.

Proof. Since IK ∈ Alg(M) it follows that p ≤ q. On the other hand it holds
that p⊥Alg(M) p = 0 which implies that

Alg(M) p(K) = pAlg(M) p(K) ⊆ p(K)

that is q ≤ p. We deduce that p = q. �

Lemma 4.2. Let N , M be nests acting on the Hilbert spaces H, K respec-
tively. If φ : N → M is a continuous onto nest homomorphism and

U = Op(φ) =
{

u ∈ B(H,K) | φ(p)⊥ u p = 0, ∀ p ∈ N
}

then Map(U)|N = φ.

Proof. Set φ′ = Map(U). We will show that φ′(p) = φ(p), ∀ p ∈ N . Denote
by V the space

V =
{

v ∈ B(K,H) | p⊥ v φ(p) = 0, ∀ p ∈ N
}

and let ψ = Map(V ). By [11, Theorem 2.1] we have that Alg(M) = [U V ]
w∗

.

Let p ∈ N . Since φ(p)⊥ U p = 0 it follows that φ(p)⊥ φ′(p) = 0 and thus

φ′(p) ≤ φ(p). (4.1)

On the other hand, p⊥ V φ(p) = 0 which implies that V φ(p)(K) ⊆ p and as
a consequence

ψ(φ(p)) ≤ p. (4.2)

For all u ∈ U, v ∈ V we have that

u v φ(p) = uψ(φ(p)) v φ(p)

= φ′(ψ(φ(p)))uψ(φ(p)) v φ(p)

= φ′(ψ(φ(p)))u v φ(p)

which means that

[U V φ(p)(K)]
||·||

⊆ φ′(ψ(φ(p)))(K). (4.3)
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Since Alg(M) = [U V ]
w∗

and φ(p) ∈ M, from Lemma 4.1, φ(p) is the projec-

tion onto [U V φ(p)(K)]
||·||

and thus by 4.3 we get that φ(p) ≤ φ′(ψ(φ(p))).
Using 4.2 we have that

φ(p) ≤ φ′(p). (4.4)

By combining 4.1 and 4.4 we deduce that φ(p) = φ′(p). �

Lemma 4.3. Let N , M, L be nests acting on the Hilbert spaces H, K and R
respectively. Let also φ : N → M, ζ : N → L and θ : M → L be continuous
onto nest homomorphisms. The following are equivalent.

(i) ζ = θ ◦ φ.

(ii) Op(ζ) = [Op(θ)Op(φ)]
w∗

.

Proof. (i) =⇒ (ii) Let ζ = θ ◦φ. For all x ∈ Op(θ), y ∈ Op(φ) we have that

ζ(p)⊥ x y p = θ(φ(p))⊥ x y p

= θ(φ(p))⊥ x (φ(p) + φ(p)⊥) y p

= θ(φ(p))⊥ xφ(p) y p+ θ(φ(p))⊥ xφ(p)⊥ y p

= 0, ∀ p ∈ N

since θ(φ(p))⊥ xφ(p) = 0 (φ(p) ∈ M, x ∈ Op(θ)) and φ(p)⊥ y p = 0 (y ∈
Op(φ)) which means that x y ∈ Op(ζ). Thus, Op(θ)Op(φ) ⊆ Op(ζ) which
implies that

[Op(θ)Op(φ)]
w∗

⊆ Op(ζ). (4.5)

On the other hand, let z ∈ Op(ζ). From [11, Theorem 2.1], we have that

Alg(L) = [Op(θ)X ]
w∗

where X =
{

x ∈ B(R,K) | q⊥ x θ(q) = 0, ∀ q ∈ M
}

,

so there exist nets (uj)j∈J , (xj)j∈J such that uj ∈ Op(θ), xj ∈ X, ∀ j ∈ J

and
kj
∑

r=1

ujr xjr
w∗

→ IR

which implies that

kj
∑

r=1

ujr xjr z
w∗

→ z. (4.6)

We observe that

X =
{

x ∈ B(R,K) | q⊥ x θ(q) = 0, ∀ q ∈ M
}

=
{

x ∈ B(R,K) | φ(p)⊥ x θ(φ(p)) = 0, ∀ p ∈ N
}

=
{

x ∈ B(R,K) | φ(p)⊥ x ζ(p) = 0, ∀ p ∈ N
}

.
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We claim that xjr z ∈ Op(φ) , r = 1, ..., kj , j ∈ J. Indeed, for all p ∈ N it
holds that

φ(p)⊥ xjr z p = φ(p)⊥ xjr (ζ(p) + ζ(p)⊥) z p

= φ(p)⊥ xjr ζ(p) z p+ φ(p)⊥ xjr ζ(p)
⊥ z p

= 0

since φ(p)⊥ xjr ζ(p) = 0 (xjr ∈ X) and ζ(p)⊥ z p = 0 ( z ∈ Op(ζ)). Thus,

z
(4.6)
= lim

j

kj
∑

r=1

ujr xjr z ∈ [Op(θ)Op(φ)]
w∗

where the above limit is on the w*-topology, that is

Op(ζ) ⊆ [Op(θ)Op(φ)]
w∗

. (4.7)

By (4.5) and (4.7) we have that Op(ζ) = [Op(θ)Op(φ)]
w∗

.

