Canad. J. Math. 2025, pp. 1-44

http://dx.doi.org/10.4153/S0008414X24000907

© The Author(s), 2025. Published by Cambridge University Press on behalf of
Canadian Mathematical Society

The imprimitivity Fell bundle

Anna Duwenig

Abstract. Given a full right-Hilbert C*-module X over a C*-algebra A, the set K4 (X) of A-compact
operators on X is the (up to isomorphism) unique C*-algebra that is strongly Morita equivalent to
the coefficient algebra A via X. As a bimodule, K4 (X) can also be thought of as the balanced tensor
product X ® 4 X°P, and so the latter naturally becomes a C*-algebra. We generalize both of these
facts to the world of Fell bundles over groupoids: Suppose 4 is a Fell bundle over a groupoid H
and .# is an upper semi-continuous Banach bundle over a principal H(-space X. If .# carries a
right-action of # and a sufficiently nice %-valued inner product, then its imprimitivity Fell bundle
Ko (M) = M gz M°P is a Fell bundle over the imprimitivity groupoid of X, and it is the unique
Fell bundle that is equivalent to & via .#. We show that K g (.#') generalizes the “higher order”
compact operators of Abadie-Ferraro in the case of saturated bundles over groups, and that the
theorem recovers results such as Kumjian’s Stabilization trick.

1 Introduction

Suppose a groupoid H acts on the right of a topological space X, meaning that we have
a continuous surjection 0: X — H® (the anchor map of the action) and a continuous
map

1) X xH={(xh)eXxH:0(x)=ry(h)} > X, (x,h)~»x<h.

Let us further assume that X and J{ are locally compact Hausdorff, that the action is
free and proper (i.e., X is a principal (right) H-space; [21, p. 6]), and that the anchor
map o is an open map. Out of X, we can build a left H{-space X°P as follows: as a
topological space, it is just X, but we write its elements with a superscript-op to avoid
confusion. Its left action uses the anchor map ¢°P: x°? — ¢(x), and the action is given
by h > x°P = (x « h™)°P for any h with sgc(h) = 0°P(x°P). Whenever ¢°F appears in
a subscript, we will drop its superscript and simply write 0. Now consider

X 5, X% = {(x,5°P) € X x X°P : 6 (x) = 0P (5°7)}.

With the subspace topology of the product topology, X + X°P is locally compact
Hausdorft. For any given (x, y°P) € X »_X°P, consider the orbit

[x, ] ={(x < h,h" > y°P) : h e o(x)H}
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2 A. Duwenig

of (x, y°P) under the “diagonal” H-action on X ,* X°P. Since H is assumed to have
open source map and to act properly on X, it follows that the quotient X x4 X°P by
this equivalence relation is also a locally compact Hausdorff space [28, Proposition
2.18], and likewise is the quotient X /J.

We equip X xg¢ X°P with the structure of a groupoid with unit space X/H: its
source and range maps are given by

s[x, y] = [y, yP] = [y, 2°F],

and we can identify [y, y°P] with y « H € X/H. Given &, 7 € X x5¢ X°P with s(&) =

r(n), we can find representatives (x, y°P) and (y,z°F) of & respectively 5 with

matching component “in the middle”, and then define their product by &n = [x, 2°P].
The groupoid X x5¢ X°P acts on the left of X: we define the anchor map

(1.2) p:X > (X xge XYV 2 X/H by p(x)=[x,x]2xa%H.

Note that p is open [28, Proposition 2.12] and continuous. If (&, y) € (X xg¢ X°P) * X,
then s(&) = p(y) implies that there exists x € X such that & = [x, y°P]; this x is unique
by freeness of the H-action on X. We can therefore define & » y = x, i.e,,

(1.3) X x3¢ XP ~ X: [x,yP] >y =x.

Remark 1.1 Suppose X is a (G, H)-groupoid equivalence (see [21]) with anchor
maps 0: X - H® and p: X — G©; these maps are open by definition. If 0 (x) = a(y),
then there exists a unique element {x|y°®} in § such that x = [{x|y°P} » .
Indeed, since o is assumed to induce a homeomorphism ¢: G\ X — H, the equality
0(x) = 0(y) means exactly that G > x = G » y, and so freeness of the G-action implies
the existence of the unique  {x | y°P} which transforms y into x. Since the action is
proper and p is open, the surjective map {_|_}:X x X° — G is continuous and
open, and it factors through the quotient X x5¢ X of X *  X°P by the diagonal (-
action, yielding a homeomorphism X x4 X°P = G. In fact, equipping X x5¢ X°P with
the groupoid structure described above, this map is an isomorphism of topological

groupoids.
Likewise, if p(x) = p(y), we write {x° |y}, for the unique element of K
such that x « {x°? | y}7 = y,and {_| _}] : X°P x X — H induces an isomorphism

X xg X = J{ of topological groupoids. A quick computation shows that the follow-
ing equalities hold (wherever one side of the equation makes sense):

(1.4) x| yPY e z=xa {yP |2}

Sl (b)Y = ({xah |y}
{(g" e )P 2} = (" [g > 2l

Example 1.2 Any groupoid J{ acts freely and properly on X = J; say, on the right.
The anchor map is then given by ¢ = s5:: X — H®, and the associated imprimi-
tivity groupoid G = H xg¢ H°P is isomorphic to H via f:[hy, hy¥] — hih3'. In par-
ticular, the map [{_|_} becomes the map X x X°P — I, (hy, hy) =~ hih3'. This
isomorphism further turns the anchor map p: X - G, h — [h, h°P], into the range

(15)
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map rg¢: X - H©,and {_ | _}}, : X°P * X — H is therefore given by { 1" | h,}
hi'h;.

X
H

We arrive at a well-known result.

Lemma 1.3 (motivation; [28, Lemma 2.45, Proposition 2.47])  Suppose X is a principal
H-space. Then X x5¢ X°P is a locally compact Hausdor{f groupoid with open source map
that acts freely and properly on the left of X with anchor map p:x — [x,x°F]. With
this structure, X is a (X xq¢ X°P, H)-equivalence of groupoids. Moreover, if X is also
a (G, 3)-equivalence, then there exists an isomorphism X xq¢ X°? - G of topological
groupoids that is uniquely determined by [x, y?] — {x | y°}.

Note that the above in particular states that, in the setting where § = X x3¢ X°P, the
element {x | y°P} of Gforx, y € Xuis [x, y°P]. A reason why one might be interested
in groupoid equivalences is the following result due to works by Muhly, Renault, and
Williams.

Lemma 1.4 ([30], [21]) Suppose G, H are locally compact Hausdor{f groupoids, that
{Au}uesco is a Haar system on H, and that there exists an equivalence X between G
and J. Then G also allows a Haar system, and if say {4y } g0 is any such Haar system,
then the groupoid C*-algebras C; (3G, u) and C; (3, L) are strongly Morita equivalent
via an imprimitivity bimodule built as a completion of C.(X).

An analogous theorem holds for the C*-algebra of equivalent Fell bundles [22].
Such results are powerful, for example because two strongly Morita equivalent C*-
algebras have the same representation theory, K-theory, and lattices of ideals (via the
so-called “Rieffel Correspondence”). But not only do the above mentioned results state
the existence of a strong Morita equivalence, they also construct it explicitly, which
allows one to, for example, construct representatives of certain famous classes in KK-
theory [3].

There is a statement analogous to Lemma 1.3 for a right Hilbert C*-module X over a
C*-algebra A. In the following, we use the symbol ’|x) (y| for x, y € X to denote the “A-
rank-one” operator X — X that maps z to x- (y | z)} € X, and we let K(X,) = K4(X)
denote the C*-algebra generated by these operators; it is an ideal of the A-adjointable
operators (see [24, Lemma 2.25]). We get that X has a left K4(X)-inner product
given by’

(1.6) caooX 1Y) = %) (yl-

With inner products such as these, we will drop the sub- and/or superscripts whenever
there is no ambiguity. Furthermore, we let X°P be the dual, left-Hilbert C*-module as
defined in [24, p. 49], meaning there exists an additive bijection F: X — X°P such that
F(Ax) = AF(x) forall x € X and A € C. The analog of Lemma 1.4 can now be stated as:

Lemma 1.5 (motivation; [24, Propositions 2.21 and 3.8, Lemma 2.25]) Suppose
X is a full right-Hilbert C*-module over a C*-algebra A. Then the set K4(X) of

1Hopefully, it is not too confusing that the symbol on the right-hand side of Equation (1.6) carries A
in the subscript rather than the cumbersome K 4 (X); the ket-bra notation in place of the bra-ket should
be a clear indicator as to where the inner product takes values.
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A-compact operators on X is a C*-algebra with respect to the operator norm, and
Xisa (Ka(X), A)-imprimitivity bimodule. Moreover, if X is also a ( B, A)-imprimitivity

bimodule, then there exists a *-isomorphism K 4(X) — B that is uniquely determined by
X

ANl x [ y).

Let us elaborate on the analogy to Lemma 1.3: If Y is another full right-Hilbert
C*-module over A, then the map X ®4 Y°? - K4(Y,X) determined by x ® y°P
*|x) (y] is an isomorphism of bi-Hilbert K 4 (X) — K4 (Y)-bimodules (see Lemma A.2).
In particular, X ® 4 X°P 2 K4 (X) is, in fact, the (up to isomorphism) unique C*-
algebra that is equivalent to A via X. (Note that we similarly have X°P @ X =~ A as
bi-Hilbert A — A-modules via x;¥ ® x; = (x; | x2)%.)

The main result of this paper, Theorem 1.6, is an analog of Lemma 1.3 and Lemma 1.5
in the setting of Fell bundles over groupoids. To this end, we will first show that the
correct analog of a principal H-space and a full right-Hilbert C*-module over A is a
AB-demi-equivalence, which can be thought of as “half” of a Fell bundle equivalence
in the sense of [22, Definition 6.1]. We will then prove:

Theorem 1.6  Suppose H is a locally compact Hausdorff groupoid with open source
map and X is a principal right H-space with open anchor map. If 4 is a saturated Fell
bundle over H and A is a B-demi-equivalence over X, then there is a saturated Fell
bundle K(.# %) over the imprimitivity groupoid of X that is equivalent to B via . .
Moreover, if A is also an (< , 9B)-Fell bundle equivalence, then there exists a Fell bundle
isomorphism K(.# ) — < that is uniquely determined by “*|m)(n| = ““(m | n).

Many theorems about symmetric imprimitivity [5, 7, 13, 14, 16] and generalized
fixed point algebras [8, 10, 25] have appeared over the years and are extending (in
various directions) a 1977-result of Green’s [11]. In Section 6, we will see in what way
our theorem captures some of those result.

The structure of the paper is as follows. After establishing notation and assumptions
in Section 1.1, we give the definition of a %-demi-equivalence .# over a principal J{-
space X (Definition 2.1) and prove some of its basic properties in Section 2. Section 3 is
devoted to proving that .# gives rise to a Fell bundle K(.#) over the imprimitivity
groupoid of X, which we will also denote by .# ® 5 .# °P for reasons that will become
apparent. We prove that this imprimitivity Fell bundle is equivalent to % via .# in
Section 4. In Section 5, we prove that K(.#Z ) is unique (up to isomorphism), and we
see some applications in Section 6. There are two short appendices to establish some
background results about Hilbert C*-modules and about upper semi-continuous
Banach bundles.

1.1 Assumptions, conventions, and notation

We will denote groupoids using §, H, X ..., bundles using </, %, %, ..., and stand-
alone Hilbert C*-modules and their elements using x€ X,y e€Y,ze Z.... Fibred
products are denoted by . * ., as defined in (1.1). The algebraic tensor product is
© and its completion is ®; we add a subscript for the internal (i.e., balanced) tensor
product. Right and left actions on spaces are usually denoted by .« _ and _ » _,
respectively, while actions on bundles are denoted by .. < _ and _ > _. (The triangle
is always pointing at the object that is being acted on.)
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We try to use the letter p for the projection map of Fell bundles, while those of
general Banach bundles are denoted by g. The fibre over a point / of the base space of a
bundle & = (B — ) with total space Bis denoted B(h); we adopt analogous notation
for other bundles. We write s z: B -~ H® for the source map of H composed with the
projection map of %, and we adopt analogous notation for anchor maps a: X — H®.

We use the notion of upper semi-continuous Banach bundles, Fell bundles, actions
of Fell bundles on upper semi-continuous Banach bundles, and equivalences of Fell
bundles as in [4], Definitions 2.3, 2.9, 2.10, and 2.11, respectively. As done in [22],
our Fell bundles are assumed saturated in the sense that their fibres are full (and
hence imprimitivity) bimodules; we will rarely mention this assumption again. We
frequently use the fact that our upper semi-continuous Banach bundles have enough
continuous cross sections (see [18, Corollary 2.10], [22, Appendix A]).

» For the remainder of the paper, we assume that

« H is alocally compact Hausdorff groupoid with open source map? sq¢: H — H®,
o X is a locally compact Hausdorff space and o: X — H® is a continuous open
surjection,
o X is a principal right J{-space with anchor map o, and
o the groupoid X xg¢ X°? will be denoted by G, and we will refer to it as the
imprimitivity groupoid of X as in [28, Lemma 2.45].
In analogy to the notation Hu = s5 (1) and ud = r3 (u) for u € H®, we will write
Xu = 07'(u). We chose the letter o since it serves the purpose of a “source” map; for
left-actions, we will therefore generally use p (as in “range”) for the anchor map.

2 Demi-Equivalences

For the upcoming definition, we remind the reader that the anchor map p: X — G
of the left action of § = X x4¢ X°P on the principal J{-space X is exactly the quotient
map if we identify G with X/7; see (1.2).

