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On quantum Cayley graphs
Mateusz Wasilewski

Abstract. We clarify the correspondence between two approaches to quantum graphs: via quantum
adjacency matrices and via quantum relations. We show how the choice of a (possibly non-tracial)
weight manifests itself on the quantum relation side and suggest an extension of the theory of
quantum graphs to the infinite dimensional case. Then we use this framework to introduce quantum
graphs associated to discrete quantum groups, leading to a new definition of a quantum Cayley
graph.

1. Introduction

Inspired by the Lovasz bound for the zero-error capacity of a channel, the authors of [11]
introduced the notion of a quantum graph on a matrix algebra M, as an object associated
to a quantum channel ® : M,, — M,, — its quantum confusability graph. Independently, the
author of [34] developed a theory of quantum relations, inspired by his previous joint work
with Kuperberg [19] on quantum metrics. Specialised to symmetric, reflexive relations
on M,, both approaches give the same answer — operator subsystems V' C M.

Another approach has been suggested in [24], where the authors introduced the notion
of a quantum adjacency matrix. They were inspired by [22], where quantum graph homo-
morphisms have been introduced, viewed as perfect quantum strategies of winning the
graph homomorphism game. The authors of [24] developed a categorical framework in
which one can talk about general (finite) quantum sets and quantum functions. A quantum
graph is then a quantum set with the extra structure of a quantum adjacency matrix,
and a quantum graph homomorphism is a quantum function that preserves this extra
structure. This approach to quantum graphs is equivalent to the one using operator sys-
tems (see [8] for an explicit correspondence). This definition has been extended in [7] to
include quantum graphs equipped with non-tracial states and new links have been found
between quantum isomorphisms between quantum graphs and monoidal equivalence of
the respective quantum automorphism groups. In [10] a correspondence between the oper-
ator systems and quantum adjacency matrices has been established in the non-tracial case.
In [14,23] small examples, namely quantum graphs on M>, have been classified.

In this work we clarify the relation between various definitions in the non-tracial case
for general quantum graphs, without any symmetry assumptions. The main point here is
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a consistent use of the KMS inner product, as opposed to the more common GNS inner
product. Using the Hilbert space techniques from [10], but with the KMS inner product
replacing the GNS one, we re-establish the one-to-one correspondence between quantum
adjacency matrices on a finite dimensional C*-algebra B and projections in B ® BP.
Because we do not assume GNS symmetry, no invariance under the modular group is
required.

Theorem A. There is a one-to-one correspondence between quantum adjacency matrices
A : B — B and projections in B @ B°P. Moreover, the tensor flip of the projection corres-
ponds to taking the KMS adjoint of A.

Another thing that has been missing is that even to define the notion of a quantum
adjacency matrix we need to have a state (or a more general positive functional, depending
on the normalisation convention) on our algebra, but Weaver’s theory of quantum relations
works for arbitrary von Neumann algebras without any reference state: a quantum relation
on M C B(H) is a weak™ closed M’-bimodule and there is a way of making this notion
representation independent. It turns out that, using an old result of Haagerup from [15],
a weight ¥ on M gives an operator valued weight ¥ ~! from B(H) to M’. In our case, i.e.
if M is a finite dimensional C *-algebra with a positive functional v such that mm™* = Id
then ¥~ is a faithful normal conditional expectation, which endows B(H) with a Hilbert
M’-module structure. Working with an analogue of the KMS inner product in this case we
obtain a correspondence between projections in B ® B and weak™ closed B’-bimodules
that interacts nicely with symmetry conditions.

Theorem B. For a finite dimensional C*-algebra B C B(H) equipped with a positive
functional  such that mm™* = 1Id there is a one-to-one correspondence between projec-
tions P € B ® B and weak* closed B'-bimodules V C B(H). Moreover, the bimodule V*
corresponds to the tensor flip of P.

We also extended the notion of a quantum graph to an infinite direct sum of matrix
algebras. In this case the B’-valued inner product on a weak™ closed bimodule is not
necessarily complete, so in general we have to work with pre-Hilbert modules, but the
genuine Hilbert modules form a natural class from the standpoint of quantum graph theory.

