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Equivariant Tannaka-Krein reconstruction and quantum

automorphism groups of discrete structures

Lukas Rollier ∗†

Abstract

We define quantum automorphism groups of a wide range of discrete structures. The central tool for

their construction is a generalisation of the Tannaka-Krein reconstruction theorem. For any direct sum

of matrix algebras M , and any concrete unitary 2-category of finite type Hilbert-M -bimodules C, under

reasonable conditions, we construct an algebraic quantum group G which acts on M by α, such that

the category of α-equivariant corepresentations of G on finite type Hilbert-M -bimodules is equivalent

to C. Moreover, we explicitly describe how to get such categories from connected locally finite discrete

structures. As an example, we define the quantum automorphism group of a quantum Cayley graph.

1 Introduction

Given any mathematical structure S, one may hope to define the quantum automorphism group QAut(S)
of S. If it exists, it is the unique quantum group which admits an action on S such that any other action of
any other quantum group factors through a homomorphism to QAut(S). If we are only looking at classical
symmetries, it is very easy to define the classical automorphism group. We do not have such luxury in the
quantum setting, since it is difficult to speak rigorously about individual quantum automorphisms, which are
usually defined to be irreducible representations of some C∗- or von Neumann algebra with extra structure.
The problem then shifts to finding the right algebra and the right extra structure.

In the theory of compact groups, the Tannaka-Krein duality is a reconstruction theorem which, in essence,
states that the concrete C∗-tensor category of finite dimensional representations of a compact group remem-
bers everything about that compact group. In [Wor88], this duality was extended by S.L. Woronowicz to
compact quantum groups. As a result, when one is in need of a compact quantum group, e.g. the quantum
automorphism group of a finite graph, it suffices to describe a desired representation category, and by the
magic of this duality, the desired quantum group pops out. When working in the compact setting, very often
the general theory is strong enough such that the Tannaka-Krein duality need only work in the background.
All one needs is a unital C∗-algebra with the right kind of comultiplication, and these are easy to define.
One should note, however, that in very many examples of compact quantum groups1, this C∗-algebra and
comultiplication are defined by specifying a generating corepresentation along with some intertwiners be-
tween its tensor powers. It is clear that the entire representation category is implicitly present. When one
extends the theory to more general locally compact quantum groups, as defined by Kustermans and Vaes
[KV00; KV03], the Tannaka-Krein duality fails, and hence defining these is a far more difficult task. Unlike
in the classical setting, it no longer suffices to find a C∗-algebra with the right kind of comultiplication: the
existence of Haar integrals is not automatic for locally compact quantum groups, but an axiom, and this is
often the hurdle when defining new examples.

By losing a bit of generality, the problem of finding new quantum groups may be made a great deal easier.
In [Van98], Van Daele introduced the class of algebraic quantum groups. This class contains all compact
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and all discrete quantum groups, as well as all classical groups which contain a compact open subgroup by
[LV08]. Through work of Kustermans and Van Daele [KV97], all algebraic quantum groups are special cases
of locally compact quantum groups in the framework of Kustermans and Vaes [KV00; KV03]. The advantage
of algebraic quantum groups over the more general locally compact ones is that, as the name suggests, one
may work entirely on the algebraic level, with ∗-algebras without taking a completion to make them either
C∗- or von Neumann algebras, and with algebraic tensor products. The existence of Haar integrals is still
an axiom, and it is through the GNS-construction that one gets either the C∗- or von Neumann algebraic
picture.

Using this framework, Vaes and the author, in [RV24], defined the quantum automorphism group of any
connected locally finite graph Π with vertex set I and edge set E ⊂ I × I as an algebraic quantum group. In
order to overcome the hurdle of the Haar integrals, first a category C(Π) was introduced. This is a unitary 2-
category of finite type Hilbert-ℓ∞(I)-bimodules which contains a lot of combinatorial information about the
graph Π. Finite type here means that the finitely supported elements of ℓ∞(I) act by finite rank operators.
From this category C(Π), a reconstruction very reminiscent of the Tannaka-Krein reconstruction yielded an
algebraic quantum group, which was shown to be the universal quantum group acting on I while preserving
the graph structure. It is this reconstruction which is generalised and solidified in this article. This happens
mainly through the lens of two questions.

On the one hand, a central part of the reconstruction of QAut(Π) from C(Π) passes through the construction
of a ∗-algebra B. In fact, this is the ∗-algebra underlying a partial compact quantum group as in [DT15].
In that article, De Commer and Timmerman defined for any set I, from any unitary 2-category of Hilbert-
ℓ∞(I)-bimodules C, a partial compact quantum group, which may be seen as a quantum groupoid whose
base space is I. This then raises the question: under which circumstances can we cut down from the partial
compact quantum group to an action of a locally compact quantum group? This article gives at least a
sufficient condition for this to work.

On the other hand, through work of many hands (see e.g. [DSW13; MRV18; Wea12]), a notion of quantum
graph was introduced as a generalisation of classical graphs. The idea of these is to replace the classical set
of vertices of a graph with a discrete quantum space, i.e. a direct sum of matrix algebras equipped with a
delta-form (see definition 2.1.3). Such quantum graphs appear naturally in quantum information theory (see
references above). Moreover, in [Was23], the different frameworks regarding quantum graphs were shown
to be equivalent, and quantum Cayley graphs of discrete quantum groups were introduced, opening up the
strong theorems of geometric group theory to the realm of discrete quantum groups. For these reasons, it
is a natural question to wonder whether the definition of quantum automorphism group of a (connected
locally finite) graph may be generalised to the setting of quantum graphs. More generally, one need not
restrict oneself to (quantum) graphs. Given any discrete quantum space and some additional structure, it is
a natural question to ask whether there exists some universal quantum group acting on this discrete quantum
space in such a way that the structure is preserved. This quantum group could then rightfully be called the
quantum automorphism group of this discrete structure. This article will provide an explicit construction of
the quantum automorphism group of any discrete structure which is, in a suitable sense to be made precise
below, connected and locally finite.

The structure of the article is as follows. We start by recalling some preliminary notions in section 2: discrete
quantum spaces on the one hand, and some very mild equivariant representation theory on the other. Next
we move on to the central results.

Section 3 contains the bulk of the work: a simultaneous generalisation and solidification of the Tannaka-
Krein like reconstruction found in [RV24]. This is the content of theorem 3.0.1, stated below. We start from
any von Neumann algebra M , which is a direct sum of matrix algebras, and a concrete unitary 2-category of
finite type Hilbert-M -bimodules, C, which contains enough morphisms in a sense to be made precise below.
From this category C, we then construct concretely an algebraic quantum group G with an action α on M
such that C is equivalent to the category of α-equivariant corepresentations of G on finite type Hilbert-M -
bimodules. Two points are important to mention here. Firstly, the extra structure we impose on C, which
restricts us from working with arbitrary concrete unitary 2-categories of finite type Hilbert-M -bimodules, is
very natural, and appears automatically for many actions of locally compact quantum groups on M . The
author intends to make this statement more precise in a following paper. Secondly, if one takes M to be C,
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the field of complex numbers, theorem 3.0.1 gives precisely the Tannaka-Krein reconstruction from [Wor88].

Before being able to state the theorem, we should briefly explain some concepts. By M0, we mean the finitely
supported elements of the algebra M , i.e. those which are contained in the algebraic direct sum of matrix
algebras. Again, finite type Hilbert-M -bimodules are those for which M0 acts by finite rank operators. Also,
we say a general (not necessarily finite type) Hilbert-M -bimodule H is covered by some category C if it can
be written as an (infinite) direct sum of Hilbert-M -subbimodules which are contained in the category. Given
H,K two Hilbert-M -bimodules which are covered by some category C, we say a densely defined M -bimodular
linear (possibly unbounded) map T : H → K is covered by C if it restricts nicely to subbimodules of H,K
which are contained in C, and these restrictions are morphisms in C. Let us now state the theorem.

Theorem 3.0.1. Given a concrete unitary 2-category C of finite type Hilbert-M -bimodules, in the sense
of definition 2.1.13, which covers L2(M2) in the sense of definition 2.1.19, and covers the morphisms m :
L2(M2) → L2(M) and (Id⊗ ∂⊗ Id) : L2(M3) → L2(M2) in the sense of definition 2.1.23. There exists an
algebraic quantum group G := (A,∆) and a right coaction α : M0 → M(M0 ⊗A) such that the category of
finite type α-equivariant corepresentations C(M x G), as defined in 2.2.4, is equivalent to C.

In order to use theorem 3.0.1 as a tool to define new examples of algebraic quantum groups, the focus shifts
to finding good categories of Hilbert-M -bimodules. This problem is tackled in section 4. In [RV24] such
categories were constructed from connected locally finite graphs, and also this construction is generalised in
the current article. Keeping still a direct sum of matrix algebras M fixed, we denote by M0 the ∗-algebra
of finitely supported elements in M . We define what it means for M -bimodular linear maps between tensor
powers of M0 to be locally finite, as well as what it means for sets of locally finite maps to be connected.
From any connected set of locally finite maps, we can then define a concrete unitary 2-category of finite
type Hilbert-M -bimodules, which abides by the conditions of theorem 3.0.1. This is the content of theorem
4.1.4, stated below this paragraph, and proven in section 4.1. A prime example of a connected set of locally
finite morphisms is the singleton {P}, where P : ℓ2(I × I) → ℓ2(I × I) is the projection onto the edges of
some connected locally finite graph Π = (I, E). This then completely recovers the construction of QAut(Π)
from [RV24]. The theorem in this paper is, however, far more widely applicable, generalising immediately to
(connected locally finite) weighted graphs, coloured graphs, directed graphs, simplicial complexes etc... As
an example, in section 4.2, we show that theorem 4.1.4 applies to connected locally finite quantum graphs,
and in particular to quantum Cayley graphs as defined in [Was23]. This is the content of theorem 4.2.2, also
stated below this paragraph.

Theorem 4.1.4. Denote by Fn := M⊗n+1
0 . Let Tn,m be a set ofM -bimodular linear maps from Fm to Fn for

every n,m ∈ N which are all locally finite in the sense of definition 4.1.1, and such that T =
⋃

n,m≥0 Tn,m is
connected in the sense of definition 4.1.3. Then there exists a smallest concrete unitary 2-category of Hilbert-
M -bimodules C, as in definition 2.1.13, which covers L2(Mn) for every n ∈ N in the sense of definition 2.1.19,
and which covers every T ∈ T , as well as (Id⊗ ∂⊗ Id) and m in the sense of definition 2.1.23. In particular,
the category C satisfies the conditions of theorem 3.0.1. The resulting algebraic quantum group acts faithfully
on M .

Theorem 4.2.2. Let Π be any connected locally finite quantum graph in the sense of definition 4.2.1 with
vertex space M and adjacency matrix Adj. There is a universal quantum group acting on M by α in such a
way that

α ◦ Adj = (Adj⊗ Id) ◦ α.

In particular, one may take Π to be the quantum Cayley graph associated by [Was23, Definition 5.1] to any

Γ, discrete quantum group, and S ⊂ irr(Γ̂) a finite symmetric generating set of irreducible corepresentations

of Γ̂.
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2 Preliminaries

The reader is expected to be familiar with algebraic quantum groups (see [Van94; Van98]) and Tannaka-
Krein duality (see [Wor88; NT13]). Some familiarity with actions of locally compact quantum groups (see
[De 16; Vae01]) is advisable, though it will not be necessary to understand the paper.

2.1 Discrete quantum spaces, bimodules, and categorical data

For the entire paper, M will always denote a direct sum of matrix algebras

M = ℓ∞
⊕

i∈I

Mi

where each Mi = Cdi×di for some di ∈ N. We will denote by M0 its algebraic part, i.e. the finitely supported
elements of M . We denote by Ei

k,l the minimal partial isometry at position k, l in block i, and by 1i the unit

of Mi. Then M0 = span{Ei
k,l|i ∈ I, and 1 ≤ k, l ≤ di}. Recall that the multiplier algebra M(M0) consists

of (unbounded) elements T =
∑

i∈I Ti, where each Ti ∈Mi.

Definition 2.1.1. A functional ∂ : M0 → C is called a delta-form if there exist a positive invertible element
σ =

∑
i∈I σi ∈ M(M0), with σi ∈ Mi, such that Tr((σi)

−1) = di and ∂(x) = TrM (xσ), where TrM is the
Markov trace TrM (Ei

k,l) = di Tr(Ei
k,l) = δk,ldi.

Example 2.1.2. Given M a direct sum of matrix algebras, the markov trace TrM as defined in definition
2.1.1 is the unique tracial delta-form

Definition 2.1.3. A pair (M,∂) consisting of a direct sum of matrix algebras M , and a delta-form ∂ is
called a discrete quantum space. For a discrete quantum space (M,∂), we denote by Fn the space of finitely

supported elements in M
⊗(n+1)
0 . To clarify that we mean these as elements in a vector space more than

elements in an algebra, we write v (x0 ⊗ . . . xn) ∈ Fn. The spaces Fn come equipped with an inner product
given by

〈v (x0 ⊗ · · · ⊗ xn) , v (y0 ⊗ · · · ⊗ yn)〉 = ∂(y∗0x0) · · · ∂(y∗nxn)

We denote the Hilbert space closure of Fn with respect to this inner product as2 L2(Mn+1).

We fix now for once and for all a discrete quantum space (M,∂). This comes equipped with the (unbounded)
element σ ∈ M(M0) as in definition 2.1.1. We denote for any t ∈ R by µt : M0 → M0 the homomorphism
x 7→ σ−txσt, and note that then ∂(xy) = ∂(µ(y)x) for all x, y ∈M0, where µ = µ1. Recall that Mi = Cdi×di ,
and note that an orthonormal basis of F0 is given by

{
1

d
1/2
i

v

(
Ei

k,lσ
−1/2

)
|i ∈ I and 1 ≤ k, l ≤ di

}
. (1)

In many calculations we will be summing over any orthonormal basis of F0, denoted onb(F0), and we will
make sure that it never matters over which one we sum. When in doubt, however, one can always choose
this one.

Proposition 2.1.4. Consider the map m : F1 → F0 : v (x⊗ y) 7→ v (xy). This is a bounded linear map
satisfying mm

∗ = 1, and hence it extends to a bounded linear map L2(M2) → L2(M).

Proof. Take x ∈M0 arbitrarily. Then

m
∗(x) =

∑

y,z∈onb(F0)

〈m∗(x), v (y ⊗ z)〉v (y ⊗ z) =
∑

y,z∈onb(F0)

∂(z∗y∗x)v (y ⊗ z) =
∑

y∈onb(F0)

v (y ⊗ y∗x) . (2)

2Note that these Hilbert spaces very much depend on the delta-form ∂ as well. We have chosen to suppress this in the
already heavy notation.
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Applying m to this expression, and filling in the orthonormal basis (1), we find that the result equals

∑

i∈I
1≤k,l≤di

1

di
Ei

k,lσ
−1Ei

l,kx =
∑

i∈I

Tr(σ−1
i )

di
1ix = x

Definition 2.1.5. A Hilbert-M -bimodule H is a Hilbert space equipped with λH : M → B(H) and ρH :
Mop → B(H), two normal unital ∗-homomorphisms whose ranges commute. For ξ ∈ H and x, y ∈ M , we
will often use the following notation.

x · ξ · y := λH(x)ρH(yop)(ξ)

We say H is of finite type if λH and ρH map M0 resp. Mop
0 into the space of finite rank operators.

Equivalently, for every i, j ∈ I, we must then have that 1i · H and H · 1j are finite-dimensional Hilbert
spaces. We will always denote H0 := M0 ·H ·M0, which is a dense linear subspace of H .

Example 2.1.6. Consider again the pre-Hilbert spaces Fn from definition 2.1.3. We equip these with a left-
and right M -module structure by defining

a · v (x0 ⊗ · · · ⊗ xn) · b := v

(
ax0 ⊗ · · · ⊗ xnµ

−1/2(b)
)
. (3)

One checks that this gives a well-defined bimodule structure, which extends to L2(Mn+1), thus making
L2(Mn+1) a Hilbert-M -bimodule in the sense of definition 2.1.5.

Definition 2.1.7. Given H , a Hilbert-M -bimodule, we can endow the dual Hilbert space H with a Hilbert-
M -bimodule structure by defining

x · ξ · y := y∗ · ξ · x∗

for any ξ ∈ H and x, y ∈M .

Example 2.1.8. There is a natural isomorphism Fn
∼= Fn given by

v (x0 ⊗ · · · ⊗ xn) 7→ v

(
µ1/2(xn)∗ ⊗ · · · ⊗ µ1/2(x0)∗

)
.

As such we identify L2(Mn+1) ∼= L2(Mn+1).

Definition 2.1.9. Given H,K two Hilbert-M -bimodules, we say a bounded linear map T : H → K is
M -bimodular if T ◦ λH(x) ◦ ρH(yop) = λK(x) ◦ ρK(yop) ◦ T for every x, y ∈ M . This may be written more
concisely as

T (x · ξ · y) = x · T (ξ) · y for all x, y ∈M, ξ ∈ H.

One may note that the M -bimodular morphisms in B(L2(M)) are given precisely by multiplication with
central elements of M .

For more general bimodules over von Neumann algebras, Alain Connes introduced the notion of their relative
tensor product in [Con80]. We recall this definition here, specified to our context, for later reference.

Definition 2.1.10. Given H,K two Hilbert-M -bimodules for some discrete quantum space (M,∂), we define
their (M,∂)-relative tensor product as follows.

H ⊗(M,∂)K := {ξ ∈ H ⊗K|∀x ∈M : (ρH(xop) ⊗ 1)ξ = (1 ⊗ λK(µ1/2(x)))ξ}

We explicitly view this as a closed subspace H ⊗(M,∂)K ⊂ H⊗K. This ordinary tensor product is naturally
equipped with a Hilbert-M -bimodule structure by letting

λH⊗K = λH ⊗ Id and ρH ⊗(M,∂) K = Id⊗ρK

5



and we define a Hilbert-M -bimodule structure on H ⊗(M,∂)K as the restriction of the one on H ⊗K. One
easily checks that H ⊗(M,∂)K is finite type if H and K are.

We denote by PH ⊗(M,∂) K ∈ B(H ⊗K) the projection onto H ⊗(M,∂)K, and for any ξ ∈ H and η ∈ K, we
denote ξ⊗(M,∂) η := PH ⊗(M,∂) K(ξ⊗ η). For any Hilbert-M -bimodules H1, H2,K1,K2 and any two bounded
linear maps T : H1 → K1 and S : H2 → K2, we define their relative tensor product as follows.

T ⊗(M,∂) S := PK1 ⊗(M,∂) K2 ◦ (T ⊗ S) ◦ PH1 ⊗(M,∂) H2 (4)

One may note that when T, S happen to be M -bimodular, this is simply the restriction of T ⊗ S to
H1 ⊗(M,∂)H2.

Proposition 2.1.11. For H,K two Hilbert-M -bimodules, the projection PH ⊗(M,∂) K from definition 2.1.10
is given by

PH ⊗(M,∂) K :=
∑

y∈onb(F0)

ρH(yop) ⊗ λK(µ1/2(y∗)) (5)

with convergence in the strong operator topology.

Proof. Restricting the sum in (5) to y ∈ onb(1X · F0) for some finite X ⊂ I, one easily checks that the
result gives a projection in B(H ⊗K). As the SOT-limit of increasing projections, PH ⊗(M,∂) K is therefore
well-defined. Take now x ∈ M arbitrarily, and calculate as follows, using again the explicit orthonormal
basis (1).

(ρH(xop) ⊗ 1) ◦ PH ⊗(M,∂) K =
∑

i∈I
1≤k,l≤di

1

di
ρH((Ei

k,lσ
−1/2x)) ⊗ λK(Ei

l,kσ
−1/2)

=
∑

i∈I
1≤k,l≤di

1

di
ρH((Ei

k,lσ
−1/2)) ⊗ λK(σ−1/2xσ1/2Ei

l,kσ
−1/2)

= (1 ⊗ λK(µ1/2(x))) ◦ PH ⊗(M,∂) K

Here, we have used the fact that

∑

1≤l≤di

Ei
k,lx⊗ Ei

l,j =
∑

1≤l≤di

Ei
k,l ⊗ xEi

l,j for any i ∈ I, 1 ≤ k, j ≤ di, x ∈M

which is very easy to check.

Proposition 2.1.12. For any Hilbert M -bimodule H , we get that there are unitary M -bimodular isomor-
phisms

H ⊗(M,∂) L
2(M) ∼= H ∼= L2(M) ⊗(M,∂) H

given by the linear continuous extension of the maps

φR : H ⊗F0 → H : ξ ⊗ v (x) 7→ ξ · µ1/2(x)

φL : F0 ⊗H → H : v (x) ⊗ ξ 7→ x · ξ.

Proof. By direct calculation, one may check that the maps φR and φL are bounded linear maps, and hence
extend to H ⊗ L2(M) and L2(M) ⊗H respectively, with respective adjoints

φ∗R : H → H ⊗ L2(M) : ξ 7→
∑

x∈onb(F0)

ξ · x⊗ v

(
µ1/2(x)∗

)

6



and
φ∗L : H → L2(M) ⊗H : ξ 7→

∑

x∈onb(F0)

v (x) ⊗ x∗ · ξ.