Definition 2.1 (cf. [1, Definition 2.1]) Suppose % = (p:B — H) is a Fell bundle
over the groupoid H, and .# = (q.4: M — X) is an upper semi-continuous Banach
bundle over the principal H-space X. We call .# a (right) 2-demi-equivalence’ if there
exist maps

<. M,*B— M, (m,b) — m b,
and
(=|=)e M, x,M — B, (mi,my) > (my | my),,

such that the following® hold for all appropriately chosen m; € M and b € B.

2Any locally compact Hausdorff groupoid with a Haar system (and thus any étale groupoid) is an
example of a groupoid with open source map [28, Proposition 1.23].

>While it would have been nice to call ./ a “principal %-bundle” to show the analogy to the
groupoid-world concept of a principal H-space, the clash with the existing notions of principal group
bundles in differential geometry made that a non-viable option.

“In the ensuing list of properties, the DE in “(DEn)” stands for “demi-equivalence”

https://doi.org/10.4153/50008414X24000907 Published online by Cambridge University Press


https://doi.org/10.4153/S0008414X24000907

6 A. Duwenig

(DE1) _ «_ covers the map _ < _ in the sense that q 4 (m <b) =q 4 (m) <
pz(b);

(DE2) (_|_), covers the map {_|_}
P@((T“l | mz)%) = q.u(my);

(DE3) (_|_), is continuous, and fibrewise sesquilinear (meaning linear in the
second and anti-linear in the first coordinate);

(DE4) (ml | my 4b)@ = <m1 | mz)%b;

(DE5) (my | my)7, = (ma | mi) 3

(DE6) (m | m),, > 0in the C*-algebra B(o.4(m)),and (m | m),, =0 only if m = 0;

(DE7) the norm m ~ |[(m | m),, 12 agrees with the norm that the upper semi-
continuous Banach bundle .# carries; and

(DE8) for each x € X, the linear span of {{m;|m,), :m; e M(x)} is dense in

B(o(x)).

An analogous definition of a left %-demi-equivalence can be made; there, each
instance of a range map becomes a source map (and vice versa) and sesquilinearity
means that the first coordinate is linear. When there is no ambiguity, we will drop
the subscript-# on the inner product; conversely, when there is ample room for
ambiguity, we might add a superscript-.#.

The reader might have noticed that there are a few natural properties, both
algebraic and analytic, that a demi-equivalence should satisty if it is to be “half” of an
equivalence in the sense of Muhly and Williams. Let us show that all those properties
actually follow automatically.

X

5 in the sense that g, (m;)<

Lemma 2.1 (cf. [1, Lemma 2.7])  Suppose B = (pgs: B - H) is a Fell bundle over the
groupoid H and M = (q 4 M — X) is a right B-demi-equivalence over the principal
right H-space X. Then we have the following, where (my, my) € M % M.

(DE9) Each M(x) is a full right-Hilbert C*-module over the C*-algebra B(o(x));

(DE10) (my <b* | my), = b{my | myp), for all appropriate b € B;

(DEN) 0.4 (m) = rea((my | ma),,) and 0.4 (m2) = sz({my | m2).,);

(DE12) (my | my),(my | my), < |my|* (my| my), as elements of the C*-algebra
B(o. 4 (my)) (Cauchy-Schwarz).

Moreover, 9 acts on the right of ./ in the sense of [4, Definition 2.11], i.e.,

(DE13) _ «_ isfibrewise bilinear;

(DE14) (m «b) «b' = m < (bb") for all appropriate b, b’ € B;
(DEL5) [m b < [m][b]; and

(DE16) _ «_ is continuous.

Again, the analogous result for a left demi-equivalence must be rephrased in a way
that every range becomes a source etc. With the properties listed in Lemma 2.1, we see
that a #-demi-equivalence really satisfies all “one-sided” properties of a Fell bundle
equivalence as defined in [22, Definition 6.1]. In Proposition 2.3, we will see which
properties are needed for a “two-sided” demi-equivalence to be an equivalence.

Proof of Lemma 2.1 Condition (DE9) is just a restatement of other properties.
To be precise, M(x) is a right inner product B(o(x))-module in the sense of [24,
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Definition 2.1] because of Conditions (DE3)-(DE6), and it is a Hilbert B(o(x))-
module because we assumed that the norm with respect to which M(x) is complete
coincides with the norm induced by the inner product (Assumption (DE7)). Fullness
is exactly Assumption (DES).

Condition (DE10) follows from (DE5) and (DE4) combined, and (DEI11) follows
directly from (DE2).

(DE13) Fix x € X and m, m; € M(x).If b € B(h) for some h € g(x)H, then

(m | (my + Amy) < b) (PED (m | my+Amy)b

=((m|my) + A(m | my))b by (DE3) (sesquilinearity).
Since multiplication in £ is bilinear, we conclude that
(m| (my+Amy) <b) = (m|m; b+ A(my D))

for all m € M(x). Choosing m = (m; + Am,) b —m; <b + A(m, <b), it follows
from (DE6) that m = 0, meaning that _ < _ islinear in the first component. A similar
computation, using (DE10), proves linearity in the second component and also (DE14),
using associativity of the multiplication of .

(DEI5) We have

(DE7) M
Im <b]* =" [(m b | m b, | = [6%(m | m),,b]

(DE?7) 2 2
<o [ [{m [ m) | 6] =" |m|~|&]",

where (1) follows from (DE4) and (DEI10).

(DE16) Suppose (m;, b;) is a net in M *,B that converges to (m,b); in par-
ticular, x; := q_z(m;) converges to x = q_4(m) in X and h; = pg(b;) converges
to h:=pg(b) in H. Now choose a continuous section y € Iy(X;.#) of .# with
u(x < h) = m < b.Since p and the right H-action _ < _ on X are continuous, we have
u(x; < h;) > m <b. Using (DE4), (DEI0), and sesquilinearity of the inner product,
we have

(H’l,‘ 4b1 —(,t(x,- N ]’l,) | m; 417, —y(x,- < ]’l,))
=bi(m; [ mi)b; = bi(m; | u(x; < h;))
—(u(xi < hi) | mi)bi + (p(xi < hi) | u(xi < hy)).

By continuity of the involution and multiplication of % and by continuity of the inner
product on .#, the above converges to

b*(m|m)b-b"(m|m~<b) —(m<b|m)b+(m<b|m-b),
which, again by (DE4) and (DE10), is 0. Since
Imi <b; - p(xi < hi)|* = [ (m; 4b; = p(x; < hy) | my by = p(xi < hy))|

by (DE?), it thus follows from [4, Lemma A.5] that m; <b; — u(x; < h;) converges
in the total space of .Z to the zero-element of the Banach space M(x < h). Since
p(x; < h;) converges to m <b and since limits are unique, this implies m; < b; —
p(x < h) =m b, as claimed.
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The proof of (DEI2) is verbatim that for [4, Lemma 4.7] (after translating from the
left to the right). |

Remark 2.2 In [22, Definition 6.1], neither continuity of the inner product on a Fell
bundle equivalence nor Condition (DE7) were explicitly assumed but often invoked.
I am unsure whether there is a way to deduce continuity from a combination of the
algebraic properties of .# and the topological properties of %, like it was the case for
continuity of the action, (DE16). Consequently, I chose to include these conditions as
assumptions in the definition.

Next, we show that a two-sided version of a demi-equivalence is an equivalence
in the sense of [22, Definition 6.1], provided there is some algebraic compatibility
between the two structures.

Proposition 2.3 Suppose that X is a groupoid equivalence between G and F with
anchor maps p respectively o, that o = (A - G) and B = (B — H) are Fell bundles,
and that M = (M — X) is a left of - and a right B-demi-equivalence. Assume further
that

(1) the actions of </ and % on .M commute, i.e., for all (a,m,b) € A x M * B, we
have (ab- m) 4b=alk (m <b);

(2) foreach x € X, A(p(x)) acts by B(o(x))-adjointable operators on M(x), meaning
that

(abmy|my), = (my|a* > my),

forallm; e M(x) and all a € A(p(x));
(3) forall (my, ma, m3) € M x, M x, M, the inner products on ./ satisfy

oAmy [ ma) bms = my < (my | ms3),,.
Then . is an equivalence between o/ and 2.

Note that Assumption (2) is distinctly asymmetric; it could have been replaced by
its counterpart:

(2)’ Foreach x € X, B(o(x)) acts by A(p(x))-adjointable operators on M(x).

Proof First, we will do some sanity checks: Condition (1) makes sense because
the actions on X commute, meaning that (ab m) <b and ab (m <b) live over
the same fibre of .# by (DE1). Next, let us check that Condition (3) makes sense.
Since (. | ) is defined on M ,*, M and (- | _) , on M ,* M, we can evaluate the
shown inner products. By (DELl), we have 0,4 (m;) = rg({m, | ms),,), and since
(my, my) € M x, M, we therefore have that m; can be acted on by (m; | m3),, on the
right; a similar argument shows that mj3 can be acted on by _(m; | m;) on the left.
Lastly, note that Conditions (DE1) and (DE2) combined with Equation (1.4) show that
the elements in question are indeed living in the same fibre of ./

To see that . is an equivalence, we have to check Properties (FE1), (FE2), and
(FE3) in [4, Definition 2.11]. By assumption, .# is an upper semi-continuous Banach
bundle over a groupoid equivalence, and as explained in Lemma 2.1, - - _and = < _
are actions in the sense of [4, Definition 2.10]. Since they are assumed to commute, we
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therefore get Condition (FE1). For (FE2), note that the inner products are assumed to
be sesquilinear in the correct sense. Furthermore,

(FE2.a) is satisfied by (DE2);
(FE2.b) is satisfied by (DE5);
(FE2.c) is satisfied by (DE4); and
(FE2.d) is exactly Assumption (3).

Lastly, for (FE3), we must check that each M () is an imprimitivity bimodule between
A(p(x)) and B(o(x)). We know by (DE9) that it is a full left- and right-Hilbert
C*-module. By Assumption (3), the left- and right-inner products are compatible
and the left-action is by B(o(x))-adjointable operators; it remains to show that the
right-action is by A(p(x))-adjointable operators. For n; € M(x), we have

P2 (0 (2] m5).,)
PEY (ny <40") A | m3),, @
This proves that the element a == _(n; | ny <b) — _(n; <b* | ny) of A(p(x)) “kills”
all of M(x). By Assumption (2), a is an adjointable operator with respect to the
B(o(x))-valued right-inner product. It therefore follows from [24, Remark 2.29]
that a*a and hence a is 0, i.e., (n; | ny <b) = _(nm <b* | ny),so bisan A(p(x))-
adjointable operator. [ ]

M(I’ll | nyp 4[7) > ns (i) m 4(1’!2 b | 7’l3>%
LAn <07 | ny) > ns.

Remark 2.4 In the setting of Proposition 2.3, it follows from [4, Corollary
4.6] that Condition (3) actually also holds more generally: if (a,m;, m;) €
Ax M * M, then (ab my|my), = (m|a* > my), as elements of B(h) where
h={q.4(m)° | pw(a)”’ »q.n(mz)},. Inother words, & is acting on .# by “%-
adjointable” operators. This observation foreshadows a connection to [1], where results
similar to the main theorem of the paper at hand have appeared. We will do a more
in-depth comparison later in Corollary 6.7, but let us already point out some points
of distinction: On the one hand, their result is more general in that they consider Fell
bundles that are not necessarily separable or saturated; instead of (DES), they only
assume that .#Z = (M — X) satisfies

(7R) span{(M(x) | M(x)),, : x € Xu} = B(u).

On the other hand, their result is more restrictive in that our topological groupoid
I is replaced by a topological group. Moreover, they only consider X = I, which is
restrictive even in the case of groups (see Example 6.9).

We have introduced all ingredients for the main theorem which says that any %-
demi-equivalence can be rigged (in a unique way) to give a Fell bundle equivalence in
the sense of [22, Definition 6.1].

3 The imprimitivity Fell bundle: Existence
» For the remainder of the paper, we fix a Fell bundle & = (ps: B — H) over the

groupoid H and a right #-demi-equivalence .# = (q.4: M — X) over the principal
right J-space X.
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Suppose that .7 and € are, like %, Fell bundles over locally compact Hausdorff
groupoids. In [4, Sections 5 and 6], it was shown that a so-called hypo-equivalence A{
from &7 to # and a hypo-equivalence .43 from % to € can be “multiplied” to yield
a hypo-equivalence .4 ® 2 43 from o/ to €. A careful examination of the proofs
shows that not all the structure of hypo-equivalences is needed to construct the upper
semi-continuous Banach bundle .4 ® 5 .#5. We will start this section by making this
claim more precise.

Given x, y € X with u = g(x) = 0(y), the demi-equivalence .# gives us two full
Hilbert C*-modules over the C*-algebra B(u), namely the right-module M(x) and
the left-module M(y)°P. In particular, combining the well-known results mentioned
earlier, we get an imprimitivity bimodule between K,y (M(x)) and Kp(,) (M(y)°P)
by taking the balanced tensor product:

3.1 K(x, y°") = M(x) ®4 M(y)*" = Kp(u) (M(y), M(x)),

where we write _. ®, . as short-hand for .. ®p(,) —. The norm of this Banach space
is, on sums of elementary tensors, given by

‘Zmi ®nP
1

1/2
3.2) =D i < (mi | my)si ) njl
isj

Z lmi)(mj < (n;j | ni)yy
1]

operator norm on Kpg(,)(M(y))

1/2

operator norm on Kp(,) (M(x)).

We construct an upper semi-continuous Banach bundle over X *_ X°P as follows.

Lemma 3.1 (cf. [4, Lemma 5.2]) On the set
K= L K(x, ),

(x,y°P)eX g X0
consider all cross-sections of the form
povP X« XP K, (x6y7) = u(x)@v(y)”,

for w,v € To(X; A). Then there is a unique topology on K making it an upper semi-
continuous Banach bundle over X *, X°P such that all cross-sections p ® v°F are
continuous.

In the literature [4, 20], the above bundle is denoted .# ® () .#°P. But since we
fixed .#, we will ease notation and instead denote the bundle by %" = (g.»:K —
X o+, X°P).

