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Equivariant Tannaka-Krein reconstruction and quantum
automorphism groups of discrete structures

Lukas Rollier *f

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 «, such that
the category of a-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 M], 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 groupsEI, 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
m; ], 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 ], 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
[LVO8]. 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 x-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 IT with vertex set I and edge set E C I x I as an algebraic quantum group. In
order to overcome the hurdle of the Haar integrals, first a category C(IT) was introduced. This is a unitary 2-
category of finite type Hilbert-£°°(I)-bimodules which contains a lot of combinatorial information about the
graph II. Finite type here means that the finitely supported elements of £°°(I) act by finite rank operators.
From this category C(II), 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(II) from C(II) passes through the construction
of a x-algebra B. In fact, this is the x-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-
¢ (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; [MRV1S; [Weal2]), 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-T.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 2t 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 BX0.1] 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 « on M
such that C is equivalent to the category of a-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,



the field of complex numbers, theorem B.0.T] gives precisely the Tannaka-Krein reconstruction from [Wor8§].

Before being able to state the theorem, we should briefly explain some concepts. By My, 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 My 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 B.0.Tl Given a concrete unitary 2-category C of finite type Hilbert-M -bimodules, in the sense
of definition [Z1.13, which covers L*(M?) in the sense of definition [Z1.19, and covers the morphisms m :
L?(M?) — L*(M) and (Id®0®1d) : L2(M3) — L?(M?) in the sense of definition[2.1.23. There exists an
algebraic quantum group G := (A, A) and a right coaction « : My — M(My ® A) such that the category of
finite type a-equivariant corepresentations C(M ~ G), as defined in[2-27), is equivalent to C.

In order to use theorem [B.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 @ 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 M, the x-algebra
of finitely supported elements in M. We define what it means for M-bimodular linear maps between tensor
powers of My 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 [B.0.1]l This is the content of theorem
[AT4 stated below this paragraph, and proven in section [£.Jl A prime example of a connected set of locally
finite morphisms is the singleton {P}, where P : ¢2(I x I) — ¢*>(I x I) is the projection onto the edges of
some connected locally finite graph IT = (I, F). This then completely recovers the construction of QAut(II)
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 2], we show that theorem [.T.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 [1.2.2] also
stated below this paragraph.

Theorem[d.1.4. Denote by F,, := M6®”+1. Let Tp,m be a set of M -bimodular linear maps from F,, to Fy, for
every n,m € N which are all locally finite in the sense of definition[{.1.1], and such that T = Un1m>0 Trm 18
connected in the sense of definition[{-1.3. Then there exists a smallest concrete unitary 2-category of Hilbert-
M -bimodules C, as in definition[Z.1.13, which covers L?(M™) for everyn € N in the sense of definition[Z.1.19,
and which covers every T € T, as well as (Id @ O®1d) and m in the sense of definition[2.1.23. In particular,
the category C satisfies the conditions of theorem[Z.01l The resulting algebraic quantum group acts faithfully
on M.

Theorem [4.2.21 Let II be any connected locally finite quantum graph in the sense of definition [{-2.1] with
vertex space M and adjacency matriz Adj. There is a universal quantum group acting on M by « in such a
way that

aoAdj=(Adj®Id) o a.
In particular, one may take I to be the quantum Cayley graph associated by [Was23, Definition 5.1] to any

T, discrete quantum group, and S C irr(T') a finite symmetric generating set of irreducible corepresentations

of L.
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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; INT13]). 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=1>PM,

icl

where each M; = C%*4 for some d; € N. We will denote by Mj its algebraic part, i.e. the finitely supported
elements of M. We denote by E}C ; the minimal partial isometry at position &, in block 4, and by 1; the unit
of M;. Then My = span{E} ;|i € I, and 1 < k,I < d;}. Recall that the multiplier algebra M(Mo) consists
of (unbounded) elements 7" =} . _; T;, where each T; € M;.

Definition 2.1.1. A functional 0 : My — C is called a delta-form if there exist a positive invertible element
0 =Y e 0i € M(My), with o; € M;, such that Tr((0;)~!) = d; and d(z) = Try(wo), where Try is the
Markov trace TrM(E}CJ) =d,; Tr(E}Cl) = 0p1d;.

Example 2.1.2. Given M a direct sum of matrix algebras, the markov trace Try; as defined in definition
B.TTlis 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 9 is
called a discrete quantum space. For a discrete quantum space (M, ), we denote by F,, the space of finitely
supported elements in M(;@ (1) o clarify that we mean these as elements in a vector space more than
elements in an algebra, we write v (zg ® ...2,) € F,. The spaces F,, come equipped with an inner product
given by

(0 (0@ @an),0 (Yo @ - @Yn)) = 0(yszo) - - Oy xn)
We denote the Hilbert space closure of F,, with respect to this inner product add L2(M7+1).

We fix now for once and for all a discrete quantum space (M, d). This comes equipped with the (unbounded)
element 0 € M(My) as in definition 2ZT.T1 We denote for any ¢ € R by u! : My — My the homomorphism
x + o tzot, and note that then d(zy) = d(u(y)x) for all z,y € My, where = pu'. Recall that M; = C4i*di|
and note that an orthonormal basis of Fy is given by

1 i = .
{dwn (Ek,lo 1/2) licland1<kl< di} i (1)

In many calculations we will be summing over any orthonormal basis of Fy, denoted onb(Fp), 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 : F; — Fp : v(z®y) — v (zy). This is a bounded linear map
satisfying mm* = 1, and hence it extends to a bounded linear map L?(M?) — L?(M).

Proof. Take x € My arbitrarily. Then

@)= Y (m@)uye)pye)= Y IEyouye)= Y vyoyn). (2

y,z€onb(Fo) y,z€onb(Fp) y€onb(Fo)

2Note that these Hilbert spaces very much depend on the delta-form O as well. We have chosen to suppress this in the
already heavy notation.



Applying m to this expression, and filling in the orthonormal basis (), we find that the result equals

1 _, - Tr(o; b)
-1
g —E,ZCJU Ell7k:17: g — ' ‘liz==x
el el
1<ki<d;

O

Definition 2.1.5. A Hilbert-M-bimodule H is a Hilbert space equipped with Ay : M — B(H) and pg :
M°P — B(H), two normal unital x-homomorphisms whose ranges commute. For £ € H and z,y € M, we
will often use the following notation.

z-&-y = Aa(2)pu (¥)(§)

We say H is of finite type if Ay and py map My resp. M" into the space of finite rank operators.
Equivalently, for every 4,7 € I, we must then have that 1, - H and H - 1; are finite-dimensional Hilbert
spaces. We will always denote Hy := My - H - My, which is a dense linear subspace of H.

Example 2.1.6. Consider again the pre-Hilbert spaces F,, from definition Z.1.3] We equip these with a left-
and right M-module structure by defining

a-u(x0®-~-®xn)-bzzu(aajo®~-~®xnu71/2(b)). (3)

One checks that this gives a well-defined bimodule structure, which extends to L?(M"*!), thus making
L?(M™"1) a Hilbert-M-bimodule in the sense of definition

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

z-§yi=y* & at
for any £ € H and z,y € M.

Example 2.1.8. There is a natural isomorphism F,, = F,, given by

0(To® - @xp) >0 (,ul/z(xn)* ® - ® u1/2(x0)*) )

As such we identify L?(M"T1) = [2(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 o Ay () o p(y°P) = Ak (x) o px (y°P) o T for every z,y € M. This may be written more
concisely as

T(x-&-y)=z-TE) - yforall z,y e M,§ € H.

One may note that the M-bimodular morphisms in B(L?(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, 9), we define
their (M, d)-relative tensor product as follows.

Homo K ={{c HoKVz e M: (pp(zP)® 1) =(1® A (2 ()€}

We explicitly view this as a closed subspace H @ 9) K C H ® K. This ordinary tensor product is naturally
equipped with a Hilbert-M-bimodule structure by letting

Agk = Ag ® Id and PH @00 K = Id ®px



and we define a Hilbert-M-bimodule structure on H @ 9y K as the restriction of the one on H ® K. One
easily checks that H @ 9) K is finite type if H and K are.

We denote by Py gy, k € B(H ® K) the projection onto H ®1,9) K, and for any £ € H and n € K, we
denote £ ®,0) M := PH @ .0, k(£ ®n). For any Hilbert-M-bimodules Hy, Hy, K1, K2 and any two bounded
linear maps T : H; — K7 and S : Hy — K>, we define their relative tensor product as follows.

T®(M,8) S = Pk, ®(m,0) K2 © (T ® S) o Py, ®(m,0) Ha (4)

One may note that when T, S happen to be M-bimodular, this is simply the restriction of T'® S to
Hi @0y Ha.

Proposition 2.1.11. For H, K two Hilbert-M-bimodules, the projection Py gy, ,, k from definition 2.1.101

is given by

Py ®m,0) K = Z pH(yop) ® )‘K(Ml/2(y*)) (5)
yEonb(Fo)

with convergence in the strong operator topology.

Proof. Restricting the sum in (@) to y € onb(lx - Foy) for some finite X C I, one easily checks that the
result gives a projection in B(H ® K). As the SOT-limit of increasing projections, Py ® .0y K 18 therefore
well-defined. Take now x € M arbitrarily, and calculate as follows, using again the explicit orthonormal

basis ().

1 - .
(pr (z%) @1) 0 Pr gy o) K = Z EPH((E}C,ZU V22)) ® Ak (Ef po 1/2)
1§;fl[§di

1 ) )
= Z EPH((E,ZCJUAN)) ® )\K(Ufl/Qxal/QElz)kafl/z)
1§§c§llgdi
(1 ® )‘K(/J'lm(x))) o Py ®,0) K

Here, we have used the fact that

Y EjaeE ;= Y FEi, @k foranyicl,1<kj<d,zeM
1<i<d; 1<i<d;

which is very easy to check. O

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

H ®(M,0) L2(M) 2HZ Lz(M) ®(M,8) H
given by the linear continuous extension of the maps

pr:HQFo— H: (@0 (x)— & pt/?(x)
o Fo@H > H:0(z)@&—x-&.

Proof. By direct calculation, one may check that the maps ¢r and ¢, are bounded linear maps, and hence
extend to H ® L?*(M) and L?(M) ® H respectively, with respective adjoints

¢ H— H®L*(M): € Z §-x®u(,ul/2(x)*)
z€onb(Fo)



and
¢ H-LX(M)@H: & Y v(@)@a"-&
z€onb(Fo)
By direct computation, one checks that ¢rey = Idg while ¢R¢r = Py ® .0y L2(M)> the projection from
definition 2.I.I0L Similarly, ¢r¢7 = Idg and ¢ ¢r = Pre(ar B0y H- This establishes the required isomor-
phisms. o

Since one sees straightforwardly that L2(M™) = L?(M)®", proposition yields isomorphisms
L2 @30y LA(M) & L) ©)

Moreover, one may note that for H = L?(M), the maps ¢, and ¢ from the proof of proposition ZI.12 are
both equal to m.

Definition 2.1.13. Recall that we have fixed a von Neumann algebra M = £ @, _; M;, which is a direct
sum of matrix algebras indexed by some set I, and a delta form 9 on M as in definition 2Tl 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 Mor¢(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 £ of I, i.e. I = Uyegl,. We denote M, := EBieIa M;.
For every a € &, there is an irreducible object L*(M,). We denote by z, : L?(M) — L*(M,) the
projection onto this subspace.

3. For any H, K objects in C, we have Mor¢(H, K)* = Mor¢(K, H).

4. C is closed under the relative tensor product ®,g) from definition 2.T.T0, both on objects and mor-
phisms.

5. C is closed under finite direct sumsE

6. For any object H in C, the morphisms ¢y and ¢r from the proof of proposition 2.1.12] are morphisms
inC,ie. H®u,g) L*(M,) and L*(My) ®(v,9) H are {0} for all but finitely many a,b € £, and we view
oL, ®r 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 sy €
Morc(L?(M), H @,0) H) and tg € More(L?*(M), H ®m,0) H) satisfying the conjugate equations

¢R © (SE ®M,9) Id) o (Id ®(M,0) tH) o ¢*R =Idyg and
oL o (ty @m0y 1d) o (Id @0y sH) © ¢, = Idg . (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 G as
defined in definition 2.2.41

Remark 2.1.15. We will be speaking about concrete unitary 2-categories of Hilbert-M-bimodules in the
sense of definition 2.I.T3l One may note that this terminology bears no reference to the delta-form 9, though
it is important since the relative tensor product ®1,9y and the maps ¢, ®g depend on it. This choice was
made in order not to overburden the already heavy notation.

30ne 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.



Lemma 2.1.16. Let H be any object in a concrete unitary 2-category C of Hilbert-M-bimodules. Recall
from definition ZT.T32 the definition of O-cells in our category. Take a,b € & arbitrarily, and denote by
Zas 2 the corresponding minimal projections in Ende(L?*(M)) C M. Then Ay (2q4)pu(2.") € Endc(H).

Proof. Consider the morphisms ¢ and ¢g from the proof of proposition Z.1.12] which are morphisms in C
by definition. One checks by direct computation that

A (2a)pr (") = dr o (6 Om,0) 1) © (2a @(v,0) IdE @0 2) © (A7, D) 1) © i

This proves the claim. O

In light of lemma 2.1.76] and remark 2.1.74] one could define a smaller unitary 2-category whose objects are
Hilbert-M-bimodules in C for which there exist some a,b € & such that Ag(2,) = pu(z,") = Idy. 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 ZZT.T3] Suppose there is a 0-cell a € € of C such that Ay (z,) = Idy and Ak (2,) = Idg. Then
for any i € I, we get that

More(H,K) = B(1;- H,1;- K) : T+ Ag(1;) o T (8)

is an injective linear map. Moreover, when H = K, it is a homomorphism of C*-algebras. Likewise, if there
is some O-cell b € € with pg(2,") = Idy and pk(z,") = Idk, then for any j € I,
Mor¢(H,K) - B(H -1;,K 1) : T — pK(l‘;p) oT

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
@) is a homomorphism of C*-algebras. We show that it is in general injective. Suppose therefore that we
have T' € Mor¢ (H, K) such that Ag(1;) o T = 0. Let sy, ty be as in (), and note that we then have

0=sjo(T " Ak(1,)T ®(M,0) 1)sy = )\L2(Ma)(1i)3;1 o(T*T (M, ) 1)sy.