By direct computation, one checks that φRφ
∗
R = IdH while φ∗RφR = PH ⊗(M,∂) L2(M), the projection from

definition 2.1.10. Similarly, φLφ
∗
L = IdH and φ∗LφL = PL2(M)⊗(M,∂) H . This establishes the required isomor-

phisms.

Since one sees straightforwardly that L2(Mn) ∼= L2(M)⊗n, proposition 2.1.12 yields isomorphisms

L2(Mn+1)⊗(M,∂) L
2(Mm+1) ∼= L2(Mn+m+1). (6)

Moreover, one may note that for H = L2(M), the maps φL and φR from the proof of proposition 2.1.12 are
both equal to m.

Definition 2.1.13. Recall that we have fixed a von Neumann algebra M = ℓ∞
⊕

i∈I Mi, which is a direct
sum of matrix algebras indexed by some set I, and a delta form ∂ on M as in definition 2.1.1. A concrete
unitary 2-category of finite type Hilbert-M -bimodules is a 2-category C whose 1-cells, which we call objects,
are finite type Hilbert-M -bimodules, such that the following hold.

1. For any H,K objects in C, the 2-cells connecting H to K, which we call morphisms, are given by the
vector space MorC(H,K), which consists of bounded linear M -bimodular maps, and is closed in the
norm topology.

2. The 0-cells of the category are given by a partition E of I, i.e. I = ∪a∈EIa. We denote Ma :=
⊕

i∈Ia
Mi.

For every a ∈ E , there is an irreducible object L2(Ma). We denote by za : L2(M) → L2(Ma) the
projection onto this subspace.

3. For any H,K objects in C, we have MorC(H,K)∗ = MorC(K,H).

4. C is closed under the relative tensor product ⊗(M,∂) from definition 2.1.10, both on objects and mor-
phisms.

5. C is closed under finite direct sums.3

6. For any object H in C, the morphisms φL and φR from the proof of proposition 2.1.12 are morphisms
in C, i.e. H ⊗(M,∂) L

2(Ma) and L2(Mb)⊗(M,∂)H are {0} for all but finitely many a, b ∈ E , and we view
φL, φR as the appropriate restriction.

7. For any object H in C, the Hilbert-M -bimodule H is also an object in C, and there are morphisms sH ∈
MorC(L2(M), H ⊗(M,∂)H) and tH ∈ MorC(L2(M), H ⊗(M,∂)H) satisfying the conjugate equations

φR ◦ (s∗H ⊗(M,∂) Id) ◦ (Id⊗(M,∂) tH) ◦ φ∗R = IdH and

φL ◦ (t∗H ⊗(M,∂) Id) ◦ (Id⊗(M,∂) sH) ◦ φ∗L = IdH . (7)

Remark 2.1.14. Unitary 2-categories, as originally defined in [LR97], and elsewhere in the literature,
typically do not allow for direct sums to be taken of objects which are supported on different 0-cells. This is
of course only a convention, and for our purpose it seemed more natural to allow for arbitrary finite direct
sums, as this is of course possible in the equivariant corepresentation category of a coaction M x G as
defined in definition 2.2.4.

Remark 2.1.15. We will be speaking about concrete unitary 2-categories of Hilbert-M -bimodules in the
sense of definition 2.1.13. One may note that this terminology bears no reference to the delta-form ∂, though
it is important since the relative tensor product ⊗(M,∂) and the maps φL, φR depend on it. This choice was
made in order not to overburden the already heavy notation.

3One endows the direct sum of two Hilbert-M -bimodules with the obvious Hilbert-M -bimodule structure. If the summands
are finite type, so is the sum.
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Lemma 2.1.16. Let H be any object in a concrete unitary 2-category C of Hilbert-M -bimodules. Recall
from definition 2.1.13.2 the definition of 0-cells in our category. Take a, b ∈ E arbitrarily, and denote by
za, zb the corresponding minimal projections in EndC(L2(M)) ⊂M . Then λH(za)ρH(zopb ) ∈ EndC(H).

Proof. Consider the morphisms φL and φR from the proof of proposition 2.1.12, which are morphisms in C
by definition. One checks by direct computation that

λH(za)ρH(zopb ) = φR ◦ (φL ⊗(M,∂) 1) ◦ (za ⊗(M,∂) IdH ⊗(M,∂) zb) ◦ (φ∗L ⊗(M,∂) 1) ◦ φr.

This proves the claim.

In light of lemma 2.1.16 and remark 2.1.14, one could define a smaller unitary 2-category whose objects are
Hilbert-M -bimodules in C for which there exist some a, b ∈ E such that λH(za) = ρH(zopb ) = IdH . This
would then really be a unitary 2-category in the sense of [LR97]. The picture is, however, equivalent.

Lemma 2.1.17. Let H,K be objects in a concrete unitary 2-category C of finite type Hilbert-M -bimodules
as in definition 2.1.13. Suppose there is a 0-cell a ∈ E of C such that λH(za) = IdH and λK(za) = IdK . Then
for any i ∈ Ia, we get that

MorC(H,K) → B(1i ·H, 1i ·K) : T 7→ λK(1i) ◦ T (8)

is an injective linear map. Moreover, when H = K, it is a homomorphism of C∗-algebras. Likewise, if there
is some 0-cell b ∈ E with ρH(zopb ) = IdH and ρK(zopb ) = IdK , then for any j ∈ Ib

MorC(H,K) → B(H · 1j ,K · 1j) : T 7→ ρK(1opj ) ◦ T

is an injective linear map, and when H = K, it is a homomorphism of C∗-algebras.

Proof. We show the first claim. The second may be handled analogously. Clearly, when H = K, the map in
(8) is a homomorphism of C∗-algebras. We show that it is in general injective. Suppose therefore that we
have T ∈ MorC(H,K) such that λK(1i) ◦ T = 0. Let sH , tH be as in (7), and note that we then have

0 = s∗H ◦ (T ∗λK(1i)T ⊗(M,∂) 1)sH = λL2(Ma)(1i)s
∗
H ◦ (T ∗T ⊗(M,∂) 1)sH .

Since s∗H ◦ (T ∗T ⊗(M,∂) 1)sH ∈ EndC(L2(Ma)) ∼= C, we must then have that s∗H ◦ (T ∗T ⊗(M,∂) 1)sH = 0. By
positivity, this implies (T ⊗(M,∂) 1)sH = 0. Now, we can calculate, using (7).

0 = φKR ◦ (T ⊗ t∗H) ◦ (sH ⊗(M,∂) IdH) ◦ φHL = φKR (T ⊗ 1)(φHR )∗ = T.

Here we write φKR and φHR to denote the morphisms from proposition 2.1.12 applied to K and H respectively.
This proves the claim.

Corollary 2.1.18. For any objects H,K in a concrete unitary 2-category of finite type Hilbert-M -bimodules,
the morphism space MorC(H,K) is finite dimensional.

Proof. By lemma 2.1.16, we may assume that there are some a, b ∈ E such that za · H · zb = H and
za ·K · zb = K. For any i ∈ Ia, the space B(1i ·H, 1i ·K) is finite dimensional, so by injectivity of the map
(8), we may conclude.

Definition 2.1.19. Given C, a concrete unitary 2-category of finite type Hilbert-M -bimodules in the sense
of definition 2.1.13, and a Hilbert-M -bimodule H which is not necessarily finite type. A covering of H by C
consists of a set {Ha|a ∈ A} of objects in C and isometries ιa : Ha → H with mutually orthogonal ranges,
for a ∈ A some index set, such that

⊕
a∈A ι(Ha) is dense in H . We will very often suppress the isometries

ιa in the notation, and simply write
⊕

a∈AHa dense in H .

Remark 2.1.20. Note that by definition 2.1.13.2, every concrete unitary 2-category of Hilbert-M -bimodules
covers L2(M).
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Proposition 2.1.21. Let C be a concrete unitary 2-category of Hilbert-M -bimodules as defined in 2.1.13,
and suppose we have H,K two Hilbert-M -bimodules which are covered by C, then also H ⊗(M,∂)K is covered
by C.

Proof. Let (Ha, ιa)a∈A and (Kb, ιb)b∈B be the objects in C which realise the covering of H and K respectively.
Since C is closed under the relative tensor product, we have that (Ha ⊗(M,∂)Kb)(a,b)∈A×B are objects in C. Let
now ι(a,b) := ιa ⊗(M,∂) ιb : Ha ⊗(M,∂)Kb → H ⊗(M,∂)K. We claim they realise the covering of H ⊗(M,∂)K.
Take ξ ∈ H and η ∈ K arbitrarily. Denote, for any finite A0 ⊂ A, by ξA0 the orthogonal projection of ξ
on

⊕
a∈A0

ιa(Ha). Similarly denote ηB0 for any finite B0 ⊂ B. By the explicit description of the projection
H ⊗(M,∂)K from proposition 2.1.11, we find that Pιa(Ha)⊗(M,∂) ιb(Kb) is the restriction of PH ⊗(M,∂) K to
ι(Ha) ⊗ ι(Kb). It follows that ξA0 ⊗(M,∂) ηB0 converges to ξ⊗(M,∂) η for A0 and B0 increasing finite sets in
A resp. B. It follows that indeed

⊕
(a,b)∈A×B ι(a,b)(Ha ⊗(M,∂)Kb) is dense in H ⊗(M,∂)K.

Definition 2.1.22. Given two objects H,K in a concrete unitary 2-category of finite type Hilbert-M -
bimodules C, with K irreducible, we denote by bpi(H,K) any maximal set of partial isometries V ∈
MorC(H,K) such that

VW ∗ =

{
IdK if V = W ∈ bpi(H,K)
0 otherwise.

When H,K are not irreducible, we fix irr, some maximal set of pairwise nonisomorphic irreducible objects
of C, and denote

bpi(H,K) =
⋃

L∈irr

{V ∗W |V ∈ bpi(H,L),W ∈ bpi(K,L)}.

When H,K are not necessarily objects in C, but are covered by it (definition 2.1.19), we fix some (Ha)a∈A

and (Kb)b∈B such that
⊕

a∈AHa is dense in H and
⊕

b∈B Kb is dense in K, and denote

bpi(H,K) =
⋃

(a,b)∈A×B

bpi(Ha,Kb).

We read bpi as ‘basis of partial isometries’.

Definition 2.1.23. Let C be a concrete unitary 2-category of finite type Hilbert-M -bimodules in the sense
of definition 2.1.13, which covers two Hilbert-M -bimodules H,K in the sense of definition 2.1.19. Let
T : H → K be any densely defined M -bimodular unbounded linear operator. We say C covers T if there
exist (Ha, ιa)a∈A and (Kb, ιb)b∈B objects in C which realise the covering such that for every a ∈ A, ιa(Ha)
lies in the domain of T and for every a ∈ A, b ∈ B we have ι∗b ◦ T ◦ ιa ∈ MorC(Ha,Kb).

Remark 2.1.24. Note that by definition 2.1.13.6, any concrete unitary 2-category of Hilbert-M -bimodules
covers m : L2(M)⊗(M,∂) L

2(M) → L2(M).

2.2 Equivariant corepresentation theory

Definition 2.2.1. Let α : M x G be a right coaction of a locally compact quantum group on a direct
sum of matrix algebras M . Let ∂ be a delta-form on M as in definition 2.1.1, i.e. (M,∂) is a discrete
quantum space in the sense of definition 2.1.3. We say G acts by α on (M,∂) if for every x ∈M0, and every
ω ∈ L1((G)) = L∞(G)∗ we get that

(∂⊗ω)α(x) = ∂(x)ω(1).

Definition 2.2.2. Let G be a locally compact quantum group admitting a right coaction α : M →
M ⊗L∞(G). Let H be a Hilbert-M -bimodule as in definition 2.1.5. We say a corepresentation U ∈
B(H)⊗L∞(G) is equivariant with α if

U(λH(x) ⊗ 1) = [(λH ⊗ Id)α(x)]U and (ρH(xop) ⊗ 1)U = [((ρH ◦ op) ⊗R)α(x)]U for all x ∈M (9)

where op : M →Mop denotes the obvious anti-∗-homomorphism, and R denotes the unitary antipode of G.
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Definition 2.2.3. Given a locally compact quantum group G acting by α on M as in definition 2.2.2, let
U, V be two α-equivariant corepresentations of G on Hilbert-M -bimodules H,K respectively. We say an
M -bimodular linear map T : H → K intertwines the corepresentations if

(T ⊗ 1)U = V (T ⊗ 1).

Definition 2.2.4. Let α : M x G be a right coaction of a locally compact quantum group on a discrete
quantum space (M,∂), as in definition 2.2.1. We denote by C(M x G) the category whose objects are
all unitary α-equivariant corepresentations of G on finite type Hilbert-M -bimodules (definition 2.2.2), and
whose morphisms are all M -bimodular intertwiners of these corepresentations (definition 2.2.3).

3 The reconstruction theorem

This section will be concerned with the reconstruction theorem 3.0.1. For completeness, we state it again in
slightly more detail.

Theorem 3.0.1. Given a concrete unitary 2-category C of finite type Hilbert-M -bimodules, in the sense
of definition 2.1.13, which covers L2(M2) in the sense of definition 2.1.19, and covers the morphisms m :
L2(M2) → L2(M) and (Id⊗ ∂⊗ Id) : M⊗3

0 →M⊗2
0 , viewed as an unbounded linear map L2(M3) → L2(M2),

in the sense of definition 2.1.23. There exists an algebraic quantum group (A,∆) and a right coaction
α : M0 → M(M0 ⊗A) such that the following hold.

1. For every object H in C, there is a unitary α-equivariant corepresentation UH of (A,∆) on H . UH is
irreducible as corepresentation when H is irreducible in C.

2. For every H,K objects in C, the morphisms MorC(H,K) intertwine the corepresentations UH and UK .

3. For every equivariant corepresentation U of (A,∆) on some finite type Hilbert-M -bimodule H , there
exists an object H ′ in C and a unitary M -bimodular linear map T : H → H ′ which intertwines U and
UH′ .

That is, the category C is equivalent to the category of unitary α-equivariant corepresentations of (A,∆) on
Hilbert-M -bimodules.

Hence, fix for the entire section a concrete unitary 2-category of finite type Hilbert-M -bimodules, C (definition
2.1.13), which covers L2(M2) (definition 2.1.19). Note that by a successive application of proposition 2.1.21 in
combination with (6), we then have that, up to unitary M -bimodular isomorphism, C covers L2(Mn) for every
n ≥ 1. Hence it makes sense to also assume that C covers (1⊗∂⊗1) : F2 → F1 : v (x⊗ y ⊗ z) 7→ ∂(y)v (x⊗ z),
viewed as an unbounded operator L2(M3) → L2(M2) (definition 2.1.23).

3.1 Properties of the unitary 2-category C

In this subsection, we start by maximally exploiting the important two facts that

1. C covers L2(M2), and

2. C covers (1 ⊗ ∂⊗1) : M⊗3
0 →M⊗2

0 , viewed as an unbounded operator L2(M3) → L2(M2).

Moreover, by definition 2.1.13.6, the map m : L2(M2) → L2(M) is also covered by C.

Definition 3.1.1. Let (Ha)a∈A be the objects in C which realise the covering of L2(M2) (definition 2.1.19),
and view, for every a, b ∈ A, MorC(Ha, Hb) ⊂ B(L2(M2)). We define the von Neumann algebra N consisting
of all bounded linear operators T : L2(M2) → L2(M2) such that for every a, b ∈ A, we have PaTPb ∈
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MorC(Hb, Ha), where Pa, Pb denote the projections onto Ha and Hb respectively. Alternatively, one could
say that N is the von Neumann algebra generated by the morphisms in MorC(Ha, Hb).

N :=


 ⋃

a,b∈A

MorC(Ha, Hb)




′′

⊂ B(L2(M2)) (10)

Note that the set of all bounded M -bimodular linear maps in B(L2(M2)) may be identified with Mop ⊗M
by acting by ρL2(M) ⊗ λL2(M) on the isomorphic space L2(M) ⊗ L2(M) ∼= L2(M2), so N is isomorphic to a
subalgebra of Mop ⊗M .

It is clear that for any projection in N , whenever its range is a finite type Hilbert-M -bimodule, it must be
an object in C We denote by P ⊂ N the set of these finite type projections. Additionally, when P,Q ∈ P are
such projections in N , and HP , HQ are the corresponding objects in C, the morphism space MorC(HP , HQ)
is given by

MorC(HP , HQ) = QNP. (11)

Moreover, from lemma 2.1.16, one straightforwardly gets that za ⊗ zb ∈ N for any a, b ∈ E , the 0-cells of our
category, as defined in 2.1.13.2.

For any S, T ∈ N , we will often use the identification (S ⊗ 1)(1 ⊗ T ) = S⊗(M,∂) T ∈ B(L2(M3)), which
makes sense considering L2(M3) ∼= L2(M2)⊗(M,∂) L

2(M2) as in (6).

Lemma 3.1.2 below gives a characterisation of all irreducible objects in C which are contained in L2(M2) up
to isomorphism.

Lemma 3.1.2. We denote by J ⊂ N the set of minimal central projections in the von Neumann algebra
N . The following hold.

1. For any P ∈ J , PN is a type I factor, and for any Q,R ∈ P minimal projections such that PQ = Q
and PR = R, we have RNQ 6= {0}, i.e. the ranges of R and Q are isomorphic objects in C.

2. J ⊂ P ⊂ N , i.e. minimal central projections have finite type ranges.

Proof. 1. Since P is a minimal central projection in the von Neumann algebra N , we get that PN is a
factor. Since N is isomorphic to a subalgebra of Mop ⊗M , this means that PN is a type I factor. All
minimal projections in a type I factor are equivalent, so there is a partial isometry V ∈ PN such that
V V ∗ = R and V ∗V = Q. Hence V ∈ RNQ.

2. Take P ∈ J arbitrarily, and suppose by contradiction that P is not finite type. Since all minimal
projections in N are finite type, this means by the previous point that we can find an infinite family
{Qx|x ∈ X} ⊂ N which are all equivalent. Take now i, j ∈ I such that Qxv (Mi ⊗Mj) 6= {0} for
some x ∈ X . By bimodularity and equivalence of the projections (Qx)x∈X , we must then have that
Qy(v (Mi ⊗Mj)) 6= {0} for all y ∈ X . However, this is in contradiction with the fact that v (Mi ⊗Mj)
is a finite dimensional space. It follows that P had to have been finite type all along.

Notation 3.1.3. We will slightly abuse notation, and define morphism spaces of bimodules which are not
elements of our category. For H,K Hilbert-M -bimodules which are covered by C, let (Ha)a∈A and (Kb)b∈B

realise the covering (definition 2.1.19). We denote

MorC(H,K) := span{MorC(Ha,Kb)|a ∈ A, b ∈ B} ⊂ B(H,K). (12)

Similarly, we take EndC(H) := MorC(H,H). Note that N = EndC(L2(M2))′′.
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Now, by assumption, the following are morphisms in C for any P,Q ∈ P , a ∈ E .
{

m ◦(za ⊗ 1),
m ◦(1 ⊗ za)

}
⊂ MorC(L2(M2), L2(M))





(1 ⊗ ∂⊗1) ◦ (P ⊗(M,∂)Q),
P ◦ (1 ⊗ ∂⊗1) ◦ (Q⊗(M,∂) 1),
P ◦ (1 ⊗ ∂⊗1) ◦ (1⊗(M,∂)Q)



 ⊂ MorC(L2(M3), L2(M2))

Proposition 3.1.4. For any X,Y ∈ EndC(L2(M2)), we also have
{
SX := (X ⊗(M,∂) 1) ◦ (1 ⊗ v (1) ⊗ 1) ◦m∗,
TY := (1⊗(M,∂) Y ) ◦ (1 ⊗ v (1) ⊗ 1) ◦m∗

}
⊂ MorC(L2(M), L2(M3)) (13)

where v (1) denotes
∑

i∈I v (1i). We claim therefore that SX and TY become finite sums when applied to
any v (x), x ∈M0 making them well-defined linear maps F0 → F2, and moreover, we claim that these linear
maps are bounded.

Proof. Take x ∈ M0 arbitrarily. Then there are finitely many i, j such that 1ix1j is nonzero. Since X and
Y are finite type, it follows directly that the sums defining SX(v (x)) and TY (v (x)) have only finitely many
nonzero terms. We now show boundedness of SX , since TY may be handled analogously.

By considering X as the composition of a bounded operator with a projection in P , we may assume that
X is such a projection, since the composition of bounded operators is bounded. By considering finite linear
combinations, and using corollary 2.1.18, we may assume that X is a minimal projection. In particular, by
lemma 2.1.16, there are a, b ∈ E such that X = X ◦ (za ⊗ zb). Then, we note that

S∗
X = m ◦(za ⊗ ∂⊗1) ◦ (X ⊗(M,∂) 1)

Precomposing this with m
∗, we obtain a map which is a bounded element of MorC(L2(M3), L2(M2)) by

assumption, so precomposing again with the bounded map m ◦(za ⊗ 1) ∈ MorC(L2(M2), L2(M)), we get a
bounded operator in MorC(L2(M3), L2(M)).