Proof Consider
I :=spanc{u @ v : u,v e To(X;.4)}.

Recall that .# has enough continuous sections, so that for each m € M(x), there exists
p € To(X;.#4') such that u(x) = m. In particular, it follows that {y(x, y°P) : y € T'} is
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The imprimitivity Fell bundle 11

dense in K(x, y°P). If we can show for an arbitrary element y = Y5 1; ® vi? of T
that (x, y°P) — |y(x, y°P)| is upper semi-continuous, then the claim follows from
[12, Corollary 3.7] (see also [9, p. 13.18], [29, Theorem C.25], [4, Remark 2.7]). We
have by Equation (3.2)

(e yP)| =

2o vi(y) < pi(x) | Hj(x)>><"j()’)|H :
By

It was shown in [24, Lemma 2.65] that the k x k-matrix with i, j-entry (u; (x) | u;j(x))
is positive for each x € X, so there exists a matrix (b; ;(x));,; over B(c(x)) such
that (u;(x) | uj(x)) = Yk, bij(x)bji(x)*. Note that we may choose each b; j:x —
bi,j(x) to be a continuous section of the pullback bundle 0*(%). For 1< 1 <k, we
let v;(x, y°P) = XX v;(y) <b;;(x). By continuity of <, of each v; and b;;, and of
summation in .#, each v; is continuous. Moreover,

IyGe,y™) P = [ S ey ™))y |
= HZL("I(%}’OP) | vi(x, y(’p))H by Lemma A.lL.

Since the #-valued inner product on .#, summation in 2, and each v; are contin-
uous, and the norm on 4 is upper semi-continuous, we conclude that (x, y°?) —
[y(x, y°P)|| is upper semi-continuous. ]

Remark 3.2 The proof of [4, Lemma 5.4] shows that, if we have two convergent nets
m) — mand ny - nin Mwith o 4(m)) = 0,4(n,),then m) ® nip > m®n°?inkK.

Implicitly, Lemma 3.1 is making use of the “dual” bundle to the #-demi-
equivalence .#: given a fibre M(x) of .#, its conjugate vector space M(x)°? is, by
definition, the fibre of .#Z°P = (M°? — X°P) over x°P. Clearly, .#°? is also an upper
semi-continuous Banach bundle if M°P and X°P are given the same topologies as M
and X, respectively. Moreover, the right %-action on .# induces a left %-action on
AP if we define b m°P := (m < b*)°P. The reader should compare all of this with
[22, Example 6.7] in the setting where .# is an equivalence.

Note that JZ” is the bundle-analog of the space X+, X°F in the world of groupoids
and of the unbalanced tensor product X ® X°P of Hilbert C*-modules in the world of
C*-algebras. What we are actually after, though, is a bundle-analog of their quotients,
that is, X xg¢ X°P respectively X ® 4 X°P: To get X ® 4 X°? from X ® X°P, we quotient
out by elements of the form

(x-a)®y-x@(a-y)

where x € X,y € X°P, and a € A. For bundles, such a difference does not make sense,
since the two elementary tensors may live in different fibres: if m € M(x), n € M(y),
and b € B(h) are such that 0(x) = r9¢(h) and sg¢(h) = o (y), then

(m <b)®n°® e M(x < h)®yuy M(y)°?, while
me® (b nP) e M(x) ®,(py M(y < h™")P.

In order to identify (m < b) ® n°? with m ® (b n°?) = m ® (n <4b*)°P, we there-
fore need a way to identify the above two fibres of 7.
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Lemma 3.3 (cf. [4, Theorem 5.20]) For any u,veH® and heuMHv, there
exists a map

W | M(x e h)®, M(»)® > || M(x) @, M(y< ™)
xeX 2

determined on elementary tensors by

(3.3) Y, ((m<b)en?)=me (n<b*)?,
where 0,4 (m) = u, 0,4(n) =v, and b € B(h). These maps have the following proper-
ties:
(\W1) When restricted to a single fibre K(x < h, y°?) - K(x, (y <« h™")°P), each ¥}, is
linear.

(W2) Each ¥}, is isometric, i.e., | ¥, (&)] = [ €]
(“113) Yy oWy, = \I’h/;,for (}’l,, h) € H®,

(W4) Wy is inverse to V.

(W5) ¥, for u € H© is the identity map.

Proof We construct ¥}, on each of the fibres M(x < h) ®, M(y)°P. Consider the
map

M(x) x B(h) x M) — M(x) 8, M(y < 1),
(m,b,n°?) > me (n<b*)°P.

Since it is multilinear, it descends to a linear map with domain [M(x) ® B(h)] ®
M(y)°P, where ® denotes the algebraic tensor product. Because of the B(u)-balancing
in the codomain, the map descends to a map with domain [M(x) ®p(,) B(h)] ®
M(y)°P. Since [n 4b;] <b* = n <[bb,]* for any b, € B(v), it further descends to
a map with domain [M(x) @p(u) B(h)] @p(,) M(y)°P. It is easy to check that that
map is isometric (when M(x) ®p(,) B(h) is given the norm of the balanced tensor
product of Hilbert modules), and therefore extends to [M(x) ®, B(h)] ®, M(y)°P.
Now, Assumption (DE8) implies that every element of M (x < k) is the limit of sums
of elements of the form m < b; in other words, the linear map M(x) ®p(,) B(h) —
M(x « h) determined by m © b » m < b has dense range. We conclude the existence
of ¥j,. The remaining properties are easy to check. [ ]

The collection of maps ¥}, stitch together to give an isomorphism of upper semi-
continuous Banach bundles as follows. Let : X *_X°P — F{® be given by t(x, y°F) :=
a(x) = 0°?(»°P), and consider the continuous projection map

fro Hox (X, XP) = X, X, (B, x, y°P) = (%, °P).

The pull-back bundle of the upper semi-continuous Banach bundle .%" via f is the
bundle over the domain of f defined by

{(hx, y°P, &) € [30 %, (X #, XP)] x K f(h,x,y*?) = g2 (§) }
= {(h, &) e H x K :s5c(h) = t(q. (£))}.
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While this bundle is often denoted by f*(.¢"), we will denote it by H *,.# instead,
so that the letter f does not have to be introduced. We make an analogous definition
for o2 x H.

It was shown in [4, Lemma 2.8] that basic open sets of this upper semi-continuous
Banach bundle are of the form U *,V for U € I, V C K open, and the sections

Hoor (X5, XF) = Hox A, (o, y*P) = (B (%, y))s

for T a continuous section of .7, are the continuous sections that uniquely determine
the topology on J{ x, %"

Lemma 3.4 (cf. [4, Theorem 5.20]) The map
\I’: j{s*t'%/_)'%/t*rg—(’ (h’ 5) H(‘{Jh(g))h)>

is an isomorphism of upper semi-continuous Banach bundles covering the homeomor-
phism

yio Hox (X 6, XP) = (X o, XP) 0 H (hox < by y) = (x,(y < )7, h),
In particular, ¥ is jointly continuous.

We remind the reader that “¥ covers ¢’ means that the following diagram com-
mutes:

Ho H —F s K 5, H

Js !

T, (X5, XP) — (X%, XP) 5,30,
So given & € K and h € H with sg¢(h) = t(q.# (§)), this means that
(34) 4 () = (x < hy?) = qx(¥a(§)) = (x, (y < B)P).

Proof To see that V¥ is an isomorphism, we will invoke Lemma B.2 and [4, Proposi-
tion A.8]. Because of Lemma 3.1 and our comment preceding Lemma 3.4, the set

L= {(hx,y™) = (hu(x) ® v(7)°P) : v € (X 1)}

is a collection of continuous sections of J *,.% . As the fibre of J{ *, % over a
given (h,x, y°P) is just K(x, y°P) and since the linear span of {u(x)®v(y):
w,velo(X;#)} is dense in K(x,y°?), we conclude that the linear span of
{y(h,x, y°?) : y € I'} islikewise dense in the fibre of }{ *,.#". We claim that, given any
element y: (h, x, y°P) — (h, u(x) ® v(y)°?) of T, the section ¥ o y o y' of & %, H is
continuous. Indeed, it suffices to check that, if
(x2, (72 @ b)) ) = (%, (y < B)*P, k) in (X, XOP) 2 3G,

then

‘I’hA(y(x,\ ahy))® v(yA)°p) - ‘Ph(y(x ah)® v(y)Op) in K *, H.

Fix &> 0. As mentioned earlier, Assumption (DE8) implies that M(x < h) =
M(x) < B(h), so we may take finitely many elements m; € M(x) and b; € B(h)
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14 A. Duwenig
such that

(3.5) <e.

k
‘/’l(th)_zmi ~b;

i=1

For each 1< i <k, fix a section y; of .# and 7; of % with y;(x) = m; respectively
7;(h) = b;. Since addition in .# and the right Z-action are continuous, the net
(=Y ui(xy) <1i(hy) convergesto { == Y; p;(x) < 7;(h) in M. By [4, Lemma A.3,
(i) = (iii)], we therefore have

(3.6) lim/\sup lu(xr a b)) =G < u(x < h) =] <e.

Note that
k
¥, (G @ v(n)P) = 2 wi(x) ® (V) ~7(m)*)",

and likewise without subscript-A’s. Thus, by continuity of y;, v, 7;, of the involution
in %, of the right #-action, and of addition in .2, combined with Remark 3.2, this
implies that

3.7) i (G @ (1)) = ¥ (@ v(y)*).
Since ¥}, is isometric (W2), we then have for large enough A

[Wi, (@ v(y1)*P) = Wi, ((a < ha) @ v(y0)*P) |
=[x = u(xr < b)) @ v(y)*P|

<10 - ur s i) o)l € ee + D),

where (*) follows from (3.6) and continuity of v. The same computation without
subscripts yields

¥ (C@v(y)*") = ¥n(u(x < B) @ v(y)*P)| < e(e+ [v(¥)])-
As ¢ was arbitrary, Lemma B.1 states that this combined with (3.7) implies
¥, (p(xa 9 1) @ v()*) = Wi (u(x < h) ® v()).

Because each ¥}, is linear, isometric, and surjective, the claim now follows from
Lemma B.2 and [4, Proposition A.8]. [ |

We are now able to proceed with the balancing by defining a relation R on the set
K as follows; the results are adapted from [4, Section 6].

Lemma 3.5 If&,¢&, € Kwith g (&) = (xi,y?p), let
ERE = TFhea(x)Ho(xy) suchthat xy = x1 < h, y, = y1 9 h, V(&) = &.

This defines a closed equivalence relation on the total space K of Z~ whose quotient map
Q:K — K/R is open.

We often write [ €] for Q(£).
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Proof The proof that R is closed is verbatim that given for [4, Lemma 6.2], where it
is also explained why R is an equivalence relation.

To show that the quotient map Q is open, the proof of [4, Proposition 6.8] goes
through for .4 := .Z°P, even though .# was assumed to be an equivalence and
was assumed to be étale in [4]. In fact, étaleness was only needed to be allowed to
invoke [4, Lemma 6.10], but that lemma’s proof holds as long as the range map of
is open (which we assumed here). [

Lemma 3.6  On the quotient of K by R, the map p:K/R - G, [&] = [qu¢ (&) ], is well
defined, surjective, continuous, and open.

Proof The proof of [4, Lemma 6.5] for .4 := .#Z°P goes through, even though .#
was assumed to be an equivalence in that lemma. [ ]

» For the moment, we will write o = (p = p: A — G) for the quotient bundle of
2 by R. Once we have shown that <7 is a Fell bundle that is equivalent to % via ./Z,
we will change notation.

Lemma 3.7 (cf. [4, Proposition 6.6. and Lemma 6.7]) Fix g = f{x | y°P} € G. With
respect to the subspace topology of A = K/R on the fibre A(g) of <, the restriction of the
quotient map Q: K — A to the fibre over (x, y°?) is a homeomorphism:

(3-8) Q(x,y"P): K(x’ yop) = M(x) ®J(x) M(y)op i) A(g)'

The above lemma means that we can give A(g) the Banach space structure that
makes all maps Q(y, yor isomorphisms: for [£;],[&,] € A(g), there exists a unique h €
H such that g (&) = q.¢ (¥ (&2)), and we may let

M&]+A2[6e] = [M& + LW, (8)] and  [[E]] = €] kqey) -

Note that, in light of the Hilbert module isomorphism in Equation (3.1), we can also
think of the fibres of o' as generalized compact operators:

(3.9) Kp(oxy) (M(y), M(x)) — A([x, yP]).

Proof If &, € K(x, y°P), then since the H-action on X is free, h = g(x) € H is
the only possible element that allows & R #, in which case ¥;, (%) = 7 (since h is a unit)
and hence & = 7. Thus, Qo) is injective. For surjectivity, note that Q is surjective,
so any element a of A(g) can be written as a = Q(&) for £ ¢ K with [q¢ ()] =g =
+{x | y°°}. In particular, there exists h € H with g (£) = (x < h, (y « h)°P), so that
(&) € K(x, ) and a = Q() = Qqs,ery (¥4 ().

Since p = p.y is continuous, A(g) = p.,,({g}) is closed in A, and so continuity of
Q implies continuity of Q(y, ,er). To see that Q(y,,er) is closed (and hence a homeo-
morphism), we follow the idea in the proof of [4, Lemma 6.7]: Let F ¢ K(x, y°P) be
a closed set. To show that Q(F) ¢ A(g) is closed, it suffices to show that it is closed
in A, i.e, that Q' (Q(F)) is closed in K. So assume &, — & in K with Q(¢&)) € Q(F);
we must prove that Q(&) € Q(F). Since Q(&,) € F, there exist 77, € F with #, R ).
Since F € K(x, y°P), this means there exist h) € o(x)H with g (&) = (x < hy,
(y < hy)°P) and ¥y, (&)) = 2. Since &) — &, we have

(x 9k, (ya b)) = g (&) = g (§) = (x0,¥")-
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Since the H-action on X is proper, it follows from [28, Proposition 2.17] that (a
subnet of) {h, }, converges to, say, h; since X is Hausdorff, it follows that (xo, y;*) =
(x<ah,(y<h)°P). Since ¥ is jointly continuous, we conclude that (a subnet of)
#a = Wn, (&1) converges to ¥, (&) in K. Since #, € F and F is closed in K(x, y°P) and
hence also in K, we have ¥, () € F. Since & R W}, (), this means that £ € Q'(Q(F)),
as needed. [ ]

Lemma 3.8 The bundle o/ —equipped with the quotient topology on A = K/R and with
the fibrewise linear structure inherited from ¢ via the maps given in (3.8)—is an upper
semi-continuous Banach bundle. With respect to this topology, all sections of the form

[x, ] = [u(x) ® v(y)F]
are continuous, where y, v are continuous sections of M .