Since s, o (T*T @0y 1)su € Ende(L?(M,)) = C, we must then have that sj; o (T*T @9y 1)sg = 0. By
positivity, this implies (T'®(n,9) 1)sg = 0. Now, we can calculate, using ().

0=¢p o (T®ty) o (su e ldu) o df = ¢R(T @ 1)(¢5)* =T.

Here we write gbg and gbg to denote the morphisms from proposition2.1.12 applied to K and H respectively.
This proves the claim. O

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

Proof. By lemma 2.1.16, we may assume that there are some a,b € & such that z, - H - 2z, = H and
za - K - zp = K. For any i € I,, the space B(1; - H,1; - K) is finite dimensional, so by injectivity of the map
@), we may conclude. O

Definition 2.1.19. Given C, a concrete unitary 2-category of finite type Hilbert-M-bimodules in the sense
of definition ZT.T3] and a Hilbert-M-bimodule H which is not necessarily finite type. A covering of H by C
consists of a set {Hy|a € A} of objects in C and isometries ¢, : H, — H with mutually orthogonal ranges,
for a € A some index set, such that @aeA t(H,) is dense in H. We will very often suppress the isometries
L in the notation, and simply write @, 4, H, 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 L?(M).



Proposition 2.1.21. Let C be a concrete unitary 2-category of Hilbert-M-bimodules as defined in 21.13]
and suppose we have H, K two Hilbert-M-bimodules which are covered by C, then also H ®,9) K is covered
by C.

Proof. Let (Hqg, ta)aca and (Ky, tp)pe 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 (H, ®(M,0) Kb)(aﬁb)eAXB are objects in C. Let
NOW L(qb) = ta @0y tb * Ha @m0y Kb — H @v,0) K. We claim they realise the covering of H ®,9) K.
Take ¢ € H and n € K arbitrarily. Denote, for any finite A9 C A, by 4, the orthogonal projection of £
on P, ¢ 4, ta(Hq). Similarly denote 7, for any finite By C B. By the explicit description of the projection
H ®(m,0y K from proposition R.I.TTl we find that P, (H,) @100 1 (K,) 18 the restriction of Py g , x to
t(Hy) ® t(Kp). Tt follows that £a, ® 0y 1B, converges to @) for Ag and By increasing finite sets in
A resp. B. It follows that indeed @(a,b)eAxB L(ap) (Ha ®(m,0) Kp) is dense in H @, 9) K. O

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 €
Mor¢(H, K) such that

Idg if V=W € bpi(H, K)

ViV _{ 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) = | J {V*WI|V € bpi(H, L), W € bpi(K, L)}.
Leirr
When H, K are not necessarily objects in C, but are covered by it (definition 2I.T9)), we fix some (Hy)aca
and (K3 )pep such that @, 4, Hq is dense in H and @, 5 K3 is dense in K, and denote
bpi(H,K)= | )  bpi(Ha, Ky).
(a,b)eAXB

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-T.T3] which covers two Hilbert-M-bimodules H, K in the sense of definition Let
T : H — K be any densely defined M-bimodular unbounded linear operator. We say C covers T if there
exist (Hg,ta)aca and (Kp, tp)pep objects in C which realise the covering such that for every a € A, 1,(H,)
lies in the domain of T" and for every a € A,b € B we have ¢f o T 0 ¢, € Mor¢(H,, Kp).

Remark 2.1.24. Note that by definition Z.T.T316, any concrete unitary 2-category of Hilbert-M-bimodules
covers m : L*(M) ®w,0) L*(M) — L*(M).

2.2 Equivariant corepresentation theory

Definition 2.2.1. Let o : M v~ G be a right coaction of a locally compact quantum group on a direct
sum of matrix algebras M. Let O be a delta-form on M as in definition 2ZT1] i.e. (M,0) is a discrete
quantum space in the sense of definition We say G acts by a on (M, 9) if for every x € My, and every
w e LY((Q)) = L>=(G), we get that

(O@w)a(x) = O(x)w(1).

Definition 2.2.2. Let G be a locally compact quantum group admitting a right coaction o« : M —
M®&L>*(G). Let H be a Hilbert-M-bimodule as in definition 2.5l We say a corepresentation U €
B(H)® L>*(G) is equivariant with « if

UMp(z)®1) = [(Ag @ Id)a(x)]U and (pg(z°?) @ 1)U = [((pg cop) @ R)a(x)]U for all z € M (9)

where op : M — M°P denotes the obvious anti-*-homomorphism, and R denotes the unitary antipode of G.



Definition 2.2.3. Given a locally compact quantum group G acting by « on M as in definition 222.2] let
U,V be two a-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

(Te)U=V(T®1).

Definition 2.2.4. Let o : M v\ G be a right coaction of a locally compact quantum group on a discrete
quantum space (M, d), as in definition 22211 We denote by C(M « G) the category whose objects are
all unitary a-equivariant corepresentations of G on finite type Hilbert-M-bimodules (definition Z22)), and
whose morphisms are all M-bimodular intertwiners of these corepresentations (definition [Z2.3]).

3 The reconstruction theorem

This section will be concerned with the reconstruction theorem B.0.1l 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 ZZI.T3] which covers L?(M?) in the sense of definition 2.9, and covers the morphisms m :
L*(M?) — L*(M) and (Id® 0 ®1d) : MP?* — M?, viewed as an unbounded linear map L*(M?) — L*(M?),
in the sense of definition There exists an algebraic quantum group (A, A) and a right coaction
a: My — M(My® A) such that the following hold.

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

2. For every H, K objects in C, the morphisms Mor¢ (H, K) intertwine the corepresentations Uy and Uk.

3. For every equivariant corepresentation U of (A, 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
Uy .

That is, the category C is equivalent to the category of unitary a-equivariant corepresentations of (A, 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.T.13), which covers L?(M?) (definition Z.I.T9). Note that by a successive application of proposition Z.T.21]in

combination with (@), we then have that, up to unitary M-bimodular isomorphism, C covers L?(M™) for every
n > 1. Hence it makes sense to also assume that C covers (1@0®1) : Fo = F1 : 0 (z @y ® 2) — d(y)v (z ® z),
viewed as an unbounded operator L?(M3) — L?(M?) (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 L*(M?), and

2. C covers (1@ 0®1) : M§® — M{?, viewed as an unbounded operator L?(M?) — L2(M?).

Moreover, by definition Z.1.1316, the map m : L?(M?) — L?*(M) is also covered by C.

Definition 3.1.1. Let (H,)aca be the objects in C which realise the covering of L?(M?) (definition 2.1.19),
and view, for every a,b € A, Morc(H,, Hy) C B(L?*(M?)). We define the von Neumann algebra N consisting
of all bounded linear operators T : L?(M?) — L?*(M?) such that for every a,b € A, we have P, TP, €
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Morc(Hy, H,), where P,, P, denote the projections onto H, and H, respectively. Alternatively, one could
say that A/ is the von Neumann algebra generated by the morphisms in Mor¢(H,,, Hp).

"

N = |J More(H,, Hy) | € B(L*(M?)) (10)
a,be A

Note that the set of all bounded M-bimodular linear maps in B(L?(M?)) may be identified with M°P ® M
by acting by pr2(ar) ® Ap2(ar) on the isomorphic space L?(M) @ L?(M) = L*(M?), so N is isomorphic to a
subalgebra of M°P @ M.

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

MOrc(HP,HQ):QNP. (11)

Moreover, from lemma 2.T.T6] one straightforwardly gets that z, ® 2z, € N for any a, b € &, the O-cells of our
category, as defined in 2.1.T3]2.

For any S,T € N, we will often use the identification (S ® 1) (1 ®T) = S®wm,0 T € B(L*(M?)), which
makes sense considering L?(M?3) = L*(M?) ® 0y L*(M?) as in (@)).

Lemma B.T.2 below gives a characterisation of all irreducible objects in C which are contained in L?(M?) up
to isomorphism.

Lemma 3.1.2. We denote by J C 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 RN'Q # {0}, i.e. the ranges of R and Q are isomorphic objects in C.

2. J C P CMN, ie. 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 M°P @ M, this means that PA 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
VV* = Rand 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 A are finite type, this means by the previous point that we can find an infinite family
{Qz|z € X} € N which are all equivalent. Take now i,j € I such that Qv (M; ® M;) # {0} for
some z € X. By bimodularity and equivalence of the projections (Q.).cx, we must then have that
Qy(v (M; ® M;)) # {0} for all y € X. However, this is in contradiction with the fact that v (M; ® M;)
is a finite dimensional space. It follows that P had to have been finite type all along.

O

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 (Hgy)aca and (Kp)pep
realise the covering (definition [ZT.T9). We denote

More (H, K) := span{Mor¢(H,, Ky)|la € A,b € B} C B(H,K). (12)

Similarly, we take Endc(H) := Morc(H, H). Note that N' = Endc(L?(M?))".
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Now, by assumption, the following are morphisms in C for any P,Q € P, a € £.

(24552 femmaorsion
(1®0®1)o (PR, Q),

Po(1©9®1)0(Q®nwa 1), ¢ C More(L*(M?), L2(M?))

Po(1®0®1)0 (1@ Q)

Proposition 3.1.4. For any X,Y € End¢(L?(M?)), we also have

Sx == (X®map 1)o(l®o(l)®1)om”,
Ty = (1 ®M,9) Y) o (1 X0 (1) & 1) om*
where v (1) denotes ), v (1;). We claim therefore that Sx and Ty become finite sums when applied to

any v (x), z € My making them well-defined linear maps Fy — F2, and moreover, we claim that these linear
maps are bounded.

} C More(L*(M), L*(M?)) (13)

Proof. Take x € My arbitrarily. Then there are finitely many ¢, j such that 1;z1; is nonzero. Since X and
Y are finite type, it follows directly that the sums defining Sx (v (z)) and Ty (v (z)) have only finitely many
nonzero terms. We now show boundedness of Sy, 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.T.18] we may assume that X is a minimal projection. In particular, by
lemma 2110 there are a,b € € such that X = X o (z, ® 2p). Then, we note that

Sy =mo(z, ®9®1) o (X @m0y 1)

Precomposing this with m*, we obtain a map which is a bounded element of Morc(L?(M?), L?(M?)) by
assumption, so precomposing again with the bounded map mo(z, ® 1) € Morc(L?(M?), L?(M)), we get a
bounded operator in Mor¢(L?(M?3), L*(M)). O

Consider now for any z,y € My, i € I and 1 < k,[ < d;, the equality
(1@ p(x®) @ AMy)) o (10 (1) ®1) om*(E} )
=(1®v (;rl/Q(;v)) ®1) Y d'B 0P @y e,
1<t<d;

=(1®b (u71/2(1‘)) ®1) Z dl-_lE};’tal/QyU*l ® 071/2Ez7l
1<t<d;

= (p(u P (y)P) @ A2 (2)) @ 1) o (1@ 0 (1) @ 1) om™ (B )
Where we used o and p as defined in definition 2.1.3] and the discussion below. Hence, defining
0: MS® @ My — MS® @ My : 2% @y — p~2(y)°P @ u=V/2(x) (14)

yields an anti-automorphismf of MGP @ My which extends to the multiplier algebra. Identifying N with a
subalgebra of M°? @ M as in definition B.I.1] we find that Tx = Sp(x), as defined in proposition B.1.4l

Recall from lemma B.T.2l the definition of 7 C P C N. Since the elements of J are in one to one correspon-
dence with the isomorphism classes of irreducible subobjects of L2(M?) in C, it follows that for any P € J,
there is a unique @ € P such that

(P @) Q)o(1ov (1)@ 1)om" £0

In particular, @ as defined in (4] permutes the central projections P € [J. In particular, c~! ® o 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 s-anti-automorphism.
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Lemma 3.1.5. Formally denote X = (1® v (1) ® 1) o m* with adjoint X* = mo(1 ® 9®1), and ¥ =
(1® X ®1)o X. Then for P € End¢(L?(M?)) and Q € Morc(L?(M?)), we get

X*(1®P)X(v (E},))
Y'(1o1® Q)Y (v(E;,))

=d; (Tr@ Tr)(P o (p(oP) ® A(o; )))v (Ey,) (15)
=d  (TreTra Tr)(Q o (p(0™) ® Ao~ )p(a*?) @ A(a; 1))v (Ej,) (16)
where Tr denotes the operator trace.

Proof. For the first equation ([3]), we calculate, for any z,y € M, and E};)l € Mp.

X i (o (Bho ) v i) o ()

1<s<d;

o) Y dte (Bi.o e 2EL)

1<s<d;

X (1@ p(aP) @ A(y)) X (v (Ej,))

=d;? Trpr(wo) Trar(yo; o (E}“)
Here, Trps denotes the markov trace from definition 2Tl One easily checks that Tr(A(z)) = Try(z) =
Tr(p(x°P)), proving the first equation (I5).

Similarly, we calculate as follows for the second equation (I6l), for any z,y, z,t € My and E};)l € My, where
E.: € B(L?(M)) denotes the rank one operator v (a) — (t*a)v (z) for any a € M.