Consider now for any x, y ∈M0, i ∈ I and 1 ≤ k, l ≤ di, the equality

(1 ⊗ ρ(xop) ⊗ λ(y)) ◦ (1 ⊗ v (1) ⊗ 1) ◦m∗(Ei
k,l)

= (1 ⊗ v

(
µ−1/2(x)

)
⊗ 1)

∑

1≤t≤di

d−1
i Ei

k,tσ
−1/2 ⊗ yσ−1/2Ei

t,l

= (1 ⊗ v

(
µ−1/2(x)

)
⊗ 1)

∑

1≤t≤di

d−1
i Ei

k,tσ
1/2yσ−1 ⊗ σ−1/2Ei

t,l

= (ρ(µ−1/2(y)op) ⊗ λ(µ−1/2(x)) ⊗ 1) ◦ (1 ⊗ v (1) ⊗ 1) ◦m∗(Ei
k,l)

Where we used σ and µ as defined in definition 2.1.3 and the discussion below. Hence, defining

θ : Mop
0 ⊗M0 →Mop

0 ⊗M0 : xop ⊗ y 7→ µ−1/2(y)op ⊗ µ−1/2(x) (14)

yields an anti-automorphism4 of Mop
0 ⊗M0 which extends to the multiplier algebra. Identifying N with a

subalgebra of Mop ⊗M as in definition 3.1.1, we find that TX = Sθ(X), as defined in proposition 3.1.4.

Recall from lemma 3.1.2 the definition of J ⊂ P ⊂ N . Since the elements of J are in one to one correspon-
dence with the isomorphism classes of irreducible subobjects of L2(M2) in C, it follows that for any P ∈ J ,
there is a unique Q ∈ P such that

(P ⊗(M,∂)Q) ◦ (1 ⊗ v (1) ⊗ 1) ◦m∗ 6= 0

In particular, θ as defined in (14) permutes the central projections P ∈ J . In particular, σ−1 ⊗ σ commutes
with every P ∈ J .

Take now P ∈ J arbitrarily, and let HP denote its range, which is an object in C. We get that (SP , TP )
solve the conjugate equations (7) for HP .

4Note that this is not a ∗-anti-automorphism.
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Lemma 3.1.5. Formally denote X = (1 ⊗ v (1) ⊗ 1) ◦ m
∗ with adjoint X∗ = m ◦(1 ⊗ ∂⊗1), and Y =

(1 ⊗X ⊗ 1) ◦X . Then for P ∈ EndC(L2(M2)) and Q ∈ MorC(L2(M3)), we get

X∗(1 ⊗ P )X(v
(
Ei

k,l

)
) = d−2

i (Tr⊗Tr)(P ◦ (ρ(σop) ⊗ λ(σ−1
i )))v

(
Ei

k,l

)
(15)

Y ∗(1 ⊗ 1 ⊗Q)Y (v
(
Ei

k,l

)
) = d−2

i (Tr⊗Tr⊗Tr)(Q ◦ (ρ(σop) ⊗ λ(σ−1)ρ(σop) ⊗ λ(σ−1
i ))v

(
Ei

k,l

)
(16)

where Tr denotes the operator trace.

Proof. For the first equation (15), we calculate, for any x, y ∈M0 and Ei
k,l ∈M0.

X∗(1 ⊗ ρ(xop) ⊗ λ(y))X(v
(
Ei

k,l

)
) = X

∑

1≤s≤di

d−1
i

(
v

(
Ei

k,sσ
−1/2

)
⊗ v

(
µ−1/2(x)

)
⊗ v

(
yσ−1/2Ei

s,l

))

= ∂(x)
∑

1≤s≤di

d−1
i v

(
Ei

k,sσ
−1/2yσ−1/2Ei

s,l

)

=d−2
i TrM (xσ) TrM (yσ−1

i )v
(
Ei

k,l

)

Here, TrM denotes the markov trace from definition 2.1.1. One easily checks that Tr(λ(x)) = TrM (x) =
Tr(ρ(xop)), proving the first equation (15).

Similarly, we calculate as follows for the second equation (16), for any x, y, z, t ∈ M0 and Ei
k,l ∈ M0, where

Ez,t ∈ B(L2(M)) denotes the rank one operator v (a) 7→ ∂(t∗a)v (z) for any a ∈M0.

Y ∗(1 ⊗ 1 ⊗ ρ(xop) ⊗ Ez,t ⊗ λ(y))Y (v
(
Ei

k,l

)
)

= Y ∗
∑

1≤s≤di

j∈I,1≤p,q≤dj

d−1
i d−1

j v

(
Ei

k,sσ
−1/2

)
⊗ v

(
Ej

p,qσ
−1/2

)

⊗ v

(
µ−1/2(x)

)
⊗ ∂(t∗σ−1/2Ej

q,p)v (z) ⊗ v

(
yσ−1/2Ei

s,l

)

= ∂(x)d−1
i

∑

1≤s≤di
j∈I,1≤p,q≤dj

d−1
j ∂(t∗σ−1/2Ej

q,p) ∂(Ej
p,qσ

−1/2z)v
(
Ei

k,sσ
−1/2yσ−1/2Ei

s,l

)

= d−2
i TrM (xσ) TrM (yσ−1

i )
∑

r∈onb(F0)

〈v
(
µ−1(t∗)

)
, v (r)〉〈v (z) , v (r∗)〉

= d−2
i TrM (xσ) TrM (yσ−1

i )〈v (z) , v (µ(t))〉

= d−2
i TrM (xσ) TrM (yσ−1

i ) ∂(µ(t)∗z)

Since one now also readily checks that Tr(Ez,t) = ∂(t∗z), the second formula is also proven.

Definition 3.1.6. One checks that for any P ∈ J , as defined in lemma 3.1.2, the maps (SP , TP ) from
proposition 3.1.4 solve the conjugate equations for the range HP of P . Define the unique positive invertible
γP ∈ EndC(HP ) such that the pair

(
(γ

−1/2
P ⊗ 1)SP , (1 ⊗ γ

1/2
P )TP

)

is a standard solution to the conjugate equations. Recall that N , the von Neumann algebra generated by
MorC(L2(M2)), is a direct sum of matrix algebras. Hence, M(MorC(L2(M2))) is the direct product of these
matrix algebras. Then let γ ∈ M(EndC(L2(M2))) be the unique element such that γP = Pγ = γP for any
P ∈ J . We can identify γ with an unbounded element of M(Mop

0 ⊗M0), and with an unbounded operator
on L2(M2).

Theorem 3.1.7. Let γ be as defined in definition 3.1.6. Then there exists a positive invertible element
δ ∈ M(M0), unique up to a scalar multiple, which commutes with σ and satisfies

γ = ρ(δop) ⊗ λ(δ−1) ∈ M(EndC(L2(M2))).
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Proof. Take a, b, c ∈ E arbitrarily, and P1, P2, P ∈ J such that P1 = P1 ◦ (za ⊗ zb), P2 = P2(zb ⊗ zc) and
P = P ◦ (za ⊗ zc). Denote H1, H2, H their ranges. Recall that the pair

(
(γ

−1/2
P ⊗ 1)SP , (1 ⊗ γ

1/2
P )TP

)

defined in proposition 3.1.4 and definition 3.1.6, is a standard solution to the conjugate equations for H , and
similarly for H1, H2. It follows that we can calculate the categorical trace on EndC((H1 ⊗(M,∂)H2) ⊕H) as

(
A V
W ∗ B

)
7→

Y ∗(1 ⊗ 1 ⊗ (γP1 ⊗(M,∂) γP2)1/2A(γP1 ⊗(M,∂) γP2)1/2)Y

+ X∗(1 ⊗ γ
1/2
P Bγ

1/2
P )X

∈ EndC(L2(Mc)) (17)

where X,Y denote the maps from lemma 3.1.5. Denote σ1 := ρ(σop) ⊗ λ(σ−1) and σ2 := ρ(σop) ⊗
λ(σ−1)ρ(σop) ⊗ λ(σ−1). Then, using lemma 3.1.5, we may compute (17) more explicitly, and find that
the functional

(
A V
W ∗ B

)
7→

d−2
i (Tr⊗Tr⊗Tr)(A(γP1 ⊗(M,∂) γP2)1/2σ2(γP1 ⊗(M,∂) γP2ρ(1opi ))1/2)

+ d−2
i (Tr⊗Tr)(B ◦ γ

1/2
P σ1γ

1/2
P ρ(1opi ))

for any i ∈ Ic

is tracial, faithful, and does not depend on the choice of i ∈ Ic. Consider this weight

Γ :=

(
(γP1 ⊗(M,∂) γP2)1/2σ2(γP1 ⊗(M,∂) γP2)1/2 0

0 γ
1/2
P σ1γ

1/2
P

)
(18)

which we will call Γ for the time being. Recall the definition of θ from (14), and note that since θ2 is an
automorphism of EndC(L2(M2)), we must have that σ1 EndC(L2(M2))σ−1

1 = EndC(L2(M2)). Similarly, we
get that σ2 EndC(L2(M3))σ−1

2 = EndC(L2(M3)). Now, since (1 ⊗ ∂⊗1) : L2(M3) → L2(M2) is a surjective
unbounded operator which is covered by C (definition 2.1.23), we get that

MorC(L2(M3), L2(M2)) = (1 ⊗ ∂⊗1) ◦ EndC(L2(M3))

Since σ1 ◦ (1 ⊗ ∂⊗1)σ−1
2 = (1 ⊗ ∂⊗1), it follows that we also get

σ1MorC(L2(M3), L2(M2))σ−1
2 = MorC(L2(M3), L2(M2)).

Therefore, the weight Γ from (18) normalises EndC((H1 ⊗(M,∂)H2) ⊕ H). Since the functional in (17)
must be tracial and faithful, we get that Γ commutes with EndC((H1 ⊗(M,∂)H2) ⊕H). In particular, since

γP ∈ EndC(H), we get that γ
−1/2
P commutes with γ

1/2
P σ1γ

1/2
P , so σ1 commutes with all powers of γP .

Likewise, σ2 commutes with all powers of γP1 ⊗(M,∂) γP2 .

Since Γ commutes with EndC((H1 ⊗(M,∂)H2)⊕H), we get as well that for any V ∈ MorC(H,H1 ⊗(M,∂)H2),

V ◦ γP ◦ σ1 = (γP1 ⊗(M,∂) γP2) ◦ σ2 ◦ V

In particular, this holds for V = (P1 ⊗(M,∂) P2) ◦ (1⊗ v (1)⊗ 1) ◦P . Summing the resulting equality over all
P1, P2, P ∈ J , we get that for any i, j, k ∈ I, there is an equality of matrices

(1i ⊗ 1j ⊗ 1k) ◦ (γσ1)(13) = (1i ⊗ 1j ⊗ 1k) ◦ (γ⊗(M,∂) γ) ◦ σ2. (19)

Here, we denote γ =
∑

P∈J γP ∈ M(End(L2(M2))) as in definition 3.1.6. Moreover, we use leg numbering
notation (a⊗ b)(13) = a⊗ 1 ⊗ b.

Write now, for any i, j ∈ I, (1i ⊗ 1j) ◦ γσ1 =
∑

s∈Si,j
1iA

op
s ⊗ 1jBs, for some As, Bs ∈ M(M0), and Si,j

some finite index set. Note that we have once more identified EndC(L2(M2)) with a subalgebra of Mop⊗M .
Then we get by (19), remembering that σ2 = σ1 ⊗(M,∂) σ1, that for any i, j, k ∈ I

∑

r∈Si,k

1iµ
−1/2(Ar) ⊗ v (1j) ⊗ 1kBr =

∑

s∈Si,j ,t∈Sj,k

1iµ
−1/2(As) ⊗Bsµ

−1/2(At)1j ⊗Bt1k (20)
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Denote now, for any i, j ∈ I, Xi,j :=
∑

s∈Si,j
1iAs ⊗ 1jBs = (op⊗ Id)[(1i ⊗ 1j) ◦ γσ1]. By invertibility of

γσ1, Xi,j 6= 0 for any i, j ∈ I. The formula (20) now says that

(Xi,j ⊗ 1)(1 ⊗ σ
1/2
j ⊗ 1)(1 ⊗Xj,k)(1 ⊗ σ

−1/2
j ⊗ 1) = (1 ⊗ 1j ⊗ 1) ◦ (Xi,k)1,3 for all i, j, k ∈ I. (21)

Fix i0, k0 ∈ I and ω2 ∈M∗
k0

such that (Id⊗ω2)Xi0,k0 6= 0. Then fix ω1 ∈M∗
i0 such that (ω1 ⊗ω2)Xi0,k0 = 1.

It then follows from (21) that

((ω1 ⊗ Id)Xi0,j)σ
1/2
j ((Id⊗ω2)Xj,k0)σ−1/2 = 1j for any j ∈ I,

so that (ω1 ⊗ Id)Xi0,j and (Id⊗ω2)Xj,k0 are invertible for every j ∈ I. Then (21) says that

Xi,j(1 ⊗ σ
1/2
j )(1 ⊗ (1 ⊗ ω2)(Xj,k0))(1 ⊗ σ

−1/2
j ) = (Id⊗ω2)(Xi,k0 ) ⊗ 1 for any i, j ∈ I.

Define α ∈ M(M0) such that α1i = (Id⊗ω2)(Xi,k0 ) for any i ∈ I, and remember that α is invertible. We
have now shown that

Xi,j = α1i ⊗ σ1/2α−1σ−1/21j for any i, j ∈ I.

This then means that
γσ1 = αop ⊗ σ1/2α−1σ−1/2.

Now write γ = βop
1 ⊗ β2 for some β1, β2 ∈ M(M0). We know that γ is positive and invertible. Hence, for

every i, j ∈ I, we get
0 < (Tr⊗Tr)(γ(1i ⊗ 1j)) = Tr(β11i) Tr(β21j)

so Tr(β11i) 6= 0 and Tr(β21j) 6= 0 for every i, j ∈ I. Fix j0 ∈ I, and define

γ1 := Tr(β21j0)β1 and γ2 := Tr(β21j0)−1β2

Then γ = γop1 ⊗ γ2. We will show that γ1 and γ2 are positive and invertible.

For every i ∈ I, (Id⊗Tr)(γ(1i ⊗ 1j0)) is positive and invertible. Since Tr(γ21j0) = 1, it follows that γ11i is
positive and invertible for all i ∈ I. Hence, γ1 is positive invertible. Then it follows that Tr(γ11i) > 0 for all
i ∈ I. Then since (Tr⊗ Id)(γ(1i ⊗ 1j)) is positive invertible for every i, j ∈ I, we must also get that γ21j is
positive invertible for every j ∈ I. It follows that γ2 is positive invertible.

Since γ commutes with σ1, we must get that γop1 ⊗ γ2 commutes with σop ⊗ σ−1. Therefore, there exists
some nonzero scalar c ∈ C such that

σγ1 = cγ1σ

σγ2 = c−1γ2σ.

Now, Tr(σγ11i) = Tr(σ1/2γ1σ
1/21i) > 0, and also Tr(σγ11i) = Tr(γ1σ1i) = c−1 Tr(σγ11i). It follows that

c = 1, so that γ1 and γ2 both commute with σ.

Now recall that Xi,j = σγ11i ⊗ σ−1γ21j , and then use (21) to find that

σγ11i ⊗ σ−1γ2σ
1/2
j σγ1σ

−1/2
j ⊗ σ−1γ2 = σγ11i ⊗ 1j ⊗ σ−1γ21k for any i, j, k ∈ I.

It follows that γ2 = γ−1
1 . Take now δ = γ1.

Definition 3.1.8. Let H be any object in C, and let (sH , tH) be a standard solution to the conjugate
equations. Recall from definition 2.1.5 that we write H0 := M0 ·H ·M0. We define the (possibly unbounded)
operator ΩH : H0 → H0 given by

ΩH(ξ) = (∂ ◦t∗H ⊗ Id)(Id⊗ξ ⊗ Id)tH(v (1)) (22)

where we interpret v (1) as an infinite sum over (v (1i))i∈I , and filling this sum into the expression (22), only
finitely many nonzero terms remain for each fixed ξ ∈ H0.
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Proposition 3.1.9. The operators ΩH from definition 3.1.8 are well-defined, do not depend on the choice
of standard solution to the conjugate equations, and satisfy the following for any objects H,K in C.

1. For any x, y ∈M0 and ξ ∈ H0, we get that ΩH(x · ξ · y) = µ(x) · ΩH(ξ) · µ(y).

2. ΩH is invertible with inverse

Ω−1
H : H0 → H0 : ξ 7→ (Id⊗ ∂ ◦s∗H)(Id⊗ξ ⊗ Id)sH(v (1))

which is also well-defined.

3. ΩH ⊗ ΩK restricts to H ⊗(M,∂)K, and this restriction equals ΩH ⊗(M,∂) K .

4. For any morphism V ∈ MorC(H,K), we have V ◦ ΩH = ΩK ◦ V .

5. Recall the definition of J from lemma 3.1.2, and γ from definition 3.1.6. Take P ∈ J arbitrarily, and
denote HP its range. Then for any v (x⊗ y) ∈ (HP )0, we get ΩHP (v (x⊗ y)) = γPv (µ(x) ⊗ µ(y)).

Proof. The well-definedness of ΩH will follow from 1. since for any central projections p, q ∈M0, ΩH restricts
to a linear map on the finite dimensional Hilbert space p ·H · q. For now, fix for every H a solution to the
conjugate equations (sH , tH). From point 4. it will follow that the choice is of no consequence, since the
operator Ω′

H , defined by any other choice (s′H , t
′
H), would satisfy Ω′

H = U∗ ◦ ΩH ◦ U for some unitary
U ∈ EndC(H).

1. Recall definition 2.1.10. Since tH maps L2(M) into H ⊗(M,∂)H , we get that

t∗H ◦ (1 ⊗ λH(x)) = [(1 ⊗ λH(x∗))tH ]∗ = [(ρH(µ−1/2(x∗)) ⊗ 1)tH ]∗ = t∗H(ρH(µ1/2(x)) ⊗ 1)

Hence, calculating similarly on the other side, we do indeed find that ΩH(x · ξ) = µ(x) · ΩH(ξ). On
the other hand, by bimodularity of tH , we can calculate

ΩH(ξ · y) = (∂ ◦ρ(yop) ◦ t∗H ⊗ Id) ◦ (Id⊗ξ ⊗ Id) ◦ tH(v (1))

= (∂ ◦λ(µ1/2(y)) ◦ t∗H ⊗ Id) ◦ (Id⊗ξ ⊗ Id) ◦ tH(v (1))

= (∂ ◦t∗H ⊗ Id) ◦ (Id⊗ξ ⊗ Id) ◦ tH
(
v

(
µ1/2(y)

))

= ΩH(ξ) · µ(y)

2. The well-definedness of Ω−1
H can be handled completely analogously to that of ΩH . They are each

others inverse since (sH , tH) are a solution to the conjugate equations.

3. Let φL : L2(M)⊗(M,∂)H → H and φR : K ⊗(M,∂) L
2(M) → K denote the maps as in the proof of

proposition 2.1.12. Then the pair

((Id⊗sK ⊗ Id) ◦ (Id⊗φ∗L) ◦ sH , (Id⊗tH ⊗ Id) ◦ (φ∗R ⊗ Id) ◦ tH)

is a standard solution to the conjugate equations for H ⊗(M,∂)K. Using these to define ΩH ⊗(M,∂) K ,
we find that indeed ΩH ⊗(M,∂) K = ΩH ⊗ ΩK .

4. By the general theory of unitary tensor categories, and more generally unitary 2-categories, there is a
∗-preserving linear isomorphism θH,K : MorC(H,K) → MorC(K,H) which satisfies

(V ⊗ Id) ◦ sH = (Id⊗θH,K) ◦ sK and (Id⊗V ) ◦ tH = (θH,K(V ) ⊗ Id)tK .

Using this, the result is immediate.

5. This follows from direct computation, using the fact that the pair
(

(γ
−1/2
P ⊗ 1)SP , (1 ⊗ γ

1/2
P )TP

)

is a standard solution to the conjugate equations for HP .
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3.2 A ∗-algebra obtained from the unitary 2-category C

In [DT15], De Commer and Timmermann defined partial compact quantum groups, and showed a version
of Tannaka-Krein-Woronowicz duality for these objects. The reconstruction in that setting starts from a
unitary 2-category of finite type Hilbert-ℓ∞(I)-bimodules for some set I. When we restrict our attention in
this paper to the setting where M is abelian, i.e. M =

⊕
i∈I Mi

∼= ℓ∞(I), and ∂ is simply the functional
implemented by the counting measure, the following section recovers part of the construction of [DT15,
section 3]. We will however not show that the ∗-algebra B obtained here admits a bialgebra structure, as we
will move directly to the quantum group setting in the next section 3.3.