Proof That o/ is an upper semi-continuous Banach bundle follows from an appli-
cation of [4, Proposition 6.13]; here, we need that both {_|_}:X * X - §
and Q:K — A are open quotient maps (Lemma 3.5) and that Q) is surjective
(Lemma 3.7) and a linear isometry (by definition of the linear structure on each fibre

of o).
That the given section is continuous follows since ;{_ | _} is open, y ® v*P is a
continuous section of # (Lemma 3.1), and Q is continuous. [ |

At this point, we will diverge from what was done in [4] and prove that o/ =
(par:A — G) is not just an upper semi-continuous Banach bundle but actually a
Fell bundle; see Theorem 3.17. In particular, we need to construct two maps, namely
a multiplication _-_:.&/® — A and an involution _*:A - A. Conceptually, the
involution is easier, so this is where we will start.

Lemma 3.9 There exists a unique bijective, fibrewise isometric and conjugate-linear
map Flip: % — J¢ that covers the homeomorphism

E1ipiX o, XP > X % XP, (3,5%) o> (3,5%),
and that is fibrewise given on dense spanning elements by
K(x,y?) - K(y,x
(3.10) (xy 0) ( i )
m®n? »nem®.

Note that the following diagram commutes:

K(x « by y°P) — 222 K(y, (x < h)°P)

(3.11) \th( J‘Ph

K(x, (y < h")?) — 22 K(ya b, xoP).
Proof To see that the map F1lip exists on each fibre, fix (x, y°?) € X *_ X°P and
let u=0(x)=0(y). Recall that K(x, y°P) is isomorphic to Kg(,)(M(y), M(x))
as bi-Hilbert Kp(,) (M (x)) — Kp(,)(M(y))-bimodules. With this identification, the
restriction of F11ip to this fibre is given by |m) (n| — |n)(m]|, or in other words, F1ip
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is the adjoint map T +~ T*. In particular, F11ip is fibrewise antilinear and isometric.
Its continuity is built into the topology on .#": If 4, v are continuous sections of ./Z,
then y ® v°P and v ® u°P are continuous sections of #". Since F11ip transforms the
former into the latter, it is continuous and open by an application of [4, Propositions
A7 and A.8].° ]

Continuity of F1ip and continuity and openness of the quotient map Q now
immediately imply the following.

Corollary 3.10  On the quotient bundle <7, there exists a unique continuous, fibrewise
conjugate-linear map _.*: A — A given by [£]* = [F1ip(&)].

Now that we have (a candidate for) the involution on .27, we proceed to construct
the multiplication. Recall that our end goal is not only to show that <7 is a Fell bundle
but also that there is a left action - of .27 on .. We want this action to behave nicely
with respect to the multiplication in the sense that a; > (a; b m) = (a; - ay) b m; it
is therefore easier to first construct a candidate for the left-action and then use it to
construct the multiplication. Like with the involution, we first do everything on the
level of JZ before we move to its quotient &7. For clarity, we remind the reader that
the fibre of " over (x, y°P) € X .+, X°P is given by K(x, y°P) = M(x) ®4(xy M(y)°P.

Lemma 3.11 For (x, y°?) € X +_ X°P, there exists a continuous bilinear map
Dy K(x, y7) x M(y) — M(x)

determined on elementary tensors by

(3.12) O, ,(meon? k)=m<(n]|k),.
Forall £ € K(x, y°?) and k € M(y), it satisfies
(3.13) | @y (&, k)| < €] (1K -

Proof The existence of @, follows from the following, well-studied isomorphisms
of bi-Hilbert A — A-modules for any full right-Hilbert A-module Y: Firstly, the map
Y°P ®k Y — A determined by y;* ® y» ~ (y1 | y1)%, and secondly, Y ® 4 A — Y deter-
mined by y ® a — y- a. In our situation, A = B(u) where u = d(x) = o(y), and we
use first M(y) and then M(x) to take the role of Y. To be precise, if we write K for
Ky (M(»)), then

K(x,y°P) x M(y) » (M(x) ®, M(y)?) ®x M(y) = M(x) ®, B(u) = M(x).

The claim about the norm is also well known, but we add it here for completion.
Since @, , is continuous, it suffices to prove the claim for & = Yom® ¥, asum of
elementary tensors. We have

2

| @, (&R = S Jmi < (g | K)o ) (my < (i )|

i,j

>

DESTADS

>To be pedantic, [4] only deals with fibrewise linear rather than antilinear maps, so the cited results
give an isomorphism % — . °P of Banach bundles determined by m ® n°? — (n ® m°P)°P covering
the map (x, y°P) — (y, x°P)°P. But we can then compose that map with the homeomorphism .7 °P —

HLEP S E
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where the norm on the right-hand side is the operator norm on Kp(,y (M(x)). Note
that (n; | k), € B(u) acts by Kp(,)(M(x))-adjointable operators, so that

|@y (&R = | i) ((m; < (nj | k)y) <k | mi).,

i,j

Now, (1| k) (k| ni), =(n;| k <(k|n;),), by (DE4). Since k,n; € M(y), we
further know that k < (k | n;},, = |k) (k|(n;). Recall that |k)(k| is a positive element
of Kg(uy(M(y)), so we can write it as T* T. In particular,

2

|@0y (&) = | 3 Imi) (my <(Tn; | Tni).|

i,j

Since ||>; m; ® (Tn;)°P| < |1e T| HZ,- m; ® n?pH and [1® T|| = ||T| = | k|, we con-
clude that

(3.2) ‘

Zm,- (%) (Tf’l,')oP

| @ (& RO < 1€ K]
as claimed. |
Bilinearity of @, helps us prove the following result.

Lemma 3.12  For any u € H” and any y € Xu, there exists a map

Uy L K(ey®)xK(p,2%) > || K(x,2%)

x,2€Xu x,2€Xu
determined by
(3.14) Uy(men?, ny® k) =(m~(n | nz),)®k”.
These maps have the following properties:
(U1) When restricted to a fibre K(x, y°?) x K(y,2%?) — K(x,2°), U,, is bilinear.

(U2) Each U, satisfies | U, (&, )| < [[€] [1] and | U, (& F1in(8))] = |€]*
(U3) Ifh € uJ, then V), o U},qh =Uyo (W), x \Ph).

(U4) We have F1ip(U, (& 1)) = Uy(Flip(q),Flip(f)).

Note that “equivariance” of U (Condition (U3)) is equivalent to commutativity of
the following diagram for all x, z:

Uya
K(x<hh™ 5 yP) x K(y < h,h™ 5 2%°) —" K(x < h,h™ > z°P)

(3.15) ¥, x th’ J{‘I’h

U.
K(x,y%) x K(y,2°) 4 > K(x,2°P).

Proof of Lemma 3.12 The existence of U, follows from observations of general
Hilbert C*-modules similar to those following Lemma 1.5: If X, Y, Z are full right-
Hilbert C*-modules over a C*-algebra A, then the maps

(316) (X®4YP) OK,(Y) (Y®uZ?) — X@4Z% — Ku(Z,X)
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determined by

xey)e(ez?) — (x(nlyn))ez? — [x(n|y))

are isomorphisms of bi-Hilbert K4 (X) — K4(Z)-modules. The above isomorphism
can be precomposed with the universal bilinear map X ®4 Y? x Y ®4 Z°? —
(X®4 YP) ®k, (v) (Y ®4 Z°P). We apply this to the case where Y = M(y) and A =
B(u). Condition (U1) is therefore by construction.

(U2) Since the maps in (3.16) are isomorphisms of modules (in particular, they are
isometric), we have |U, (&, 77)| = | £ ® 5| for £ € K(x, y°P) and 1 € K(y,2°), which
is known (or easily shown) to be bounded by ||| | #|. In particular, U, is not just linear
but also continuous on each fibre. For the second claim, it therefore suffices to consider
one of the dense elements & = 3°; m; ® n;’ in which case F1ip(§) = Xini® m;.)p and

(317) U(&F1ip(§)) = Y (mi <(ni | n)),) @ mF.
ij
Again, since the maps in (3.16) are isometric, we see that

[U(&F1ip(§))] =

>

> |mi <{ni | nj),)(mj|
ij

which equals || £* by Equation (3.2).
(U3) The properties of <and of (_ | _), imply that

(m b)) (n | ny), =m<(b{n | n2),) =m~<(n <b* | ny),

whenever m,n;,np € M and beB are chosen such that the left (and
hence each) side of the above equations makes sense. Likewise, we have
(n | ny <b), =(n1 | na),b. For heul, suppose we are given elements
bieB(h),me M(x),n € M(y<h),ny e M(y),k € M(z< h). Then

(W o0 Uth)((m b)) @ n?, (ny <by) ® k°p)

= ‘{’h((m b)) (n | ny <by), ® k°P) = ‘Ph([m < (bi(n1 | n2),)] b, ® kOP)
= (m < (ny b | ny),) ® (b k°P)

= Uy(m ® (b n?),n, ® (by b k°p))

= (Uy o ¥y x ¥),)((m <by) @ ), (ny <by) ® k°P).

Because of continuity and (bi)linearity of ¥, and of Uy, U,.s, we conclude that
Wy, 0 Uyap = Uy 0 W), x ¥y, as claimed. One likewise checks that (U4) holds for for
elementary tensors, and again uses (bi)linearity and continuity of Uy, and of F1ip to
deduce the claim. [ ]

Similarly to how we constructed ¥ in Lemma 3.4 out of the maps ¥; from
Lemma 3.3, we now want to “stich together” the maps @, , on the one hand and the
maps U, on the other hand, to bundle maps. To do so, we first need a definition.

Definition 3.1 For two upper semi-continuous Banach bundles .2 = (M — X) and
A = (N - Y), consider the productbundle .# x A" = (M x N - X x Y); the norm
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onitsfibre over (x, y) can be chosen as the maximum of the norms of M(x) and N(y),
and it is given the component-wise vector space structure. The global topology of the
total space M x N of ./ x .4 is induced by the C-linear span of sections of the form
(x,y) ~ (u(x),v(y)), where y and v are continuous sections of .# respectively .4

If f:X - Z and g:Y — Z are continuous functions into some other topological
space, then we write ./ x ./ for the restriction of .# x .4 to the closed subset
X * .Y of the base X x Y.

We now let fir,sec: X+, X°? - X be given by £ir(x, y°P) = x respectively
sec(x, y°P) = y (“f£ir” for “first’, “sec” for “second”).

Lemma 3.13  Writing @, o) for the map ®,, of Lemma 3.11, the map

O A MM, (&m) = Dy (§,m),

sec q

is bilinear, jointly continuous, and covers the continuous surjection

(X%, XP) oy X = X, (x5, y) = x.
Note that @ is not a homomorphism of Banach bundles, since @ is not fibrewise
linear.

Proof Since @, lands in M(x) by construction, ® covers (x, y°?, y) = x. To see
that @ is jointly continuous, assume that we are given a convergent net (&,,k,) —
(& k) in K__x M, and let (&), k) = (x1, )", y21) and q(&, k) = (x, y°P, y); note
that x) — x and y) — y in X. To prove that ®(&),k,) - ®(&, k), fix § > 0; we must
find x € To(X;.#) with |D(&, k) — k(x)| < and |D(&), ky) — k(x,)]|| < & for large
A [4, Lemma A.3].

Because of how the topology on .7 is defined and because &, — & in %', we can
find finitely many nets m; ; — mj and n;, — n; in M such that

£ Ky L Ky
(3.18) E-Ymient|l<———, |H-Ympeont| <.
; P 2(]k] + 1) ,; PR 2(] k] + 1)
Since (_ | _), is jointly continuous, this implies that for each j, (nj, | k), —

(nj| k), in B. Since _. < _ is jointly continuous, this in turn implies that

Zm]14 nialka)s Zml (nj| k),

That means that we can find a section « of .Z with

)
3.19 -, -
(3.19) <5 <5

¢
Z mj < (n;| k), —r(x)
j=1

V4
Yomin <nja | ki), —r(xn)
j=1

forall A > 1. Let A be large enough such that we also have | |k, | — | k|| | < 1. Linearity
of @ in the first component yields:
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4
[ (& k) - r(x)] < + || 2o mi Ay k) — (x)

4
(£, k) = 3 my (s | k).,
j=1

=1
(3.19) £ o )
< CD(E—ij@ban,k) +§
(313) o (318)
&- Zm]®np k| + 5,
j=1

and the exact same computation with subscript-A’s yields |® (&, k) ) — x(x,)]| < & for
large A, which proves the claim. [ ]

We proceed with stitching together the U, ’s.

Lemma 3.14 The map

U A K~ (& 1) = Usee(e)(§:1),
is bilinear, jointly continuous, and covers the continuous surjection
(X% XP) e (XX XP) > XX, (5,9, ,2%) o> (3,2%).