Y (1®1®p(a) ® B @ Ay))Y (v (EL,))
X () o (L)

1<s<d;
J€I,1<p,q<d;

@v (712(@)) @ O o V2B o (=) @0 (yo 2B

= owdt Y d-_l8(t*o_1/2Eg)p)B(Egﬂa_lﬂz)u(E}'C)So_lmyo_lmE;l)

J
1<s<d;
J€I,1<p,q<d;

= d;* Trag(20) Tear(yo; ) Y {0 (7(E9)) 0 (1)) (0 (2) 0 (7))
reonb(Fo)

= d; * Tray (20) Trar (yo; ')(v (), 0 (u(t)))

— A7 T (0) Trar (yor, ) D(u(t)*2)

Since one now also readily checks that Tr(E, ;) = 0(t*z), the second formula is also proven. O

Definition 3.1.6. One checks that for any P € 7, as defined in lemma B.1.2] the maps (Sp,Tp) from
proposition B.1.4] solve the conjugate equations for the range Hp of P. Define the unique positive invertible
vp € End¢(Hp) such that the pair

(012 @ 1)Sp, (1@ 7))

is a standard solution to the conjugate equations. Recall that A, the von Neumann algebra generated by
Morc(L?(M?)), is a direct sum of matrix algebras. Hence, M (Morc(L?(M?))) is the direct product of these
matrix algebras. Then let v € M(Endc(L?(M?))) be the unique element such that yP = Py = ~p for any
P € J. We can identify v with an unbounded element of M(M;® ® M), and with an unbounded operator
on L2(M?).

Theorem 3.1.7. Let v be as defined in definition [3.1.6] Then there exists a positive invertible element
§ € M(My), unique up to a scalar multiple, which commutes with o and satisfies

v = p(6P) @A) € M(Ende(L2(M?))).
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Proof. Take a,b,c € £ arbitrarily, and Py, P2, P € J such that P, = Py o (24 ® 2p), P2 = Pa(2p ® z.) and
P =Po(z,® z.). Denote Hy, Hy, H their ranges. Recall that the pair

((' @ 1)Sp, (1@ 7))

defined in proposition [3.1.4] and definition [3.1.6, is a standard solution to the conjugate equations for H, and
similarly for Hy, Ha. It follows that we can calculate the categorical trace on Endc((H1 ®m,9) H2) ® H) as

Y*(1 1 1/2A 1/2 Y
(Vé* Z) *( ® SQ(WPll%(M,a) VP, )2 A(YP, ®0) YP,) T E) € Bnde(L2(M,)) (17)
+ X*(1ey?ByY)X

where X,Y denote the maps from lemma Denote o1 := p(c°?) @ A(c™1) and o3 = p(c°P) ®
Ao Hp(o°P) @ A(o™1). Then, using lemma [3.I.5] we may compute (I7) more explicitly, and find that
the functional

( A V> d7 3 (Tr @ Tr @ Tr) (A(vp, ®wm,0) YR2) 202 (VR @ u0) YR p(157)) 1)

* _ o for any i € I..
W* B) T 4 d (Mo (B oy oy p(157) Y

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

/2 1/2

= ((7131 ®(M,6) FYP2)1/20'2(7P1 ®(M,6) FYP2)1/2 0 ) (18)
0 Yp O17p

which we will call T for the time being. Recall the definition of 6 from (I4]), and note that since #* is an
automorphism of Endc(L?(M?)), we must have that oy Ende(L?(M?))o;t = Ende(L?(M?)). Similarly, we
get that oo Ende(L2(M?))oy ! = Ende(L2(M?)). Now, since (1 ® d®1) : L2(M?3) — L*(M?) is a surjective
unbounded operator which is covered by C (definition ZT.23]), we get that

More(L*(M?), L*(M?)) = (1 ® 0 ®1) o Ende (L*(M?))
Since o1 0 (1® d®1)o, " = (1® 0 ®1), it follows that we also get
o1Morc(L*(M?), L?(M?))o5 ' = More(L?(M?), L*(M?)).

Therefore, the weight I' from (I8) normalises Endc((Hi ®m,) H2) @ H). Since the functional in (I7)
must be tracial and faithful, we get that I' commutes with Endc((H1 ® 0y H2) © H). In particular, since

vp € Endc¢(H), we get that 7;1/2 commutes with 7113/2017113/2, so o7 commutes with all powers of ~yp.

Likewise, o2 commutes with all powers of vp, @(m,0) VP, -

Since I' commutes with Ende ((H1 ®(m,0) Hz) ® H), we get as well that for any V' € Morc(H, Hy @m0y Hz),
Vovypoor = (vp, @) Yp,) 0020V

In particular, this holds for V' = (P ®m,9) P2) o (1®v (1) ® 1) o P. Summing the resulting equality over all
P, P, P € J, we get that for any ¢, j, k € I, there is an equality of matrices

(Li ®1; ® 1) o (vo1)3) = (Li ® 1; @ Lx) o (Y ®m,9) ) © 02 (19)

Here, we denote v = Y o, vp € M(End(L*(M?))) as in definition Moreover, we use leg numbering
notation (a ® b)13y =a®1®Db.

Write now, for any 4,5 € I, (1; ® 1;) o yo1 = Zsesij 1; A% ® 1B, for some Ag, Bs € M(My), and S; ;
some finite index set. Note that we have once more identified Endc(L?(M?)) with a subalgebra of M°P® M.
Then we get by (I9), remembering that oo = 01 ®(m,6) 01, that for any 4,5,k € T

o oLp A ev(1) @B = > LipmV2(A) @ Bou P (A1 @ By, (20)
T‘ESi,k sESi,j,teSj,k
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Denote now, for any i,j € I, X;; =} g, 1ids ® 1;Bs = (op®@1d)[(1; ® 15) o yo1]. By invertibility of
~vo1, X;; # 0 for any 4,5 € I. The formula (20) now says that

(Xiyol)(leo?el)(1eX;mles P ol)=(101;®1)o (X for all i,j,k € L. (21)

Fix ig, ko € I and wg € My, such that (Id ®w2) Xy ko 7# 0. Then fix wy; € M} such that (w; ®wae) Xiy k, = 1.
It then follows from (2I]) that

(w1 ®1d) X5, )0/

J

((1d ®ws) Xy )0~ /2 =1, for any j € I,

so that (w1 ® Id)X;,,; and (Id ®w2) X k, are invertible for every j € I. Then (2I)) says that

X;;(1® a;/Q)(l ® (1@ w2)(Xjk))(1® gj*l/?) = (Id ®w2) (X, 5,) ® 1 for any i, j € I.
Define a € M(Mp) such that al; = (Id ®ws)(X; ,) for any ¢ € I, and remember that « is invertible. We
have now shown that

Xij=0al; ® 01/2071071/2%- for any i,5 € I.

This then means that
Noy = a®P ® 0,1/204710,71/2'

Now write v = ;¥ ® B2 for some (1,82 € M(My). We know that v is positive and invertible. Hence, for
every ,j € I, we get
0 < (TreTr)(v(1; ® 1;)) = Tr(B:11;) Tr(B215)

so Tr(B11;) # 0 and Tr(B21;) # 0 for every 4,5 € I. Fix jo € I, and define

Y1 := Tr(B21,) 1 and 2 1= Tr(B21j,) " B2

Then v = 7{® ® 2. We will show that v; and v, are positive and invertible.

For every i € I, (Id® Tr)(v(1; ® 1;,)) is positive and invertible. Since Tr(vy21;,) = 1, it follows that v11; is
positive and invertible for all ¢ € I. Hence, 71 is positive invertible. Then it follows that Tr(y;1;) > 0 for all
i € I. Then since (Tr ® Id)(y(1; ® 1;)) is positive invertible for every i, j € I, we must also get that y21; is
positive invertible for every j € I. It follows that 72 is positive invertible.

Since v commutes with o1, we must get that 7{” ® 7o commutes with o°P ® o~ 1.

some nonzero scalar ¢ € C such that

Therefore, there exists

0”‘)/1 = C"le'
oY2 = 071720.

Now, Tr(oy11;) = Tr(c'/?~10'/21;) > 0, and also Tr(ov:1;) = Tr(y101;) = ¢ > Tr(oyi1;). Tt follows that
¢ =1, so that v; and 72 both commute with o.

Now recall that X; ; = 0y11; ® 0719215, and then use (ZI)) to find that

/

onl; ® 0_1720; 20710;1/2 Qo vy =oml; ® 1;® o1y}, for any i,75,k € 1.

It follows that vo =~ 1 Take now & = . O

Definition 3.1.8. Let H be any object in C, and let (sg,ty) be a standard solution to the conjugate
equations. Recall from definition [ZT.0l that we write Hy := M- H - My. We define the (possibly unbounded)
operator Qg : Hy — Hy given by

Qp (&) = (0ot ®1d)(Id @ @ Id)tg (0 (1)) (22)

where we interpret v (1) as an infinite sum over (v (1;))c1, and filling this sum into the expression ([22)), only
finitely many nonzero terms remain for each fixed £ € Hy.
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Proposition 3.1.9. The operators 2y from definition B.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.
2.

For any z,y € My and & € Hy, we get that Qg (z-&-y) = p(z) - Q&) - u(y).
Qg is invertible with inverse

Qg : Ho— Hy: &= (Id®@dosyy)(Id @€ @ Id)sg (v (1))
which is also well-defined.
Oy ® Q restricts to H @0y K, and this restriction equals Qg Do) K-
For any morphism V' € Mor¢(H, K), we have Vo Qg = Qg o V.

Recall the definition of J from lemma B.1.2] and 7 from definition Take P € J arbitrarily, and
denote Hp its range. Then for any v (z @ y) € (Hp)o, we get Qu, (0 (z @y)) = vpv (1(x) @ p(y)).

Proof. The well-definedness of Qy will follow from 1. since for any central projections p, g € My, Qg 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 (sg,tm). From point 4. it will follow that the choice is of no consequence, since the
operator 0, defined by any other choice (s%,t%), would satisfy Qy = U* o Qg o U for some unitary
U € End¢(H).

1.

Recall definition Since ¢ty maps L*(M) into H ®,9) H, we get that

ti o (1@ An(2)) = (1@ Ag(z)tn]" = [(pgr(n~ 2 (@) ® Dtnl" =ty (pr(p'/*(2) © 1)

Hence, calculating similarly on the other side, we do indeed find that Qg (z - &) = p(z) - Qg (£). On
the other hand, by bimodularity of ¢, we can calculate

Qu(§-y) = (0op(y°?) oty ®1d) o (Id@E ®1d) ot (v (1))
= (0oAu'*(y)) oty @1d) o (Id®E @ 1d) o trr(v (1))
= (0ot ®Id) o (Id®E®@1d) oty (U (u1/2(y)))
=Qu (&) - ny)

The well-definedness of le can be handled completely analogously to that of Qz. They are each
others inverse since (sg,tm) are a solution to the conjugate equations.

Let ¢p : L*(M) ®wm,0) H — H and ¢p : K ®,9) L*(M) — K denote the maps as in the proof of
proposition 2.1.121 Then the pair

(Id®sk ®1d) o (Id®¢}) o s, Id Rty @1d) o (¢pF @ Id) o tg)

is a standard solution to the conjugate equations for H ®,9) K. Using these to define Qp gy , K
we find that indeed Qp gy, k = Q @ Q.

By the general theory of unitary tensor categories, and more generally unitary 2-categories, there is a
s-preserving linear isomorphism 0y, i : More(H, K) — Mor¢ (K, H) which satisfies

(V ®Id) oSy = (Id@@HﬁK) o sk and (Id ®V) oty = (0H1K(V) ®Id)tK.

Using this, the result is immediate.

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

("> @ D)Sp, (L@ *)Tp)

is a standard solution to the conjugate equations for Hp.
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3.2 A x-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-£°°(I)-bimodules for some set I. When we restrict our attention in
this paper to the setting where M is abelian, i.e. M = @, ; M; = (>°(I), and 0 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 x-algebra B obtained here admits a bialgebra structure, as we

will move directly to the quantum group setting in the next section 3.3l

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 @ Heirr Ho ®alg Ho, where we use the notation
Hy = My - H - My introduced in definition 2.1.5l Denote Gy (757) for the element £ @ n € Hy ®alg Ho. Recall
the notion of a basis of partial isometries from definition 2.1.221 The multiplication is defined as follows.
¢ e\ _ V(E®w,0) &)
Gu (77) Gk (n’) - Z Gr (V(n ®n,0) 1) (23>
Leirr
VGbpi(H ®(M,6) K,L)

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

*_ v ((1ded)tr(v(1
Gu (3)" =Gg (Eﬁ@ld;sgggglgg) ' 2

Here, as in proposition B.I.4, we write v (1), where we mean that we are taking a sum v (1) = >, v(1;),
and the resulting sum in (24) has only finitely many nonzero terms.

Proof that definition [3.21] yields a well-defined *-algebra. Firstly note that all but finitely many of the terms
in ([23)) are zero, since H ® 9y 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 G then ensures this non-dependence.

To show associativity of the multiplication, it suffices to note that for any Hy, Hs, H3, L irreducible objects
in C, the following are both bpi(H1 ® 0y Ha @m,0) H3, L)

U (VW @10 DIV € bpi(K @) Hs, L), W € bpi(H1 @0y Hz, K)}
Keirr

and
U (VA @ W)V € bpi(H: @,0) K, L), W € bpi(Ha @u,0) Hs, K)}.
Keirr

The adjoint is well-defined since for any § € Hp, we can find some central projection p € My such that
p-& =& Then for any central projection ¢ € My with ¢ < 1 —p, we get that (Id®&)tu(v(q)) = 0 by
M-bimodularity of tzr. Hence, (Id ®@&)ty (v (1)) = (Id ®&)tg (v (p)). One finds a similar statement for 7.