Theorem C. Let B := @, My, andlet A : coo — Dyr; Mn, — B be a quantum adja-
cency matrix. Then A is of bounded degree, i.e. extends to a normal completely positive
map A:B—>B if and only if for any faithful representation B C B(H) the corresponding
B’-bimodule V is a (complete, self-dual) Hilbert B'-module.

Next we investigate the quantum adjacency matrices on the algebras associated to
discrete quantum groups, as they are infinite direct sums of matrix algebras possessing a
natural weight, namely either of the Haar weights, and they happen to satisfy the condition
mm™* = 1d, hence fit perfectly into the theory. To respect the group structure, we study
quantum adjacency matrices that are covariant with respect to the right action, i.e. left
convolutions.
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Theorem D. Let [ be a discrete quantum group and let A : £°(I') — £°°(I) be given by
Ax := P x x for some P € coo(I), where () =~ £ — D, c1r() Mn, is the algebra
of bounded functions on I and coo(I') := cop — @aelrr(G) My, is the algebra of finitely
supported functions on . Then A is a quantum adjacency matrix if and only if P is a
projection. Moreover, A is GNS symmetric if P is invariant under the antipode of I and
it is KMS symmetric if P is invariant under the unitary antipode.

A projection P € cqo([") can be viewed as a finite subset of [ and to define a quantum
Cayley graph we need a symmetric generating subset. Symmetry should just be the KMS
symmetry of the corresponding quantum adjacency matrix and the property of being gen-
erating is also not difficult to generalise to the non-commutative setting. Classically the
Cayley graph is a geometric object used to study the group and its geometry depends very
little on the particular generating set. Using the notion of a quantum metric from [19] we
arrive at the following result.

Theorem E. Let [ be a discrete quantum group and let Py, P, € coo(I") be two generating
projections. Then the corresponding quantum Cayley graphs are bi-Lipschitz equivalent.

We finish the introduction by quickly describing the contents of the paper. In Sec-
tion 2 we gather some information about the KMS inner product, Hilbert modules and
quantum groups. In Section 3 we discuss the correspondence between the three approaches
to quantum graphs, and also extend it to the infinite dimensional case. Next, in Section 4,
we finally turn to quantum groups. We describe the covariant quantum adjacency matrices
and characterise the GNS/KMS symmetric ones. In the last Section 5 the quantum Cay-
ley graphs are introduced. We prove that changing the generating projection results in a
bi-Lipschitz equivalent quantum graph. We also give an easy application: if the balls in
the Cayley graph grow subexponentially then the discrete quantum group is amenable. We
finish this section with some examples.

2. Preliminaries

We will work with pairs (B, ), where B is a finite dimensional C *-algebra equipped
with a positive functional . If B is just a matrix algebra M,, then it means that i is of
the form ¥ (x) := Tr(px), where p is a positive semidefinite matrix. In this case you can
define an inner product on M, by (x, y) := ¥ (x*y), which we will refer to as the GNS
inner product, and if p is invertible, then it provides a Hilbert space structure on B, which
we will assume from now on. There is also another way to define an inner product, for
which we need the notion of the modular group of a functional. For each ¢ € R we define
o:(x) 1= p'*xp~*,i.e. a conjugation by the unitary matrix p'’. We have o; o 05 = 0,4 and
the whole collection (0;);er is called the modular group of . In the finite dimensional
setting we can also define the modular group at complex argument, namely for any z € C
we put 0, (x) := pZxp 7, in particular 6_; (x) = pxp~!; an important and easy to check
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property of the modular group is that { o o, = . Even though the functional ¥ is not
tracial in general, i.e. ¥ (xy) # ¥ (yx) for some x, y € B, the modular group allows us to
recover this property to an extent. To be more precise, it enjoys the KMS property, i.e.

Y(xy) = ¥ (yo_i(x)),

which follows from

¥ (xy) = Tr(pxy) = Tr (pxp~ ' (py)) = Tr(pypxp™") = Tr (pyo_i(x)) = ¥ (yo_i(x)).