Moreover, given p,&,ne€K and me M with (u,&),(&n) e K and

(&m) et x M, wehave

sec flr

c

(320) ©(U(p, &), m) = ®(u, (& m)) and thus U(U(u, &),17) = U(w, U(& 1))

Proof To see that U is jointly continuous, assume that {(£,,#,)}, is a net in
A+, that converges to (&, 17) Let (x), ") = g (&), which converges

to (x,y°P) = g (£), and let (y1,2)7) = g (12), which converges to (y,z°P) :=
g (n). Fix an arbitrary 6 € (0,1); by [4, Lemma A.3], we should find a section
k€ To(X ,*, X°P; ¢ ) with

|U(& 1) - k(x,2°?)| <48 and |U(&rm) - K(xa.237) | < 48

for large A. Because of how the topology on %" is defined and because &, — &, 17, = 1
in JZ, there exist elements

() e M(x)) © M(y,)° converging to { € M(x) ® M(y)°® in K
and elements
X1 € M(yy) © M(z,)°P converging to y € M(y) © M(z)°® in K

such that
é
(3.21) 1E=ClI 16 =Gl < and |- x|, [m -l < 77—
[n]+1 H 1€l +1

for large A. Here, it is important to point out that ® refers to the algebraic tensor
product, so each of the elements considered above is a finite sum of elementary tensors.
Note that

(3.22) U(m @ n°, k@ (°P) = D(m @ n°®, k) @ (°P,
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so using bilinearity of U and continuity of ®, the fact that {} - {and y) - yin K and
that addition and scalar multiplication is continuous on ., imply that

U(Gx) = UG x)

for these particular sums of elementary tensors (, x1. This convergence means that
we can find a section x of Z with

(3.23) ||U(Q,X,\) - H(X,\,Z;P)” <8and |U(( x) - k(x,2°P)| < 6.
Combining this with Condition (U2), we conclude for large A:

[U(&n) = sz < JU(E [n = xD)] + [U(LE= D2+ [U(8 x) = w2
<[[ &l I =l + 1€ = Cllxl + 6 by (323), (U2)

<38 by (3.21).
We likewise get for A large enough such that ||&] - ||&,] | and | |7 — |#all| are
bounded by 1,
[U(&r ) = (e, 20)| < J&l T2 = xall + 1€ = Gl lxall + 9
(3.21) é 1)
< ([él+1) lxall +
[ +1" Tl +1
Note that
Ll <l =mall + lmall < lxa = mall + gl +1< H H +nl+1,
so that
) 1) 1)
lxal < [+|q|+1]gza.
Il +1 [l +1 L&l +1
We conclude that
|UCEn ) - k(. 20)] < (€] +1) Hfl\ 42848 <48,
as needed.

For (3.20), it likewise suffices to prove the claims for elementary tensors
p=4® mfp, E=m,® n;)p, and 7 =n, ® k°?. The computations make use of
P-linearity of (_ | ), and are left to the reader. [

For the next result, we remind the reader that we denote the groupoid X xg¢ X°P =
(X %, X°P)/H by G and that we write 7/ == 7g 0 poy and soy =5 © poy.

Lemma 3.15 On the quotient bundle of = (pos:A — G), the following map is well
defined, continuous, and fibrewise bilinear:

et @O ={([E () e Ax Arsy ([8]) =ra (1))} > A,
given by

[8]- [n] = [U(& ()]
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where U is as defined in Lemma 3.14 and h € 3 is the unique element such that
secy (&) = £ir (¥n(n)).

Remark 3.16 If (g1, £2) € G, we may choose representatives (x, y°P) and (y°F, z)
of g respectively g,. If we then identify the fibres A(g1), A(g2) with K(x, y°P) =
M(x) ®q(xy M(y)°P and K(y,z°?) via (3.8), then the map ._. - __ is fibrewise on dense
spanning sets given by

oot A(g) xA(g) - K(x,2°P) = A(g1g)

(3.24)
(my @ n¥,my @ ny¥) > (my < (ny | my) %) @ ny.
Proof of Lemma 3.15  Since Uy, o (W), x ¥;) = ¥}, 0 Uyap, themap m = _ - _ is well

defined. Since Uy, and ¥}, are linear, linearity of m follows directly from the definition
of the fibrewise Banach space structure on 7.

To see that it is continuous, we will invoke openness of the quotient map Q: Suppose
{x2}x is a net in &7 which converges to x. Since it suffices to show that a subnet of
{m(x1)}1 converges to m(y), we can without loss of generality assume that the entire
net {y) }1 liftstoanet {(&,,7,)}, in K x K that converges to alift (£, 7) of y (here, we
have made use of [28, Proposition 1.1 (Fell’s criterion)] for the open map Q). Denote
g (&) = (x2,y77). Since y € &7, we may let hy, h € H be the unique elements
such that g¢ (Wh, (11)) = (12,27) and q.¢ (¥i(n)) = (y,2°P) for some z),z € X.
Since &, — &, it follows that y; — y. Since #; — # and qjg(‘I’hA(m)) =(m27)
we further have that () < hy, hy' > 237) = g () = (y < h, h™" » z°P). Since both y,
and y, < h) converge, it follows from properness and freeness of the H{-action on X
that a subnet of {h, }, converges to h; again, without loss of generality we can assume
that the entire net converges. By continuity of ¥, we conclude that ¥, (71) - ¥ ().
Since U is jointly continuous by Lemma 3.14, we therefore have

U (& ¥h, (m)) — U(&Wu(n))
in K, which suffices since Q is continuous. ]
We arrive at our first main result.

Theorem 3.17  With respect to the multiplication in Lemma 3.15 and the involution in
Corollary 3.10, the upper semi-continuous Banach bundle of described in Lemma 3.8 is
a saturated Fell bundle over the groupoid G = X xg9¢ X°P, called the imprimitivity Fell
bundle of .Z.

Proof We will check the conditions as stated in [4, Definition 2.9]. It is clear that
multiplication _ - _ is bilinear and that _* is conjugate linear and self-inverse; this
takes care of Conditions (F2), (F6), and (F8). For the following, fix ([£],[#]) € & @,
and let h € H be the unique element such that q_¢ (&) = (x, y°P) and q.» (¥, (1)) =
(,2°P), meaning that g~ () = (y < h, h™ > z°P).

(F1) Since U, (&, \I’h(ﬂ)) € K(x,2°?) and since po/([&]) = [gqx (&)], we get the
first and last equality in the following computation:

P ([€]-[n]) = [x,2°7] = [, y*") - [, 2°°] = par ([§]) - par ([11])-
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(F3) Associativity of the multiplication can be shown using uniqueness of A,
the second identity in (3.20), commutativity of Diagram (3.15), and the fact that
Yy = ¥y, o Wyr; the details are left as an exercise.

(F4) The definition of the norm on the fibres of .« implies that

(¥2)

18- ()l = 10, (& )] S 10 1) | 2 180 Il = 0EED0 10

proving that multiplication is norm-decreasing.

(F5) Since por([&]*) = [q# (F1ip(&))] and since [x, y°P]™ = [y,x°P] in G, we
have that ._.* maps A(g) to A(g™).

(F7) We must show that ([&] - [n])* = [#]* - [£]*. We have

([&1-[nD)" = [FLip (U,(& ¥(m))]
:[Uy(Flip(‘I’h(q)),Flip(f))] by (U4)
= [Uy(‘l’h(Fl ip(n)),F1 ip(f))] by commutativity of Diag. (3.11)
- [Uy(Flip(n),‘I’h-l(Flip(E)))] by (U3) and definition of R,

which is exactly [#]* - [&]*.

(F9) It is clear that |[[£]] = [[£]*]. To show ||[£]-[&]*|| = [I[£]||% note that # :=
Flip(&) has q.¢ (%) = (¥, x°P); in particular, u := 0(x) is the unique element of
with sec (&) = £ir (Wu(n)). Since ¥, is the identity, we conclude that

[€]-[&]" = [U, (& F1ip(§))],

which has norm equal to | £]* = [[£]] by (U2), as needed.

(F10) To see that [&]-[&]* > 0, we again invoke [24, Lemma 2.65]: The matrix
with i, j-entry (n; | nj),, is positive, so there exists a matrix (b;,;);,j over B(u) such
that (n; | n;),, = ¥, birbj;. In particular, the B(u)-balancing in M(x) ®, M(y)°?
allows us to write

z(mz ~(ni | nj),) @ m" = Zl(mi < (bibj)) @ m®
i,j i,j,

= Z(Z mi 417,‘1) ® (Z mJ <bjl)0P.
1 i j
If we let x; == }; m; < b;;, then this combined with (3.17) shows that

[€]- (€] = [U,(&F1ip(§))] = ; [xex"].

Since the element x; ® x(l)p of K(x,x°P) is positive (it corresponds to the positive
operator |x;) (x| in Kp(,)(M(x))), and since the algebra A([x, x°P]) is *-isomorphic
to K(x, x°P) (see Remark 3.16), the claim follows.

Lastly, to see that o7 is saturated, we must show that the linear span of elements of
the form [&] - 5] for [&] € A([x, y°P]) and [#] € A([y,2°P]) is dense in A([x,z°P]).
When we consider that A([x, y°P]) @ M(x) ®, M(y)°? and that these isomorphisms
respect the multiplicative and linear structure we defined on .27, then the claim follows
directly from the first isomorphism in Equation (3.16). [ ]
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4 Equivalence from the imprimitivity Fell bundle to the
“coefficient bundle”

We now proceed to equip the right %-demi-equivalence .# with the structure
of a left o/-demi-equivalence, where &/ = (p:A - G) is the quotient of J# =
(K - X %, X°P) by the equivalence relation R defined in Lemma 3.5; we have shown
in Theorem 3.17 that ¢/ is a Fell bundle.

Proposition 4.1 Thereis a map b _: A x M — M given by
(4.1) [§]> m = q)x,y(\yh(f)a m)

where y =q.4(m) and where (x,h) e X » H is the unique element such that
g (Y (&)) = (x, y°P). This map furthermore has the following properties.°

(LAL) It covers the map . > ;G F,X =X and

(LA2) [&]b (m «b) = ([E] > m) < b for all appropriate b € B.

Of course, _. > _ will turn out to be an action in the sense of [4, Definition 2.10];
in particular, it is continuous, which one can indeed show by hand. But thanks to
Proposition 2.3, we can make do with proving fewer properties.

Proof of Proposition 4.1 Write p o/ ([£]) = [x1,x57]. Since ([£],m) € A » M, we
have sg ([x1,x57]) = p.#(m) = [y, y°P], which means that there exists a unique h €
such that [x1, x;7] = [x1 < h, y°P]. Now that the second component is fixed as y°P, the
first component x = x; < h is also uniquely determined, and satisfies o (x) = sg¢(h).
In other words, we have argued that the equality s s ([£]) = p.» (m) implies that there
exists a unique representative Wy, (&) € K of the R-equivalence class [£] for which
g (Ph(&)) has .4 (m)°P as its second component: ¥, (&) € M(x) ®4(x) M(y°P).
We can now invoke Lemma 3.11 to conclude that [&] > m is a well-defined element
of M(x).
(LA1) Follows from pu([€]) > qu(m) =[x, x¥]vy=[x,yP]py=x=
Q. ([§]> m).
(LA2) We compute
Dy y(men® k) <db=(m=(n|k),)<b=m~<((n]|k),b)
=m~<(n|k~b), =0 ,(men® k~b),
so that bilinearity and continuity of ® implies
Dy y(m. k) 4b =D, (1, k <b)
for any appropriate # € K. The claim follows. [ ]
Proposition 4.2 The map _(_ | _): M + M — A given by
LAm|n)=[men?]

has the following properties.”

SThe LA in “(LAn)” stands for “left action.”
7The LIP in “(LIPn)” stands for “left inner product.”
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(LIP1) It covers the map {_|_}:X x,X —> G, meaning that p. (. (m|n))»
q.u(n) = 4.a(m);

(LIP2) it is continuous and fibrewise linear in the first and antilinear in the second
component

(LIP3) (m|n)" = (n|m);

(LIP4) [&]- (m|n) = ([ El> m | n) forall[£] € Awith sy ([E]) = p.w(m); and

(LIP5) _(my | ma) b= ms = my < (my | m3) .

Proof The map is clearly well defined. Property (LIP1) follows immediately from
Equation (1.3).

(LIP2) Sesquilinearity is obvious. For continuity, it suffices to check that the map
M % ,M — K, (m,n) » m®n°P, is continuous since the quotient map & — <&/
is continuous. But said continuity is built into the definition of .Z”s topology; see
Lemma 3.1.

(LIP3) Follows from the definition of the involution * on .

(LIP4) Recall from Proposition 4.1 that

(] mi = (Dx,y(\yh(f)a ml)

where y =q_4(m;) and where (x,h) € X + J is the unique element such that
g (Ph(&)) = (x, y°P), so that
AL my [ ma) = [@,, (¥ (8), m1) © m3F ]
= [U(‘Ph (&, m® mgp)] by Equation (3.22)
= [§]- [mem3®] = [&]- (mi|ma),
so (LIP4) holds.
(LIP5) Let y = g (m3) and let h € H and x € X be the unique elements such that
g (Wn(mi @ my?)) = (x, y°P). Because of (3.4), we know that g4 (m;) = x < h and
q.#(my) = y <« h.In particular, we can approximate mj by Y°; n; < b; for finitely many
n; € M(x) and b; € B(h). In the following final computation, the first instance of ~

is valid because @, and ¥}, are continuous and linear (see (¥2)), and the second
because the right %-action on ./ is continuous by (DE16).

4.1 [}
SAmy | my) - ms = [my @ myP | mj (4D CDx,y(‘I’h(ml ® mzp),m3)

MY Dy, (Wi ([ni 4] @ m3F), m3)
CD S @, ,(n; @ (my <b7 )P, ms)
C2 S i A (my b7 | m3).,
= Zi ni A(bi(my | msz),) ~my < (my | ms),,.
]

Corollary 4.3 The saturated Fell bundle </ is equivalent to % via A with the
o -action and o/ -inner product specified in Propositions 4.1 and 4.2, respectively. In
particular, the left action is continuous.
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» For the remainder of the paper, we will frequently denote the imprimitivity Fell
bundle .7 of A by of = M ®5 A °P in analogy with X x4 X°P and with X ® 4 X°P.
However, the notation o/ = K(.#) also lends itself well and has the advantage that
it makes explicit reference to the underlying bundle # (and the fact that it is acting
on the right-hand side).