The adjoint is involutive by definition, and the observation that (tg,sy) form a standard solution to the
conjugate equations for H when (sg,tg) do for H. To show antimultiplicativity, we first make the following
observations for some fixed Hy, Hy, K € irr, with respective standard solutions to the conjugate equations
(8w, tH, )icg1,2y and (sk,tx). 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.

e Denote ¢, : L2(M) ®(m,9) H2 — Hpy the morphism from the proof of proposition For every
W € Morc(Ho ®(M,d) Hi, K), we have that

HtKH71 t}qu (IdE ®¢L)(IdH72 ®t;{1 ® Ide)(W* ® IdHl ®(Mm,0) Hz)

is an element of Morc(K ®(m,9) H1 ®m,0) Hz2, L*(M)), and taking the set of these elements for W
ranging over some bpi(Hz ®(m,9) H1, K), we obtain a bpi(K @0y H1 ®m,0) Hz, L*(M)).
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e For any V' € Morc(Hy ®m,9) H2, K'), we have that

lsrell ™ 5% (V © 1dg)

is an element of Morc(H1 @0y H2 ®(u,0) K, L*(M)), and taking the set of these elements for V
ranging over some bpi(Hi ®(w,9) Ha, K) yields a bpi(H1 ®w,0) Hz2 @ .0y K, L*(M)).

e Denote again ¢ : L%(M) ®(m,0) Ha — Haz the morphism from the proof of proposition ZLT.T2 as
well as ¢r @ Hi ®,0) L?>(M) — H;. Note that the ranges of these morphisms are not the same,
in contrast to what was the case in proposition For any V' € Morc(Hy ® 9y H2, K) and
W € Morc(Ho ®(M,d) Hi, K), we have the following equality.

tacll ™2 [, (Idg; @91 ) (Idgg; @t @ Idg,)(W* @ V*)tk||
= |lsxl| 72|}y, (0r @ Idg) (Ida, ©s%, © 1) (V@ W)sk||

Now take Hy, Hy € irr arbitrarily, as well as &,n € (Hy)o and &', 1 € (Hz2)o. We calculate as follows.

(G () G (5))

_ V(€ ®m,0) E'))
B Z Gk (V(ﬁ Qo))
Keirr
V€bpi(H1 ®(M,6) HQ,K)

_ Z G— (Id ®(§ @m0y &)V )tk (v(1))
- K (1 @ ~r VI *

o (M®,0y) 1)V ®Id) sk (0(1))

Vebpi(H1 ®(m,0) Ha2,K)
=27 1% * * *

= > tr ||~ [|t5, (1dg; ©¢L) (Idg; ©ty, @ Idm,))(W* @ V*)ik||

Keirr
VEbpi(Hl ®(M,8) HQ,K)
WEbpi(Hg ®(M,8) Hl,K)

G ((m €D a0y (W&, @ 1y ) (g Ot 11, @1d gz, ) (I ®¢z>m2<n<1>>>
K

((1® .09 W)V @1d)s 5 (0(1))
-2 * * * *
= > skl |85, (br @ 1dg) (Id g, ®sf, ® Idg) (V@ W)sk||

Keirr
Vebpi(H1 o) Hz2,K)
Webpi(Hz ®@m,0) H1,K)
G_ (Id ®(£ ®(M,8) 5/))(W®IdH1 ®H2)(IdH_2 ®tH1 ®IdH2)(IdH_2 ®¢2)tH2 (t‘l(l))
K ((n®@1,0) 1" )V*®Id)sk (0(1))

Z B (1d ®@(€®m,0) &) (WRIdH, @ y) (Idgy @t @ldu, ) (Idg; ®¢7,)tH, (0(1))
K\ ((n®ar.0) n)®1) (11, @y o) Hy @W) (1, @51, @ldgr) (¢5@1dgT)sm, (0(1))

_ Keirr
Webpi(Hz ®(Mm,0) H1,K)
_ Z G (W9 EE ), (0(1)) D10 (14 8T 21, (0(1))]
= K\ W[re1a)sm, (0(1) ®ou0) (781d)sm; (0(1))]

Webpi(Hz ®m,0y Hi,K)

— G, (g) Gu, (5)°

To alleviate some of the notation, we introduce the following.
Notation 3.2.2. For any object H in C, and any &, € Hy, we denote

Gu(§)= Y G (V)

Keirr
Vebpi(H,K)
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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

2119), we will also write
Gu(§)= X Gx (V)

Keirr
Vebpi(H,K)

but only when we make sure that &, 7 are contained in some algebraic direct sum €, 4 (Ha)o, where (Hy)aca
realises the covering of H by C. In particular, for v (2o ® --- ® 2,),0 (Yo ® - - @ Yn) € Fp, we will write

ToR-Rxn\ .__ TR RLn _ V(io(zo® - Qxpn
Cu (3527850 = gy (278 = Y Gre (Vemerem) . (25)
Keirr
Vebpi(LQ%M"“),K)

Remark 3.2.3. With the notation B:22.2) we get that for all objects H, K in C

! E®,0) &’
Gt () Grc (§) = G i (e2005) for any €n € Ho,&, € Ko

and
GH (&) = GT[ (E IglngggglgD for any f,’l] S HO

Note that in particular,
0@ Qxn 20QQzm) _ Z0® QTn20Q - ®2zm
G (y0®"'®yn) Gm (to®"'®tm) - G”+m (yo®"'®ynto®“'®tm) :

Lemma 3.2.4. The following rules hold in the x-algebra B, for any objects K, H in C, any &,n € Hy,
& € Ky, V e€More(H,K), and n € N.

- ! _ -1/ x '5/
1. for any 2,y € Mo, we have Gy (53) G () = G (§) G (“212)%)

2. We have an equality Gy (V*y(zf')) =Gxk (Vf(ln)), 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 21.23))

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

have (1d ®&) 7 (v(1))
a* _ o~ ((Id®E)ty(v(1
G (i) =Cn ((wm)ﬁ(n(l))) '
In other words, we could relaxed the condition that the adjoint is defined using standard solutions to
the conjugate equations.

4. For any 0 (20 ®@ - Q@ Zyp),0 (Yo @ - @ ypn) € Fn, we get that

0@ Q@Tp\* _ w(zn)* ®---@u(ro)*

5. For any xq, x1, T2, Yo, Y1, Y2 € My, we have

Ga (sman) = )G (5853)
x

®T1® ®
G (esisys) = 0@1)Gh (30842
where we should again interpret this 1 as taking a sum over (1;);cs, and retaining only the finitely
many nonzero terms.

0
0

Proof. 1. This follows directly from remark and the easy to check fact that (£ - z)®wm,e) & =
@) (™ Y2(x) - €), and similarly for 5,7’ and y.

19



2. Fix for any L € irr some bpi(H, L) := {XF|s € S} and a bpi(K, L) := {V,}|t € T} where T}, and
Sy, are finite index sets for every L € irr. Then denote by V;’, € C the scalar such that Y;*V(X[)* =
V;LS Id;,. We then get that

=Y VL-Hradviv =Y Vi Xk
teTr sESL

Using this, we calculate as follows.

Gr (VW)): > G( 5(3)): > Vil (1;(@)))

Leirr,teTr, Leirr
teTr,s€SL
_ } : xtvr (ﬁ) V(&)
- GL( XE(n GH( 7 )
Leirr,seSy,

In the more general case when H, K are Hilbert-M-bimodules which are covered by C, recall from
notationB.Z.2that by assumption £, 1 are contained in some subobjects of K and H respectively, which
are actual objects in C. Call these objects Ly, Lo, and denote P, € Mor¢(H, L1) and P, € More (K, L2)
the projections whose ranges are Ly and L respectively. Then (P oV o P;) € Mor¢(Lq, Ls), and we

get that
G (V(n)) =G ((P2°€20(1£’1))(n))) =L ( BT ) G ("4).

3. Let (sm,tm) be a standard solution to the conjugate equations for H. Then there is an invertible
morphism 7" € End¢(H) such that

sy =(1®@T*)sg and thy = (T @ )ty
Using the previous point, we then get that

(Id ®8)th (v(1 (TP I @) tu(v(1)) _ _ ((Id @)t (v(1))
((77®Id)5§(0(1))> G (T*(ﬁ®1d)5HH(n(1))> =Gx ((ﬁ®1d)sg( v(1)) ) GH( ) ’

4. Using again the remark B.2.3] it suffices by induction to work with n = 1. Recall the definition of
J from lemma By taking linear combinations, we may then assume that there is some P € J
such that v (2o ® 1) and v (yo ® y1) lie in the range of P. Recall from proposition B4 and the
discussion below that (Sp,Tp) solve the conjugate equations for the range Hp of P when identifying
Hp @,y Hp and Hp ®\1,9) Hp with a subspace of L?(M?) by the map 1 ® m®1. By the previous
point, we can calculate as follows, remembering this identification.

1®1®v(zo®21)Te((1)= > bv(s@t)(Po(t"®s"),0(z® 1))
s,t€onb(Fop)

= > v(s®t)d(xjt) d(x}s")

s,t€onb(Fop)

—v SooastuTta))s | @ | Y o T @)

s€onb(Fo) teonb(Fo)
=0 (pu(z1)" @ p(x0)”)
A similar calculation yields (v (yo ® 1) ® 1 ® 1)Sp = v (yf ® y§), proving the result.

5. We will only show the first claim, as the second is handled analogously. Take some projection P €
Ende(L?(M?)) such that Pv (yo ® y1 @ y2) = v (Yo ® y1 @ y2). Then we already get that

To®1Qw2 ) _ Po(zo®1®z2))
G (yo®y1®y2) - G2 ( YoR®y1 QY2 :
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so that we need not worry about the implicit infinite sum contained in this 1. Now, since (1 ® 9 ®1)
is covered by C (definition Z1.23)), we get that (1 ® 9®1) o P is a morphism in C. We claim that
[(1®0®1)o PI*o(x0®x2) = Po(xo®1® x2), which will end the proof by point 2 of this lemma.
Take to this end s,t,7 € My with P(b (s ®t® 7)) =0 (s ®t ®r) arbitrarily, and calculate.

((1®0®1)o Pl"o (0 @x2),0(s®@t®@71)) = (0 (2o @22),[(1®0R1) 0 Plo(s@t®71))
= 0(s"20) O(t") O(r*w2) = (Po (2o ® 1@ 22) 0 (s @t Q7))

Definition 3.2.5. We define a functional ¢ : B — C by

e (Gu(§)= >, (@oV)E©@V)m).

V ebpi(H,L2(M))

Proposition 3.2.6. The functional ¢ from definition [3.2.5] is well-defined. Recall from definition [B.1.§] the
definition of Qg for H an object in C. Recall from definition [3:22.T] that we fixed irr, a maximal set of pairwise
nonisomorphic irreducible objects in C. Then for any H, K € irr, and &,n € Hy, &', € Ky we get that

o (Gn (5)" 0 (§)) = s t0u©.€) 0 (26)
and
o (G (§) G 6)7) = P26 €00 05 () (27)

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

BB Gy (5) G (3165)

is well-defined, and satisfies ¢(zy) = ¢(x)s(y) as well as p(zy) = ¢(s(y)z) for all z,y € B.

Proof. Take any object H in C, and &, € Hy arbitrarily. To show well-definedness, we pass through the
definition of our notation [3.2.21 We calculate as follows.

>ooe(e(VE) = D Y @aWeM©(@eW o V)(n)
Keirr Keirr WEbpi(K,L2(M))
VeMore (H,K) Vebpi(H,K)

- Y ON@OY)m) = (Gn (5)

Y €bpi(H,L2(M))

Hence, ¢ is indeed a well-defined linear functional. Take now H, K € irr arbitrarily, as well as £, € Hp and
&', € Ky, and calculate.

(o6 ()
_ (G_ ((Id ®E)tr(v(1)) ®,0) E’))
P\ H @m0y K \(701d)s1 (0(1)) ©ar,0) 7

— 3 (@oV)[(Id®@E)tx (v (1)) @6y E1(8 V)7 @ 1d)s (0 (1)) © .0y 1]
Vebpi(H @m0y K,L2(M))

0K

- 2
[tz

_ O () ) )

- 2
[tz

(Doty) o (IdRE @m0 &) o tr(v(1))(Doty) o (@ 1d)sw (v (1)) @) )
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Here, we have used the fact that bpi(H @ ) K, L*(M)) is given by {ty} when H = K, and is empty
otherwise. To take the final step, we have used the conjugate equation [l Showing that

o(Gn (§) en 6)7) = 22506 000 0 )

is completely analogous.

Using the properties of the operators Qg given in proposition B.1.9] we show well-definedness of ¢. Fix an
object H in C, and &, 1 € Hy.

V(E©)) — (QroV)(§)
> (GK ( Vin ))) = ) Gk ((ﬂﬁovxn))
Keirr Keirr

V ebpi(H,K) V ebpi(H,K)

(Vo) (€)
Y Gk ((vOsszn))
Keirr
Vebpi(H,K)

=< X (i)

Keirr
Vebpi(H,K)

=<(@u (3)

Finally, we are ready to calculate as follows, using (28]) and [27), for any H, K € irr and &, € Hy, &', 0’ € K.

o (s(0x (7)) e G)7) = (G (32630) 6 ()

- ”5’; (6. Q) O ), % ()

= DK 0 (), )
lenl

= (Cn () ex (7))

Since ¢ is linear, and these elements span B, this shows ¢(s(x)y) = ¢(yx) for all z,y € B. Now, for any
x,y, 2 € B, we must have

p(s(ay)2) = plzzy) = p(s(y)zx) = p(s(x)s(y)z).
Hence, since ¢ is faithful, we get that <(zy) = ¢(z)s(y) for any z,y € B. O

Remark 3.2.7. Let ¢ be as in proposition 3.2.6] and § as in theorem [3.1.7 Then by proposition 3.1.915,
and an induction argument, we get that

Zo® - Qxn)) _ w(x0)d®6 ™ u( )6®»~®6’1u(mn))
< (Gn (&7 an)) =G (u(y[;)a@r1u<yi>6®-~®r1u<yn>

for any n € N and zg, 4o, - - -, Tn, Yn € M.