General finite dimensional C *-algebras are direct sums of matrix algebras, so it is easy to
extend all these notions.

The Hilbert space structure will be of paramount importance to us, and it is there-
fore crucial to specify it, especially since we will not use the typical GNS inner product
induced by a positive functional. Namely, we will work with the KMS inner product, i.e.
(x, V)xms = ¥ (x*o_ i (¥)). One can relate it to the more common GNS inner product,
yielding a more symmetric formula

v(x*o_i () = W((a_%(x))*o_%(y)). 2.1)

The reason for using the KMS inner product is that it interacts nicely with positivity,
namely if ¥ (x) = Tr(px), then (x, y)xms = Tr((p%xp%)*p%yp%), i.e. we use the posit-
ivity preserving embedding x — p% xp% . The KMS inner product also interacts nicely with
the adjoint, namely (x, y)xms = (¥*, x*)xms, exactly like in the tracial case. Moreover,
we will want to talk about undirected graphs, which amounts to a symmetry condition on
the adjacency matrix, and GNS symmetry is too restrictive of a condition, as the following
well-known statement shows.

Lemma 2.1. Suppose that A : B — B, where B is a finite dimensional C *-algebra, is GNS
symmetric with respect to a faithful positive functional ¥, i.e. ¥ ((Ax)y) = ¥ (x(Ay)).
Then Ao oy = 0y 0 A.

Proof. We have

¥ (A(0i (x))y) = ¥ (0i (x)(Ay)) = ¥ ((Ay)x)
= ¥ (y(4x)) = ¥ (0i (Ax)y),

hence A o 0; = 0; o A and this is enough to conclude that A is covariant with respect to
the modular group, as we will now show.

The map A induces a map A(x$2) := A(x)Q on the level of the GNS Hilbert space
L2(B, v). Since by definition 0_; (x)Q2 = A(xQ), where A : L2(B, /) — L?(B, ¥) is
the modular operator, therefore A commutes with A, as A commutes with o_;. It follows
that AAI" = A A for any ¢ € R, hence A o 6; = 0; o A. [

It is in many cases much easier to perform computations with respect to the GNS
inner product, and in some instances, we can resort to that, e.g. if we want to compute the
adjoint of a map that intertwines the respective modular groups.



On quantum Cayley graphs 1285

Lemma 2.2. Suppose that A: (B,y¥) — (C, @) satisfies A o o;/’ = o} o A. Then the adjoint
of A with respect to the KMS inner products is the same as the adjoint with respect to the
GNS inner products.

Proof. Follows easily from formula (2.1). ]

This lemma applies for example to the multiplication map m : B ® B — B, because
the equality m o (0; ® 0;) = 07 o m just means that o; is a homomorphism; we will now
write down the formula for the adjoint.

Proposition 2.3. Suppose that M, is equipped with a faithful positive functional V¥ (x) 1=
o Tr(px), where o > 0 and p € M, is a positive definite matrix. Then we have

_ 1 _ _
m*(eijp") = azeikp '@ erip!
k

Tr(p~! . .
and mm™* = %. Moreover m* is a bimodular map.

Proof. Let us compute (epq ® e,5,m*(e;jp~ 1)), using the formula for m* from the state-
ment of the proposition:

o ZTr(peqpeikp_l)Tr(pes,ekjp_l) =« ZSPiquSrkSSj = adp;Sqrs; -
k k

On the other hand, this expression should be equal to {ep4ers, €;; 0~ '), which is the same
as 8gr(eps, €ijp~ ') = ad4r8,i8sj, and this ends the proof.

To check that mm™* = %_l), simply note that mm*(e;; p~!) = é Yreikp texjp!
and > ejxp'ex; = Tr(p~')e;;. We will now address the bimodularity of m*. The case
of the left action is straightforward and for the right action we will use the KMS property.