Proof of Corollary 4.3 We first check that ./ is a left .27-demi-equivalence. In the
following lists, all references are either to Proposition 4.1 or to Proposition 4.2.

(DE1) was shown in (LAl);
(DE2) was shown in (LIP1);
(DE3) was shown in (LIP2);
(DE4) was shown in (LIP4); and
(DE5) was shown in (LIP3).

For the remaining conditions necessary for a demi-equivalence that we have not
checked previously, note that each M(x) is a full right-Hilbert C*-module by (DE9),
and so it is an imprimitivity bimodule between M(x) ®, M(x)°® and B(u) for
u = 0(x). All structure with which we equipped the bundle <7 is compatible with the
homeomorphism A(p(x)) ¥ M(x) ®, M(x)°P in Lemma 3.7; in other words, with
the restriction to M(x) of the given %7 -action and ¢ -inner product on .#, we recover
exactly the structure that M (x) naturally carries. In particular:

(DE6): Wehave _(m | m) > 0inthe C*-algebra A(p_»(m)),and _(m | m) = 0 only
itm=0.

(DE7): By [24, Lemma 2.30], the norm of (m | m),, in B(c(x)) coincides with the
norm of m ® m°? in M(x) ®, M(x)°? which, by definition, is exactly the
norm of [m® m°?] = _(m|m) in A(p(x)). Since .# is a right #-demi-
equivalence, the norm m ~ ||(m | m),, 12 agrees with the norm that the
upper semi-continuous Banach bundle ./ already carries, which is therefore
in turn identical to the norm m — || {(m | m) Hl/z.

(DES8): For each x € X, the linear span of {_(m; | m,):m; € M(x)} is dense in
A(p(x)), since M(x) is an imprimitivity bimodule.

That A(p(x)) = M(x) ®, M(x)°P further implies that Assumption (2) of Proposi-
tion 2.3 is satisfied. Since Assumptions (1) and (3) were shown in (LA2) and (LIP5),
respectively, we can conclude that ./ is an equivalence by Proposition 2.3. [ ]

5 The imprimitivity Fell bundle: Uniqueness

For the next result, we remind the reader of Remark 1.1: given a (G, 3)-groupoid
equivalence X and two elements x, y € X with the same J{-anchor, we write )f{ x| y°P}
for the unique element of G that satisfies ’f{x | y°P} oy = x.

Proposition 5.1 (cf. [1, Corollary 3.11])  Suppose o = (A— G), &' = (A" = G§'), and

PB = (B — H) are Fell bundles over groupoids G,5G', H respectively, and that M =
(.M — X) is both an (o, RB)- and an (', PB)-Fell bundle equivalence. Then
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there exists a unique Fell bundle isomorphism Q: of — </’ determined by the following
commutative diagram.

o Q s of!

o{m|n) > om | n)
Py A\ 3 Parr
s1a.(m) | a(n)?} —— J{qu(m) | q.a(n)?}

S - > g’

Proof of Proposition 5.1 By Corollary 4.3, we may without loss of generality assume
that & = .# ®z M°P and G = X xg¢ X°P. In that setting, {q.#(m)|q.»(n)°P}
is exactly [q.z(m),q.#(n)] €G; see Lemma 1.3. We also remind the reader that
w: X x3¢ X > G, [x,y°P] > {x | y°P}, is known to be an isomorphism of topolog-
ical groupoids. It is therefore clear that @’ ~ w* ("), and so we may without loss of
generality assume that §' = G (and hence w = id and &' = w*(&")). As before, we
will denote the anchor maps of X by 0: X — H® and p: X - §©,x — [x, x°P]. Recall
that G = X/H via [x, x°P] — x « H.

To construct Q, we will first construct a surjective bundle map QO > o
covering the quotient map X *_ X°P — G, (x, y°P) — [x, y°P]. We will then show that
Q) is constant on R-equivalence classes (where R is as in Lemma 3.5), so that Q induces
abundle map Q from the quotient .# ® z .#°P = Q(.%") to &/’ covering the identity
map § — §. After we have shown that Q) is injective, we will then prove the conditions
in [4, Propositions A.7 and A.8] to deduce that () is open and continuous and hence
the claimed isomorphism of Fell bundles.

We define Q) fibrewise. Fix u € 1 and x, y € Xu, let g := [x, y°P], and consider

(5.1) M(x) x M(y)*® > A'(g),  (m,n°") > J{m|n).

By the assumption on the left .o7’-valued inner product on .#, this map is bilinear.
Moreover, by [4, Corollary 4.6]°, we have ““(m <b|n) = “(m|n <b*) forall b e
B(u), meaning that the map in (5.1) descends to a linear map

Q(x,}"’P):M(x) OB(u) M(y)op - A,(g)’
determined by
fl(x,yop)(m o n®?) = “m|n),

where M(x) ®p(,) M(y)°P denotes the balanced algebraic tensor product.

We claim that Q(x,yop) has dense range. Since &/’ is a Fell bundle, A’(g) is an
A'(x « H) - A'(y « H)-imprimitivity bimodule, so by [24, Proposition 2.33 (Hewitt-
Cohen)], any element of A’(g) can be written as aga,,q¢ for some a, € A’(g) and
some ayq5¢ € A’(y < 3), where the product is the multiplication in the Fell bundle

8Note that we cannot simply invoke the assumption that each M(x) is an imprimitivity bimodule
([22, Definition 6.1(c)]), because we are in the setting where x might not equal y.
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&/'. By assumption, M(y) is a A’(y « H) - B(u)-imprimitivity bimodule. In partic-
ular, (M(y) | M(y)) is dense in A’(y <« 3{), meaning we can approximate d,.s
by linear combinations of elements of the form #(n’|n) for n’,n e M(y). Since
ag ¥(n'" | n) = fi{aghn'|n)andag > n' € M(g v y) = M(x),we conclude that the
arbitrary element a ¢yaac of A’(g) can be approximated by linear combinations of
elements of the form :%(m | n) for m e M(x),n € M(y), as claimed.

Since .# is an equlvalence, M(x) is an imprimitivity bimodule between
A'(p(x)) = A’'(x <« 3) and B(o(x)) = B(u), so that there exists a canonical isomor-
phism A’(x < 3() = Kp(,)(M(x)) of C*-algebras. In particular, the norm with which
we equip M(x) ®p(,)y M(y)°P, is unambiguously given by Equation (3.2) and, using
the *-isomorphism, can be rewritten to

1/2

k
Z Wni (m;i | mjyg | nj)

Using the properties [4, Definition 2.9, (F9)] and [4, Definition 2.11, (FE2.b), (FE2.c),
(FE2.d)], we therefore see that each Q(x,yop) is isometric and hence extends to a map
on the completion K(x, y°P) of M(x) ®p(,) M(y)°P. All in all, we get a fibrewise
linear map

Q: K= LI K y) = A (g),

(x,y°P)eX, * XP g€$
determined by
Q(men®) = fi(m|n),

covering the quotient map X+, X°F — G.
Next, fix u,v € H®, heuHv, and x € Xu, y € Xv. For an arbitrary but fixed
element & = 3, (m; <b;) © ni® of M(x < h) ®(,y M(y)°P, we have

Qx,yory (P (£)) = Z Am; | n; <AbF) by definition of ¥, see (3.3)

= Z 2m; b | ny) = f)(x,yop)(f) by [4, Corollary 4.6].

Since Q(x,yop)(‘l’h(f)) = Q(x,yop)(f) for all & in the algebraic tensor product, we
conclude that Q descends to a bundle map

Q: MRy M > ', determinedby Q([m & n°®])= “(m|n),

covering the identity map § — G. We must now show that this map is a continuous
open bijection.

Since Q covers the identity map, surjectivity of Q follows from the fact that
each Q(x,yop) has dense range, and injectivity of Q follows since each Q(x,yop) is
isometric. To see that Q) is continuous, suppose that we have a convergent net in
o = M @z M, say [£,] - [£]; by (2) = (1) in [23, Theorem 18.1], it suffices
to show that a subnet of {Q([&;])}, converges to Q([&]). Since the quotient map
Q: % — o/ is open (Lemma 3.5), we can without loss of generality assume that
&)~ &in . Let qp (&) = (x),y7") with limit g (&) = (x,y) in X % X°P. We
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now invoke the definition of the topology on .%#” (Lemma 3.1; see also [4, Lemma A.3]):
for any given ¢ > 0, we can find finitely many continuous sections y;, v; of .# and a
Ao such that for all A > Ay, we have

(5.2) <e.

k
fu- 2 m(1) @ ()7

< eand ‘ - Zk:,“i(x) ®vi(y)®

The norm on each fibre A([x, y°P]) of &7 is defined as the norm on one of its lifts under
Q, meaning that Q restricted to M(x) ®, M(y)°® is isometric. Since Q is likewise
isometric, (5.2) implies

l&aD) - ([X, ui(x2) ®vi(y2)®])| < eand

(5.3)
[oED - (X, mx) @ vi()*])] <.
By definition of Q,
Q([3 mix) @vi(n)P]) = 30, i (x) [ vi(y)).-
By assumption on .#, #%(_|_) is continuous, so that continuity of y;,v; and of

addition in &7 implies

o ui(xa) [vi(ya)) = Do, cui(x) [vi(y))-

Combining (5.3) with Lemma B.1, we conclude that Q([&,]) - Q([£]), so Q is
continuous. Lastly, since Q) is isometric, it follows from [4, Proposition A.8] that Q
is open as well. ]

This also finishes the proof of the main theorem, Theorem 1.6, since it is a
combination of Corollary 4.3 and Proposition 5.1.

Remark 5.2 A brief comment on another property related to equivalences that has
a version not only in the realm of groupoids and C*-algebras but also of Fell bundles:
linking objects.

By [24, Theorem 3.19], two C*-algebras are strongly Morita equivalent if and only
if they are complementary full corners of another algebra, called the linking algebra.
In [27, Theorem 4.1], this result was moved into groupoid-land: an equivalence of
groupoids gives rise to a linking groupoid whose C* -algebra is the linking algebra that
witnesses the strong Morita equivalence. Likewise, a Fell bundle equivalence has a
linking (Fell) bundle (see [26, Section 3], [1, Theorem 3.2]) whose C*-algebra is the
linking algebra of the Fell bundle C*-algebras [26, Theorem 14].

It would be interesting to study whether “one-sided” versions of these linking
objects exist. In the paper at hand, we considered principal groupoid-spaces X, full
right-Hilbert C*-modules X, and Fell bundle-demi-equivalences .#, and turned
them into equivalences between the coefficient object and the “generalized compacts”,
that is, the imprimitivity groupoid X x5¢ X°P, the C*-algebra of compact operators
K(X4), and the imprimitivity Fell bundle .# ® 5 #°? = K(.#%), respectively. Do
these results have analogs in the language of linking objects?
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6 Applications

The original impetus for the paper at hand was Proposition A.2.3 in the appendix of
[19]; it can easily seen to be a corollary of our main theorem in the special case that J
is a group that acts freely and properly on a space X. Before we study other interesting
applications, let us first do some sanity checks. In analogy to the isomorphism of
imprimitivity groupoids in Example 1.2, we have:

Corollary 6.1 Let A be a Fell bundle, considered as a self-Fell bundle equivalence [22,
Example 6.6]. Then there is an isomorphism of Fell bundles K(B) = B ® 5 B = B
determined by [b; ® b5'] + b, - b3.

In analogy to the isomorphism of Hilbert C*-bimodules in (3.16), we have:

Corollary 6.2 Suppose that M, N, K are right JB-demi-equivalences, and let o/ =
K(A%) be the imprimitivity Fell bundle of A . Then (M# @z N ?) @y (N ®x
HOP) 2 M R H P as upper semi-continuous Banach bundles.

Proof sketch First, let us make sure that the objects we have written down are not
nonsense: By Theorem 1.6, all three demi-equivalences are equivalences between their
respective imprimitivity Fell bundles and 2. As explained in [22, Example 6.7], their
opposites are then likewise equivalences, just in the other direction. It was shown
in [4] that equivalences can be concatenated: .# ®z .4 °P is an equivalence from
the imprimitivity Fell bundle of .# to 7, and so forth. In particular, both the left-
and the right-hand side of the alleged isomorphism is an equivalence between the
imprimitivity Fell bundle of .# and that of %"

Since the balanced tensor product of imprimitivity bimodule is associative, it is
easy to see that the same is true for ® z of Fell bundle equivalences. In particular,

(M D5 NP) @y (N &5 HP) = (Mg (NP @iy N)) &5 H P

By Proposition 5.1 (applied to .#"°P), the Fell bundle K(AP) = AP @, A is
isomorphic to 2. Since the balanced tensor product of imprimitivity bimodule
absorbs the coefficient algebra (meaning that X ®4 A = X), it is easy to see that ® z
absorbs the coefficient Fell bundle. Thus,

(//@(@JVOP)(@LW (</V®gg<%/0p) = (///@gg%) Qp P2 M Rp K,
as claimed. =
We can also conclude some other, well-known results.

Corollary 6.3 Suppose H is a locally compact Hausdor{f groupoid with Haar system
{Autuescor and B is a Fell bundle over . Then C* () is strongly Morita equivalent
to M, (C*(A)).

Note that the right choice of Z allows C* (%) to model the full C*-algebras of
groupoids (with or without a twist 4 la Kumjian) and full crossed product C* -algebras.