(ii) =⇒ (i) Suppose now that Op(ζ) = [Op(θ)Op(φ)]
w∗

. From the

direction (i) =⇒ (ii) we have that [Op(θ)Op(φ)]
w∗

= Op(θ ◦ φ), so

Op(ζ) = Op(θ ◦ φ).

Since ζ and θ ◦ φ are continuous onto nest homomorphims from N to L, by
Lemma 4.2 we deduce that

ζ = Map(Op(ζ))|N = Map(Op(θ ◦ φ))|N = θ ◦ φ.

�

Lemma 4.4. Let N , M, L be nests with corresponding nest algebras

A = Alg(N ), B = Alg(M), C = Alg(L)

Let also φ : N → M, θ : M → L be continuous onto nest homomorphisms.
Then

Op(θ)⊗σh
B Op(φ) ∼= [Op(θ)Op(φ)]

w∗

as A-right w∗-rigged modules.

Proof. The map Op(θ) ×Op(φ) → Op(θ)Op(φ), (x, u) 7→ xu is a separately
w*-continuous and completely contractive right B-balanced map, so it induces
a w*-continuous and completely contractive map

ρ : Op(θ) ⊗σh
B Op(φ) → [Op(θ)Op(φ)]

w∗

satisfying ρ(x⊗B u) = xu, x ∈ Op(θ), u ∈ Op(φ). The map ρ is also a right
A-module map. Set Y =

{

y | q⊥ y θ(q) = 0, ∀ q ∈ M
}

. From [11, Theorem

2.1] we have that C = [Op(θ)Y ]
w∗

. Therefore, there exist contractive nets
(zt)t∈T ⊆ Rfin

∞ (Op(θ)) and (yt)t∈T ⊆ Cfin
∞ (Y ) such that

zt yt
w∗

→ 1C

where, in general, if W ⊆ B(H,K) we denote by Rfin
∞ (W ) (resp. Cfin

∞ (W ))
the space of operators (w1, w2, ...) : H

∞ → K (resp. (w1, w2, ...)
t : H → K∞)
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such that wi ∈ W, ∀ i ∈ N and also there exists i0 ∈ N such that wi = 0, ∀ i ≥
i0. Assume that xi ∈ F , ui ∈ Op(φ), i = 1, ..., n, where F is the space of all

finite rank operators in Op(θ). Since xi ∈ F we have that zt yt xi
||·||
→ xi. By

the fact that the Haagerup tensor product is contractive as a bilinear map,
for every ǫ > 0 there exists t ∈ T such that

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

n
∑

i=1

xi ⊗B ui

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

− ǫ ≤

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

n
∑

i=1

zt yt xi ⊗B ui

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

. (4.8)

Let x ∈ F ⊆ Op(θ) and y ∈ Y. It holds that θ(q)⊥ x q = 0, so it follows that
x q = θ(q)x q, ∀ q ∈ M and as a consequence

q⊥ y x q = q⊥ y θ(q)x q = 0, ∀ q ∈ M (since y ∈ Y ),

which means that Y F ⊆ B. Using (4.8) we get that
∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

n
∑

i=1

xi ⊗B ui

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

−ǫ ≤

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

zt ⊗B yt

n
∑

i=1

xi ui

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

≤

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

n
∑

i=1

xi ui

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

=

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

ρ

(

n
∑

i=1

xi ⊗B ui

)∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

.

But since ǫ is arbitrary we have that
∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

n
∑

i=1

xi ⊗B ui

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

≤

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

ρ

(

n
∑

i=1

xi ⊗B ui

)∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

which implies that the restriction of ρ to

F ⊗h
B Op(φ) = [x⊗B u | x ∈ F , u ∈ Op(φ)]

||·||

is an isometry. We will prove that ρ is an isometry in Op(θ) ⊗σh
B Op(φ).

To this end, let z ∈ Op(θ) ⊗σh
B Op(φ). Thus, there exists a net (zℓ)ℓ∈I in

F ⊗h
B Op(φ) such that zℓ

w∗

→ z. Let f ∈ Ball(C), g ∈ Ball(A) be finite rank

operators. Then f zℓ g
w∗

→ f z g and since ρ is w*-continuous we have that

ρ(f zℓ g)
w∗

→ ρ(f z g) which implies that f ρ(zℓ) g
w∗

→ ρ(f z g). Using the fact
that f, g are finite rank operators we deduce that

||f zℓ g|| = ||ρ(f zℓ g)|| = ||f ρ(zℓ) g|| → ||ρ(f z g)||.