Indeed

(a ® b,m*(xy)) = (ab.xy) = ¥(b*a*xy)
= Y (0i(nb*a*x) = y((abo—i (y*)) x)
= (abo_i (y*).x) = (a ® bo_;(y*).m*(x)) = (a ® b,m* (x)y),

where for the last equality we need to write m™*(x) as a finite sum ) ; s; ® t; and perform
the same argument as in the second line, but in reverse. [

Remark 2.4. In the theory of quantum groups a concept of a §-form, i.e., a state ¢ for
which mm™* = §2 1d; this §2 can be viewed as a sort of dimension in the non-tracial case.

Since we want to work with graphs, the natural measure to choose is the counting
measure, which is not a probability measure, i.e. not a state, but it satisfies the condition
mm™* =1d, which we will adopt also in the noncommutative case. If a positive functional ¢
satisfies the condition mm™ = Id then we will interpret the value ¢ (1) as the dimension
of our quantum space. This choice of normalisation will also make the definition of a
quantum adjacency matrix cleaner.
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As a consequence of the previous proposition, the positive functionals satisfying mm*
= Id are of the form Tr(p~!) Tr(px); the extension to direct sums of matrix algebras is
immediate. For further use, we record here the following simple lemma.

Lemma 2.5. Let  be a positive functional on M, such that mm™* = 1d and let P € M,
be a non-zero projection. Then ¥ (P) = 1.

Proof. We have ¥ (x) = Tr(p~!) Tr(px). By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality we have
1< (Tr(P))? = (Tr(p~2p2 P))* < Te(p™") Tr(pP?) = Y (P). -

We will occasionally have to work with the opposite algebra B°®, which is the same
vector space equipped with the opposite multiplication, i.e. x°Py°P = (yx)°P, where by x°P
we mean an element x € B viewed as an element of B°?. We will denote the identity map
B 5 x > x° € B by «. For a positive functional ¥ on B we can define P : B®® — C
by ¥ (x°P) := ¥ (x). We can relate the modular group of this functional to the original
one, namely

o (xP) = (o_,(x))OP.

Using the KMS property of ¥ and ¥ ° we obtain

¥ (xo-i(y) = ¥ (yx) = ¢ ((rx)") = yPPy?T) = yP(o;" (yP)(xP)),

from which it follows that ;" (y°?) = (6—; ())°" and that is enough to conclude. Most
often we will work with the algebra B ® B°P, whose natural action on B ® B will be
denoted by #, i.e. (a ® bP)#(c ®d) := ac ® db.

In Section 3.2 we will use the language of Hilbert C *-modules. We refer the reader
to the book [5] for all the necessary information. We just recall here quickly the main
definition.

Definition 2.6. Let A be a C*-algebra and let X be a right A-module. We call X a pre-
Hilbert module if it is equipped with a sesquilinear map (linear in the second variable)
{(,-) : X x X — A such that:

i) (x,ya)={(x,y)aforallx,y € X anda € A4,

(i) (x,y)* = (y.x)
@iii)) (x,x) = O0and (x,x) = Oif and only if x = 0.
We call X a Hilbert module if it is complete with respect to the norm ||x|| := /|| {x, x)}|| 4.

A Hilbert module X is self-dual if any bounded right A-linear map ¢ : X — A is of the
form ¢(x) = (y, x) for some y € X.

In Sections 4 and 5 we will work with compact and discrete quantum groups. For
information about compact quantum groups we refer to the excellent book [25]. For
information about discrete quantum groups we refer to [31], although sometimes it is
more convenient to treat them as general locally compact quantum groups and use the
results from [20]. Here we recall just the basic definitions.
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Definition 2.7. A compact quantum group G is described by a pair (4, A), where A4 is a
unital C*-algebraand A : A — A ®uin 4 is a *-homomorphism satisfying:

i) (Id®A)oA = (A ®Id)o A (coassociativity);

(i)  the spaces (A ® 1)A(A) := span{(a ® 1)A(b), a,b € A} and (1 ® A)A(A)
are dense in A ®uin A.

Typically the algebra A will be denoted by C(G) as it is meant to generalise the algebra
of continuous functions on a compact group.

One can prove that the Haar measure exists for compact quantum groups, and rep-
resentation theory can be developed, in particular an analogue of the Peter—Weyl theorem
holds; Irr(G) will denote the set of equivalence classes of irreducible representations of G.