Proof Take X = H, with 0: X - H® the source map of . The existence of a Haar
system implies that the source map of J{ (and hence the anchor map of X) is open
[28, Proposition 1.23], so we are in good shape to use our main theorem, provided we
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can find the right %-demi-equivalence. Let .# to be the bundle over X with fibres
C" x B(h) for each h € H. We define

< M, B~ M, (Xb)<b = (%,b-b"),
and
(cloyg: o gt > B, ((3,0)| (o)) = (x]7)C b" ¢,

where we choose the inner product on C” to be conjugate linear in the first coordinate
to match up with our definitions of Hilbert C*-modules. Then, using Corollary 6.1, it
is easy to see that

M Rz MOP = M,,((C) x 9B via [(Ei, b]) ® (é], bz)op] = (Ei,j>b1 . b;),

where €; is the standard basis vector of C" and E; ; is the matrix unit with a 1 in the
i™" row and j® column and 0s everywhere else. By Theorem 1.6, the bundles % and
M, (C) x A are equivalent. By [22, Theorem 6.4], it follows that C*(#) is strongly
Morita equivalent to C* (M, (C) x #) 2 M, (C*(£)). ]

6.1 Kumijian’s Stabilization trick

In this subsection, we will see that our main theorem implies [17, Corollary 4.5], which
in its original form was only shown for principal r-discrete groupoids. The approach
here is inspired by that preceding [20, Theorem 15]. We will go through it in great
detail to help the reader understand our technical results.

We start with a (saturated) Fell bundle % = (B — H) over a locally compact
Hausdorff groupoid H with Haar system {A, },.5c. Fix h € H, and let v := r(h) and
u = s(h). We define My(h) =T .(Hu; #), sections of the restriction of % to Hu =
s7'(s(h)). If g € H is another element with r(g) = v, then we define a sesquilinear

form

(| <Dagenyt Mo) x Mo(h) > B(g ")
by
(61) (] € = [, HO" &g h) AL (0.

Note that this indeed makes sense: if £ € Hs(g), then £ is in the domain of u
and (g is defined. Moreover, s({g"'h) =s(h), so £g™'h is in the domain of &.
Since p(¢)* € B(£) and &(¢g'h) € B(¢g'h), their product is indeed an element of
B(¢'¢gh) = B(g™'h). And since p and & are compactly supported, the integral exists.

For h = g, the form is valued in the C*-algebra B(u), so we may take the completion
M(h) of Mo (h) with respect to the induced norm

1€0 a1y = ||(f| sy

If k € uHw, sothat (h, k) € H®, then the fibre B(k) can act on an element & of My (h)
and deliver an element & <b of M (hk): if £ is in Hw (the domain of any element of

1/2
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My (hk)), then k™ € Hu is in the domain of £ and so
(E<b)(£) = &(Lk™) - b is defined and an element of B(¢k™) - B(k) < B(¥).

This extends to a map M(h) x B(k) - M(hk). In fact, it induces an isomorphism
M(h) ®, B(k) 2 M(hk) of right-Hilbert C*-B(w)-modules.

We let .# = (q.n: M - H) be the bundle with fibres M(h), which we will now
topologize. If 7 € I',(HH; A) is a section of & and h € Hu is arbitrary, then 7(h) =
7|9¢, is a continuous, compactly supported section Hu — %; i.e., 7(h) is an element
of M(h), so 7 is a section of the bundle .#. The family {#: 7 € [ (3; %)} uniquely
induces a topology on .# making it upper semi-continuous. The attentive reader will
have expected what comes next: we will show that .# is a right -demi-equivalence
over the principal H-space X = I (Example 1.2).

Remark 6.4 Let us compare what we have done so far with what was done in [20,
17]; this will also give us an indicator as to what will happen next. Muhly constructs
first an upper semi-continuous Banach bundle ¥ = (V - H©), which is exactly ¥ =
M | 3¢ and which Kumjian calls the “Hilbert % -module bundle over H{®” in [17,
Section 4.2]; he points out that ¥ is full.

From ¥, they then construct a bundle & = (E — 3); in the notation of the paper
at hand, & can be constructed as the pullback bundle of

(6.2) Y ®gp0) B = ( | ] V(v)®, B(h) > H® 1d*r%)
(v:h)
along the isomorphism H = H  * I, h~ (r(h), k).

It is then shown that & is an equivalence between 8 and the semi-direct product
Fell bundle of a certain J{-action on another bundle which Kumjian and Muhly denote
by K (7). Following [17, Section 1.7], (%) is the C*-algebraic bundle with fibre
K(V(u)p(u)) over u € H®. It is apparent that K(7") coincides with our K(7w) ) =
Y ® o ¥ °P, the imprimitivity Fell bundle of the right #‘®-demi-equivalence ¥"."’
By construction & = .# via the map {® b~ & <b, and so in light of our main
theorem, we should expect that the imprimitivity Fell bundle K(.#Z%) of .# is
(isomorphic to) a semi-direct product of K( ¥z« ) by H.

By Example 1.2, the anchor maps of X = J{ are exactly the range and the source
map once we identify its imprimitivity groupoid § = X x4 X°P with 3. This means
that the #-valued inner product

(=]=)y:MxM—B
covers the map {_ | _},. (Condition (DE2)). Moreover, the map
<M B->M

The bundle ¥ ® @ A is constructed in the same fashion as the bundle %" = .# ® gy 4P in
Lemma 3.1; a more general construction of bundles of the form .# ® g .4 can be found in [4].

10, nitpick, Kumjian’s K(¥') is the pullback of K(¥) ) along the homeomorphism H —
HO xg00) (HO)P,u > [u, uP].
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covers the multiplication map of I (or, in other words, the map that describes the
right J-action on X = J; Condition (DE1)). Let us indicate how to check all other
conditions for ./ to be a demi-equivalence.

(DE3) Follows from the properties of Haar systems (Property (HS2) in [28, Defi-
nition 1.19]) and the definition of the topology on .# as given above.

(DE4) Straight-forward computation.

(DES5) Follows from the properties of Haar systems (Property (HS3) in [28, Defi-
nition 1.19]).

(DES6) Since the integrand of (& | &), takes positive values in B(s(h)), so does the
inner product itself, and (& | &), = 0 implies &(¢) = 0 for all £ € Hs(h), which is the
entire domain of &.

(DE7) Holds by definition of the Banach space structure on M (h).

(DE8) Note that M(h) = M(u) as right-Hilbert C*-B(u)-modules, so it suffices to
point out that M(u) = V(u) is known to be full since 4 is a saturated Fell bundle.

It follows from Theorem 1.6 that 4 is equivalent to the imprimitivity Fell bundle
M &z M of M. Let us describe A @45 M °P as abundle o7 = (A - H) over H.
There are multiple variants here, depending on our choice of section H — X * X°P
of the quotient map X * X°P — X xq¢ X°P = JH.

In view of & as described in Equation (6.2) and in view of the fact that B(h) 2
B(h™)°P by the Fell bundle properties, let us declare'’

A(h) = M(v) ®, M(h™)% for h e (.

To describe the multiplication map, we must be a bit careful: if k € ¥, then our
choice of section turns the composable pair (4, k) into ([v, (h™)°P], [u, (k™)°P]) in
the imprimitivity groupoid. But A~ and u do not coincide, and so neither will the
“inner” parts of A(h) and A(k):

A(h) x A(k) = (M(v) @ M(R")*P) x (M(u) @, M(K™)).

On the level of groupoids, we must therefore replace (for example) the representative
(u, (K)°P) by (k" (kh™)°P).!2 On the level of <7, this is being done by the ¥-map

from Lemma 3.4:

————— M(u) ®, M(k") [E<4b] ® g
[M(h")®vB(£);] ®y M(k™)®P [(@b]en™
M(h™) @, [M(fl) ®u B(h™)]* {® [11£7 b*]"

s M(h7) @Vﬁ(klhl)op (@ [ngb*]“’

11Notationally, it would have been nicer to choose A(h) = M(h) ®, M(u)°P, but then our descrip-
tion would drift farther away from those in [17, 20].
12Again, this choice is not very pleasant, but it is indeed the best in this scenario.
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Having found compatible representatives, we can then use the U-map from
Lemma 3.14:

A(h) x A(K) "Z5F (M(v) @, M(H)®) x (M(h™) @, M(K"h™)°P)
95 M(v) @, M(K' )P = A(hk),
where

Up(§@m"s 12 ® () = (§<4(m | n2).,) ® P

We therefore see that, with the choice of A(h) that we have made, the multiplication
A(h) x A(k) - A(hk) is given by Uy-1 o (id x¥},). The involution on A is easier to
decipher: it is given by

Flip

A(h)=M(v) ®, M(h™")* — M(h™") ®, M(v)°? By M(u) ®, M(h)°? = A(h™).

Now, M(h) and M(s(h)) are equal as right-Hilbert C*-modules; the letter & is merely
needed to keep track of the “mixed” inner product in Equation (6.1). This means that
we have an isomorphism

Py V(1) @, V(1) — V(v) @, V().

If we make the canonical identification of V(1) ®, V(1) with K(V (u)p(,)) =
K(¥%w )(s(h)), then the above can be written as

hoi K(Yg0)(s(h)) — K(¥g0 ) (r(h)).

In other words, ¥ encodes an action of H on the bundle K (¥ 4 ) which covers the
map — > ._:h >s(h) = r(h). In this picture, the map F1ip is just the adjoint:

§@nP «—— &) (1] € K(7%w)(v)
n® &P —— (=" ¢ K(Vzw))

and Uj,-1 is just juxtaposition of compact operators:

(E@m® n2® (P) < ([E)(ml ))& K(Vz0)(v) x K(Yzw)(v)

(& <(m | n2)s) @ CP — [E (| n2)4)({]
= &) {ml o |n2)(¢] € K(7z0 ) (v)
If we write
A(h) =[V(v) x{v}] &, [V(v) x{h"}]" = [V(v) ® V(v)*"] x {h}
2 K(V(v)p() x {h},

then as sets, & = K(“//@(m) x H. Moreover, we found that the multiplication
A(h) x A(k) — A(hk) is given by Uy~ o (id x¥;,) and the involution A(h) - A(h™)
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by ¥j,-1 o F1ip, which we have shown translates to
(Ti,h) - (Ta,k) = (Tio (h > Ty),hk) and (T,h)* = (T* h™),

which are exactly the formulas in the semi-direct product. We deduce that the imprim-
itivity Fell bundle &/ of the Z-action on ./ is exactly the Fell bundle K( 73 ) 1 H,
showing that Theorem 1.6 recovers'” Kumjian’s Stabilization trick.

6.2 Higher order operators a /a Abadie-Ferraro

As alluded to earlier, a theorem similar to our main theorem has appeared in [1] in
the setting that J{ = X = G is a group. Before we can cite it, let us first establish the
following bridge between their terminology and ours.

Lemma 6.5 Suppose A is a saturated Fell bundle over a locally compact Hausdorff
group H. Then ZB-demi-equivalences over the same group are exactly right Hilbert 5-
bundles in the sense of [1, Definition 2.1] that are fibrewise full.

Proof A priori, the norm of a demi-equivalence .# = (M — ) is only upper semi-
continuous. However, since % is a Fell bundle over a group, it follows from [2,
Lemma 3.30] that b — |b| is continuous (not only upper semi-continuous) on %,
and since the norm on .# is given by |[(m | m), 12 by Assumption (DE?7), it is the
concatenation of continuous maps and hence itself continuous. Therefore, the upper
semi-continuous Banach bundle ./ is actually a continuous Banach bundle in the
sense of [9, Definition I1.13.4], as needed for [1, Definition 2.1].

As in [1], the inner product and the right-action are continuous by (DE3) and
(DE16), respectively. The assumption that the Hilbert bundle be fibrewise full cor-
responds to (DE8) (and is stronger than the assumption (7R) in [1]). The remaining
items of [, Definition 2.1] correspond to our assumptions as follows.

(IR) corresponds to (DEI) and (DE2), using that {hfp | hZ}i = hi'h, as explained in
Example 1.2;

(2R) corresponds to (DE13);

(3R) corresponds to (DE3);

(4R) corresponds to (DE4) and (DES5);

(5R) corresponds to (DE6); and

(6R) corresponds to (DE7).

We can now restate the result of Abadie and Ferraro to which we want to compare
ours, in our terminology. We will artificially add the assumption that the fibres are all
full, to align with our situation. We will further use different letters for elements of the
group H: we use x if we think of J{ as a principal J{-space; we use h if we think of J
as the group acting on the right, and g if it is acting on the left; in particular, x « 4 and
g > x will just be the products xh respectively gx in J.

Bof course, there is still the difficulty of having to come up with a suitable ./ in the first place; we
have taken it for granted here.
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Theorem 6.6 ([1, Definition 3.6, Theorem 3.9, Corollary 3.10]) Let 3 be a locally
compact Hausdorff group, 8 = (B — H) a Fell bundle, and 4 = (M — H) a right -
demi-equivalence, also over J(. For g € I, let B, (.#') be the collection of continuous
maps S: M — M such that

o there exists ¢ € R such that |Sm|| < ¢ |m|| for all m € M;
o S(M(x)) c M(g v x) forall x € H; and
o there exists S*: M — M such that (Smy | my),, = (my | S*my),, for all m; € M.
Then there exists a unique Fell bundle K(.#') over H such that:
(i) forall g € I, the fibre K(.4 )4 is, as a Banach space, the closure in By (.4') of
span{|m)(n| :me M(gv>x),ne M(x),x € H}

where |m)(n|: M - M, k»m < (n|k),;
(ii) given y, @ € C.(M) and x € H, the function [y, ¢, x]:H — K(.4) given by

(v, 9, x](g) = [w(g > x), (x)), is a continuous section of K(.).
Moreover, M is a K(M') — PB-equivalence bundle with the action K(.4) x M —
M given by (S,m) — S(m) and the left inner product M x M — K(.#') given by
(m,n) = [m)(n].

Abadie and Ferraro call the elements of B, (.#) adjointable operators of order g.