For every ǫ > 0 there exists ℓ0 ∈ I such that ||f zℓ g|| < ||ρ(f z g)||+ǫ, ∀ ℓ ≥ ℓ0

so, ||f zℓ g|| < ||ρ(z)||+ ǫ, ∀ ℓ ≥ ℓ0. We have that f zℓ g
w∗

→ f z g which implies
that ||f z g|| ≤ sup {||f zℓ g|| : ℓ ≥ ℓ0} . Thus, ||f z g|| < ||ρ(z)||+ ǫ. Since ǫ is
arbitrary we get

||f z g|| ≤ ||ρ(z)||. (4.9)

By [7, Corollary 3.13] there exist contractive nets of finite rank operators
(fj)j∈J ⊆ C and (gj)j∈J ⊆ A such that

fj
w∗

→ 1C, gj
w∗

→ 1A.

Thus, fj z gj
w∗

→ z and according to (4.9) it holds that

||z|| ≤ sup
j∈J

||fj z gj|| ≤ ||ρ(z)||
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which implies that ρ is an isometry. Similarly we can prove that ρ is a complete

isometry and as a consequence (Krein-Smulian) ρ is onto [Op(θ)Op(φ)]
w∗

.

�

The following theorem describes how to construct Morita equivalent
right w*-rigged modules.

Theorem 4.5. Let N1, N2, M1, M2 be nests, A = Alg(N1) ⊆ B(H1), B =
Alg(N2) ⊆ B(H2), φ : N1 → M1, ψ : N2 → M2 be continuous onto nest
homomorphisms and E = Op(φ), F = Op(ψ). If χ : N1 → N2 is a nest
isomorphism such that E ∼= Op(ψ ◦χ) as A-right w∗-rigged modules, then E
and F are Morita equivalent.

Proof. Let χ : N1 → N2 be a nest isomorphism such that E ∼= Op(ζ) as
A-right w*-rigged modules, where ζ = ψ ◦ χ. By Lemma 4.3 we get

E ∼= Op(ζ) = [Op(ψ)Op(χ)]
w∗

= [F Op(χ)]
w∗

.

We define the B-right w*-rigged module Y = Op(χ−1). Let

X =
{

x ∈ B(H1, H2) | q
⊥ xχ−1(q) = 0, ∀ q ∈ N2

}

= Op(χ).

By [12, Theorem 2.9] we have that A ∼= Y ⊗σh
B X, B ∼= X ⊗σh

A Y. According

to Remark 2.15 we have that Ỹ ∼= X = Op(χ) and thus

A ∼= Y ⊗σh
B Ỹ , B ∼= Ỹ ⊗σh

A Y.

Furthermore by Lemma 4.4 we have that

E ∼= Op(ζ) ∼= [Op(ψ)Op(χ)]
w∗

∼= Op(ψ) ⊗σh
B Op(χ) ∼= F ⊗σh

B Ỹ .

Therefore, E and F are Morita equivalent.
�

Example 4.6. Let N1, N2 be isomorphic nests acting on the Hilbert spaces
H1, H2 respectively. Let A = Alg(N1) ⊆ B(H1) and B = Alg(N2) ⊆ B(H2)
be the corresponding nest algebras and let χ : N1 → N2 be a nest isomor-
phism. We consider the nest

N2 ⊕N1 = {χ(p)⊕ p | p ∈ N1} ⊆ B(H2 ⊕H1)

and we define the continuous onto nest homomorphism

ψ : N2 → N2 ⊕N1, ψ(q) = (q, χ−1(q))

If F = Op(ψ) then by Theorem 4.5 the right w*-riggedmodules E = Op(ψ◦χ)
and F are Morita equivalent.

Theorem 4.7. Let N1, N2, M1, M2 be nests and A = Alg(N1), B = Alg(N2).
Let also φ : N1 → M1, ψ : N2 → M2 be continuous onto nest homomor-
phisms and E = Op(φ), F = Op(ψ). If χ : N1 → N2 is a nest isomor-
phism which can be extended to a ∗-isomorphism χ′ : N ′′

1 → N ′′
2 such that

E ∼= Op(ψ ◦ χ) as A-right w∗-rigged modules, then E and F are strongly
projectively Morita equivalent.
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Proof. Let χ : N1 → N2 be a nest isomorphism which can be extended to a
∗-isomorphism χ′ : N ′′

1 → N ′′
2 such that E ∼= Op(ψ ◦χ) as A-right w*-rigged

modules. By the fact that (χ′)−1 : N ′′
2 → N ′′

1 is a ∗-isomorphism such that
(χ′)−1(N2) = χ−1(N2) = N1, we have that the space Y = Op(χ−1) is a
concrete strongly projectively right w*-rigged module over B, see Corollary
2.18. Then Ỹ ∼= Op(χ) (Remark 2.15) and Y is a bimodule of w*-Morita
equivalence between the algebras A and B. By Lemma 4.3, we have that

Op(ψ ◦ χ) = [Op(ψ)Op(χ)]
w∗

and from Lemma 4.4 we deduce that

E ∼= Op(ψ ◦ χ) = [Op(ψ)Op(χ)]
w∗

∼= Op(ψ)⊗σh
B Op(χ) ∼= F ⊗σh

B Ỹ .

Therefore, E and F are strongly projectively Morita equivalent. �
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