Definition 2.8. Let £°(I') := {*° — Dy cpr(G) Mn, - There is a unique *-homomorphism
Ar :£%°() — £°(MN)®L>°(T) such that (Ar ® Id)(W) = W3 W3, where the mulitplicat-
ive unitary W € £°(I')® L>®(G) is the unitary describing the right regular representation
of G. One can also show existence of left and right Haar measures, thus (£>°(I"), Ar)
becomes a locally compact quantum group, which is the discrete dual of G. All discrete
quantum groups are of this form; one can also define them from scratch by saying that the
von Neumann algebra of functions is a direct sum of matrix algebras and there exists an
appropriate comultiplication on this algebra. The examples that we are most interested in
arise as duals of compact quantum groups, so this is the perspective that we adopted.

3. Quantum graphs

Throughout this section B will be a finite dimensional C *-algebra equipped with a faithful
positive functional ¥ such that mm* = Id. Thus a quantum graph structure will really be
an extra structure on the pair (B, ), i.e. a quantum space, not only on the algebra B.
However, in most situations i will be clear from the context and will be suppressed in the
notation.

3.1. Quantum adjacency matrices versus projections

We will discuss a correspondence between quantum adjacency matrices 4 : B — B and
projections in B ® B°P. This correspondence has already been established (see [6, Propos-
ition 2.3] and [10, Theorem 5.17]), so we will be brief but we would like to stress how the
consistent use of the KMS inner product clarifies the situation.

Definition 3.1. A quantum adjacency matrix on a quantum space (B, ¥) is a completely
positive map A : B — B such that m(4 ® A)m* = A.

Remark 3.2. Some authors prefer to assume that A4 is real (see [23]), i.e. *-preserving,
but it is equivalent to complete positivity under the condition m(A4 ® A)m* = A. Indeed,
by Proposition 3.7 the Choi matrix of such an A is an idempotent and self-adjointness of
an idempotent is equivalent to its positivity.
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In the classical case no extra condition is required because there all adjacency matrices
are automatically completely positive or, equivalently, all idempotents are self-adjoint.
From the point of view of quantum relations, our choice is like choosing the orthogonal
projection among all projections onto a given subspace, and this choice ensures that all
the correspondences between different definitions of quantum graphs are one-to-one.

If one mimics the tracial situation, the natural object to consider seems to be P =
(A ® Id)ym*(1) € B® B, which is an idempotent. In the terminology of [10], P corres-
ponds to A via the map Wy, ;, which maps the rank one operator |a) (b| toa ® b* € B®B*.
However, the inner product in that work is the GNS inner product and we will see now
how the situation changes if we choose to work with the KMS inner product instead.

Lemma 3.3. Suppose that B >~ @, My, is equipped with a positive functional
= P Tr(p; ") Tr(pa)-
o

Let WEMS : End(B, (-, -)xms) — B ® B be defined via |a)(b| — a ® (b*)°P. Then for
each A € End(B, (-, -)xms) we have

1 _1 _1 _1 _1
VR =2 5 )Z (P efipa®) ® (pu*efipa®)". (D)

Proof. Tt suffices to check the formula (3.1) for the rank one operators |a)(b|. In this case
we have (by will denote the component of b living in the summand M)

V(00 = 33 aTr tinie fetnd) ® (puteipa )™

o

11
The trace Tr(b}; ,oo, e} Pa ) just computes the (j,7) entry of pg b} ps , hence we obtain

WS (a) (b)) = 3 i bied) ;i ® (a* eipa®)”

o i,
_1 1 1 1
=a®) Y (pa(pabspd) i€fipa’)”
o« i)

For any matrix X the sum Z : X;je;j is clearly equal to X, so the second leg reduces to
Y o by =b". L]

—_

-M»—-

Remark 3.4. The elements e % pe * form an orthonormal basis of B with

1
A/ Tr(pz ") Pa
respect to the KMS inner product, so W¥MS(4) can be thought of as the matrix of A with
respect to this orthonormal basis.