Definition 3.2.1. Fix some maximal set irr of mutually inequivalent irreducible objects H in C. We define
a ∗-algebra B, which as a vector space is isomorphic to

⊕
H∈irrH0 ⊗alg H0, where we use the notation

H0 = M0 ·H ·M0 introduced in definition 2.1.5. Denote GH

(
ξ
η

)
for the element ξ ⊗ η ∈ H0 ⊗alg H0. Recall

the notion of a basis of partial isometries from definition 2.1.22. The multiplication is defined as follows.

GH

(
ξ
η

)
GK

(
ξ′

η′

)
=

∑

L∈irr
V ∈bpi(H ⊗(M,∂) K,L)

GL

(
V (ξ⊗(M,∂) ξ

′)

V (η⊗(M,∂) η
′)

)
(23)

For any object H in C, let sH , tH denote a standard solution to the conjugate equations. Then the adjoint
is given by

GH

(
ξ
η

)∗
= GH

(
(Id⊗ξ)tH(v(1))
(η⊗Id)sH (v(1))

)
. (24)

Here, as in proposition 3.1.4, we write v (1), where we mean that we are taking a sum v (1) =
∑

i∈I v (1i),
and the resulting sum in (24) has only finitely many nonzero terms.

Proof that definition 3.2.1 yields a well-defined ∗-algebra. Firstly note that all but finitely many of the terms
in (23) are zero, since H ⊗(M,∂)K has finitely many subobjects each with finite multiplicity. Also, the sum
in (23) does not depend on the choice of bpi, since any two such bases are unitarily conjugate to one another.
The antilinearity-linearity of GL then ensures this non-dependence.

To show associativity of the multiplication, it suffices to note that for any H1, H2, H3, L irreducible objects
in C, the following are both bpi(H1 ⊗(M,∂)H2 ⊗(M,∂)H3, L)

⋃

K∈irr

{V (W ⊗(M,∂) 1)|V ∈ bpi(K ⊗(M,∂)H3, L),W ∈ bpi(H1 ⊗(M,∂)H2,K)}

and ⋃

K∈irr

{V (1⊗(M,∂)W )|V ∈ bpi(H1 ⊗(M,∂)K,L),W ∈ bpi(H2 ⊗(M,∂)H3,K)}.

The adjoint is well-defined since for any ξ ∈ H0, we can find some central projection p ∈ M0 such that
p · ξ = ξ. Then for any central projection q ∈ M0 with q ≤ 1 − p, we get that (Id⊗ξ)tH(v (q)) = 0 by
M -bimodularity of tH . Hence, (Id⊗ξ)tH(v (1)) = (Id⊗ξ)tH(v (p)). One finds a similar statement for η.

The adjoint is involutive by definition, and the observation that (tH , sH) form a standard solution to the
conjugate equations for H when (sH , tH) do for H . To show antimultiplicativity, we first make the following
observations for some fixed H1, H2,K ∈ irr, with respective standard solutions to the conjugate equations
(sHi , tHi)i∈{1,2} and (sK , tK). All three of these observations follow from the general theory of unitary
2-categories, and the fact that we take the solutions to the conjugate equations to be standard.

• Denote φL : L2(M)⊗(M,∂)H2 → H2 the morphism from the proof of proposition 2.1.12. For every

W ∈ MorC(H2 ⊗(M,∂)H1,K), we have that

‖tK‖−1 t∗H2
(IdH2

⊗φL)(IdH2
⊗t∗H1

⊗ IdH2)(W ∗ ⊗ IdH1 ⊗(M,∂) H2)

is an element of MorC(K ⊗(M,∂)H1 ⊗(M,∂)H2, L
2(M)), and taking the set of these elements for W

ranging over some bpi(H2 ⊗(M,∂)H1,K), we obtain a bpi(K ⊗(M,∂)H1 ⊗(M,∂)H2, L
2(M)).
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• For any V ∈ MorC(H1 ⊗(M,∂)H2,K), we have that

‖sK‖−1
s∗K(V ⊗ IdK)

is an element of MorC(H1 ⊗(M,∂)H2 ⊗(M,∂)K,L
2(M)), and taking the set of these elements for V

ranging over some bpi(H1 ⊗(M,∂)H2,K) yields a bpi(H1 ⊗(M,∂)H2 ⊗(M,∂)K,L
2(M)).

• Denote again φL : L2(M)⊗(M,∂)H2 → H2 the morphism from the proof of proposition 2.1.12, as
well as φR : H1 ⊗(M,∂) L

2(M) → H1. Note that the ranges of these morphisms are not the same,
in contrast to what was the case in proposition 2.1.12. For any V ∈ MorC(H1 ⊗(M,∂)H2,K) and

W ∈ MorC(H2 ⊗(M,∂)H1,K), we have the following equality.

‖tK‖−2 ∥∥t∗H2
(IdH2

⊗φL)(IdH2
⊗t∗H1

⊗ IdH2)(W ∗ ⊗ V ∗)tK
∥∥

= ‖sK‖−2 ∥∥s∗H1
(φR ⊗ IdH1

)(IdH1 ⊗s
∗
H2

⊗ IdH1
)(V ∗ ⊗W ∗)sK

∥∥

Now take H1, H2 ∈ irr arbitrarily, as well as ξ, η ∈ (H1)0 and ξ′, η′ ∈ (H2)0. We calculate as follows.
(
GH1

(
ξ
η

)
GH2

(
ξ′

η′

))∗

=




∑

K∈irr
V ∈bpi(H1 ⊗(M,∂) H2,K)

GK

(
V (ξ⊗(M,∂) ξ

′)

V (η⊗(M,∂) η
′)

)



∗

=
∑

K∈irr
V ∈bpi(H1 ⊗(M,∂) H2,K)

GK

(
(Id⊗(ξ⊗(M,∂) ξ′)V

∗)tK(v(1))

((η⊗(M,∂) η′)V ∗⊗Id)sK(v(1))

)

=
∑

K∈irr
V ∈bpi(H1 ⊗(M,∂) H2,K)

W∈bpi(H2 ⊗(M,∂) H1,K)

‖tK‖−2 ∥∥t∗H2
(IdH2

⊗φL)(IdH2
⊗t∗H1

⊗ IdH2)(W ∗ ⊗ V ∗)tK
∥∥

GK

(
(Id⊗(ξ⊗(M,∂) ξ′))(W⊗IdH1⊗H2 )(IdH2

⊗tH1⊗IdH2)(IdH2
⊗φ∗

L)tH2(v(1))

((η⊗(M,∂) η′)V ∗⊗Id)sK(v(1))

)

=
∑

K∈irr
V ∈bpi(H1 ⊗(M,∂) H2,K)

W∈bpi(H2 ⊗(M,∂) H1,K)

‖sK‖−2 ∥∥s∗H1
(φR ⊗ IdH1

)(IdH1 ⊗s
∗
H2

⊗ IdH1
)(V ∗ ⊗W ∗)sK

∥∥

GK

(
(Id⊗(ξ⊗(M,∂) ξ′))(W⊗IdH1⊗H2 )(IdH2

⊗tH1⊗IdH2)(IdH2
⊗φ∗

L)tH2(v(1))

((η⊗(M,∂) η′)V ∗⊗Id)sK(v(1))

)

=
∑

K∈irr
W∈bpi(H2 ⊗(M,∂) H1,K)

GK

(
(Id⊗(ξ⊗(M,∂) ξ′))(W⊗IdH1⊗H2)(IdH2

⊗tH1⊗IdH2 )(IdH2
⊗φ∗

L)tH2(v(1))

((η⊗(M,∂) η′)⊗Id)(IdH1 ⊗(M,∂) H2 ⊗W )(IdH1 ⊗sH2⊗IdH1
)(φ∗

R⊗IdH1
)sH1 (v(1))

)

=
∑

K∈irr
W∈bpi(H2 ⊗(M,∂) H1,K)

GK

(
W [(Id⊗ξ′)tH2(v(1))⊗(M,∂)(Id⊗xi)tH1 (v(1))]
W [(η′⊗Id)sH2 (v(1))⊗(M,∂)(η⊗Id)sH1 (v(1))]

)

= GH2

(
ξ′

η′

)∗

GH1

(
ξ
η

)∗

To alleviate some of the notation, we introduce the following.

Notation 3.2.2. For any object H in C, and any ξ, η ∈ H0, we denote

GH

(
ξ
η

)
:=

∑

K∈irr
V ∈bpi(H,K)

GK

(
V (ξ)
V (η)

)
.
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When H is a Hilbert-M -bimodule which is not necessarily an object of C, but it is covered by C (definition
2.1.19), we will also write

GH

(
ξ
η

)
:=

∑

K∈irr
V ∈bpi(H,K)

GK

(
V (ξ)
V (η)

)

but only when we make sure that ξ, η are contained in some algebraic direct sum
⊕

a∈A(Ha)0, where (Ha)a∈A

realises the covering of H by C. In particular, for v (x0 ⊗ · · · ⊗ xn) , v (y0 ⊗ · · · ⊗ yn) ∈ Fn, we will write

Gn

(
x0⊗···⊗xn
y0⊗···⊗yn

)
:= GL2(Mn+1)

(
v(x0⊗···⊗xn)
v(y0⊗···⊗yn)

)
=

∑

K∈irr
V ∈bpi(L2(Mn+1),K)

GK

(
V (v(x0⊗···⊗xn))
V (v(y0⊗···⊗yn))

)
. (25)

Remark 3.2.3. With the notation 3.2.2, we get that for all objects H,K in C

GH

(
ξ
η

)
GK

(
ξ′

η′

)
= GH ⊗(M,∂) K

(
ξ⊗(M,∂) ξ

′

η⊗(M,∂) η
′

)
for any ξ, η ∈ H0, ξ

′, η′ ∈ K0

and
GH

(
ξ
η

)∗
= GH

(
(Id⊗ξ)tH(v(1))
(η⊗Id)sH(v(1))

)
for any ξ, η ∈ H0.

Note that in particular,

Gn

(
x0⊗···⊗xn
y0⊗···⊗yn

)
Gm

(
z0⊗···⊗zm
t0⊗···⊗tm

)
= Gn+m

(
x0⊗···⊗xnz0⊗···⊗zm
y0⊗···⊗ynt0⊗···⊗tm

)
.

Lemma 3.2.4. The following rules hold in the ∗-algebra B, for any objects K,H in C, any ξ, η ∈ H0,
ξ′, η′ ∈ K0, V ∈ MorC(H,K), and n ∈ N.

1. for any x, y ∈M0, we have GH

(
ξ·x
η·y

)
GK

(
ξ′

η′

)
= GH

(
ξ
η

)
GK

(
µ−1/2(x)·ξ′

µ−1/2(y)·η′

)

2. We have an equality GH

(
V ∗(ξ′)

η

)
= GK

(
ξ′

V (η)

)
, and this continues to hold when H,K are Hilbert-M -

bimodules which are covered by C, and V is a morphism which is covered by C. (see definitions 2.1.19
and 2.1.23.)

3. Let (s′H , t
′
H) be any (not necessarily standard) solution to the conjugate equations for H . Then we

have
GH

(
ξ
η

)∗
= GH

(
(Id⊗ξ)t′H(v(1))

(η⊗Id)s′H (v(1))

)
.

In other words, we could relaxed the condition that the adjoint is defined using standard solutions to
the conjugate equations.

4. For any v (x0 ⊗ · · · ⊗ xn) , v (y0 ⊗ · · · ⊗ yn) ∈ Fn, we get that

Gn

(
x0⊗···⊗xn
y0⊗···⊗yn

)∗
= Gn

(
µ(xn)

∗⊗···⊗µ(x0)
∗

y∗
n⊗···⊗y∗

0

)
.

5. For any x0, x1, x2, y0, y1, y2 ∈M0, we have

G2

(
x0⊗1⊗x2
y0⊗y1⊗y2

)
= ∂(y1)G1

(
x0⊗x2
y0⊗y2

)

G2

(
x0⊗x1⊗x2
y0⊗1⊗y2

)
= ∂(x∗1)G1

(
x0⊗x2
y0⊗y2

)

where we should again interpret this 1 as taking a sum over (1i)i∈I , and retaining only the finitely
many nonzero terms.

Proof. 1. This follows directly from remark 3.2.3 and the easy to check fact that (ξ · x)⊗(M,∂) ξ
′ =

ξ⊗(M,∂)(µ
−1/2(x) · ξ′), and similarly for η, η′ and y.
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2. Fix for any L ∈ irr some bpi(H,L) := {XL
s |s ∈ SL} and a bpi(K,L) := {Y L

t |t ∈ TL} where TL and
SL are finite index sets for every L ∈ irr. Then denote by V L

t,s ∈ C the scalar such that Y L
t V (XL

s )∗ =

V L
t,s IdL. We then get that

V (XL
s )∗ =

∑

t∈TL

V L
t,s · (Y L

t )∗ and Y L
t V =

∑

s∈SL

V L
t,s ·X

L
s .

Using this, we calculate as follows.

GK

(
ξ′

V (η)

)
=

∑

L∈irr,t∈TL

GL

(
Y L
t (ξ′)

Y L
t V (η)

)
=

∑

L∈irr
t∈TL,s∈SL

V L
t,sGL

(
Y L
t (ξ′)

XL
s (η)

)

=
∑

L∈irr,s∈SL

GL

(
XL

s V ∗(ξ′)

XL
s (η)

)
= GH

(
V ∗(ξ′)

η

)

In the more general case when H,K are Hilbert-M -bimodules which are covered by C, recall from
notation 3.2.2 that by assumption ξ′, η are contained in some subobjects of K and H respectively, which
are actual objects in C. Call these objects L1, L2, and denote P1 ∈ MorC(H,L1) and P2 ∈ MorC(K,L2)
the projections whose ranges are L1 and L2 respectively. Then (P2 ◦ V ◦ P1) ∈ MorC(L1, L2), and we
get that

GK

(
ξ′

V (η)

)
= GL2

(
P2(ξ

′)
(P2◦V ◦P1)(η))

)
= GL1

(
(P1◦V

∗◦P2)(ξ
′)

P1(η)

)
= GH

(
V ∗(ξ′)

η

)
.

3. Let (sH , tH) be a standard solution to the conjugate equations for H . Then there is an invertible
morphism T ∈ EndC(H) such that

s′H = (1 ⊗ T ∗)sH and t′H = (T−1 ⊗ 1)tH .

Using the previous point, we then get that

GH

(
(Id⊗ξ)t′H(v(1))

(η⊗Id)s′H (v(1))

)
= GH

(
T−1(Id⊗ξ)tH(v(1))
T∗(η⊗Id)sH (v(1))

)
= GH

(
(Id⊗ξ)tH(v(1))
(η⊗Id)sH (v(1))

)
= GH

(
ξ
η

)∗
.

4. Using again the remark 3.2.3, it suffices by induction to work with n = 1. Recall the definition of
J from lemma 3.1.2. By taking linear combinations, we may then assume that there is some P ∈ J
such that v (x0 ⊗ x1) and v (y0 ⊗ y1) lie in the range of P . Recall from proposition 3.1.4 and the
discussion below that (SP , TP ) solve the conjugate equations for the range HP of P when identifying
HP ⊗(M,∂)HP and HP ⊗(M,∂)HP with a subspace of L2(M3) by the map 1 ⊗ m⊗1. By the previous
point, we can calculate as follows, remembering this identification.

(1 ⊗ 1 ⊗ v (x0 ⊗ x1))TP (v (1)) =
∑

s,t∈onb(F0)

v (s⊗ t) 〈Pv (t∗ ⊗ s∗) , v (x0 ⊗ x1)〉

=
∑

s,t∈onb(F0)

v (s⊗ t) ∂(x∗0t
∗) ∂(x∗1s

∗)

= v






∑

s∈onb(F0)

∂(s∗µ−1(x∗1))s


 ⊗




∑

t∈onb(F0)

∂(t∗µ−1(x∗0))t






= v (µ(x1)∗ ⊗ µ(x0)∗)

A similar calculation yields (v (y0 ⊗ y1) ⊗ 1 ⊗ 1)SP = v (y∗1 ⊗ y∗0), proving the result.

5. We will only show the first claim, as the second is handled analogously. Take some projection P ∈
EndC(L2(M3)) such that Pv (y0 ⊗ y1 ⊗ y2) = v (y0 ⊗ y1 ⊗ y2). Then we already get that

G2

(
x0⊗1⊗x2
y0⊗y1⊗y2

)
= G2

(
Pv(x0⊗1⊗x2))

y0⊗y1⊗y2

)
.
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so that we need not worry about the implicit infinite sum contained in this 1. Now, since (1 ⊗ ∂⊗1)
is covered by C (definition 2.1.23), we get that (1 ⊗ ∂⊗1) ◦ P is a morphism in C. We claim that
[(1 ⊗ ∂⊗1) ◦ P ]∗v (x0 ⊗ x2) = Pv (x0 ⊗ 1 ⊗ x2), which will end the proof by point 2 of this lemma.
Take to this end s, t, r ∈M0 with P (v (s⊗ t⊗ r)) = v (s⊗ t⊗ r) arbitrarily, and calculate.

〈[(1 ⊗ ∂⊗1) ◦ P ]∗v (x0 ⊗ x2) , v (s⊗ t⊗ r)〉 = 〈v (x0 ⊗ x2) , [(1 ⊗ ∂⊗1) ◦ P ]v (s⊗ t⊗ r)〉

= ∂(s∗x0) ∂(t∗) ∂(r∗x2) = 〈Pv (x0 ⊗ 1 ⊗ x2) , v (s⊗ t⊗ r)〉

Definition 3.2.5. We define a functional ϕ : B → C by

ϕ
(
GH

(
ξ
η

))
:=

∑

V ∈bpi(H,L2(M))

(∂ ◦V )(ξ)(∂ ◦V )(η).

Proposition 3.2.6. The functional ϕ from definition 3.2.5 is well-defined. Recall from definition 3.1.8 the
definition of ΩH for H an object in C. Recall from definition 3.2.1 that we fixed irr, a maximal set of pairwise
nonisomorphic irreducible objects in C. Then for any H,K ∈ irr, and ξ, η ∈ H0, ξ′, η′ ∈ K0 we get that

ϕ
(
GH

(
ξ
η

)∗
GK

(
ξ′

η′

))
=

δH,K

‖tH‖2
〈ΩH(ξ), ξ′〉〈η′, η〉 (26)

and

ϕ
(
GK

(
ξ′

η′

)
GH

(
ξ
η

)∗)
=

δH,K

‖sH‖2
〈ξ, ξ′〉〈η′,Ω−1

H (η)〉 (27)

In particular, ϕ is positive and faithful. Moreover, the bijective linear map

ς : B → B : GH

(
ξ
η

)
7→ GH

(
ΩH(ξ)
ΩH(η)

)

is well-defined, and satisfies ς(xy) = ς(x)ς(y) as well as ϕ(xy) = ϕ(ς(y)x) for all x, y ∈ B.

Proof. Take any object H in C, and ξ, η ∈ H0 arbitrarily. To show well-definedness, we pass through the
definition of our notation 3.2.2. We calculate as follows.

∑

K∈irr
V ∈MorC(H,K)

ϕ
(
GK

(
V (ξ)
V (η)

))
=

∑

K∈irr
V ∈bpi(H,K)

∑

W∈bpi(K,L2(M))

(∂ ◦W ◦ V )(ξ)(∂ ◦W ◦ V )(η)

=
∑

Y ∈bpi(H,L2(M))

(∂ ◦Y )(ξ)(∂ ◦Y )(η) = ϕ
(
GH

(
ξ
η

))

Hence, ϕ is indeed a well-defined linear functional. Take now H,K ∈ irr arbitrarily, as well as ξ, η ∈ H0 and
ξ′, η′ ∈ K0, and calculate.

ϕ
(
GH

(
ξ
η

)∗
GK

(
ξ′

η′

))

= ϕ
(
GH ⊗(M,∂) K

(
(Id⊗ξ)tH(v(1))⊗(M,∂) ξ

′

(η⊗Id)sH(v(1))⊗(M,∂) η
′

))

=
∑

V ∈bpi(H ⊗(M,∂) K,L2(M))

(∂ ◦V )[(Id⊗ξ)tH(v (1))⊗(M,∂) ξ′](∂ ◦V )[(η ⊗ Id)sH(v (1))⊗(M,∂) η
′]

=
δH,K

‖tH‖2
(∂ ◦t∗H) ◦ (Id⊗ξ⊗(M,∂) ξ′) ◦ tH(v (1))(∂ ◦tH) ◦ ((η ⊗ Id)sH(v (1))⊗(M,∂) η

′)

=
δH,K

‖tH‖2
〈ΩH(ξ), ξ′〉〈η′, η〉
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Here, we have used the fact that bpi(H ⊗(M,∂)K,L
2(M)) is given by {tH} when H = K, and is empty

otherwise. To take the final step, we have used the conjugate equation 7. Showing that

ϕ
(
GK

(
ξ′

η′

)
GH

(
ξ
η

)∗)
=

δH,K

‖sH‖2
〈ξ, ξ′〉〈η′,Ω−1

H (η)〉

is completely analogous.

Using the properties of the operators ΩH given in proposition 3.1.9, we show well-definedness of ς . Fix an
object H in C, and ξ, η ∈ H0.