3.3 The algebraic quantum group (A, A)

This section will be concerned with defining the algebraic quantum group (A, A), i.e. a multiplier Hopf-x-
algebra with invariant functionals as in [Van98, Theorem 3.7]. We still keep the same category C fixed, and
recall that it covers L?(M?) (definition ZT.19), and covers m and (1 ® ®1) (definition Z1.23)). 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 which are covered by C as in
definition Then H ® K admits a canonical covering by C. In particular, this works for H, K objects
in C

Proof. Since C covers L?(M?), we can use proposition Z.1.21 to find that also H ®(M,d) L?(M?) ®(m,0) K is
covered by C. We can push this through the following isomorphisms.

H @0 L (M) @00 K 2 (H®,0) L*(M)) @ (L*(M) @00 K) 2 H® K (28)
O

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

P Ho ®a1 Ho
Heirr

where we denote Ay (f,) for the element corresponding to £ ® n with £, 1 € Hy. The multiplication is defined
as follows, for any H, K € irr, {,n € Hy, &',n € Ko, and any bpi(H ® K, L) as in definition 22122

€Y . V(@)
An (§) Ax (§) = >4 (V) (29)
Vebpli/(ebl(%K,L)
The adjoint is defined as

* 4 ((1d@é)t 1
An (157) = Ay (gﬁ@gld))sZgEElgg) )

where we again view v (1) as a sum over (v (1;));er, 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 x-algebra B (definition B:2.1]), except that we should make sure the sum in (29) has
only finitely many nonzero terms. Fix therefore H, K € irr, £, € Hy and &', € Ko. Then there exist
central projections p,q,r,s € Mg such that £-p =&, n-q=mn,r-& =& and s-n = n. Then recall the
definition of P from definition BTl and the discussion below. We can find some P € P such that v (p ®r)
and v (¢ ® s) lie in the range Hp of P. Now, viewing everything through the isomorphisms[2g] it is clear that
we can restrict our attention to V' € bpi(H ®m,0) Hp ®,9) K, L), and this set is always finite for every
L € irr by corollary 2.T.18 and empty for all but finitely many L € irr. O

Notation 3.3.3. As we did for the x-algebra B in notation B.2.2] we will also denote

— V(¢
an ()= Y Ax (V)
Keirr
V ebpi(H,K)
for any Hilbert-M-bimodule H which is covered by C as in definition Z.T.T9] but only when &, i are contained
in some algebraic direct sum @, 4 (Hq)o, where (Hy)aca 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,...,Tn, yn € My
@ @Tn) . 0(21® - ®zn) | _ V(o(z1®-®zn))
An (18785 = Arz(um) (n(;ﬁ@---@yn)) - Z Ak (V(U(y1®m®yn))> :
Keirr

VeEbpi(L2(M™T1),K)

One should note that this is in contrast to the notation for the x-algebra B, where (G,, was reserved for the
covered object LZ(M"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 A,, (;;%:::@5;) € M(UA) when either z1,...,z, may be elements
of the multiplier algebra M(Mj). This makes sense since for any object H in C, and any &,n € Hy, we can
find finitely supported central projections p,q € My such that p-£ = & and ¢-n = 7. Then take a projection
P € More(L*(M™*1)) onto a finite type Hilbert-M-subbimodule such that v (y1 ® - -+ ® y,, ® q) lies in the
range of P. Then we have that P o pr2(am+1)(p°P) is a finite rank operator, and it makes sense to define

21® - ®Tr €\ ._ P(o(z1®QxnRp)) ®(M,6)§
A (387850) An (5) = AL2(M"“)®<M,6)H( 0(y1®QYn®q) @,y 1 )

Similarly A, (fﬁ%:::gg:) is a right multiplier, and we can do something similar when zi,...,z, € My and
Y1y -y Yn S M(Mo)

Now it makes sense to define the two-sided *-ideal
7= <8(3:)AH (%) — A1 (L) Ag (%) ,0(x*) Ay (757) — A1 (%) Am (757) |H € irr,&,n € Hy,x € M0>
Then we let A :=U.A/Z, and by slight abuse of notation, we continue to denote Ay (f,) when we really mean
Ap (5)+Z e A
Lemma 3.3.4. The following are valid rules for calculation in the x-algebra A, for any objects H, K in C,

and any &,n € Hy, £',1' € K.

1. We have an equality Ay (V*éf,)) = Ak (Vg(ln)), 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.T.T9 and
2123)

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

have (Id @€ty (v(1))
* 4 ((Id@&)ty (v(1
Anb (%) =Ag ((ﬁ@ld)si(ﬂ(l))) '

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

3. Forany o (1 ® - Qxp),0 (Y1 ® - Q@ yp) € Fn_1, we get that

T1® - @xn\* _ w(Tn) @ -@u(r)”
An (y1®...®yn) - An ( y:®...®y;‘ .

4. For any x € My, we have

A (L) =0(z)1 €e M(A) and 4; (f) = d(z*)1 € M(A) strictly.

x

Proof. The proof for 1-3 is identical to the proof of the analogous properties of the *-algebra B from lemma
B2l Point 4 holds by definition of the ideal Z and the *-algebra A above. O

Definition 3.3.5. We define the following maps on .A. The fact that they are well-defined is the content of
proposition
e At A MARA): Al (§) — > cconb(Ho) AH (E) ® Ag (§) for any object H in C and &,n € Hy.,
where onb(Hy) denotes any orthonormal basis of H all of whose elements are contained in Hy.
e S: A A: Ay (,57) — Ag (2)* for any object H in C and &, € H).
e c: A—-C: Ay (,57) — (n, &) for any object H in C and &, € Hy.

Proposition 3.3.6. The map A from definition B.3.5]is well defined and nondegenerate, and the pair (A4, A)
is a multiplier Hopf-*-algebra as in [Van94, Definition 2.4]. Its antipode is given by S, and its co-unit by e.

24



Proof. Let H, K be irreducible objects in A, and &,1 € Hy, &', € K. Then let p,q,7 € My be central
projections such that p- £ =¢, & -q=¢ and ' - = 7'. Recall the definition of P from definition B.T.1] and
the discussion below it. Let P € P be such that Pv (¢ ® p) = v (¢ ® p). Since the range of P is finite type,
we can find a central projection s € My such that (A(r) @ 1) o P = (A(r) ® p(s°P)) o P. It follows that

AK( )AH(E)@)AH(%):OforanyCE(l—s)-H.

Hence, it follows that (A ® 1)A (A) € A® A, and in particular A is well-defined on Ag (§) for irreducible
objects H, and &, 1 € Hy. Similarly, one shows that (1® A)A(A) C AR A.

Now, to show that A is a well-defined algebra homomorphism, we calculate for some H which is covered by
C and &, 7 in some algebraic direct sum @, 4 H, where (Hy)aca realises the covering (definition 2ZZT.19).

> oA (V)) = X A (") eax (viy)
VEli)ie(ig,K) Vek{;?(ig,K)

¢€onb(Ky)

= Y Aan(vSg) @ An (V)

Keirr
V ebpi(H,K)
¢{€onb(Kyp)

=A(4n (7))
This last step holds because {V*(¢)|K € irr,V € bpi(H,K),{ € onb(Ky)} is an onb(Hy). Now, take

H, K covered by C, and note that {{ ® n|{ € onb(Hy),n € onb(Ky)} is an onb((H ® K)¢). This shows
multiplicativity of A.

To show that A respects adjoints, we calculate as follows for some object H in C and &, € Hy.

Ar ) = X an(§) oan ()

CGonb(Ho)
_ (Id®5>tH(u<1 Id ®C)t s (0(1))
o ( (C®Id)sp (v ) ® Aq ((n@ld)sg( (1))>
CEonb(Ho)
_ _ (Id ®€)ta(v(1)) (1d ®¢)t (n(l)))
- An (Zeemmo) (C@Id)s (v(1)),0)0 ) ® Ag (77®Id)SZ( o(1))
(Eonb (Ho)
_ o (14D ¢ conn( )<<,<Id®5>sH<n<1>>><1d®Z>m<n<1>>)
>o A (WSRO0 & Ay (e OO OLY
Geonb(H )
Id ® O os};)o(t 1))®6
= Aﬁ((1d®£)t1{(n(1 )® Ay (( Gosiolta (o) >)
9€onb(H0)
— ((1d®£)tH(u(1 ) ® Agr (1) (o(1))
Geonb(Ho)

= A (4n §))

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

We turn our attention to the map e. It is clearly multiplicative since (n ® ', £ ® &) = (n,&){(n’,&’). Tt must
also respect the adjoint simply by definition of the conjugate equations (), and therefore it is a character.
One may completely straightforwardly check that

(Id®e)o A =1d = (e ® Id) 0 A.

Hence, € is a co-unit for the pair (A, 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

m4o(Id®S) o A(:) =¢(-)1 € M(A)

where my : M(A® A) - M(A) denotes the multiplication. To this end, take some object H in C, and
&,m € Hy, and calculate as follows.

m4o(Id®S) o A (Ax (§))

> An(§)An Q)

{€onb(Hyp)
B Z A (g@(l_d ®ﬁ)tH(v(1))>
= HOH \ (®(Cold)swy (v(1))
{E€onb(Hyp)

_ £@(1d @) ts (v(1
= AngH ( ( sy?v)(f)gn( )))

— Ay ((CHOMeE@ta(v(1))
= Y AWM

x€onb(Fo)

(n, )1 € M(A)

Similarly, one shows that
myo(S®Id)oA=c¢

which finishes the proof. O

We can explicitly describe the polar decomposition of the antipode.

Proposition 3.3.7. Recall from definition B.I.8 the positive, invertible, possibly unbounded operators Q.
There is a one parameter group of *-automorphisms (7;)¢cr of A, which is analytic on all of A, and given by

T (AH (f,)) = Apg (ggigf};) for any t € R. (31)

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

—1/2 *
R (4 ) = (0 )

Moreover, these satisfy

1. Aoy = (1 @ 1) 0 A,
2. Ao R=(R® R)oxoA, where x denotes the flip map,
3. and S = ROT_i/Q.

Proof. For any object H in C, and any central projections p,q € My, Qp restricts to a positive invertible
operator on p- H - q. It follows that H admits a basis of eigenvectors of . Clearly, when &, n are elements
of this basis, 7 is analytic on Ay (757) Also multiplicativity and respecting the adjoint are immediate on such
elements (when using proposition B.I.9)), and since they span A, 7 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 &,n € Hy.

R(an(§)) = (A (Fsdeatiny))
1/2 (o

(MOQ 1))
”2®5 m(u(l))

QY (n)®1d) sH(u(l)) )*
)

(Id @5 2 (&)tu(v(1)

m\

Id®(aosH))(Id®Ql/2( Y®Id)s g (0(1))
(B ot3)®1d)(1d @2 (§)@1d) (tr (v(1)))

1/2
1/ 2<£> )
Now, we can prove the three final claims.

1. Since Qy is positive, Q" is unitary for every ¢ € R. Hence, {Q5"(¢)|¢ € onb(Hy)} is an onb(Hy).
The formula ensues.

2. We start by calculating from the right hand side for some object H in C, and &, € Hy.

—1/2 * L1 .
2 (515/2(8)) @A (szzH” 2(2?)
{E€onb(Hy) H y
E Q71/2(77) : 51—1/2(0 *
¢,0€onb(H, )AH ((ng(g)ﬁW ® An 5;1/2(5)
) on 0
u’? " 1/2 —1/2 *
>, Au (fl’i/z((g)> ® Ay (mH ron <<>>
¢,0€onb(Hy) H y

Z Ay (szglf(n))* ® Ap (Q}{%(f))*

¢,0€onb(Ho)
= Ao R(Ag (3))

(R@R)oxoA (Ax (§))

3. Again it suffices to prove the claim on Ay (%) when &, 7 are eigenvectors of Q. For such elements,

—1/2
one immediately gets that 7_; /o (AH (n)) Ag (%’{H/z(g)) Hence, indeed Ro7_;/ = S.

O

In order to endow the multiplier Hopf-*-algebra with invariant functionals, we show that A is isomorphic to
a corner of 5. Then we will be able to push the functional ¢ from definition B.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 € M, with d(e*e) = 1. Then there is a projection Q. := G, (elgel*) € M(B).
Denote by B, the corner Q.BQ.. There is a *-isomorphism

O.: A—B,: Ay (757) = Gr2(MeHQL2 (M) ( égfgﬁ(;)) for any object H and &,n € Hy

with inverse

@gl B, — A:Gpgy (%) — Ay (e*'n'51/2(6)> for any object H and &, € Hy such that Gy (757) € B..
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Proof. Recall P from definition B.I.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 &, € Hy. There exists a central
projection p € My such that p- & = £. Then since P is of finite type, we must get that P(v (1; ® p)) = 0 for
all but finitely many ¢ € I, making P(v (1 ® p)) a well-defined vector in Hp. Then by definition, we get that

QuGr (5) = G (T0520)) G (5)

is a well-defined element of B. Similarly, Gg (757) Qe € B, so Q. is a well-defined element of the multiplier
algebra M(B). One readily checks that Q. = Q? = Q, using the calculation rules from lemma [3.2.4] and
the fact that d(e*e) = 1.

Then, to show that O, is indeed an isomorphism, we start by noting that it is well-defined. Indeed, using
o (H@E®0(1)
o(e)@n®v(e”)
the left or right by Q., nothing happens, and hence O, is a well-defined map on U.A. One sees directly that
O.(Z) = {0}, where 7 is the x-ideal used to define A. It follows that ©, is well-defined.