We will now relate P := WXMS(4) with P = (A ® ()m*(1). Before that we need a
lemma (which we only write down in the case of a single matrix block, but the general-
isation to finite dimensional C *-algebras is obvious).
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Lemma 3.5. Suppose B := M, is equipped with a functional ¥ (x) := Tr(p~ ") Tr(px),
where p € My, is positive definite. Let ¢ := m*(1) = ﬁ D eijp~ ' ® eji. Then for
each z, w € C we have
1 z w—1 —w -z
E=— 2 Peiip  ®p “eiip .
Tr(p 1) ; 2] 2]

Proof. Treat ¢ as an element of B ® B. Note first that (0,)* = o_3 because

(x.029) = ¥ (x*0:(»)) = ¥(0-:(x*)y) = ¥ ((0-2(x))"y) = (0=z(x). y).

By taking the adjoint of the equation m o (0, ® 0;) = 0, o m (for all z € C), we get
that m* commutes with the modular group, i.e. (6, ® 0,) om* = m* oo, forall z € C.
From this we get ¢ = (0_jx ® 0_jx)¢e for all x € C. Moreover, m* is a bimodular map,
therefore m* (1) = m*(p?1p~7) = pYep~? forall y € C. Combining the two, we obtain

1
Tr(p

= D o ep T TF @ preip
i,j

Nowputz = x + y and w = —x. ]

Lemma 3.6. Let A : B — B. We have ¥¥MS(4) = (A ® (1o 0_%))171*(]1), where 1 : B —
B is the identity map ((x) := x°P.
Since t o o_i = oP ot weget P =(1d®c")(P).
2 2

Proof. From the previous lemma we get that

Note that

which ends the proof. ]

We are now ready to summarise the properties of WKMS,

Proposition 3.7. The map W*MS : End(B, (-, -)xms) — B ® B establishes a one-to-one
correspondence between linear maps on B and elements of B @ B°P. We have:

i)  WEMS(A) is an idempotent if and only if A satisfies m(A @ A)ym* = A;
(i) WEMS(A) is self-adjoint if and only if A is *-preserving;
(iii) WEMS(A) is positive if and only if A is completely positive;
(v) WEMS(A) is invariant under the flip map ¥ : B ® B® — B ® B® if and only if
the KMS adjoint Ay is equal to the map A(x) 1= (A(x™))*.
In particular, if A : B — B is a quantum adjacency matrix then it is self-adjoint with
respect to the KMS inner product if and only if & (W¥MS(4)) = WEMS(4),



M. Wasilewski 1290

Proof. The first bullet point follows from [6, Proposition 2.3 (2)], which states that
(A ® vym*(1) is an idempotent iff m(4 ® A)m™ = A and Lemma 3.6, from which we
infer that WXMS(4) and (4 ® ()m*(1) are related by a multiplicative map (the modular
group). The only new statement is the last one. Note that WXMS(|a)(b|) = a ® (b*),
hence the flip is equal to b* ® a°, which is equal to WXMS(|p*)(a*|). Let us compute
1a)(b](c) = (a(b, c*)xms)* = a*(c*, b)kms = a*(b*, ¢)kus., using the properties of the
KMS inner product. Using the fact that (|a) (b|)* = |b){a|, we conclude that T (WXMS(4))
is equal to WKMS (E;';MS), where /T;MS should be viewed as the transpose of A. ]

We will end this subsection with some comments about recovering A from its Choi
matrix P := WXMS(4). By [6, Proposition 2.3 (1)] we have Ax = (Id ®y)(P; (1 ® x)),
where Py := (4 ® Id)m* (1) is treated is an element of B ® B such that P = (Id ®() P;,
thus we can rewrite this formula as Ax = (Id ®¢)((1 ® x)#ﬁ). Recall from Lemma 3.6
that

P = (1d®s™ )(P).
2

This is to be expected, because if we have a positive element x € C, where C is a von
Neumann algebra equipped with a normal faithful positive functional ¢, and we want to
use it as a density of a positive functional, then we have to choose (p(-of 1 (x)), not ¢(-x).
There is an analogous formula involving the left multiplication. :

3.2. Projections versus bimodules

Given a representation of B on a Hilbert space H (possibly infinite dimensional), we will
now establish a one-to-one correspondence between weak™ closed B’-bimodules inside
B(H) and projections in B ® B°’. Before that we need a quick discussion of operator
valued weights. We will not go into the details, let us just say that operator valued weights
are to conditional expectations what weights are to states, i.e. they satisfy a positivity
and bimodularity conditions but are in general unbounded. In this work we will only
see weights and bona fide conditional expectations, that is why we decided to avoid the
unnecessary technical details.