∑

K∈irr
V ∈bpi(H,K)

ς
(
GK

(
V (ξ)
V (η)

))
=

∑

K∈irr
V ∈bpi(H,K)

GK

(
(ΩK◦V )(ξ)
(ΩK◦V )(η)

)

=
∑

K∈irr
V ∈bpi(H,K)

GK

(
(V ◦ΩH )(ξ)
(V ◦ΩH )(η)

)

= ς




∑

K∈irr
V ∈bpi(H,K)

GK

(
V (ξ)
V (η)

)



= ς
(
GH

(
ξ
η

))

Finally, we are ready to calculate as follows, using (26) and (27), for any H,K ∈ irr and ξ, η ∈ H0, ξ′, η′ ∈ K0.

ϕ
(
ς
(
GK

(
ξ′

η′

))
GH

(
ξ
η

)∗)
= ϕ

(
GK

(
ΩK(ξ′)
ΩK(η′)

)
GH

(
ξ
η

)∗)

=
δH,K

‖sH‖2
〈ξ,ΩH(ξ′)〉〈ΩH(η′),Ω−1

H (η)〉

=
δH,K

‖tH‖2
〈ΩH(ξ), ξ′〉〈η′, η〉

= ϕ
(
GH

(
ξ
η

)∗
GK

(
ξ′

η′

))

Since ς is linear, and these elements span B, this shows ϕ(ς(x)y) = ϕ(yx) for all x, y ∈ B. Now, for any
x, y, z ∈ B, we must have

ϕ(ς(xy)z) = ϕ(zxy) = ϕ(ς(y)zx) = ϕ(ς(x)ς(y)z).

Hence, since ϕ is faithful, we get that ς(xy) = ς(x)ς(y) for any x, y ∈ B.

Remark 3.2.7. Let ς be as in proposition 3.2.6, and δ as in theorem 3.1.7. Then by proposition 3.1.9.5,
and an induction argument, we get that

ς
(
Gn

(
x0⊗···⊗xn
y0⊗···⊗yn

))
= Gn

(
µ(x0)δ⊗δ−1µ(x1)δ⊗···⊗δ−1µ(xn)

µ(y0)δ⊗δ−1µ(y1)δ⊗···⊗δ−1µ(yn)

)

for any n ∈ N and x0, y0, . . . , xn, yn ∈M0.

3.3 The algebraic quantum group (A,∆)

This section will be concerned with defining the algebraic quantum group (A,∆), i.e. a multiplier Hopf-∗-
algebra with invariant functionals as in [Van98, Theorem 3.7]. We still keep the same category C fixed, and
recall that it covers L2(M2) (definition 2.1.19), and covers m and (1 ⊗ ∂⊗1) (definition 2.1.23). In order to
define the algebra A, we first need the following lemma.
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Lemma 3.3.1. Let H,K be two Hilbert-M -bimodules as in definition 2.1.5 which are covered by C as in
definition 2.1.19. Then H ⊗K admits a canonical covering by C. In particular, this works for H,K objects
in C

Proof. Since C covers L2(M2), we can use proposition 2.1.21 to find that also H ⊗(M,∂) L
2(M2)⊗(M,∂)K is

covered by C. We can push this through the following isomorphisms.

H ⊗(M,∂) L
2(M2)⊗(M,∂)K ∼= (H ⊗(M,∂) L

2(M)) ⊗ (L2(M)⊗(M,∂)K) ∼= H ⊗K (28)

Definition 3.3.2. Fix again a maximal set irr of pairwise nonisomorphic irreducible elements H in C. We
define a ∗-algebra UA which as a vector space is isomorphic to the algebraic direct sum5

⊕

H∈irr

H0 ⊗alg H0

where we denote AH

(
ξ
η

)
for the element corresponding to ξ⊗ η with ξ, η ∈ H0. The multiplication is defined

as follows, for any H,K ∈ irr, ξ, η ∈ H0, ξ′, η′ ∈ K0, and any bpi(H ⊗K,L) as in definition 2.1.22.

AH

(
ξ
η

)
AK

(
ξ′

η′

)
:=

∑

L∈irr
V ∈bpi(H⊗K,L)

AL

(
V (ξ⊗ξ′)
V (η⊗η′)

)
(29)

The adjoint is defined as

AH

(
ξ
η

)∗
= AH

(
(Id⊗ξ)tH (v(1))
(η⊗Id)sH(v(1))

)
(30)

where we again view v (1) as a sum over (v (1i))i∈I , and the resulting sum in (30) has finitely many nonzero
terms.

Proof that definition 3.3.2 yields a well-defined ∗-algebra. Everything may be done completely analogously
to the definition of the ∗-algebra B (definition 3.2.1), except that we should make sure the sum in (29) has
only finitely many nonzero terms. Fix therefore H,K ∈ irr, ξ, η ∈ H0 and ξ′, η′ ∈ K0. Then there exist
central projections p, q, r, s ∈ M0 such that ξ · p = ξ, η · q = η, r · ξ′ = ξ′ and s · η′ = η. Then recall the
definition of P from definition 3.1.1 and the discussion below. We can find some P ∈ P such that v (p⊗ r)
and v (q ⊗ s) lie in the range HP of P . Now, viewing everything through the isomorphisms 28, it is clear that
we can restrict our attention to V ∈ bpi(H ⊗(M,∂)HP ⊗(M,∂)K,L), and this set is always finite for every
L ∈ irr by corollary 2.1.18, and empty for all but finitely many L ∈ irr.

Notation 3.3.3. As we did for the ∗-algebra B in notation 3.2.2, we will also denote

AH

(
ξ
η

)
:=

∑

K∈irr
V ∈bpi(H,K)

AH

(
V (ξ)
V (η)

)

for any Hilbert-M -bimodule H which is covered by C as in definition 2.1.19, but only when ξ, η are contained
in some algebraic direct sum

⊕
a∈A(Ha)0, where (Ha)a∈A realises the covering of H by C. In particular, we

do this for reducible objects H of C.

We will use this notation to denote for any x1, y1, . . . , xn, yn ∈M0

An

(
x1⊗···⊗xn
y1⊗···⊗yn

)
:= AL2(Mn)

(
v(x1⊗···⊗xn)
v(y1⊗···⊗yn)

)
=

∑

K∈irr
V ∈bpi(L2(Mn+1),K)

AK

(
V (v(x1⊗···⊗xn))
V (v(y1⊗···⊗yn))

)
.

One should note that this is in contrast to the notation for the ∗-algebra B, where Gn was reserved for the
covered object L2(Mn+1).

5The reader may note that this is the same vector space underlying the algebra B, but we will endow it with a different
∗-algebra structure.
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Moreover, we will use the same notation An

(
x1⊗···⊗xn
y1⊗···⊗yn

)
∈ M(UA) when either x1, . . . , xn may be elements

of the multiplier algebra M(M0). This makes sense since for any object H in C, and any ξ, η ∈ H0, we can
find finitely supported central projections p, q ∈M0 such that p · ξ = ξ and q · η = η. Then take a projection
P ∈ MorC(L2(Mn+1)) onto a finite type Hilbert-M -subbimodule such that v (y1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ yn ⊗ q) lies in the
range of P . Then we have that P ◦ ρL2(Mn+1)(p

op) is a finite rank operator, and it makes sense to define

An

(
x1⊗···⊗xn
y1⊗···⊗yn

)
AH

(
ξ
η

)
:= AL2(Mn+1)⊗(M,∂) H

(
P (v(x1⊗···⊗xn⊗p))⊗(M,∂) ξ

v(y1⊗···⊗yn⊗q)⊗(M,∂) η

)
.

Similarly An

(
x1⊗···⊗xn
y1⊗···⊗yn

)
is a right multiplier, and we can do something similar when x1, . . . , xn ∈ M0 and

y1, . . . , yn ∈ M(M0).

Now it makes sense to define the two-sided ∗-ideal

I :=
〈
∂(x)AH

(
ξ
η

)
−A1 (1x)AH

(
ξ
η

)
, ∂(x∗)AH

(
ξ
η

)
−A1 (x1)AH

(
ξ
η

)
|H ∈ irr, ξ, η ∈ H0, x ∈M0

〉

Then we let A := UA/I, and by slight abuse of notation, we continue to denote AH

(
ξ
η

)
when we really mean

AH

(
ξ
η

)
+ I ∈ A.

Lemma 3.3.4. The following are valid rules for calculation in the ∗-algebra A, for any objects H,K in C,
and any ξ, η ∈ H0, ξ′, η′ ∈ K0.

1. We have an equality AH

(
V ∗(ξ′)

η

)
= AK

(
ξ′

V (η)

)
, which continues to hold when H,K are Hilbert-M -

bimodules covered by C, and V is a linear map which is covered by C. (see definitions 2.1.19 and
2.1.23.)

2. Let (s′H , t
′
H) be any (not necessarily standard) solution to the conjugate equations for H . Then we

have
AH

(
ξ
η

)∗
= AH

(
(Id⊗ξ)t′H(v(1))

(η⊗Id)s′H (v(1))

)
.

In other words, we could relaxed the condition that the adjoint is defined using standard solutions to
the conjugate equations.

3. For any v (x1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ xn) , v (y1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ yn) ∈ Fn−1, we get that

An

(
x1⊗···⊗xn
y1⊗···⊗yn

)∗
= An

(
µ(xn)

∗⊗···⊗µ(x1)
∗

y∗
n⊗···⊗y∗

1

)
.

4. For any x ∈M0, we have

A1 (1x) = ∂(x)1 ∈ M(A) and A1 (x1) = ∂(x∗)1 ∈ M(A) strictly.

Proof. The proof for 1-3 is identical to the proof of the analogous properties of the ∗-algebra B from lemma
3.2.4. Point 4 holds by definition of the ideal I and the ∗-algebra A above.

Definition 3.3.5. We define the following maps on A. The fact that they are well-defined is the content of
proposition 3.3.6.

• ∆ : A → M(A ⊗ A) : AH

(
ξ
η

)
7→

∑
ζ∈onb(H0)

AH

(
ξ
ζ

)
⊗ AH

(
ζ
η

)
for any object H in C and ξ, η ∈ H0.,

where onb(H0) denotes any orthonormal basis of H all of whose elements are contained in H0.

• S : A → A : AH

(
ξ
η

)
7→ AH

(η
ξ

)∗
for any object H in C and ξ, η ∈ H0.

• ǫ : A → C : AH

(
ξ
η

)
7→ 〈η, ξ〉 for any object H in C and ξ, η ∈ H0.

Proposition 3.3.6. The map ∆ from definition 3.3.5 is well defined and nondegenerate, and the pair (A,∆)
is a multiplier Hopf-∗-algebra as in [Van94, Definition 2.4]. Its antipode is given by S, and its co-unit by ǫ.
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Proof. Let H,K be irreducible objects in A, and ξ, η ∈ H0, ξ′, η′ ∈ K0. Then let p, q, r ∈ M0 be central
projections such that p · ξ = ξ, ξ′ · q = ξ′ and η′ · r = η′. Recall the definition of P from definition 3.1.1, and
the discussion below it. Let P ∈ P be such that Pv (q ⊗ p) = v (q ⊗ p). Since the range of P is finite type,
we can find a central projection s ∈M0 such that (λ(r) ⊗ 1) ◦ P = (λ(r) ⊗ ρ(sop)) ◦ P . It follows that

AK

(
ξ′

η′

)
AH

(
ξ
ζ

)
⊗AH

(
ζ
η

)
= 0 for any ζ ∈ (1 − s) ·H.

Hence, it follows that (A ⊗ 1)∆ (A) ⊂ A ⊗A, and in particular ∆ is well-defined on AH

(
ξ
η

)
for irreducible

objects H , and ξ, η ∈ H0. Similarly, one shows that (1 ⊗A)∆(A) ⊂ A⊗A.

Now, to show that ∆ is a well-defined algebra homomorphism, we calculate for some H which is covered by
C and ξ, η in some algebraic direct sum

⊕
a∈AHa where (Ha)a∈A realises the covering (definition 2.1.19).

∑

K∈irr
V ∈bpi(H,K)

∆
(
AK

(
V (ξ)
V (η)

))
=

∑

K∈irr
V ∈bpi(H,K)
ζ∈onb(K0)

AK

(
V (ξ)
ζ

)
⊗AK

(
ζ

V (η)

)

=
∑

K∈irr
V ∈bpi(H,K)
ζ∈onb(K0)

AH

(
ξ

V ∗(ζ)

)
⊗AH

(
V ∗(ζ)

η

)

= ∆
(
AH

(
ξ
η

))

This last step holds because {V ∗(ζ)|K ∈ irr, V ∈ bpi(H,K), ζ ∈ onb(K0)} is an onb(H0). Now, take
H,K covered by C, and note that {ξ ⊗ η|ξ ∈ onb(H0), η ∈ onb(K0)} is an onb((H ⊗ K)0). This shows
multiplicativity of ∆.

To show that ∆ respects adjoints, we calculate as follows for some object H in C and ξ, η ∈ H0.

∆
(
AH

(
ξ
η

))∗
=

∑

ζ∈onb(H0)

AH

(
ξ
ζ

)∗

⊗AH

(
ζ
η

)∗

=
∑

ζ∈onb(H0)

AH

(
(Id⊗ξ)tH(v(1))

(ζ⊗Id)sH (v(1))

)
⊗AH

(
(Id⊗ζ)tH (v(1))
(η⊗Id)sH(v(1))

)

=
∑

ζ∈onb(H0)

AH

(
(Id⊗ξ)tH(v(1))

∑
θ∈onb(H0)〈(ζ⊗Id)sH(v(1)),θ〉θ

)
⊗AH

(
(Id⊗ζ)tH(v(1))
(η⊗Id)sH (v(1))

)

=
∑

θ∈onb(H0)

AH

(
(Id⊗ξ)tH(v(1))

θ

)
⊗AH

(∑
ζ∈onb(H0)〈ζ,(Id⊗θ)sH(v(1))〉(Id⊗ζ)tH (v(1))

(η⊗Id)sH (v(1))

)

=
∑

θ∈onb(H0)

AH

(
(Id⊗ξ)tH(v(1))

θ

)
⊗AH

(
(Id⊗ ∂ ◦s∗H )◦(tH(v(1))⊗θ)

(η⊗Id)sH (v(1))

)

=
∑

θ∈onb(H0)

AH

(
(Id⊗ξ)tH(v(1))

θ

)
⊗AH

(
θ

(η⊗Id)sH(v(1))

)

= ∆
(
AH

(
ξ
η

)∗)

One also easily checks that ∆ maps approximate units to approximate units, and is therefore nondegenerate.
Now, since ∆ is coassociative by definition, it is a well-defined comultiplication on A.

We turn our attention to the map ǫ. It is clearly multiplicative since 〈η ⊗ η′, ξ ⊗ ξ′〉 = 〈η, ξ〉〈η′, ξ′〉. It must
also respect the adjoint simply by definition of the conjugate equations (7), and therefore it is a character.
One may completely straightforwardly check that

(Id⊗ǫ) ◦ ∆ = Id = (ǫ⊗ Id) ◦ ∆.

Hence, ǫ is a co-unit for the pair (A,∆).
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We finish by turning our attention to the map S. Firstly, it is antimultiplicative since the adjoint is antim-
ultiplicative. Finally, we show that

mA ◦(Id⊗S) ◦ ∆(·) = ǫ(·)1 ∈ M(A)

where mA : M(A ⊗ A) → M(A) denotes the multiplication. To this end, take some object H in C, and
ξ, η ∈ H0, and calculate as follows.

mA ◦(Id⊗S) ◦ ∆
(
AH

(
ξ
η

))
=

∑

ζ∈onb(H0)

AH

(
ξ
ζ

)
AH

(η
ζ

)∗

=
∑

ζ∈onb(H0)

AH⊗H

(
ξ⊗(Id⊗η)tH(v(1))

ζ⊗(ζ⊗Id)sH(v(1))

)

= AH⊗H

(
ξ⊗(Id⊗η)tH (v(1))

sH (v(1))

)

= A1

(
(s∗H⊗η)◦(ξ⊗tH(v(1)))

1

)

=
∑

x∈onb(F0)

A1 (x1) 〈η, x
∗ · ξ〉

= 〈η, ξ〉1 ∈ M(A)

Similarly, one shows that
mA ◦(S ⊗ Id) ◦ ∆ = ǫ

which finishes the proof.

We can explicitly describe the polar decomposition of the antipode.

Proposition 3.3.7. Recall from definition 3.1.8 the positive, invertible, possibly unbounded operators ΩH .
There is a one parameter group of ∗-automorphisms (τt)t∈R of A, which is analytic on all of A, and given by

τt
(
AH

(
ξ
η

))
:= AH

(
Ω−it

H (ξ)

Ω−it
H (η)

)
for any t ∈ R. (31)

There is a ∗-anti-automorphism R of A given by

R
(
AH

(
ξ
η

))
:= AH

(
Ω

−1/2
H (η)

Ω
1/2
H (ξ)

)∗

. (32)

Moreover, these satisfy

1. ∆ ◦ τt = (τt ⊗ τt) ◦ ∆,

2. ∆ ◦R = (R⊗R) ◦ χ ◦ ∆, where χ denotes the flip map,

3. and S = R ◦ τ−i/2.

Proof. For any object H in C, and any central projections p, q ∈ M0, ΩH restricts to a positive invertible
operator on p ·H · q. It follows that H admits a basis of eigenvectors of ΩH . Clearly, when ξ, η are elements
of this basis, τ is analytic on AH

(
ξ
η

)
. Also multiplicativity and respecting the adjoint are immediate on such

elements (when using proposition 3.1.9), and since they span A, τ is indeed an analytic one parameter group
of automorphisms of A.
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Completely analogously, and also using that the adjoint is antimultiplicative, we get that R is antimulti-
plicative. To show that it preserves adjoints, calculate as follows for some object H in C, and ξ, η ∈ H0.

R
(
AH

(
ξ
η

)∗)
= R

(
AH

(
(Id⊗ξ)tH(v(1))
(η⊗Id)sH (v(1))

))

= AH

(
(η⊗Ω

−1/2

H
)sH(v(1))

(Ω
1/2

H
⊗ξ)tH (v(1))

)∗

= AH

(
(Ω

1/2
H (η)⊗Id)sH (v(1))

(Id⊗Ω
−1/2
H (ξ))tH(v(1))

)∗

= AH

(
(Id⊗(∂ ◦s∗H))(Id⊗Ω

1/2
H (η)⊗Id)sH (v(1))

((∂ ◦t∗H )⊗Id)(Id⊗Ω
−1/2
H (ξ)⊗Id)(tH (v(1)))

)

= AH

(
Ω

−1/2
H (η)

Ω
1/2
H (ξ)

)

= R
(
AH

(
ξ
η

))∗

Now, we can prove the three final claims.

1. Since ΩH is positive, Ω−it
H is unitary for every t ∈ R. Hence, {Ω−it

H (ζ)|ζ ∈ onb(H0)} is an onb(H0).
The formula ensues.

2. We start by calculating from the right hand side for some object H in C, and ξ, η ∈ H0.

(R ⊗R) ◦ χ ◦ ∆
(
AH

(
ξ
η

))
=

∑

ζ∈onb(H0)

AH

(
Ω

−1/2
H (η)

Ω
1/2
H (ζ)

)∗

⊗AH

(
Ω

−1/2
H (ζ)

Ω
1/2
H (ξ)

)∗

=
∑

ζ,θ∈onb(H0)

AH

(
Ω

−1/2
H (η)

〈Ω
1/2
H (ζ),θ〉θ

)∗

⊗AH

(
Ω

−1/2
H (ζ)

Ω
1/2
H (ξ)

)∗

=
∑

ζ,θ∈onb(H0)

AH

(
Ω

−1/2
H (η)

Ω
1/2
H (ζ)

)∗

⊗AH

(
〈Ω

1/2
H θ,ζ〉Ω

−1/2
H (ζ)

Ω
1/2
H (ξ)

)∗

=
∑

ζ,θ∈onb(H0)

AH

(
Ω

−1/2
H (η)

θ

)∗

⊗AH

(
θ

Ω
1/2
H (ξ)

)∗

= ∆ ◦R
(
AH

(
ξ
η

))

3. Again it suffices to prove the claim on AH

(
ξ
η

)
when ξ, η are eigenvectors of ΩH . For such elements,

one immediately gets that τ−i/2

(
AH

(
ξ
η

))
= AH

(
Ω

−1/2
H (ξ)

Ω
1/2
H (η)

)
. Hence, indeed R ◦ τ−i/2 = S.

In order to endow the multiplier Hopf-∗-algebra with invariant functionals, we show that A is isomorphic to
a corner of B. Then we will be able to push the functional ϕ from definition 3.2.5 through this isomorphism
and show that the result is indeed invariant. This is the content of the next proposition.

Proposition 3.3.8. Fix e ∈ M0 with ∂(e∗e) = 1. Then there is a projection Qe := G1

(
1⊗1
e⊗e∗

)
∈ M(B).