To show multiplicativity, take H, K objects in C and &, € Hy, £, € Ky. Then take central projections
p,q, 7,8 € Mysuchthat £-p=& n-qg=mn,r-& =¢,and s-n =n'. Then we get the following.

0. (4 (5) 0. (Ax (5)) = Graanen (3H55) G2 (£25.) Gravan (o)
= Graanen (302%) G1 (50) Grearzan (Senl?))

_ 1)RE®E Qu(1
=GL:(eneKeL (M) (Uu((e)?@n®n’®bu((e*)))

o (an 4 )

To show that ©, preserves the adjoint, take again an object H in C, and &, € Hy. Let p,q,r,s € My be
central projections such that p-£-¢=¢ and r-n-s =1n. We calculate as follows.

Oc (dn 5))" = (G2 (20) G (5) G (254))°
— 61 (20 G (5 60 (52)

(M®Id)su (v(1)) ree”
= 0. (4n (§)")

the same trick as before, Gr2(vygHr0L2 (M) ( ) is always an element of B. Clearly, multiplying on

Finally, it is clear that ©_ ! is well-defined. For any object H in C and &, € Hp, we get that
6100, (An () = A1 (1) An (5) A1 (F) = An (5) -
On the other hand, we get that
0. 00, (G () = QG (3) Qe
This ends the proof. O
Definition 3.3.9. Consider the functional ¢ from definition[3.2.5] and the isomorphisms ©. from proposition

B.3.8 We define the functional ¢, on A by @, := ¢ 0 O.. We also define ¢, := ¢, o R, where R denotes the
unitary antipode from proposition [3.3.7]

Theorem 3.3.10. The functionals ¢, and 1. form definition are left- resp. right invariant for the
multiplier Hopf-+-algebra (A, A). Hence, it is an algebraic quantum group in the sense of [Van98] and [KV917,
Definition 1.2].

Proof. By proposition B.3.72, it is sufficient to prove that ¢, is left invariant, since right invariance of .
will then follow automatically. To this end, we fix some object H in C and &, € Hy, and algebraically make
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the following calculation. Below, we will comment on why some of the steps are justified.
(Id®@¢pe) 0o A (AH (757))

= X An(Hec(an ()

CEOI]b(H())

_ > Ay () TV ECEO M0V I0 @ @nan(e)  (33)

CEOl’lb(H())

Vebpi(L2(M)QHQL2(M),L2 (M))

— 3 An (zgeonbw<n<1>,§v<n<1>®<®n<1>>><) (@oV)(v(e) ®@n®0(e”))
Vebpi(L2(M)®@H®L2(M),L2(M))

- > At (S 051000V (1 ) (DY) (0 () @0 @0 ("))
Vebpi(L2(M)®QH®L2(M),L2(M))

- > Ay (VO ) @V (o (e) @ n@ v (e) (34)
Vebpi(L2(M)®HRL2(M),L2(M))

_ S (BoV)(0(1)@E@0(1))(AoV)(v(e) @n @0 (e"))

Vebpi(L2(M)QH®L2(M),L2(M))
= e (An (5))

Now some comments on why this is all allowed. Note that n € Hy is left- and right supported on some
central projection in My. This makes it so that V(v (e) ® n ® v(e*)) = 0 for all but finitely many V €
bpi(L2(M)® H®L?(M), L?>(M)). Moreover, recall the definition of P from definition BT and the discussion
below. Identifying L*(M) ® H ® L*(M) with L*(M?) @ 0y H @ i,0) L*(M?), we can find Py, Qv € P for
each of these V, such that V factors through the range of Py @\ 0) [dy @0y Qv. Now keep ¢ fixed. Since
the projections Py, Qv are of finite type, and ( is left and right supported on some finite central projection
in My, we get that V(v (1;) @ C®v(1;)) = 0 for all but finitely many 4, j € I. Hence, by bimodularity of V,
also (0 (1;),V(0 (1) ® ¢ ®v(1))) =0 for all but finitely many k& € I. Now note that

(0 (1), V(o (1) @ (@0 (1)) = (A(Li-) @ [d @ d(1;:)) o V7 (0 (11)), () for any 4,5,k € I.

Hence, summing all of this over i, j,k € I, we get that ( — V(v (1) ®@(®v (1)) is a well-defined (unbounded)
linear operator from Hy to Fy. Moreover, this operator is covered by C as in definition 2.1.23] and hence by
lemma [B:34] we can make the steps from (B3]) to ([B4)). O

We are now ready to describe the modular theory of the quantum group (A, A).
Proposition 3.3.11. Let 6 be as in theorem BI7 For any e, f € My with d(e*e) =1 = 9(f*f), we have
A(ed™e ) py = A(f672f*)pe

Proof. Take any object H in C, and take £, € Hy with central projections p, q,r, s € My such that p-£-q =¢
and r -1 -s =mn. Then we can calculate as follows, using the map ¢ from proposition [3.2.6]

pe (A1 (§) =2 (0 (A1 (5))) = ¢ (G1 (12 G (5) G (I54)) = ¢ (5 (Gr (154)) G (1) G (5))
=0 (@2 (uz e ) on () = 0 (Co (ol ar) Gr (5)

= 00 2u(e)e)e (G1 (2,) G (5)) = dled~2e )0 (61 (LE2,) G (5))

Similarly, we find
o7 (An (5) = 00,6721 )0 (Gu (,150,) Gt (5)) (35)

which proves the proposition. o
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Lemma 3.3.12. Recall from definition Z.T.T3|the set £ of 0-cells of the category C, and the central projections
{z4la € £} € M. For any x,y € My, we have

e (A1 () = 0(ed%€") Y O(2a7™) D(2a0%y).

a€cé

Proof. Recall the definition of J C P C N from definition B.I.1l and the discussion below it. Consider the
projection m* om € N, and note that by centrality, for any P € J, we get moP # 0 if and only if P < m* om.
In this case, moP om* is a minimal projection in End¢(L?(M)), and hence, moP om* = z, for some a € &,
the O-cells of C. Now suppose there is some (nonzero) minimal projection @ € P with @ < P. Then also
@ < m*om, and hence mo@ om* < z,. Now, as z, is minimal and mo(Q) o m* is positive and nonzero, we
must get moQ o m* = z,. Hence, P = m* oz, om = Q. All of this goes to show that {\(z,)om|a € £} is a
bpi(L2(M?), L?(M)). Now we are ready to calculate, using the formula (35).

e (A1 (2)) = 0(ed2e")p (G1 (;%g)) = (ed2e*) 3 @) (1@ 2))(doV)(b (22 y))
Vebpi(L2(M?),L2(M))

= J(ed2e*) Z 0(2a) 0(240%y) = O(ed2e*) Z IN2zax™) (240°Y)

acl a€cé
O

Proposition 3.3.13. Take a € £ arbitrarily, and some positive nonzero y € My with z,y = y. The element
vi=0(0%) " AL (5) € M(A) (36)

does not depend on the choice of a € £ or y € MyNM,. Moreover, v is the modular element of the algebraic
quantum group (A, A), as defined in [Van9&, Proposition 3.8].

Proof. By |[Van98, Proposition 3.8], there is a multiplier D € M(.A) such that
(pe @ IA)A(z) = pe(x)D for any = € A,

and this is the modular element of (A, A). Now take some a € £ and positive nonzero x,y € My N M,
arbitrarily. We calculate, using lemma [3.3.12]

D = gc (A1 ()" (pe @IA)A (A (5)) = D(ed ") A(@) 71 0(8%) ™" Y e (A1 (3) Ar (£)

teonb(Fo)
=0(8%y) " D 0(za0°t)A; (§) = 0(0%y) AL (37) = 0(6%y) 1AL (5) = v
teonb(Fo)
O
Proposition 3.3.14. There is an automorphisnﬁ k: A— A given by
_ Qm (§)
5 (An (5) = An (5-20n) ) (37)

which satisfies
ve(zy) = @e(k(y)z) for all z,y € A.

Proof. Let H, K be objects in C, and &, € Hy, £',n' € Ky with central projections p, q, 7, s,p’,¢',r’, s € My
suchthat p-&-q=& r-n-s=n,p & ¢ =& andr’' -7 -5’ =1n'. We calculate as follows, using again the

6though not necessarily a *-automorphism.
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automorphism ¢ from proposition B.2.6, as well as the formula (35).

pe (A () Arc (7)) =2 (0 (An () e (4xc (7))

= (G (80 Gu () 6 (120) G () 61 (952))
o (G (125m) G (6) G2 (ats®hsr) G ()
257 )p (G (50) G (i hae) 00 (422) G ()
= e (AK (6 e (77)52) An (5 ))

= (1 (4 (7)) 4 )

Using faithfulness of ¢, one reasons similarly to the proof of proposition B.2.6] to find that x is an automor-
phism of A. O

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

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

a:My—= MDMy@ Az Y y@ A (Y). (38)
y€onb(Fo)

Moreover, this coaction preserves 0, i.e.
(0®Id)a(x) = O(x)1 for any z € M.
Proof. We start by showing that « is multiplicative. Take z,y € My arbitrarily.

a(z)aly) = Z st@ A (3) A1 (Y) = Z A(r*st)r @ As (321)

s,t€onb(Fo) s,t,r€onb(Fo)

= Z T ® A (s®8ng*T)t) = Z r® A (S%Zf)
s,t,r€onb(Fo) s,r€onb(Fo)

= Y rea(ny))= > real) =ay)
reonb(Fo) r€eonb(Fo)

Next, we show it preserves the x-structure. Take = € M arbitrarily.

a@r = > vea® = Y aEy)zea(w)
y€E€onb(Fop) y,z€onb(Fo)
= ) 04 (Eyeonb(m #(aiymil(z*))y)j = > 204 (F) =oa@")
z€onb(Fop) ¢ z€onb(Fo)

It is straightforward to see that (¢ ®1Id) o = (Id ®A) o . Moreover, one sees that a maps the approximate
unit )., 1; to an approximate unit, and is therefore nondegenerate. Finally, the following calculation shows
that « preserves 0. Take again x € My arbitrarily.

(O@1d)a(z) = Z O(y) A1 (4) = Ay (Zveomzn 2WIY) = Ay (1) = ()1

y€onb(Fo)

Henceforth, we will denote the algebraic quantum group G := (A, A).
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3.4 Equivalence of the unitary 2-categories C and C(M ~ G)

This section will conclude the proof of theorem [B.0.1] by showing that the categories C and C(M ~ G) are
equivalent to each other. We still keep the category C fixed, and will use the notation G = (A, A) as before.

Proposition 3.4.1. Recall definition[2.2.2]1 For every object H in C, there is an equivariant corepresentation
Unp € M(K(H) ® A) given by

Us= Y Eea®Au(§),
&,mEonb(Hy)

where E¢ , denotes the rank one operator ¢ — (¢, n)§. Moreover, for any T € Morc(H, K), we get that
(T®1)Ug =Ukg(T®1).
In other words, there is a faithful functor C — C(M ~ G).

Proof. 1t is immediate that Uy is a corepresentation of G by the definition of A, and it is unitary by definition
of S, see definition [3.3.5] and proposition [3.3.6] It remains to show that Up is equivariant. To this end, take
x € M arbitrarily, and calculate as follows.

Un(pu(2P) @ 1)Un = > E¢ypu(2P)Eco © An (2)" An (5)
&,m,¢,0€onb(Hp)

= Yoo (CamBeo® A () A (§)
£,m,¢,0€onb(Hyp)

= ) EwoAn () Au("y)
&,m,0€onb(Hp)
(Id ®@7)tr (0(1))@n-2™

> Eeo ®Aﬁ®H( Eeld)or (v(1))20 )

&,m,0€onb(Hy)
. tH(U(M1/2($)*)) )

Z Eeo @ Agon ((g®1d)sH(n(1))®e

5,960nb(H0)

AN )
Z Eeo ® Ay ((g®t;,)(SH(n(1>>®9>
£,0€onb(Hp)

ul/? (@) )
Z Eeo @ Ay (w,y’gml/z(y)*
&,0€onb(Hy)
y€onb(Fo)

= Z pa(Y?) @ R (A1 (%))

y€onb(Fo)
= (p @ 1d)a’"(2P)
Similarly, one finds that Ug (Mg (z) ® 1)Uf; = (Mg @ Id)a(x).

Now take objects H, K in C, and T' € Mor¢(H, K). Using lemma 33411, we find that T intertwines Uy and
Ug. O

Lemma 3.4.2. Let 0; := 1,0 and §; := 1;6. Consider the following multiplier in M (My). Define v; :=
0(02)d; 20,26, 2, and then let
v i= Zvi S M(MQ)
i€l
Then let X,Y be two unitary a-equivariant corepresentations of G on finite type Hilbert-M-bimodules H, K
respectively. Let 7' : K — H be an M-bimodular linear map such that TAx(p) = T for some central
projection p € My. Then the operator

> Q@ DX(TeY k() ®1)
y€onb(1;-Fo)
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lies in the domain of (Id ®¢p.). Applying (Id ®¢.), and summing over all ¢ € I yields
D (T) := (Id@pe)[X(Ag(v)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®pe) [Zyeonb(}-o)()\H(y) DNXT o NY*(Ak(y*) ® 1)} is bounded and M-bimodular.
2. (Id ®¢.) [Zy@nb(%)()\H (V) NX(T®1)Y*(Ak(y*) ® 1)} intertwines the corepresentations.
3. (80) [ conry (M (v) ® DX (T © DY* (rc(y*) @ 1)] equals @ (7).
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 Ay (p) for some central projection p € My, so by linearity, it suffices to
assume T = Ay (1;) for some i € I, a € £.