We conclude:

Corollary 6.7 Suppose H, B, and .4 are as in Theorem 6.6. The map
M@z MF > K(M)
which maps [m ® n°?] in the fibre over [x, y°? ]| of M ® 5 M ! to the operator
m)(n|: Msk->m-<(n|k)ZeM

in the fibre over xy™ of K(.'), is an isomorphism of Fell bundles, covering the map f
from Example 1.2.

Proof By Lemma 6.5, ./ is a right Hilbert #-bundle in the sense of [1, Defini-
tion 2.1]. It is proven in [1, Corollary 3.10] that ./ is an equivalence between % and
K(.4). Since .# is also an equivalence between % and .# ® g .#°?, it thus follows
from [1, Corollary 3.11] (or equivalently, from Proposition 5.1), that the displayed map
is the claimed isomorphism. [ ]

Remark 6.8 As alluded to in Remark 2.4, the description 4 la Abadie and Ferraro
of the imprimitivity Fell bundle .# ®  .#°P as “adjointable operators with a shift” is
also built into our construction, albeit less visibly so.

Even when we consider Fell bundles over groups, Theorem 1.6 can cover some
examples that are not covered by [1], since there, X = J{ always. One example is [19,
Proposition A.2.3]; another one is Example 6.9.

6.3 Imprimitivity theorems

Earlier, we alluded to a relationship between Theorem 1.6 and imprimitivity theorems;
let us give one example.
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Example 6.9 ([20, Example 14]) If X is a locally compact Hausdorff group with
closed subgroup H, then H acts on X by right translation (x < /= xh) and X is a
principal H-space. Its imprimitivity groupoid X xg X°P is isomorphic to the trans-
formation group groupoid X x X/H of X acting on the quotient space X/H via

(6.3) Xxg XP - XwX[H, [x,y7]w (xy",yH).

In terms of G := X x X/H, the anchor map described in (1.2) becomes the quotient
map,

p:X > G®2X/H, xw (Ix,xH) = xH,

and the left action on X as described in (1.3) becomes the action (x, yH) > y = xy.
We conclude that G is equivalent to the group H via X. To sum up,

XP o, X > H, {xP |y}, =x"y, and XxX? -G, {x|yP}=(xy",yH).

Note that {_ | _}" indeed lands in H since p(x) = p(y).

Now suppose that A is a C*-algebra with action a: X — Aut(A). Let # = A x H be
the Fell bundle over H that encodes the restriction «|y, meaning that, for each h € H,
the fibre B(h) is A and the structure maps of & are given by

(a1, ) - (az, hy) = (ayap,(az), hihy) and  (a,h)* = (ap-(a)*, h™).
Let .# = A x X be the “trivial A-bundle” over X. Then % acts on .# via
MxB—->M, (m,x)~(b,h):=(may(b),xh),
and we have a #-valued inner product given by
M %, M~ B, ((m,x)|(n,y)), = (ax1(m*n),x"y).

One quickly checks that .# is a Z-demi-equivalence, so Z is equivalent via .Z
to M ®g5 M °P. Let us identify the fibre of the latter Fell bundle over an element
(xy™,yH) = _{x| y°P} of G: As explained in Theorem 3.17, we use (3.8) to identify

(M ©5 4°) (xy", yH) = M(x) ® M(y)**

as Kp(ey(M(x)) - Kp(ey (M(y))-imprimitivity bimodules. Over a unit (1, yH) of
G, the fibre is (canonically isomorphic to) the C*-algebra Kp(.)(M(y)) itself, where
y is any representative of yH. These B(e)-compact operators on M( y) are generated
by |n;)(n2| for n; € M(y), and one quickly computes that such a rank-one operator
just multiplies n € M(y) on the left by n;n5.

The balancing in M(x) ®, M(y)°P identifies

(may(b),x) ® (n,y)* = (m, x) ® (nay (b”),y)*

forallb € B(e) = A. If welet A(xy™, yH) := AasaBanach space, then we can therefore
show that the map

M(x) ® M(y)** > A(xy™, yH)

(m,x) @ (n, ) > mayy1(n)”
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is a Banach space isomorphism. These isomorphisms create a new Fell bundle &/ =
(par:A — G) out of A ®g M °P: of has the fibre A(xy™, yH) over (xy™, yH), and
the structure maps of # ® 4 .#°F described in (3.24) and Corollary 3.10 translate to

et A(x,yzH) x A(y,zH) - A(xy,zH), (a,b) — aa(b),
and
_ A(x,yH) = A(x"',xyH), aw ay1(a”).

The Fell bundle o is therefore exactly the semi-direct product Fell bundle
X x (A x X/H) which encodes the left-X action x - (a, yH) = (ax(a),xyH) on the
constant C*-algebraic bundle A x X/H over X/H. We have therefore recovered the
same Fell bundle that was mentioned as being equivalent to % in [20, Example 14].

Example 6.9 is the extreme case where X is a group; the other extreme case is when
X is just a principal H-space: We can likewise define a free and proper action of the
transformation group groupoid X x H on X by letting (x, k) transform x into x < h.
The associated imprimitivity groupoid X xx, g X°F is exactly the quotient X/H of
the original action on X, and so an application of [21, Theorem 2.8] recovers Green’s
theorem that Cy(X/H) and Cy(X) x, H are strongly Morita equivalent.

There is a plethora of generalizations of Green’s result. For example, we can allow
the object X that is being acted on to be not just a space (as in Green’s theorem) or
a group (as in Example 6.9), but a groupoid X, and we allow the underlying bundles
to be more than line-bundles: if .# = (M — X) is a Fell bundle that carries a free and
proper action of a group K, then .# is an equivalence between the semi-direct product
Fellbundle % = .# x K and the quotient Fell bundle K\.#."* Theorem 1.6 can recover
such results, in that .# is a Z8-demi-equivalence, and .# ® g .#°P can be computed
to be isomorphic to the quotient bundle.

A Hilbert C*-Modules

Lemma A.1 IfXisa full right Hilbert C*-module over a C*-algebra B and x; € X, then
the operator-norm of the B-compact, positive operator Y*_, |x;) (x;| is exactly the norm

of YK (x; | x:)¥ in B.

Proof Denote the compact operator in question by T. For any z € X, we have
(Tzlz)y =3, (xi (xi 2y | 2); = X0, 2 [ %) | 25

Note that the right-hand side is a sum of positive elements and hence positive, so T

is indeed a positive operator by [24, Lemma 2.28]. By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality
for Hilbert modules [24, Lemma 2.5], we have for each i

2
(2 [xifyxi [2)y < [z (xi [ i)

Yhisisa special case of [15, Theorem 3.1], where they consider two group actions on a groupoid X.
[5, Theorem 6.1] goes two steps further, by firstly allowing groupoid actions, and secondly by allowing
the actions to be only self-similar rather than by homomorphisms; this yields a Fell bundle equivalence
between the Zappa-Szép product Fell bundles (.7 /K;) » K3 and Ky x (K2\.#) as constructed in [6].
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in the C*-algebra B, and hence we conclude that

2
(Tz|2), < 2”32, (xi [ %)}

Using [24, Remark 2.29] and positivity of T in the first equality of the following, we
deduce

IT] = sup{[(Tz | 2);] - |z <1} <[ 32, (xi [ %N -

For the reverse inequality, note that X is an imprimitivity bimodule between Kz (X)
and B, meaning that B is exactly the algebra of K (X)-compact operators on the left-
Hilbert C*-module X. In particular, the same proof for T replaced by ¥; (x; | x;)%
yields the other estimate. [ ]

The following result is well known.

Lemma A.2 Suppose X is an A- B-imprimitivity bimodule and Y is a C- B-
imprimitivity bimodule. Then the balanced tensor product X ® g Y°? is isomorphic to
the B-compact operators Kg (Y, X) as A - C-imprimitivity bimodule s.

Proof First recall that Kg(Y, X) is densely spanned by the maps
Myl ¥ Xy ),
for x € X,y € Y. Its bimodule structure is given by
a-[x)(y|=la-x)(y| and [x)(y|-c=|x)(c"-yl.
The map
XxY? > Kp(Y,X),  (xy%) = [x)(yl,

is bilinear, and so it descends to a linear map with domain X ® Y°P. For any b € B, we
have

(x-b)(y|y)s =x-(y-b"|y'),> sothat [x-b)(y| = [x)(y- b7|.
Since (y- b*)°P = b - y°P, we conclude that we have a linear map
X ©p Y - Kg(Y,X) determined by x © y° ~ |x) (y].

Clearly, this map is an A — C-bimodule map and, by definition of K(Y,X), it has
dense range. Thus, if we can show that the map is isometric, then it extends to an
isomorphism of Hilbert bimodules. For x; € X and y;,y € Y, we have

2

2oy [y [ %5 (yi 1 ¥)a)s

i,j

YAy Lyids(xi 1%),50y5 | ¥)s

i,j

X

> xi)(yil(y)

B

B
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As in [24, Lemma 2.65], we can write (x; | x;); = ¥, b;1b]; for some b; ; € B, so that

YAy Lyi)sbiab (yi 1Y),

i,j,1

B

Z<Y|Yi' 11)< 11|Y)

i,

B
Writez; := Y, y; - b; ;. Since

(lzhulz L y)y =y 1z (2 [ y) )y = (v | &z [ z1) - y)
it follows that

2 2
> i) {yil|| = sup ||D xi) (yil(y)
i K lylstili X
= sup Y|Z (z; | 21) - Z (z1 | z1)
Iyll<1 B !

where (1) follows from [24, Remark 2.29] applied to the positive operator
>1 ¥z | z1). Since B acts by C-adjointable operators on Y, we have

HEI:Z(ZI | z1)

> oy lyj- (bjabiy))

i,j,1

> elvi Ly (x| %))

i,j

(:2)

C c

DAy i [ x5y )e

i,j

C
2

>

Zx, ey’

C X®pY°P

as claimed. [ ]

Upper semi-continuous Banach bundles

The following lemma explains that, in an upper semi-continuous Banach bundle,
being arbitrarily close to convergent nets implies convergence. It is, in essence, just a
restatement of [29, Proposition C.20], where we drop the assumption that the bundle
be a C*-bundle.

Lemma B.1 Let M = (q.4:M — X) be an upper semi-continuous Banach bundle
over a locally compact Hausdorff space X. Suppose we are given a net (my), in M
and a point m € M such that q 4 (m)) - qu(m). Then my — m if and only if, for
every € > 0, there exists a convergent net (n3)y in M with q.4(n3) = q.u(my) such
that for all large A, we have

[my —ni| < € and Hm—li)rtnﬁ <e.

Proof The forwards implication is trivial. The backwards implication follows from
an application of [4, Lemma A.3, (i) = (ii)] (applied to the convergent net (n}),), the
triangle inequality, and an application of [4, Lemma A.3, (i) < (ii)]. [ ]
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Lemma B.2 (cf. [4, Proposition A.7]) Let # =(q.u:M - X) and N =(q.u:
N — Y) be two upper semi-continuous Banach bundles. Suppose we have a commutative

diagram
ML N
(B.1) 9.4 Jaw
X —“=Y

and that the maps satisfy the following conditions.

(a) foreach x € X, Q|u, is linear;

(b) there exists a constant K > 0 such that |Q(m)| < K| m| for all m € M;

(¢c) wis a continuous map; and

(d) there exists a collection T' of continuous sections of A such that the C-linear
span of {y(x):yeT} is dense in each M, and, for each y €T, the section
Qoy:x— (x, Q(y(x))) of the pull-back bundle w* (A") is continuous.

Then Q) is continuous.
Proof First we point out that the proof of [4, Proposition A.7] does not require I to
be a vector space but only that span-{y(x) : y € '} is dense in M(x); in other words,

we already know that Lemma B.2 holds in the case that w is a homeomorphism.
Consider the commutative diagram

(B2) M — N ————
Qa 1em Jar
X X— ¢ sy

We claim that the map ¥ is continuous, which will imply that Q is continuous since
Diagram B.2 commutes. Since the identity map on X is a homeomorphism, we are in
good shape to invoke [4, Proposition A.7] for the square on the left-hand side; because
of Assumption (d), it only remains to verify that ¥ is fibrewise linear and bounded.
But clearly, Assumption (a) implies linearity of ¥|ar,: My = @*(A")x = {x} x Ay x)
by the definition of the linear structure on w*(.#"). And likewise, by definition of
the norm on w*(.A4"),, we have |¥(m)| = [Q(m)|, and hence | ¥ (m)| < K |m|| for
all m € M by (b). Using [4, Proposition A.7], we conclude that ¥ and hence Q is
continuous. u

Lemma B.3 (cf. [4, Proposition A.8]) Let A4 =(q.uM—>X) and N =
(qv:N —>Y) be two upper semi-continuous Banach bundles, and suppose we
have the commutative Diagram (B.1) and that the maps Q,w satisfy the following
conditions.

(a) foreach x € X, Q|u, is linear;

(b) there exists a constant k > 0 such that |Q(m)| > k|m|| for all m € M;

(c) wis an embedding (i.e., a homeomorphism onto its image); and

(d) Q is continuous.

Then Q7': Q(M) — M is continuous.
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Proof As in the proof of Lemma B.2, consider the map ¥ in Diagram (B.2). Again,
since Q|y, is linear, so is ¥|y,, and since Q is bounded below, so is V. This time,
continuity of Q implies continuity of ¥. We can therefore apply [4, Proposition
A 8] to the square on the left-hand side of Diagram (B.2) to conclude that the map
¥Y":¥(M) — M is continuous.

Since g4 (Q(m)) = w(q.#(m)) by commutativity of Diagram (B.1), it fol-
lows from Assumption (c) that the map f =g ow™ 0oq,:Q(M) - X,Q(m) —
q.«# (m), is well defined and continuous. By definition of ¥, we have

(f(Q(m)),(m)) = (q.a(m), Q(m)) = ¥ (m),

so that for n € Q(M), ¥Y7'(f(n),n) = Q7" (n). It follows that Q™ is continuous as
concatenation of continuous maps. ]
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