Denote by Be the corner QeBQe. There is a ∗-isomorphism

Θe : A → Be : AH

(
ξ
η

)
7→ GL2(M)⊗H⊗L2(M)

(
v(1)⊗ξ⊗v(1)
v(e)⊗η⊗v(e∗)

)
for any object H and ξ, η ∈ H0

with inverse

Θ−1
e : Be → A : GH

(
ξ
η

)
7→ AH

(
ξ

e∗·η·µ1/2(e)

)
for any object H and ξ, η ∈ H0 such that GH

(
ξ
η

)
∈ Be.
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Proof. Recall P from definition 3.1.1 and the discussion below. Take P ∈ P such that P (v (e⊗ e∗)) =
v (e⊗ e∗), and denote its range by HP . Take any object H in C, and ξ, η ∈ H0. There exists a central
projection p ∈M0 such that p · ξ = ξ. Then since P is of finite type, we must get that P (v (1i ⊗ p)) = 0 for
all but finitely many i ∈ I, making P (v (1 ⊗ p)) a well-defined vector in HP . Then by definition, we get that

QeGH

(
ξ
η

)
= GHP

(
P (v(1⊗p))
v(e⊗e∗)

)
GH

(
ξ
η

)

is a well-defined element of B. Similarly, GH

(
ξ
η

)
Qe ∈ B, so Qe is a well-defined element of the multiplier

algebra M(B). One readily checks that Qe = Q2
e = Q∗

e, using the calculation rules from lemma 3.2.4 and
the fact that ∂(e∗e) = 1.

Then, to show that Θe is indeed an isomorphism, we start by noting that it is well-defined. Indeed, using

the same trick as before, GL2(M)⊗H⊗L2(M)

(
v(1)⊗ξ⊗v(1)
v(e)⊗η⊗v(e∗)

)
is always an element of B. Clearly, multiplying on

the left or right by Qe, nothing happens, and hence Θe is a well-defined map on UA. One sees directly that
Θe(I) = {0}, where I is the ∗-ideal used to define A. It follows that Θe is well-defined.

To show multiplicativity, take H,K objects in C and ξ, η ∈ H0, ξ′, η′ ∈ K0. Then take central projections
p, q, r, s ∈M0 such that ξ · p = ξ, η · q = η, r · ξ′ = ξ′, and s · η′ = η′. Then we get the following.

Θe

(
AH

(
ξ
η

))
Θe

(
AK

(
ξ′

η′

))
= GL2(M)⊗H

(
v(1)⊗ξ
v(e)⊗η

)
G2

(
p⊗1⊗r

q⊗e∗e⊗s

)
GK⊗L2(M)

(
ξ′⊗v(1)
η′⊗v(e∗)

)

= GL2(M)⊗H

(
v(1)⊗ξ
v(e)⊗η

)
G1

(
p⊗r
q⊗s

)
GK⊗L2(M)

(
ξ′⊗v(1)
η′⊗v(e∗)

)

=GL2(M)⊗H⊗K⊗L2(M)

(
v(1)⊗ξ⊗ξ′⊗v(1)
v(e)⊗η⊗η′⊗v(e∗)

)

= Θe

(
AH

(
ξ
η

)
AK

(
ξ′

η′

))

To show that Θe preserves the adjoint, take again an object H in C, and ξ, η ∈ H0. Let p, q, r, s ∈ M0 be
central projections such that p · ξ · q = ξ and r · η · s = η. We calculate as follows.

Θe

(
AH

(
ξ
η

))∗
=

(
G1

(
1⊗p
e⊗r

)
GH

(
ξ
η

)
G1

(
q⊗1
s⊗e∗

))∗

= G1

(
1⊗q
e⊗s

)
GH

(
(Id⊗ξ)tH (v(1))
(η⊗Id)sH(v(1))

)
G1

(
p⊗1
r⊗e∗

)

= Θe

(
AH

(
ξ
η

)∗)

Finally, it is clear that Θ−1
e is well-defined. For any object H in C and ξ, η ∈ H0, we get that

Θ−1
e ◦ Θe

(
AH

(
ξ
η

))
= A1 ( 1

e∗e)AH

(
ξ
η

)
A1 ( 1

e∗e) = AH

(
ξ
η

)
.

On the other hand, we get that
Θe ◦ Θ−1

e

(
GH

(
ξ
η

))
= QeGH

(
ξ
η

)
Qe.

This ends the proof.

Definition 3.3.9. Consider the functional ϕ from definition 3.2.5, and the isomorphisms Θe from proposition
3.3.8. We define the functional ϕe on A by ϕe := ϕ ◦ Θe. We also define ψe := ϕe ◦R, where R denotes the
unitary antipode from proposition 3.3.7.

Theorem 3.3.10. The functionals ϕe and ψe form definition 3.3.9 are left- resp. right invariant for the
multiplier Hopf-∗-algebra (A,∆). Hence, it is an algebraic quantum group in the sense of [Van98] and [KV97,
Definition 1.2].

Proof. By proposition 3.3.7.2, it is sufficient to prove that ϕe is left invariant, since right invariance of ψe

will then follow automatically. To this end, we fix some object H in C and ξ, η ∈ H0, and algebraically make
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the following calculation. Below, we will comment on why some of the steps are justified.

(Id⊗ϕe) ◦ ∆
(
AH

(
ξ
η

))

=
∑

ζ∈onb(H0)

AH

(
ξ
ζ

)
ϕe

(
AH

(
ζ
η

))

=
∑

ζ∈onb(H0)

V ∈bpi(L2(M)⊗H⊗L2(M),L2(M))

AH

(
ξ
ζ

)
(∂ ◦V )(v (1) ⊗ ζ ⊗ v (1))(∂ ◦V )(v (e) ⊗ η ⊗ v (e∗)) (33)

=
∑

V ∈bpi(L2(M)⊗H⊗L2(M),L2(M))

AH

(
ξ∑

ζ∈onb(H0)〈v(1),V (v(1)⊗ζ⊗v(1))〉ζ

)
(∂ ◦V )(v (e) ⊗ η ⊗ v (e∗))

=
∑

V ∈bpi(L2(M)⊗H⊗L2(M),L2(M))

AH

(
ξ∑

ζ∈onb(H0)(∂ ⊗1⊗∂)V ∗(v(1))

)
(∂ ◦V )(v (e) ⊗ η ⊗ v (e∗))

=
∑

V ∈bpi(L2(M)⊗H⊗L2(M),L2(M))

A1

(
V (v(1)⊗ξ⊗v(1))

v(1)

)
(∂ ◦V )(v (e) ⊗ η ⊗ v (e∗)) (34)

=
∑

V ∈bpi(L2(M)⊗H⊗L2(M),L2(M))

(∂ ◦V )(v (1) ⊗ ξ ⊗ v (1))(∂ ◦V )(v (e) ⊗ η ⊗ v (e∗))

= ϕe

(
AH

(
ξ
η

))

Now some comments on why this is all allowed. Note that η ∈ H0 is left- and right supported on some
central projection in M0. This makes it so that V (v (e) ⊗ η ⊗ v (e∗)) = 0 for all but finitely many V ∈
bpi(L2(M)⊗H⊗L2(M), L2(M)). Moreover, recall the definition of P from definition 3.1.1 and the discussion
below. Identifying L2(M) ⊗H ⊗L2(M) with L2(M2)⊗(M,∂)H ⊗(M,∂) L

2(M2), we can find PV , QV ∈ P for
each of these V , such that V factors through the range of PV ⊗(M,∂) IdH ⊗(M,∂)QV . Now keep ζ fixed. Since
the projections PV , QV are of finite type, and ζ is left and right supported on some finite central projection
in M0, we get that V (v (1i)⊗ ζ ⊗ v (1j)) = 0 for all but finitely many i, j ∈ I. Hence, by bimodularity of V ,
also 〈v (1k) , V (v (1) ⊗ ζ ⊗ v (1))〉 = 0 for all but finitely many k ∈ I. Now note that

〈v (1k) , V (v (1i) ⊗ ζ ⊗ v (1j))〉 = 〈(∂(1i·) ⊗ Id⊗ ∂(1j·)) ◦ V
∗(v (1k)), ζ〉 for any i, j, k ∈ I.

Hence, summing all of this over i, j, k ∈ I, we get that ζ 7→ V (v (1)⊗ ζ⊗v (1)) is a well-defined (unbounded)
linear operator from H0 to F0. Moreover, this operator is covered by C as in definition 2.1.23 and hence by
lemma 3.3.4, we can make the steps from (33) to (34).

We are now ready to describe the modular theory of the quantum group (A,∆).

Proposition 3.3.11. Let δ be as in theorem 3.1.7. For any e, f ∈M0 with ∂(e∗e) = 1 = ∂(f∗f), we have

∂(eδ−2e∗)ϕf = ∂(fδ−2f∗)ϕe.

Proof. Take any object H in C, and take ξ, η ∈ H0 with central projections p, q, r, s ∈M0 such that p ·ξ ·q = ξ
and r · η · s = η. Then we can calculate as follows, using the map ς from proposition 3.2.6.

ϕe

(
AH

(
ξ
η

))
= ϕ

(
Θe

(
AH

(
ξ
η

)))
= ϕ

(
G1

(
1⊗p
e⊗r

)
GH

(
ξ
η

)
G1

(
q⊗1
s⊗e∗

))
= ϕ

(
ς
(
G1

(
q⊗1
s⊗e∗

))
G1

(
1⊗p
e⊗r

)
GH

(
ξ
η

))

= ϕ
(
G2

(
qδ⊗δ−1⊗p

sδ⊗δ−1µ(e∗)e⊗r

)
GH

(
ξ
η

))
= ϕ

(
G2

(
q⊗1⊗p

sδ2⊗δ−2µ(e∗)e⊗r

)
GH

(
ξ
η

))

= ∂(δ−2µ(e∗)e)ϕ
(
G1

(
q⊗p

sδ2⊗r

)
GH

(
ξ
η

))
= ∂(eδ−2e∗)ϕ

(
G1

(
q⊗p

sδ2⊗r

)
GH

(
ξ
η

))

Similarly, we find

ϕf

(
AH

(
ξ
η

))
= ∂(fδ−2f∗)ϕ

(
G1

(
q⊗p

sδ−2⊗r

)
GH

(
ξ
η

))
(35)

which proves the proposition.
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Lemma 3.3.12. Recall from definition 2.1.13 the set E of 0-cells of the category C, and the central projections
{za|a ∈ E} ⊂M . For any x, y ∈M0, we have

ϕe (A1 (xy)) = ∂(eδ−2e∗)
∑

a∈E

∂(zax
∗) ∂(zaδ

2y).

Proof. Recall the definition of J ⊂ P ⊂ N from definition 3.1.1 and the discussion below it. Consider the
projection m

∗ ◦m ∈ N , and note that by centrality, for any P ∈ J , we get m ◦P 6= 0 if and only if P ≤ m
∗ ◦m.

In this case, m ◦P ◦m∗ is a minimal projection in EndC(L2(M)), and hence, m ◦P ◦m∗ = za for some a ∈ E ,
the 0-cells of C. Now suppose there is some (nonzero) minimal projection Q ∈ P with Q ≤ P . Then also
Q ≤ m

∗ ◦m, and hence m ◦Q ◦ m∗ ≤ za. Now, as za is minimal and m ◦Q ◦ m∗ is positive and nonzero, we
must get m ◦Q ◦ m∗ = za. Hence, P = m

∗ ◦za ◦m = Q. All of this goes to show that {λ(za) ◦m |a ∈ E} is a
bpi(L2(M2), L2(M)). Now we are ready to calculate, using the formula (35).

ϕe (A1 (xy)) = ∂(eδ−2e∗)ϕ
(
G1

(
1⊗x
δ2⊗y

))
= ∂(eδ−2e∗)

∑

V ∈bpi(L2(M2),L2(M))

(∂ ◦V )(v (1 ⊗ x))(∂ ◦V )(v
(
δ2 ⊗ y

)
)

= ∂(eδ−2e∗)
∑

a∈E

∂(zax) ∂(zaδ
2y) = ∂(eδ−2e∗)

∑

a∈E

∂(zax
∗) ∂(zaδ

2y)

Proposition 3.3.13. Take a ∈ E arbitrarily, and some positive nonzero y ∈M0 with zay = y. The element

ν := ∂(δ2y)−1A1

(
δ2
y

)
∈ M(A) (36)

does not depend on the choice of a ∈ E or y ∈M0∩Ma. Moreover, ν is the modular element of the algebraic
quantum group (A,∆), as defined in [Van98, Proposition 3.8].

Proof. By [Van98, Proposition 3.8], there is a multiplier D ∈ M(A) such that

(ϕe ⊗ Id)∆(x) = ϕe(x)D for any x ∈ A,

and this is the modular element of (A,∆). Now take some a ∈ E and positive nonzero x, y ∈ M0 ∩Ma

arbitrarily. We calculate, using lemma 3.3.12.

D = ϕe (A1 (xy))
−1

(ϕe ⊗ Id)∆ (A1 (xy)) = ∂(eδ−2e∗)−1 ∂(x)−1 ∂(δ2y)−1
∑

t∈onb(F0)

ϕe (A1 (xt))A1

(
t
y

)

= ∂(δ2y)−1
∑

t∈onb(F0)

∂(zaδ
2t)A1

(
t
y

)
= ∂(δ2y)−1A1

(
zaδ

2

y

)
= ∂(δ2y)−1A1

(
δ2
y

)
= ν

Proposition 3.3.14. There is an automorphism6 κ : A → A given by

κ
(
AH

(
ξ
η

))
= AH

(
ΩH (ξ)

δ−2·ΩK(η)·δ2

)
(37)

which satisfies
ϕe(xy) = ϕe(κ(y)x) for all x, y ∈ A.

Proof. Let H,K be objects in C, and ξ, η ∈ H0, ξ′, η′ ∈ K0 with central projections p, q, r, s, p′, q′, r′, s′ ∈M0

such that p · ξ · q = ξ, r · η · s = η, p′ · ξ′ · q′ = ξ′ and r′ · η′ · s′ = η′. We calculate as follows, using again the

6though not necessarily a ∗-automorphism.
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automorphism ς from proposition 3.2.6, as well as the formula (35).

ϕe

(
AH

(
ξ
η

)
AK

(
ξ′

η′

))
= ϕ

(
Θe

(
AH

(
ξ
η

))
Θe

(
AK

(
ξ′

η′

)))

= ϕ
(
G1

(
1⊗p
e⊗r

)
GH

(
ξ
η

)
G1

(
q⊗p′

s⊗r′

)
GK

(
ξ′

η′

)
G1

(
q′⊗1
s′⊗e∗

))

= ϕ
(
G1

(
qδ⊗δ−1p′

sδ⊗δ−1r′

)
GK

(
ΩK(ξ′)
ΩK(η′)

)
G2

(
q′δ⊗δ−1⊗p

s′δ⊗δ−1µ(e∗)e⊗r

)
GH

(
ξ
η

))

= ∂(eδ−2e∗)ϕ
(
G1

(
q⊗p′

sδ2⊗r′

)
GK

(
ΩK(ξ′)

δ−2·ΩK(η′)·δ2

)
G1

(
q′⊗p
s′⊗r

)
GH

(
ξ
η

))

= ϕe

(
AK

(
ΩK(ξ′)

δ−2·ΩK(η′)·δ2

)
AH

(
ξ
η

))

= ϕe

(
κ
(
AK

(
ξ′

η′

))
AH

(
ξ
η

))

Using faithfulness of ϕe, one reasons similarly to the proof of proposition 3.2.6 to find that κ is an automor-
phism of A.

To finish this section, we show that the algebraic quantum group (A,∆) admits a canonical ∂-preserving
right coaction on M .

Proposition 3.3.15. There is a right coaction α : M x (A,∆) given by

α : M0 → M(M0 ⊗A) : x 7→
∑

y∈onb(F0)

y ⊗A1 (yx) . (38)

Moreover, this coaction preserves ∂, i.e.

(∂⊗ Id)α(x) = ∂(x)1 for any x ∈M0.

Proof. We start by showing that α is multiplicative. Take x, y ∈M0 arbitrarily.

α(x)α(y) =
∑

s,t∈onb(F0)

st⊗A1 (sx)A1

(
t
y

)
=

∑

s,t,r∈onb(F0)

∂(r∗st)r ⊗A2

(
s⊗t
x⊗y

)

=
∑

s,t,r∈onb(F0)

r ⊗A2

(
s⊗∂(t∗s∗r)t

x⊗y

)
=

∑

s,r∈onb(F0)

r ⊗A2

(
s⊗s∗r
x⊗y

)

=
∑

r∈onb(F0)

r ⊗A2

(
m

∗(r)
x⊗y

)
=

∑

r∈onb(F0)

r ⊗A1 ( r
xy) = α(xy)

Next, we show it preserves the ∗-structure. Take x ∈M0 arbitrarily.

α(x)∗ =
∑

y∈onb(F0)

y∗ ⊗A1 (yx)
∗

=
∑

y,z∈onb(F0)

∂(z∗y∗)z ⊗A1

(
µ(y)∗

x∗

)

=
∑

z∈onb(F0)

z ⊗A1

(∑
y∈onb(F0) µ(∂(y

∗µ−1(z∗))y)∗

x∗

)
=

∑

z∈onb(F0)

z ⊗ A1 ( z
x∗) = α(x∗)

It is straightforward to see that (α⊗ Id) ◦α = (Id⊗∆) ◦α. Moreover, one sees that α maps the approximate
unit

∑
i∈I 1i to an approximate unit, and is therefore nondegenerate. Finally, the following calculation shows

that α preserves ∂. Take again x ∈M0 arbitrarily.

(∂⊗ Id)α(x) =
∑

y∈onb(F0)

∂(y)A1 (yx) = A1

(∑
y∈onb(F0) ∂(y

∗)y
x

)
= A1 (1x) = ∂(x)1

Henceforth, we will denote the algebraic quantum group G := (A,∆).

31



3.4 Equivalence of the unitary 2-categories C and C(M x G)

This section will conclude the proof of theorem 3.0.1 by showing that the categories C and C(M x G) are
equivalent to each other. We still keep the category C fixed, and will use the notation G = (A,∆) as before.

Proposition 3.4.1. Recall definition 2.2.2. For every object H in C, there is an equivariant corepresentation
UH ∈ M(K(H) ⊗A) given by

UH =
∑

ξ,η∈onb(H0)

Eξ,η ⊗AH

(
ξ
η

)
,

where Eξ,η denotes the rank one operator ζ 7→ 〈ζ, η〉ξ. Moreover, for any T ∈ MorC(H,K), we get that

(T ⊗ 1)UH = UK(T ⊗ 1).

In other words, there is a faithful functor C → C(M x G).

Proof. It is immediate that UH is a corepresentation of G by the definition of ∆, and it is unitary by definition
of S, see definition 3.3.5 and proposition 3.3.6. It remains to show that UH is equivariant. To this end, take
x ∈M arbitrarily, and calculate as follows.

U∗
H(ρH(xop) ⊗ 1)UH =

∑

ξ,η,ζ,θ∈onb(H0)

Eξ,ηρH(xop)Eζ,θ ⊗AH

(η
ξ

)∗
AH

(
ζ
θ

)

=
∑

ξ,η,ζ,θ∈onb(H0)

〈ζ · x, η〉Eξ,θ ⊗AH

(η
ξ

)∗
AH

(
ζ
θ

)

=
∑

ξ,η,θ∈onb(H0)

Eξ,θ ⊗AH

(η
ξ

)∗
AH

(
η·x∗

θ

)

=
∑

ξ,η,θ∈onb(H0)

Eξ,θ ⊗AH⊗H

(
(Id⊗η)tH(v(1))⊗η·x∗

(ξ⊗Id)sH(v(1))⊗θ

)

=
∑

ξ,θ∈onb(H0)

Eξ,θ ⊗AH⊗H

(
tH (v(µ1/2(x)∗))
(ξ⊗Id)sH(v(1))⊗θ

)

=
∑

ξ,θ∈onb(H0)

Eξ,θ ⊗A1

(
µ1/2(x)∗

(ξ⊗t∗H)(sH(v(1))⊗θ)

)

=
∑

ξ,θ∈onb(H0)
y∈onb(F0)

Eξ,θ ⊗A1

(
µ1/2(x)∗

〈θ·y,ξ〉µ1/2(y)∗

)

=
∑

y∈onb(F0)

ρH(yop) ⊗R (A1 (yx))

= (ρ⊗ Id)αop(xop)

Similarly, one finds that UH(λH(x) ⊗ 1)U∗
H = (λH ⊗ Id)α(x).

Now take objects H,K in C, and T ∈ MorC(H,K). Using lemma 3.3.4.1, we find that T intertwines UH and
UK .

Lemma 3.4.2. Let σi := 1iσ and δi := 1iδ. Consider the following multiplier in M(M0). Define υi :=
∂(δ2i )d−2

i σ−2
i δ−2

i , and then let

υ :=
∑

i∈I

υi ∈ M(M0)

Then let X,Y be two unitary α-equivariant corepresentations of G on finite type Hilbert-M -bimodules H,K
respectively. Let T : K → H be an M -bimodular linear map such that TλK(p) = T for some central
projection p ∈M0. Then the operator

∑

y∈onb(1i·F0)

(λH(y) ⊗ 1)X(T ⊗ 1)Y ∗(λK(y∗) ⊗ 1)
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lies in the domain of (Id⊗ϕe). Applying (Id⊗ϕe), and summing over all i ∈ I yields

Φe(T ) := (Id⊗ϕe)[X(λH(υ)T ⊗ 1)Y ∗],

a well-defined bounded M -bimodular intertwiner of the corepresentations X and Y .