Now, we calculate, using lemma [3.3.17]

dog) | > (u@)e)XAa(l) @ DX Auy*) @ 1)
y onb(Fo)

(Idoe) | > (Au(y) @ D[(Aa @1d)a(1)] XX [(Ag @ Id)a(L;)](Aa(y) @ 1)
yEonb(Fo)

Y Aty ee (Ai(f)

y,t€onb(Fo)

A(ed2e*)0(1:0%) Y Aa(yty") ot za)
y,t€onb(Fp)

= 0(es2e*) 0(1:6%)Mer (24)

Clearly, this is bounded.
2. Define for any y, z € My the operator
Sye = (@) [ (y) @ DX (T @ DY* (A (%) @ 1))
Using left invariance of ¢., we calculate that for any = € My, we have the following.

Sy, ® A1 (1) A1 (3)"
=(1® A1 (9))(Sy. @ D1 ® A1 (3)")
= (1o A ({)Id@ldep)(Ax(y) @ 1@ DId@A)X(T® 1)Y|(Ak(2") © 1@ 1)1 @ A1 (3)")

= (ld®Ild®ep.) [(AH(Z/) ® A1 ($) © )X 12 X(3) (T @ 1@ 1)Y(15 Y10y A (27) @ 41 (5)" ® 1)

Summing the left hand side over x,y, z € onb(Fp) yields T® 1. Summing the right hand side first over
Y,z € onb(Fy) yields
X (S @1)Y"

by equivariance of the corepresentations X,Y. Then summing over € onb(Fy) yields X(T'® 1)Y*.
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3. We start by noting that v = Zmeonb(}-o) 2*62~(2)6~2, which may be checked by direct computation.
Using this, we calculate as follows.

XAg(0)T ®1)Y* > Xu(@)TAg (8 p(2)67%) @ Y™

z€onb(Fo)

> [Om @Id)a@))X (T @ )Y [(Ak @ 1d)a(8u (x)6 )]
z€onb(Fo)

= Y CE@OA(M)X(Te Y (A=) @ A (24 ()s—2))
x,y,z€onb(Fo)

Now, applying (Id ®¢.), and using the modular automorphism « from proposition B34l we find the
following.

(Id @ ) Z (A (y) @k (A1 (52 7(0)52)) A1 (X)) X(T @ 1)Y* (Ak (2) ® 1)
z,y,2€onb(Fp)

=(deg) | Y Gul e (MIP)XT e )Y (x(z)@1)
_z,y,zeonb(}'o)

=(Idog) | D> Quly) @A (FONX(T 1Y (Ak(2) ® 1)
| y,z€onb(Fo)

=Mdep) | Y. (Aul) @ HX(T @)Y (0(z"y")Ak(2) ® 1)
_y,zeonb(]:o)

=Mdep.) | > (e o)X (T 1)Y Ay 1)
_yeonb(]:o)

This proves the third claim.

O

Proposition 3.4.3. For any object H, K in C, the M-bimodular intertwiners of the equivariant corepresen-
tations Uy, Uk from proposition B4l are precisely given by Morc(H, K).

Proof. We first show the proposition when H = K.
Take &,m € Hy arbitrarily, and consider

Tgm = Z wa-y*,w-’r]-y*' (39)
z,y€onb(Fp)

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

D (Te ) = (Id @pe) [Un (A (v)Te .y @ 1)Ug]

Idoe) | > (al(2) ® DUk (Te, ® DU (A (25) @1) (40)
z€onb(Fo)

S Ecope (AH (jgyf) An (5;53*)*)

x,y,z€onb(Fp)
¢,0€onb(Hy)

. 2" ¢@(Ad®z*-0)ty (0(1))
Z E¢ope (AH®H (mf»y*®(z»n»y*®Id§ISH(v(1))>)
z,y,2€0nb(Fp)

¢,0€onb(Ho)

= > Ecp(@oV)(0(1)® 2* - ¢ ® (Id@2* - O)tg (0 (1)) @ v (1))
z,y,z€onb(Fo)
¢,0€0nb(Hy)
Vebpi(L2(M)@HRH®L?(M),L?(M))

(0oV)(v(e)@z- &y @@ -n-y*@Id)sg(v (1)) ®v(e)) (41)
Now, note that

S @ty o @ a0 sa(o (1) = Pyy,,, wle£© @O s (0 (1),
y€onb(Fo)

where PH®(M o T is the projection H @ H — H ®(\,0) H from definition Hence, in {Il), we need
only consider finitely many V' € bpi(L*(M) ® H ®,0) H @ L*(M), L*(M)). For any such V, we define the
Frobenius reciprocal

‘7 = ((8 OV) ® IdLZ(M)®H) o (IdLZ(M)®H ®Idﬁ®m*(b (1)) ® IdH) o (IdL2(M)®H ®tH(U (1))),

which is an element of Endc(L?(M) ® H). Then one checks by direct calculation that for fixed ¢,6 € Hy

(Tre @IV (Q),0) = D (@oV)(o(1)@2"- (@ (Id@z" - 0)tn(v (1)) @v(1)),
z€onb(Fo)

where Tre denotes the categorical trace. It follows that the expression in ([#Il) equals

Z [(Tre ® Id)‘7]*(8 oV)(v(e) ®x-{ @) (T- N @1d)sg (v (1)) @b (e)).
x€onb(Fo)
Vebpi(LA(M)®H ®u,0) HOL?(M),L*(M))

Since now [(Tre ® Id)V]* € End¢(H) for every V € More(L*(M) @ H ®,0) H @ L*(M), L*(M)), we may
conclude.

Now, for arbitrary objects H, K in C, let T': H — K intertwine the corepresentations. Then the matrix

n=(3 1)

intertwines Ux @ Uy, and hence this matrix is an element of End¢(K @ H, K @ H). Now, T equals the
composition

H— Kol " Keg — K

which finishes the proof. O
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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 7' : 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 (757) = (¢I)U(ne1) for &,n € H. By applying
lemma 342 to the bimodular map T;,, as in ([BY), we get that for any object K in C, any §,n € H, any

¢ € Ko )
S o (0(5) 4 (L5,)) <o

z,y€onb(Fo)

In particular, by passing to an appropriate subobject, we can apply this to K/ = L?(M) ® K @ L?*(M),
whence we find that for any p,q,r, s € My

Z Pe (U (U1§U*> (Al (qu) AK (f/) Al (sy7172(y*))) ) =0.
z,y€onb(Fp)
Letting p, g, 7, s be central projections in My which increase to the identity, we find

S 0@ o2 (y))ge (U (wf“,) Ag (f,)) =0,

x,y€onb(Fop)

and hence .

e (U (S5) Ak (5)) =0,
Since the elements Ax (f];) span a dense subspace of L>°(G), and ¢, is faithful, we have found that U (vgn) =
0. As this holds for every &, € H, it follows that U = 0, which is absurd. O

Together, propositions B.AT] B43] and B4 show an equivalence between the categories C and C(M ~ G).
This finally shows theorem B.0.11

4 Quantum automorphism groups of connected locally finite dis-
crete structures

In the previous section Bl we constructed an algebraic quantum group G = (A, 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 « : My — M(My® A). Moreover, we showed that C is equivalent to
the category of unitary a-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 E.1] but one important example given in subsection 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 = (> @@, _; M; for some matrix algebras M; indexed by a set I.

iel
Definition 4.1.1. Recall from T3] the definition of F,, the finitely supported vectors in L?(M™*1). Let
T : F, — F, be an M-bimodular linear map. We say T is locally finite if for every 0 < k <nand 0 <1 < m,
we have that for every i € I,

(1% 21, @ 1= o T and To (1% @ 1; ® 120m7Y)

are finite rank operators.
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Definition 4.1.2. Let T : F,, — F,,, be an M-bimodular locally finite map. We denote
o 7> := (T ®Id) o (Id°" @b (1) ® Id) o (Id®* ™™V @ m*) when n > 1,
o 7o = (Id®T) o (Id @b (1) ® Id®") o (m* © 1d®" V) when n > 1,
o T:=meId®™ V) oId®d®Id®™) o (Id®T) when m > 1,
o <T:=(Id®*™ V@m)o (1d®°"®ax®Id) o (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 <¢ <m and 1 < j <n, we call the maps

1d®" @ 0®1d®™ D) o T and T o (Id®7 @o (1) @ 1d®"~9)
shrinkages of T', and note that these are also well-defined and locally finite.

Definition 4.1.3. Let 7, ,, be a set of M-bimodular linear maps T' : F,,, = F,, for every n,m € N. We
denote by T = U, m>0 Tn m the smallest set of M-bimodular linear maps T' : F,, — F,, which contains
T U{m}, and is closed under linear combinations, composition, adjoints, the relative tensor product ® ),

reciprocals, and shrinkages. We say the set T = Un,mzo Tr.m is connected if F; is contained in the union of

the ranges of all maps in ’7_‘111.

We are now ready to prove theorem .T.4] which we repeat below.

Theorem 4.1.4. Let T, ,, be a set of M-bimodular linear maps from F,,, to F,, for every n,m € N which
are all locally ﬁnlte in the sense of definition @I.1] and such that 7 = J,, m>0 Trn,m is connected in the sense
of definition L.1.31 Then there exists a smallest concrete unitary 2- category ‘of Hilbert-M-bimodules C, as in
definition m which covers L?(M™) for every n € N in the sense of definition ZZ.19] and which covers
every T € T, m, and (Id ® 9 ®1d) in the sense of definition In particular, the category C satisfies the
conditions of theorem B.0.1l the resulting algebraic quantum group acts faithfully on M.

Proof. We denote as in definition by T = Un.m>0 T n.m the smallest set of M-bimodular linear maps
T : Fn — F, which contains 7 U {m}, and is closed under linear combinations, composition, adjoints, the
relative tensor product ®(y,s), reciprocals, and shrinkages. Recall that by M-bimodularity, To.0 acts by
scalars on all matrix blocks v (M;) C Fy for any ¢ € I. Denote by T; these scalars. We define an equivalence
relation ~ on I given by

i~ j if and only if T; = T} for every T € T 0.

Then we let the set of equivalence classes of ~ be indexed by a set £, and we denote by {I,]a € £} the
individual equivalence classes such that I = (J,c¢ lo. We also denote M, := (> D, ; M;, and by z, the
unit of M,. We define the following for any a,b € £ and n,m € N.

° ’7_‘2_7” = {ToNz)|T € Trom}
o’Tnm.—{Top( )|T€Tnm}
° ’7_41 ={T o X(za) 0 p(2; NT € Tom}

Now, forany z =20 ® -z, € M"Jrl we denote T := z), ® - - - ® x§, and for any 1" : F,, — F,,,, we denote
by T : Fpy — Fn the morph1sm such that T(v (z)) = T*(0 (T )) We will prove the following

1. For each T € T, the maps

(Id ® Tr,)[(Id @ (= 1)®™) o T7 : o (Id®*" ®d®I1d®™) o T>"
(Tr,, @ IA)[(p®" ®1d) o T := mo(Id®(dom) @ Id) o --- 0 (Id®" ® I Id®") o Tsn

Il
3
o
—
o,
4
Q
o
2
0y
—
=
o

are elements of ’7_‘010.
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2. The elements of 'T m and 'T m define bounded M-bimodular linear operators from F,, to F,

3. For every T € T, and PT"" (n,n)P is a finite-

n,m?

the range projection P of T belongs to T

n,n’

dimensional C*-algebra. A similar statement holds for T" € 'Tmm

4. We have that . o ——b
747117"1 - (Tn,m N Tn,m)

5. We have that (Ta b) = 7—'m Z, as well as Ta TZ;: - 7’2;2, and

——a—cC

—a b
n m ®(M 9) Tlr)ﬂ m/’ - Tn+n’ m-+m/

6. For any T' € ﬁ:ﬁ, we have T € 71:,:2

7. Let P € 'T be a self-adjoint projection. Then let R € TZ » be the range projection of P and define
sp = (P ®(m,0) ]5)(Id®" @0 (1) @ 1d®™)--- (Id@m*(v (1)) ® Id) m
tp = (R®r0) P)1d®" @0 (1) © 1d*") - (Id@m* (v (1)) @ Id) m

we get that (m(sh®1d) ®1d®)(1d*" @(Id ®tp) m*) = P, (m(th ®1d) @ 1d®™)(1d*" @(1d ®sp) m*) = R,
ie. (sp,tp) satisfy the conjugate equations for P, R, and moreover spsp < P ®n,0) R, tptp <
R ®r,0) P

The respective proofs of these statements are as follows.

1. We will show the statement for (Id® Tr,)[(Id ®(u~1)®") o T]. The other is handled analogously.
Take T € 'Tnn arbitrarily, and consider T(g) :=<n T € Tgno Then inductively define T{;11) :=
mo(Id®d®I1d) o (T(x))Z € Tam—k)- Then it is clear that T{,) = (Id ® Tr,)[(Id @(n~1)®") o T7.

2. Take T € T, m arbitrarily, and denote T, := T o A(z,) and T? := Top(z;). We will only show the claim
for T,, as the other is handled analogously. Take £ := ¢ ®---® &, € MSLH andn:=n® - QN €
MS”H simple tensors in F,, and JF,, respectively. We note the following, where we will use a sort of
Sweedler notation m*(¢) := ¢ ® ¢,

(T7 (0@ ®&n1)),0 (00 @ @1 @ p(€n)"))
< (v (50 ©-oi 01))oo(e,) vme- @ uE)")
e ) (T (v (0@ 1)) ol @)
= (T(0(§ @ @18 @1)),0 (0 @ @ 1m))

Inductively, this means

(1" (0 (") 0 (0 @+ @ mups(6a) @ (6 1)™ @+ @ (&) @ (u(&))") )
= (7" GO D) 0@ @ (&) © - B u(E)"))

- repeat previous step another n — 1 times ---
= (T(E®: - @-1©1),0(n0 - @nmu(&n)”))

= (T(O(&® -+ €1 © 1), p(/2(E)™) 0 (0 © -+ © 1))
= (ol

P 2(6) )T (0 (60 @+ @ 1 @ 1)),0 (0 @ -+ G 1))
= (T'(v (§o® “®&n)),0 (10 @ - @nm))
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n ny k n 1/2 ny * n —_—
It then follows that |7, = ||7,"|| = H(Ta> ) T H . However, (T>") T>" € T(0,0), and hence
it acts as a scalar on M, C JFy, from which it follows that T, is bounded.