Proof. The proof consists of three parts

1. (Id⊗ϕe)
[∑

y∈onb(F0)
(λH(y) ⊗ 1)X(T ⊗ 1)Y ∗(λK(y∗) ⊗ 1)

]
is bounded and M -bimodular.

2. (Id⊗ϕe)
[∑

y∈onb(F0)
(λH(y) ⊗ 1)X(T ⊗ 1)Y ∗(λK(y∗) ⊗ 1)

]
intertwines the corepresentations.

3. (Id⊗ϕe)
[∑

y∈onb(F0)
(λH(y) ⊗ 1)X(T ⊗ 1)Y ∗(λK(y∗) ⊗ 1)

]
equals Φe(T ).

We prove these three parts as follows.

1. M -bimodularity is immediate by a simple calculation. We show boundedness. By linearity, it suffices
to prove the claim for positive T , by an operator-valued version of the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, it
suffices to prove the claim when X = Y . Taking an appropriate multiple, we have that T is bounded
above by a scalar multiple of λH(p) for some central projection p ∈ M0, so by linearity, it suffices to
assume T = λH(1i) for some i ∈ Ia, a ∈ E .

Now, we calculate, using lemma 3.3.12.

(Id ⊗ ϕe)


 ∑

y onb(F0)

(λH(y) ⊗ 1)X(λH(1i) ⊗ 1)X∗(λH(y∗) ⊗ 1)




= (Id⊗ϕe)


 ∑

y∈onb(F0)

(λH(y) ⊗ 1)[(λH ⊗ Id)α(1i)]XX
∗[(λH ⊗ Id)α(1i)](λH(y∗) ⊗ 1)




=
∑

y,t∈onb(F0)

λH(yty∗)ϕe (A1 ( t
1i))

= ∂(eδ−2e∗) ∂(1iδ
2)

∑

y,t∈onb(F0)

λH(yty∗) ∂(t∗za)

= ∂(eδ−2e∗) ∂(1iδ
2)λH(za)

Clearly, this is bounded.

2. Define for any y, z ∈M0 the operator

Sy,z := (Id⊗ϕe)[(λH(y) ⊗ 1)X(T ⊗ 1)Y ∗(λK(z∗) ⊗ 1)].

Using left invariance of ϕe, we calculate that for any x ∈M0, we have the following.

Sy,z ⊗A1 (yx)A1 (zx)
∗

= (1 ⊗ A1 (yx))(Sy,z ⊗ 1)(1 ⊗A1 (zx)
∗
)

= (1 ⊗ A1 (yx))[(Id⊗ Id⊗ϕe)((λH(y) ⊗ 1 ⊗ 1)(Id⊗∆)[X(T ⊗ 1)Y ∗](λK(z∗) ⊗ 1 ⊗ 1))](1 ⊗A1 (zx)∗)

= (Id⊗ Id⊗ϕe)
[
(λH(y) ⊗A1 (yx) ⊗ 1)X(12)X(13)(T ⊗ 1 ⊗ 1)Y ∗

(13)Y
∗
(12)(λK(z∗) ⊗A1 (zx)

∗ ⊗ 1)
]

Summing the left hand side over x, y, z ∈ onb(F0) yields T ⊗ 1. Summing the right hand side first over
y, z ∈ onb(F0) yields

X(Sx,x ⊗ 1)Y ∗

by equivariance of the corepresentations X,Y . Then summing over x ∈ onb(F0) yields X(T ⊗ 1)Y ∗.
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3. We start by noting that υ =
∑

x∈onb(F0)
x∗δ2µ−1(x)δ−2, which may be checked by direct computation.

Using this, we calculate as follows.

X(λH(υ)T ⊗ 1)Y ∗ =
∑

x∈onb(F0)

X(λH(x∗)TλK(δ2µ−1(x)δ−2) ⊗ 1)Y ∗

=
∑

x∈onb(F0)

[(λH ⊗ Id)α(x∗)]X(T ⊗ 1)Y ∗[(λK ⊗ Id)α(δ2µ−1(x)δ−2)]

=
∑

x,y,z∈onb(F0)

(λH(y) ⊗A1 ( y
x∗))X(T ⊗ 1)Y ∗(λ(z) ⊗A1

( z
δ2µ−1(x)δ−2

)
)

Now, applying (Id⊗ϕe), and using the modular automorphism κ from proposition 3.3.14, we find the
following.

(Id ⊗ ϕe)


 ∑

x,y,z∈onb(F0)

(
λH(y) ⊗ κ

(
A1

( z
δ2µ−1(x)δ−2

))
A1 ( y

x∗)
)
X(T ⊗ 1)Y ∗(λK(z) ⊗ 1)




= (Id⊗ϕe)


 ∑

x,y,z∈onb(F0)

(λH(y) ⊗A2

(
µ(z)⊗y
x⊗x∗

)
)X(T ⊗ 1)Y ∗(λK(z) ⊗ 1)




= (Id⊗ϕe)


 ∑

y,z∈onb(F0)

(λH(y) ⊗A1

(
µ(z)y

1

)
)X(T ⊗ 1)Y ∗(λK(z) ⊗ 1)




= (Id⊗ϕe)




∑

y,z∈onb(F0)

(λH(y) ⊗ 1)X(T ⊗ 1)Y ∗(∂(z∗y∗)λK(z) ⊗ 1)




= (Id⊗ϕe)




∑

y∈onb(F0)

(λH(y) ⊗ 1)X(T ⊗ 1)Y ∗(λK(y∗) ⊗ 1)




This proves the third claim.

Proposition 3.4.3. For any object H,K in C, the M -bimodular intertwiners of the equivariant corepresen-
tations UH , UK from proposition 3.4.1 are precisely given by MorC(H,K).

Proof. We first show the proposition when H = K.

Take ξ, η ∈ H0 arbitrarily, and consider

Tξ,η :=
∑

x,y∈onb(F0)

Ex·ξ·y∗,x·η·y∗. (39)

Note that this is an M -bimodular operator in B(H), and moreover, the linear span of such operators is
SOT-dense in the space of all M -bimodular operators of B(H). Let us calculate, using the notation from
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lemma 3.4.2.

Φe(Tξ,η) = (Id⊗ϕe)[UH(λH(υ)Tξ,η ⊗ 1)U∗
H ]

= (Id⊗ϕe)




∑

z∈onb(F0)

(λH(z) ⊗ 1)UH(Tξ,η ⊗ 1)U∗
H(λH(z∗) ⊗ 1)


 (40)

=
∑

x,y,z∈onb(F0)
ζ,θ∈onb(H0)

Eζ,θϕe

(
AH

(
z∗·ζ
x·ξ·y∗

)
AH

(
z∗·θ

x·η·y∗

)∗)

=
∑

x,y,z∈onb(F0)
ζ,θ∈onb(H0)

Eζ,θϕe

(
AH⊗H

(
z∗·ζ⊗(Id⊗z∗·θ)tH(v(1))

x·ξ·y∗⊗(x·η·y∗⊗Id)sH(v(1))

))

=
∑

x,y,z∈onb(F0)
ζ,θ∈onb(H0)

V ∈bpi(L2(M)⊗H⊗H⊗L2(M),L2(M))

Eζ,θ(∂ ◦V )(v (1) ⊗ z∗ · ζ ⊗ (Id⊗z∗ · θ)tH(v (1)) ⊗ v (1))

· (∂ ◦V )(v (e) ⊗ x · ξ · y∗ ⊗ (x · η · y∗ ⊗ Id)sH(v (1)) ⊗ v (e∗)) (41)

Now, note that

∑

y∈onb(F0)

(x · ξ · y∗ ⊗ (x · η · y∗ ⊗ Id)sH(v (1))) = PH ⊗(M,∂) H
(x · ξ ⊗ (x · η ⊗ Id)sH(v (1))),

where PH ⊗(M,∂) H
is the projection H ⊗ H → H ⊗(M,∂)H from definition 2.1.10. Hence, in (41), we need

only consider finitely many V ∈ bpi(L2(M) ⊗H ⊗(M,∂)H ⊗ L2(M), L2(M)). For any such V , we define the
Frobenius reciprocal

Ṽ := ((∂ ◦V ) ⊗ IdL2(M)⊗H) ◦ (IdL2(M)⊗H ⊗ IdH ⊗m
∗(v (1)) ⊗ IdH) ◦ (IdL2(M)⊗H ⊗tH(v (1))),

which is an element of EndC(L2(M) ⊗H). Then one checks by direct calculation that for fixed ζ, θ ∈ H0

〈(TrC ⊗ Id)Ṽ (ζ), θ〉 =
∑

z∈onb(F0)

(∂ ◦V )(v (1) ⊗ z∗ · ζ ⊗ (Id⊗z∗ · θ)tH(v (1)) ⊗ v (1)),

where TrC denotes the categorical trace. It follows that the expression in (41) equals

∑

x∈onb(F0)

V ∈bpi(L2(M)⊗H ⊗(M,∂) H⊗L2(M),L2(M))

[(TrC ⊗ Id)Ṽ ]∗(∂ ◦V )(v (e) ⊗ x · ξ⊗(M,∂)(x · η ⊗ Id)sH(v (1)) ⊗ v (e∗)).

Since now [(TrC ⊗ Id)Ṽ ]∗ ∈ EndC(H) for every V ∈ MorC(L2(M) ⊗H ⊗(M,∂)H ⊗ L2(M), L2(M)), we may
conclude.

Now, for arbitrary objects H,K in C, let T : H → K intertwine the corepresentations. Then the matrix

[T ] :=

(
0 T
0 0

)

intertwines UK ⊕ UH , and hence this matrix is an element of EndC(K ⊕ H,K ⊕ H). Now, T equals the
composition

H K ⊕H K ⊕H K
[T ]

which finishes the proof.
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Proposition 3.4.4. For any unitary equivariant corepresentation U of G on some finite type Hilbert-M -
bimodule H , there exists an object K in C, and an M -bimodular unitary T : K → H which intertwines U
and UK , as defined in proposition 3.4.1.

Proof. By Zorn’s lemma, it suffices to find some object K in C and some nonzero intertwiner from U to UK .
Suppose by contradiction that these don’t exist. Denote U

(
ξ
η

)
:= (ξ⊗ Id)U(η⊗ 1) for ξ, η ∈ H . By applying

lemma 3.4.2 to the bimodular map Tη,η′ as in (39), we get that for any object K in C, any ξ, η ∈ H , any
ξ′, η′ ∈ K0 ∑

x,y∈onb(F0)

ϕe

(
U
(

ξ
υx·η·y∗

)
AK

(
ξ′

x·η′·y∗

)∗)
= 0.

In particular, by passing to an appropriate subobject, we can apply this to K ′ = L2(M) ⊗ K ⊗ L2(M),
whence we find that for any p, q, r, s ∈M0

∑

x,y∈onb(F0)

ϕe

(
U
(

ξ
υx·η·y∗

)(
A1 ( p

xq)AK

(
ξ′

η′

)
A1

( r
sµ−1/2(y∗)

))∗)
= 0.

Letting p, q, r, s be central projections in M0 which increase to the identity, we find
∑

x,y∈onb(F0)

∂(x) ∂(µ−1/2(y∗))ϕe

(
U
(

ξ
υx·η·y∗

)
AK

(
ξ′

η′

)∗)
= 0,

and hence

ϕe

(
U
(

ξ
υ·η

)
AK

(
ξ′

η′

)∗)
= 0.

Since the elements AK

(
ξ′

η′

)
span a dense subspace of L∞(G), and ϕe is faithful, we have found that U

(
ξ

υ·η

)
=

0. As this holds for every ξ, η ∈ H , it follows that U = 0, which is absurd.

Together, propositions 3.4.1, 3.4.3, and 3.4.4 show an equivalence between the categories C and C(M x G).
This finally shows theorem 3.0.1.

4 Quantum automorphism groups of connected locally finite dis-

crete structures

In the previous section 3, we constructed an algebraic quantum group G = (A,∆) for any fixed M , a direct
sum of matrix algebras, from any concrete unitary 2-category of finite type Hilbert-M -bimodules C under
reasonable assumptions, with an action α : M0 → M(M0⊗A). Moreover, we showed that C is equivalent to
the category of unitary α-equivariant corepresentations of G on finite type Hilbert-M -bimodules. In [RV24],
a special case of this approach was already used to define the quantum automorphism group of connected
locally finite graph. This section takes it further, by constructing a unitary 2-category of finite type Hilbert-
M -bimodules out of any connected locally finite discrete structure on M . We will make precise what we
mean by this below in subsection 4.1, but one important example given in subsection 4.2 is that of quantum
Cayley graphs as introduced in [Was23].

4.1 Building unitary 2-categories from discrete structures

Keep again a fixed von Neumann algebra M = ℓ∞
⊕

i∈I Mi for some matrix algebras Mi indexed by a set I.

Definition 4.1.1. Recall from 2.1.3 the definition of Fn, the finitely supported vectors in L2(Mn+1). Let
T : Fm → Fn be an M -bimodular linear map. We say T is locally finite if for every 0 ≤ k ≤ n and 0 ≤ l ≤ m,
we have that for every i ∈ I,

(1⊗k ⊗ 1i ⊗ 1⊗(n−k)) ◦ T and T ◦ (1⊗l ⊗ 1i ⊗ 1⊗(m−l))

are finite rank operators.
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Definition 4.1.2. Let T : Fn → Fm be an M -bimodular locally finite map. We denote

• T> := (T ⊗ Id) ◦ (Id⊗n ⊗v (1) ⊗ Id) ◦ (Id⊗(n−1) ⊗m
∗) when n ≥ 1,

• T> := (Id⊗T ) ◦ (Id⊗v (1) ⊗ Id⊗n) ◦ (m∗ ⊗ Id⊗(n−1)) when n ≥ 1,

• <T := (m⊗ Id⊗(m−1)) ◦ (Id⊗ ∂⊗ Id⊗m) ◦ (Id⊗T ) when m ≥ 1,

•
<T := (Id⊗(m−1)⊗m) ◦ (Id⊗m⊗ ∂⊗ Id) ◦ (T ⊗ Id) when m ≥ 1,

and we call these maps the reciprocals of T . It is easy to see that they are well-defined and locally finite.
For any 1 ≤ i ≤ m and 1 ≤ j ≤ n, we call the maps

(Id⊗i⊗ ∂⊗ Id⊗(m−i)) ◦ T and T ◦ (Id⊗j ⊗v (1) ⊗ Id⊗(n−j))

shrinkages of T , and note that these are also well-defined and locally finite.

Definition 4.1.3. Let Tn,m be a set of M -bimodular linear maps T : Fm → Fn for every n,m ∈ N. We
denote by T =

⋃
n,m≥0 T n,m the smallest set of M -bimodular linear maps T : Fm → Fn which contains

T ∪ {m}, and is closed under linear combinations, composition, adjoints, the relative tensor product ⊗(M,∂),
reciprocals, and shrinkages. We say the set T =

⋃
n,m≥0 Tn,m is connected if F1 is contained in the union of

the ranges of all maps in T 1,1.

We are now ready to prove theorem 4.1.4, which we repeat below.

Theorem 4.1.4. Let Tn,m be a set of M -bimodular linear maps from Fm to Fn for every n,m ∈ N which
are all locally finite in the sense of definition 4.1.1, and such that T =

⋃
n,m≥0 Tn,m is connected in the sense

of definition 4.1.3. Then there exists a smallest concrete unitary 2-category of Hilbert-M -bimodules C, as in
definition 2.1.13, which covers L2(Mn) for every n ∈ N in the sense of definition 2.1.19, and which covers
every T ∈ T , m, and (Id⊗ ∂⊗ Id) in the sense of definition 2.1.23. In particular, the category C satisfies the
conditions of theorem 3.0.1. the resulting algebraic quantum group acts faithfully on M .

Proof. We denote as in definition 4.1.3 by T =
⋃

n,m≥0 T n,m the smallest set of M -bimodular linear maps
T : Fm → Fn which contains T ∪ {m}, and is closed under linear combinations, composition, adjoints, the
relative tensor product ⊗(M,∂), reciprocals, and shrinkages. Recall that by M -bimodularity, T 0,0 acts by
scalars on all matrix blocks v (Mi) ⊂ F0 for any i ∈ I. Denote by Ti these scalars. We define an equivalence
relation ≈ on I given by

i ≈ j if and only if Ti = Tj for every T ∈ T 0,0.

Then we let the set of equivalence classes of ≈ be indexed by a set E , and we denote by {Ia|a ∈ E} the
individual equivalence classes such that I =

⋃
a∈E Ia. We also denote Ma := ℓ∞

⊕
i∈Ia

Mi, and by za the
unit of Ma. We define the following for any a, b ∈ E and n,m ∈ N.

• T
a−

n,m := {T ◦ λ(za)|T ∈ T n,m}

• T
−b

n,m := {T ◦ ρ(zopb )|T ∈ T n,m}

• T
a−b

n,m := {T ◦ λ(za) ◦ ρ(zopb )|T ∈ T n,m}

Now, for any x = x0 ⊗ · · · ⊗ xn ∈Mn+1
0 , we denote x := x∗n ⊗ · · · ⊗ x∗0, and for any T : Fn → Fm, we denote

by T̃ : Fm → Fn the morphism such that T̃ (v (x)) = T ∗(v (x)). We will prove the following

1. For each T ∈ T n,n, the maps

(Id⊗Trn)[(Id⊗(µ−1)⊗n) ◦ T ] := m ◦(Id⊗(∂ ◦m) ⊗ Id) ◦ · · · ◦ (Id⊗n ⊗ ∂⊗ Id⊗n) ◦ T>n

(Trn ⊗ Id)[(µ⊗n ⊗ Id) ◦ T ] := m ◦(Id⊗(∂ ◦m) ⊗ Id) ◦ · · · ◦ (Id⊗n ⊗ ∂⊗ Id⊗n) ◦ T>n

are elements of T 0,0.
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2. The elements of T
a−

n,m and T
−b

n,m define bounded M -bimodular linear operators from Fn to Fm.

3. For every T ∈ T
a−

n,m, the range projection P of T belongs to T
a−

n,n, and PT
a−

(n, n)P is a finite-

dimensional C∗-algebra. A similar statement holds for T ∈ T
−b

n,m.

4. We have that
T

a−b

n,m ⊂ (T
a−

n,m ∩ T
−b

n,m)

5. We have that
(
T

a−b

n,m

)∗

= T
a−b

m,n, as well as T
a−b

n,k ◦ T
a−b

k,m ⊂ T
a−b

n,m, and

T
a−b

n,m ⊗(M,∂) T
b−c

n′,m′ ⊂ T
a−c

n+n′,m+m′

6. For any T ∈ T
a−b

n,m, we have T̃ ∈ T
b−a

m,n.

7. Let P ∈ T
a−b

n,n be a self-adjoint projection. Then let R ∈ T
b−a

n,n be the range projection of P̃ , and define

sP := (P ⊗(M,∂) P̃ )(Id⊗n ⊗v (1) ⊗ Id⊗n) · · · (Id⊗m
∗(v (1)) ⊗ Id)m∗

tP := (R ⊗(M,∂) P )(Id⊗n ⊗v (1) ⊗ Id⊗n) · · · (Id⊗m
∗(v (1)) ⊗ Id)m∗

we get that (m(s∗P ⊗ Id)⊗ Id⊗)(Id⊗n ⊗(Id⊗tP )m∗) = P , (m(t∗P ⊗ Id)⊗ Id⊗n)(Id⊗n ⊗(Id⊗sP )m∗) = R,
i.e. (sP , tP ) satisfy the conjugate equations for P,R, and moreover sP s

∗
P ≤ P ⊗(M,∂) R, tP t

∗
P ≤

R⊗(M,∂) P .

The respective proofs of these statements are as follows.

1. We will show the statement for (Id⊗Trn)[(Id⊗(µ−1)⊗n) ◦ T ]. The other is handled analogously.
Take T ∈ T n,n arbitrarily, and consider T(0) :=<n T ∈ T 2n,0. Then inductively define T(k+1) :=

m ◦(Id⊗ ∂⊗ Id) ◦ (T(k))
>
> ∈ T 2(n−k). Then it is clear that T(n) = (Id⊗Trn)[(Id⊗(µ−1)⊗n) ◦ T ].

2. Take T ∈ T n,m arbitrarily, and denote Ta := T ◦λ(za) and T b := T ◦ρ(zb). We will only show the claim
for Ta, as the other is handled analogously. Take ξ := ξ0 ⊗ · · · ⊗ ξn ∈Mn+1

0 and η := η0 ⊗ · · · ⊗ ηm ∈
Mm+1

0 simple tensors in Fn and Fm respectively. We note the following, where we will use a sort of
Sweedler notation m

∗(ζ) := ζ(1) ⊗ ζ(2).

〈
T>(v (ξ0 ⊗ · · · ⊗ ξn−1)), v (η0 ⊗ · · · ⊗ ηm ⊗ µ(ξn)∗)

〉

=
〈
T
(
v

(
ξ0 ⊗ · · · ⊗ ξ

(1)
n−1 ⊗ 1

))
⊗ v

(
ξ
(2)
n−1

)
, v (η0 ⊗ · · · ⊗ ηm ⊗ µ(ξn)∗)

〉

= ∂(µ(ξn)ξ
(2)
n−1)

〈
T
(
v

(
ξ0 ⊗ · · · ⊗ ξ

(1)
n−1 ⊗ 1

))
, v (η0 ⊗ · · · ⊗ ηm)

〉

= 〈T (v (ξ0 ⊗ · · · ⊗ ξn−1ξn ⊗ 1)), v (η0 ⊗ · · · ⊗ ηm)〉

Inductively, this means
〈
T>n

(
v

(
ξ
(1)
0

))
, v

(
η0 ⊗ · · · ⊗ ηmµ(ξn)∗ ⊗ µ(ξn−1)∗ ⊗ · · · ⊗ µ(ξ1)∗ ⊗ (µ(ξ

(2)
0 ))∗

)〉

=
〈
T>(n−1)

(v (ξ0 ⊗ 1)), v (η0 ⊗ · · · ⊗ ηmµ(ξn)∗ ⊗ · · · ⊗ µ(ξ1)∗)
〉

· · · repeat previous step another n− 1 times · · ·

= 〈T (v (ξ0 ⊗ · · · ⊗ ξn−1 ⊗ 1)), v (η0 ⊗ · · · ⊗ ηmµ(ξn)∗)〉

=
〈
T (v (ξ0 ⊗ · · · ⊗ ξn−1 ⊗ 1)), ρ(µ1/2(ξn)op)∗v (η0 ⊗ · · · ⊗ ηm)

〉

=
〈
ρ(µ1/2(ξn)op)T (v (ξ0 ⊗ · · · ⊗ ξn−1 ⊗ 1)), v (η0 ⊗ · · · ⊗ ηm)

〉

= 〈T (v (ξ0 ⊗ · · · ⊗ ξn)), v (η0 ⊗ · · · ⊗ ηm)〉
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It then follows that ‖Ta‖ =
∥∥T>n

a

∥∥ =
∥∥∥
(
T>n

a

)∗
T>n

a

∥∥∥
1/2

. However,
(
T>n)∗

T>n

∈ T (0, 0), and hence

it acts as a scalar on Ma ⊂ F0, from which it follows that Ta is bounded.

3. First we show that for any i ∈ Ia the map

T
a−

m,n →B(1i · Fn, 1i · Fm)

T 7→(λ(1i) ⊗ Id⊗m)T

is injective. Suppose (λ(1i) ⊗ Id⊗m)T = 0. Then, since (Id⊗Trn)[(Id⊗(µ−1)⊗n)TT ∗] is constant on
a, it must be zero, from which it follows that

0 = (Id⊗Trn)[(Id⊗(µ−1)⊗n)TT ∗]

= (<
m

T )(<
m

T )∗

And hence <m

T = 0, from which it follows that

T = (<
m

T )>
m

= 0>
m

= 0

Now, fix T ∈ T
a−

m,n, and i ∈ Ia. Let P denote the range projection of T , and take H0 to be the range

of (λ(1i) ⊗ Id⊗m)T . Since T is locally finite, H0 is a finite-dimensional Hilbert space. Then by the
reasoning above, the map

TT n,nT
∗ → B(H0) : X 7→ (λ(1i) ⊗ Id⊗m)X

is an injective ∗-homomorphism, from which it follows that TT n,nT
∗ is a finite dimensional C∗-algebra.

Therefore, P must belong to this C∗-algebra, and in particular, P ∈ T
a−

m,m. By the same reasoning,

PT m,mP is a finite-dimensional C∗-algebra.

The statement for T ∈ T
−b

m,n is proven analogously.

4. We will show T
a−b

m,n ⊂ T
a−

m,n. The claim T
a−b

m,n ⊂ T
−b

m,n is handled analogously.

Take T ∈ T
a−

m,n arbitrarily. We will show

(Id⊗m ⊗ρ(zopb )) ◦ T ∈ T
a−

m,n

Pick i ∈ Ia arbitrarily, and note that since T is locally finite, we can find some finite set E0 such that
for all b′ ∈ E\E0, we have

(λ(1i) ⊗ 1⊗(m−1) ⊗ ρ(1opb′ ))T = 0

As E0 is finite, we can find a morphism S ∈ T 0,0 such that S(v (1j)) = v (1j) for any j ∈ Ib, and
S(v (1j′)) = 0 for all j′ ∈ Ib′ when b′ ∈ E0\{b}. Now, note that

R := (Id⊗m⊗S) ◦ T = (S ◦ (<mT ))>m ∈ T
a−

(m,n)

But now, we claim R = (Id⊗m ⊗ρ(zopb ))T . To this end, first note that

(Id⊗m ⊗ρ(zopb ))R = (Id⊗m ⊗ρ(zopb )S)T = (Id⊗m ⊗ρ(zopb ))T.

On the other hand, for any c ∈ E\{b}, we can find an Q ∈ T 0,0 with Q(v (1k)) = v (1k) for all k ∈ Ic
and Q(v (1j)) = 0 for all j ∈ Ib. Then

(Id⊗m ⊗ρ(zopc ))R = (Id⊗m ⊗ρ(zopc )) ◦ (Id⊗m⊗Q)R

= 0
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since (Id⊗m ⊗Q)R = 0. Indeed, we can fix i ∈ Ia arbitrarily, and find that

(λ(1i) ⊗ Id⊗m)(Id⊗m ⊗Q)R = (Id⊗m ⊗QS)(λ(1i) ⊗ Id⊗m)T

=
∑

d∈E0

(Id⊗m ⊗(QS ◦ ρ(zopd )))(λ(1i) ⊗ Id⊗m)T

= (Id⊗m ⊗(Q ◦ ρ(zopb )))(λ(1i) ⊗ Id⊗m)T

= 0

Then since N 7→ (λ(1i)⊗ Id⊗m)N is injective on T
a−

m,n, we get that (Id⊗m ⊗Q)R = 0. Hence, it follows

that (Id⊗m ⊗ρ(zopb ))T ∈ T
a−

m,n.

5. The first two claims are immediate. Using 4, we get that

T
a−b

m,n ⊗(M,∂) T
b−c

m′,n′ ⊂T
a−

m,n ⊗(M,∂) T
−c

m′,n′

=
(
T m,n ⊗(M,∂) T m′,n′

)
◦
(
λ(za) ⊗ Id⊗(n+n′−1) ⊗ρ(zopc )

)

⊂T
a−c

m+m′,n+n′

which also proves the last claim.

6. For starters, we will show that for any T ∈ T m,n, T̃ = <mT>n

. To this end, take simple tensors

ξ := ξ0 ⊗ · · · ⊗ ξn ∈M
⊗(n+1)
0 and η := η0 ⊗ · · · ⊗ ηm ∈M

⊗(m+1)
0 , then similarly to the argument in 2,

we have the following.

〈T>(v (ξ1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ ξn)), v (ξ∗0 ⊗ η0 ⊗ · · · ⊗ ηm)〉 = 〈T (v (1 ⊗ ξ0ξ1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ ξn)), v (η)〉

Combining this with what we already had in 2, we find the following.
〈
<mT>n

(v (η)), v
(
ξ
)〉

=
〈
<mT

(
v

(
η∗m ⊗ · · · ⊗ η∗0µ

−1(ξ0) ⊗ · · · ⊗ µ−1(ξn−1) ⊗ 1
))
, v (ξ∗n)

〉

=
〈
v

(
η∗m ⊗ · · · ⊗ η∗0µ

−1(ξ0) ⊗ · · · ⊗ µ−1(ξn−1) ⊗ 1
)
, (T ∗)>m(v (ξ∗n))

〉

=
〈
v

(
η∗m−1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ η∗0µ

−1(ξ0) ⊗ · · · ⊗ µ−1(ξn−1) ⊗ 1
)
, (T ∗)>m−1(v (1 ⊗ ηmξ

∗
n))

〉

· · · repeat previous step another m− 1 times · · ·

=
〈
v

(
η∗0µ

−1(ξ0) ⊗ µ−1(ξ1) ⊗ · · · ⊗ µ−1(ξn) ⊗ 1
)
, T ∗(v (1 ⊗ η1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ ηmξ

∗
n))

〉

=
〈
T
(
v

(
(µ−1)⊗(n+1)ξ

))
, v (η)

〉

Using this, we calculate as follows.

<mT>n

(ξ) =
∑

η∈onb(Fn)

〈
<mT>n

(ξ), η
〉
η

=
∑

η∈onb(Fn)

〈
T (µ⊗n+1η), ξ

〉
η

=
∑

η∈onb(Fn)

〈
µ⊗n+1η, T ∗(ξ)

〉
η

=
∑

η∈onb(Fn)

〈
T ∗(ξ), η

〉
η

= T ∗(ξ)

Hence, indeed <mT>n

= T̃ .

Now, for T ∈ T
a−b

m,n, write T = (λ(za) ⊗ Id⊗(m−1) ⊗ρ(zopb )) ◦R for some R ∈ T m,n. Then

T̃ = R̃ ◦ (λ(zb) ⊗ Id⊗(m−1)⊗ρ(zopa )) ∈ T
b−a

n,m
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7. Since P̃ is idempotent, i.e. identity on its range, and R is its range projection, we get that P̃R = R.
Now note that

(m(t∗P ⊗ Id) ⊗ Id⊗n)(Id⊗n ⊗(Id⊗sP )m∗) = P̃ 2R = R

On the other hand,

(m(s∗P ⊗ Id) ⊗ Id⊗)(Id⊗n ⊗(Id⊗tP )m∗) = P
˜
(P̃ )∗P = P 3 = P

The other claims are immediate.

Now, we are ready to define C. As mentioned, we take E to be the set of 0-cells of C. We take the objects

of our category to be the ranges of projections in
⊕

a,b∈C0
T

a−b
, and morphisms from the range of P to the

range of Q are given by QT P . All remaining axioms are readily checked. Since the ranges of morphisms

in T
a−b

1,1 span F1, we have that L2(M2) is covered by C. The map (Id⊗ ∂⊗ Id) : M⊗3
0 → M⊗2

0 is covered

because T is closed under shrinkages. all necessary axioms are now satisfied to do our quantum group
reconstruction. We retrieve an algebraic quantum group (A,∆), with all the structure introduced in section
3.

Since the category C is generated by subobjects of L2(M2), we get that the algebra B from the reconstruction
(see subsection 3.2) is generated by G1

(
x⊗y
z⊗t

)
for x, y, z, t ∈M0. Pushing everything through the isomorphism

Θ−1
e from proposition 3.3.8, we find that A is generated by A1 (xy) for x, y ∈ M0. It follows that the action

α : M0 → M(M0 ⊗A) as defined in proposition 3.3.15 is faithful.

4.2 Example: quantum Cayley graphs

Introduced by Wasilewski in [Was23], quantum Cayley graphs are quantum graphs associated to any pair
(Γ, P ) consisting of a discrete quantum group Γ and a generating projection P ∈ c00(Γ) in the sense of
[Was23, Definition 5.1]. For simplicity, we restrict our attention to central generating projections invariant

under the unitary antipode, or equivalently, symmetric generating sets of irreducible corepresentations of Γ̂.
We will show that the projection onto the edge space of a quantum Cayley graph is connected and locally
finite in the sense of definitions 4.1.3, 4.1.1. Hence, we can apply theorems 4.1.4 and 3.0.1 to define their
quantum automorphism groups. The reader will note that the construction in this subsection from definition
4.2.4 onwards applies to any connected locally finite quantum graph, and in particular, this generalises the
results from [RV24].

Definition 4.2.1. Given any quantum graph Π with M -bimodular ‘edge space projection’ given by P :
F1 → F1, we say Π is connected and locally finite if P is locally finite in the sense of definition 4.1.1, and
the singleton {P} is connected in the sense of definition 4.1.3.

Let us recall theorem 4.2.2, which we will prove in this subsection.

Theorem 4.2.2. Let Π be any connected locally finite quantum graph in the sense of definition 4.2.1 with
adjacency matrix Adj. There is a universal quantum group acting on M by α in such a way that

α ◦ Adj = (Adj⊗ Id) ◦ α.

In particular, one may take Π to be the quantum Cayley graph associated by [Was23, Definition 5.1] to any

Γ, discrete quantum group, and S ⊂ irr(Γ̂) a finite symmetric generating set of irreducible corepresentations

of Γ̂.

This quantum group, which will be defined rigorously in definition 4.2.4, will be called QAut(Π).

We start by recalling some notions from [Was23].

Fix a discrete quantum group Γ = (M,∆Γ) with invariant weights ϕΓ and ψΓ, both normalised to be
delta forms7. Denote again M = ℓ∞

⊕
i∈I Mi, where I is this time a maximal set of pairwise nonequivalent

7This is possible for any discrete quantum group.
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irreducible corepresentations of Γ̂ on Hilbert spaces Hi of dimension di. Then (Mi)i∈I are the matrix algebras
B(Hi), with Mi

∼= Cdi×di . We again denote M0 ⊂M the finitely supported part of M . We let σ ∈ M(M0)
be the multiplier such that ψγ = TrM (·σ), where TrM denotes again the Markov trace from definition 2.1.1.
We will again denote µt(x) = σ−txσt for any x ∈ M(M0). We will also denote again by Ei

k,l the k, l-entry
of Mi, but throughout this section we will work in a basis such that σ is diagonal.

Fix a finite symmetric generating set S ⊂ I of irreducible corepresentations of Γ̂. We denote p :=
∑

i∈S 1i ∈
M0. Through [Was23, Definition 5.1], we associate to the projection p the quantum adjacency matrix

Adj : M →M : x 7→ (ψΓ(p·) ⊗ Id) ◦ ∆(x). (42)

By [Was23, Lemma 5.8], we can describe Adj more explicitly as

Adj(Ei
k,l) =

∑

s∈S

∑

j∈I

dimq(i) dimq(s)

dimq(j)

ds∑

n=1

m(j,i⊗s)∑

m=1

Vn,mE
i
k,lV

∗
n,m (43)

where dimq denotes the quantum dimension, m(j, i ⊗ s) is the multiplicity of j in i⊗ s, Vm are elements of
a bpi(Hj , Hi ⊗Hs), and Vn,m(v) := V ∗

m(v ⊗ en) where en is the n-th vector of the basis of Hs. Finally, we
also get the following M -bimodular ‘edge space projection’ F1 → F1.

P :=
∑

x∈onb(F0)

ρ(xop) ⊗ λ
(

Adj
(
µ1/2(x)∗

))
(44)

This is the operator ΨKMS(Adj) from [Was23, Lemma 3.3] but with its legs flipped. By [Was23, Proposition
3.7] it is a self-adjoint idempotent. We call the resulting quantum Cayley graph Π.

Proposition 4.2.3. For any quantum Cayley graph Π, its edge space projection P is locally finite as in
definition 4.1.1, and {P} is connected as in definition 4.1.3, i.e. any quantum Cayley graph Π is connected
and locally finite in the sense of definition 4.2.1.

Proof. Clearly for any i ∈ I we get that P ◦ (1i ⊗ 1) is finite rank. Since Adj restricts to a map M0 → M0

by (43), we also get that P ◦ (1 ⊗ 1i) is finite rank for any i ∈ I. Hence, P is indeed locally finite.

Consider P1 = P , and define inductively Pn = (Id⊗ ∂⊗ Id)◦(P ⊗(M,∂) Pn−1)◦(Id⊗v (1)⊗ Id). To show that
{P} is connected, it suffices to show that for any y, z ∈ M0 there is some n ∈ N such that Pnv (y ⊗ z) 6= 0.
By linearity and M -bimodularity of Pn, it suffices to check this for y = Ei

k,k and z = Ej
m,m for some i, j ∈ I,

1 ≤ n ≤ di and 1 ≤ m ≤ dj . A simple calculation shows that

Pn =
∑

x∈onb(F0)

ρ(xop) ⊗ λ
(

Adjn
(
µ1/2(x)∗

))
.

Now, using the fact that σ is diagonal, we get that

(∂⊗ Id)Pnv
(
Ei

k,k ⊗ Ej
p,p

)
=

∑

x∈onb(F0)

∂
(
Ei

k,kµ
−1/2(x)

)
v

(
Adjn

(
µ1/2(x)∗

)
Ej

m,m

)

= Adjn(Ei
k,k)Ej

m,m.

So it suffices to find some n ∈ N such that Ej
m,m Adjn(Ei

k,k)Ej
m,m 6= 0. Denote by HS :=

⊕
s∈S Hs

and by γ the corepresentation of Γ̂ on HS . By a successive application of the formula (43), we find that
Ej

m,m Adjn(Ei
k,k)Ej

m,m equals

dimq(i) dimq(γ)n

dimq(j)

∑

r∈onb(H⊗n
S )

m(j,i⊗γ⊗n)∑

l=1

Ej
m,mVr,lE

i
k,kV

∗
r,lE

j
m,m.

Where m(j, i ⊗ γ⊗n) denotes the multiplicity of j in i ⊗ γ⊗n, Vl are elements of some bpi(Hj , Hi ⊗H⊗n
S ),

and Vr,l(v) = V ∗
l (v ⊗ r). Suppose now this is zero for every n ∈ N. Then by positivity, we get that

Ej
m,mVr,lE

i
k,k = 0 for every Vr,l, meaning 〈Vr,l(ek), em〉 = 0 and hence 〈ek ⊗ r, V (em)〉 = 0 for every r ∈ H⊗n

S

and every V : Hj → Hi ⊗H⊗n
S . This contradicts the fact that S is a generating set.
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Definition 4.2.4. Let Π be any connected locally finite quantum graph (e.g. a quantum Cayley graph),
and let C(Π) be the smallest concrete unitary 2-category of finite type Hilbert-M -bimodules which covers
L2(M2) as well as the maps (Id⊗ ∂⊗ Id),m and P , the edge space projection of Π. This exists by theorem
4.1.4. Then apply theorem 3.0.1 to the category C(Π) and find an algebraic quantum group (A,∆), which
we will call QAut(Π).

To prove theorem 4.2.2, we will show that QAut(Π) is the universal quantum group admitting an action on
M which preserves the quantum graph structure.

Recall from the preceding reconstruction that QAut(Π) = (A,∆) for the algebra A generated by An (xy),
x, y ∈M⊗n

0 under the relations

• An (xy)Am (zt) = An+m

(
x⊗z
y⊗t

)
,

• A1 (xy)
∗

= A1

(
µ(x)∗

y∗

)
,

• A1 (1x) = A1 (x
∗

1 ) = ∂(x)1 strictly,

• and for any T : Fn → Fm which is covered by C(Π) we have Am+1

(
T (x)
y

)
= An+1

( x
T∗(y)

)
for any

x ∈Mn+1
0 and y ∈Mm+1

0

Proposition 4.2.5. The action α of QAut(Π) on M as defined in proposition 3.3.15 satisfies

α ◦ Adj = (Adj⊗ Id) ◦ α.

Proof. As P is a morphism in C(Π), we find that for any x, y, z, t ∈M0 we have

∑

r∈onb(F0)

A2

(
zµ−1/2(r)⊗Adj(µ1/2(r)∗)x

y⊗t

)
=

∑

r∈onb(F0)

A2

(
z⊗x

yµ−1/2(r)⊗Adj(µ1/2(r)∗)t

)
.

Letting z, t increase to 1, we get that the right hand side becomes A1 ( x
Adj(y)), while the left hand side gives

A1

(
Adj∗(x)

y

)
.8 It follows that the action α satisfies

α ◦ Adj = (Adj⊗ Id) ◦ α.

Proposition 4.2.6. Let G be any locally compact quantum group acting by β on M in such a way that

β ◦ Adj = (Adj⊗ Id) ◦ β,

then there exists a homomorphism of quantum groups π : A → L∞(G) such that

β = (Id⊗π) ◦ α.

Proof. Consider U ∈ B(L2(M))⊗L∞(G), the unitary implementation of the action β. For reference on this,
see [Vae01]. Denote ux,y the v (x) , v (y)-entry of U . Denote by Tn,m the set of all M -bimodular intertwiners
from U⊗(m+1) to U⊗(n+1), and by T :=

⋃
n,m∈N

Tn,m. Now, seeing as

P = (Id⊗m) ◦ (Id⊗Adj⊗ Id) ◦ (m∗ ⊗ Id)

and Adj intertwines U , and m ∈ T0,1, we get that P ∈ T1,1. It is an easy exercise to show that T is
closed under linear combinations, composition, adjoints, the relative tensor product ⊗(M,∂), reciprocals and
shrinkages (see definition 4.1.2). It follows that every projection T ∈ B(L2(Mn)) which is covered by C(Γ,Π)
is also an intertwiner of U⊗n, and hence by the universal property of A, we find the required homomorphism
π with π (A1 (xy)) = ux,y.

Together, propositions 4.2.5 and 4.2.6 prove theorem 4.2.2.

8Contrary to the convention in [Was23], we are still working with the GNS, not the KMS, inner product, and Adj∗ is the
adjoint with respect to this inner product.
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