. First we show that for any ¢ € I, the map

—a—

Towm =B Fu 1i - Fin)
T —(\1;) ® 1d®™)T

is injective. Suppose (A(1;) ® Id¥™)T = 0. Then, since (Id ® Tr,)[(Id @(p~1)®")TT*] is constant on
a, it must be zero, from which it follows that

0= (Id® Tr,)[(Id @ (= H)®™)TT*]
And hence <"'T = 0, from which it follows that
T _ (<’V7'LT)>’VYL
>’V7‘L

a—

Now, fix T' € _mﬁn, and i € I,. Let P denote the range projection of T, and take Hy to be the range
of (A\(1;) ® Id®™)T. Since T is locally finite, Hy is a finite-dimensional Hilbert space. Then by the
reasoning above, the map

TTnnT* — B(Hp) : X — (A\(1;) @ 1d®™) X

is an injective *-homomorphism, from which it follows that 7T, ,,7* is a finite dimensional C*-algebra.
Therefore, P must belong to this C*-algebra, and in particular, P € ﬁlim By the same reasoning,
PT‘mymP is a finite-dimensional C'*-algebra.

The statement for T' € 7_‘;7" is proven analogously.
. We will show T'fn_g @ 7_'21_,1 The claim 7_'21_12 C 7’;{7,1 is handled analogously.

Take T' € 7_':;,1 arbitrarily. We will show

(1" @p(z?) o T € Top

Pick i € I, arbitrarily, and note that since T is locally finite, we can find some finite set & such that
for all b’ € E\&y, we have
(A1) @ 19D @ p(1;P)T = 0

As & is finite, we can find a morphism S € T, such that S(v(1;)) = v(1;) for any j € I, and
S(v (1)) =0 for all j* € Iy when V' € &\{b}. Now, note that

R:=(1d°"®8)oT = (So(<nT))om €T (m,n)
But now, we claim R = (Id®" ®p(2;"))T. To this end, first note that
1d®™ @p(2P)) R = (Id®™ @p(2;°)9)T = (1d°™ @p(257))T.

On the other hand, for any ¢ € £\{b}, we can find an Q € T with Q(v (1;)) = v (1x) for all k € I.
and Q(v (1;)) =0 for all j € I. Then

(107" @p(=)R = (145" @p(=27)) o (14°" ©Q)R
0
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since (Id®™ ®Q)R = 0. Indeed, we can fix i € I, arbitrarily, and find that
(A1) @ Id®™)(1d®™ Q)R = (Id®™ @QS)(A(1;) ® Id®™)T
= 37 (1 @(QS 0 p(P))(A(L) © 14T

de&y
= (1d®" ®(Q o p(z,"))) (A1) @ 1d*"™)T
=0
Then since N +— (A(1;) @ Id®™) N is injective on ﬁ;n, we get that (Id®™ ®Q)R = 0. Hence, it follows
that (Id%™ @p(2,"))T € Ty -

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

——=a—b —=b—c —=a— —=—c
Tm)n ®(M,8) Tm/)n/ C'Tmm ®(M,6) Tm/m/

= (Tmn ®ar0) T © ()\(za) @ 1@+ =1 ®p(z§p))

——a—C

CTm—i—m ,n+n’

which also proves the last claim.

. For starters, we will show that for any T € T .1, T = «mT>". To this end, take simple tensors
E=6H®- Q& € M(;@(nﬂ) andn:=ny® - QN € M(;@(mﬂ), then similarly to the argument in 2,
we have the following.

(T(0 (6@ ®60)),0(E @M@ ®1m)) =(T(0(1@EE @+ @ &), 0 (1))
Combining this with what we already had in 2, we find the following.

(<T@ @)00 (2))

= (T (v (n}, ®---®n€§u’1(€o) : L) ®@1)),0(€5)
=(o(np, @ @niu (&) ® ®u‘1(£n 1) ®@1),(T)sm (v ()
= 1@ @np (&)@ @ p (1) @ 1), (TF)sm—1 (0 (L@ 1mE)))

- repeat previous step another m — 1 times ---
= (o (mp (€)@ p (€)@ @pT () ®1) T 0 (1®m @ mmk)))

= (7 (v ()= V) ) o (m)

Using this, we calculate as follows.

T (€= Y

|
(]

Hence, indeed <mT>n =T.
Now, for T € T o ., write T = (A(z,) ® Id®"~D ®p(z,7)) o R for some R € T, Then

m,n’

I = Ro(Mz) @ 1d®m D @p(:00)) € To e
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7. Since P is idempotent, i.e. identity on its range, and R is its range projection, we get that PR =R.
Now note that _
(m(tp ® I1d) ® 1d®")(1d®*" ®(Id ®@sp) m*) = P2 R =R

On the other hand,

(m(sh © Id) @ 1d®)(1d*" @(Id ©tp) m*) = P(P)*P = P> = P
The other claims are immediate.

Now, we are ready to define C. As mentioned, we take £ to be the set of 0-cells of C. We take the objects
of our category to be the ranges of projections in @mbe% ?a_b, and morphisms from the range of P to the
range of @ are given by Q7T P. All remaining axioms are readily checked. Since the ranges of morphisms
in _1;b span Fi, we have that L?(M?) is covered by C. The map (Id®d®1d) : MF* — M? 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, A), with all the structure introduced in section

Bl

Since the category C is generated by subobjects of L?(M?), we get that the algebra B from the reconstruction
(see subsection3.2) is generated by G1 (25Y) for z,y, z,t € My. Pushing everything through the isomorphism
©_ ! from proposition B.3.8 we find that A is generated by A; () for 2,y € M. It follows that the action
a: My — M(My® A) as defined in proposition B3.T5lis faithful. O

4.2 Example: quantum Cayley graphs

Introduced by Wasilewski in [Was23], quantum Cayley graphs are quantum graphs associated to any pair
(T', P) consisting of a discrete quantum group I' and a generating projection P € c¢go(I') 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 T.
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 EL1.3] 1.1l Hence, we can apply theorems [£.1.4] and B.0.1] to define their
quantum automorphism groups. The reader will note that the construction in this subsection from definition
424 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 II with M-bimodular ‘edge space projection’ given by P :
F1 — Fi, we say II is connected and locally finite if P is locally finite in the sense of definition E.1.1] and
the singleton {P} is connected in the sense of definition A.T.3l

Let us recall theorem [£.2.2] which we will prove in this subsection.

Theorem 4.2.2. Let II be any connected locally finite quantum graph in the sense of definition [£.2.1] with
adjacency matrix Adj. There is a universal quantum group acting on M by « in such a way that

aoAdj=(Adj®1d)oa.

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

~

T, discrete quantum group, and S C irr(T") a finite symmetric generating set of irreducible corepresentations
of T'.

This quantum group, which will be defined rigorously in definition f2.4] will be called QAut(IT).

We start by recalling some notions from [Was23].

Fix a discrete quantum group I' = (M, Ar) with invariant weights ¢r and ¢r, both normalised to be
delta formd]. Denote again M = (> @, ; M;, 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 T on Hilbert spaces H; of dimension d;. Then (M;);er are the matrix algebras
B(H;), with M; = C%*9:, We again denote My C M the finitely supported part of M. We let o € M (M)
be the multiplier such that ¢, = Trps(-0), where Trys denotes again the Markov trace from definition 2111
We will again denote p'(x) = o~ 'zo* for any x € M(Mp). We will also denote again by Ej ; the k, l-entry
of M;, but throughout this section we will work in a basis such that ¢ is diagonal.

Fix a finite symmetric generating set S C I of irreducible corepresentations of T. We denote Pi=2 eqli €
M. Through [Was23, Definition 5.1], we associate to the projection p the quantum adjacency matrix
Adj: M — M : 2 — (Yr(p) ®1d) o A(x). (42)
By [Was23, Lemma 5.8], we can describe Adj more explicitly as
ds m(5,i®s)
Adj(EL) =3 dlmzhmdlmq Z Z VomELLV, (43)

sesS jel

where dim, denotes the quantum dimension, m(j,7 ® s) is the multiplicity of j in i ® s, V;,, are elements of
a bpi(H;, H; ® Hy), and V;, i (v) := V(v ® ey,) where e, is the n-th vector of the basis of H,. Finally, we
also get the following M-bimodular ‘edge space projection’ F; — Fj.

P= Y p(a:°p)®)\(Adj (,ul/z(x)*)) (44)

x€onb(Fo)

This is the operator WX M9(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 II.

Proposition 4.2.3. For any quantum Cayley graph II, its edge space projection P is locally finite as in
definition Tl and {P} is connected as in definition T3] i.e. any quantum Cayley graph II is connected
and locally finite in the sense of definition [£.2.7]

Proof. Clearly for any i € I we get that P o (1; ® 1) is finite rank. Since Adj restricts to a map My — My
by ([@3), we also get that Po (1 ® 1;) is finite rank for any i € I. Hence, P is indeed locally finite.

Consider P; = P, and define inductively P, = (Id® 0®1d)o (P ®r,9) Pn—1)o(Id®v (1)®1d). To show that
{P} is connected, it suffices to show that for any y,z € My there is some n € N such that P,v (y ® z) # 0.
By linearity and M-bimodularity of P,, it suffices to check this for y = E}Ck and z = Ef;lﬁm for some 7, j € I,
1<n<d; and 1 <m <d;. A simple calculation shows that

Po= Y ple™) @ (A (#/2(@))).
z€onb(Fo)
Now, using the fact that o is diagonal, we get that
(O@I)Pw (Bl @B )= Y @ (E}'cﬁk‘u—lﬂ(a:)) v (Adj" (Hl/z(x)*> B, m)

x€onb(Fo)
So it suffices to find some n € N such that Ej, ,, Adj"(E} )E}, ,, # 0. Denote by Hs := @, 5 Hs
and by « the corepresentation of T on H s. By a successive apphcatlon of the formula (@3], we find that
30m AdJ" (B, ) E), ,, equals

Xn
d~ 3 d n J QY ) . . ;
B aalllD I DR A G AT
dlmq(]) ®n 1 o 7
reonb(HZ™)

Where m(j,i ® y") denotes the multiplicity of j in i ® y®", V] are elements of some bpi(H;, H; ® HZ"),
and V,;(v) = V*(v ® r). Suppose now this is zero for every n € N. Then by positivity, we get that
E}, nVriEj = 0 for every V,.;, meaning (V,.i(ex), ¢m) = 0 and hence (ex @7, V(e )) = 0 for every r € HE"
and every V : H; — H; ® H?". This contradicts the fact that S is a generating set. O
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Definition 4.2.4. Let II be any connected locally finite quantum graph (e.g. a quantum Cayley graph),
and let C(II) be the smallest concrete unitary 2-category of finite type Hilbert-M-bimodules which covers
L?(M?) as well as the maps (Id®@ d®1Id), m and P, the edge space projection of II. This exists by theorem
[ATI4 Then apply theorem B.0T] to the category C(II) and find an algebraic quantum group (A, A), which
we will call QAut(IT).

To prove theorem [.2.2] we will show that QAut(II) is the universal quantum group admitting an action on
M which preserves the quantum graph structure.

Recall from the preceding reconstruction that QAut(II) = (A, A) for the algebra A generated by A, (),
z,y € M" under the relations

® An(y) Am (3) = Antm (zgf)a

o ()= (MG)),
o Ay (1) = A1 (%)= 0(x)1 strictly,

e and for any T : F,, — F,, which is covered by C(II) we have A1 (Tgf)) = Ans1 (ry)) for any
S M{f“ and y € MS”H

Proposition 4.2.5. The action a of QAut(II) on M as defined in proposition B.3.TH] satisfies
aoAdj=(Adj®]Id)oa.

Proof. As P is a morphism in C(IT), we find that for any z,y, z,t € My we have
eV 2(M@Adi (12 (1) )z zQx
Z As ( Iz (r) y®Jt(# (r") ) = Z As (y;fl/z(r)®Adj(,u1/2(r)*)t) .
reonb(Fo) r€eonb(Fo)

Letting z,t increase to 1, we get that the right hand side becomes A (adj(y)), while the left hand side gives
Aq (Adj; (m))ﬁ It follows that the action « satisfies

aoAdj=(Adj®Id)o .
O
Proposition 4.2.6. Let G be any locally compact quantum group acting by 5 on M in such a way that
BoAdj=(Adj®Id)o 3,
then there exists a homomorphism of quantum groups 7 : A — L°°(G) such that
B =(Idan) o a.
Proof. Consider U € B(L?(M))® L*(G), the unitary implementation of the action 3. For reference on this,

see [Vae0l]. Denote uy , the v (z),v (y)-entry of U. Denote by Ty, the set of all M-bimodular intertwiners
from U®(m+1) to U+ and by T := Un.men Tn.m- Now, seeing as

P=(d®m)o (Id®Adj®1d) o (m* @ 1d)

and Adj intertwines U, and m € 7Ty, we get that P € 771. It is an easy exercise to show that 7 is
closed under linear combinations, composition, adjoints, the relative tensor product ®(,s), reciprocals and
shrinkages (see definition E.I.2)). It follows that every projection T' € B(L?*(M™)) which is covered by C(T", II)
is also an intertwiner of U®", and hence by the universal property of A, we find the required homomorphism
7w with 7 (A1 () = Uy y- O

Together, propositions 4.2.5 and l.2.6] prove theorem [4.2.2

8Contrary to the convention in [Was2d], 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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