In [15, Theorem 6.13] Haagerup established for a pair of von Neumann algebras N C
M C B(H) a bijection between normal, faithful, semifinite (abbreviated henceforth nfs)
operator valued weights from M to N and nfs operator valued weights from N’ to M". In
particular, any weight 1 on a von Neumann algebra M gives rise to an operator valued
weight ¥~! from B(H) to M’. In [9, Corollary 16] Connes obtained a formula for this
operator valued weight as ¥ ~1(|&)(€]) = Ry (§) Ry (£)*, where Ry (§) : Hy — H is the
map from the GNS space of ¥ given by A(a) + a&, assuming that it is bounded, that is
to say that £ is a y-bounded vector (such vectors are always dense in H).

We will now check that if B is a finite dimensional C *-algebra equipped with a positive
functional ¥ such that mm* = Id then ¥~ is a faithful conditional expectation. First,
note that it is sufficient to check for a single matrix algebra. Indeed, if z € B is a central
projection (namely z € B N B’) then (using bimodularity of ¥ ~! over B')

Y ex) = 2y 7 ) = 2y T ()2 = T (Ex2).
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It follows that if z,’s are minimal central projections in B and v, is the restriction of
the functional ¥ to z4 B C B(z4H) then ! can be built as a direct sum of the operator
valued weights ¥ L.

We assume now that B = M, C B(H) (H can be infinite dimensional) is equipped
with a positive functional ¥ (x) := Tr(p~!) Tr(px), where p € M, is positive definite.
It is well-known that H >~ C" ® K, where M, acts as A(v ® §) := Av ® €. Any tensor
v ® £ is Y-bounded and one can check that Ry (v ® £)* : C" ® K — Hy, is given by

Ry(v®@&)*(w®n = ﬁ|w)(p‘lv|($, n). It follows that

Ry(w®ERy(v @) (w®n) = (p~ v v)(E nw @&

1
Tr(p~1)

In other words, if we view B(C” ® K) as M,,@ B(K) and |v ® £) (v ® £] as |v) (v] ® |E){£]
then

v HART) = Tr(p 'A) ® T,

1
Tr(p~!)
which amounts to slicing the first leg with the state ﬁ Tr(p~!) (see also [17, Re-
mark 3.3 (iii)]). This is clearly a conditional expectation. Let us summarise this discussion.

Proposition 3.8. Let B C B(H) be a finite dimensional C*-algebra equipped with a pos-
itive functional v such that mm* = 1d. Then ¥~ : B(H) — B’ is a normal faithful
conditional expectation.

Remark 3.9. Note that the statement also holds for an infinite direct sum of matrix algeb-
ras, which will be useful in the sequel (the proof remains the same). We cannot, however,
hope for a much greater generality, as existence of a normal conditional expectation from
B(H) onto B’ implies that B’ is atomic [29, Exercise 1X.4.1 (e)].

Using this conditional expectation we can equip B(H) with a structure of a pre-Hilbert
C*-module over B/, taking the inner product as (S, T) := ¥ ~1(S*T). Following [34] we
will define quantum graphs on B as quantum relations (dropping for now the symmetry
and reflexivity conditions).

Definition 3.10. Let B C B(H) be a finite dimensional C *-algebra equipped with a pos-
itive functional v such that mm™* = Id. A quantum graph on (B, ¥) is a weak™ closed
B’-bimodule V' C B(H). Using ¥ ! to define a B’-valued inner product, we can make V'
into a pre-Hilbert B’-module.

Proposition 3.11. Let V C B(H) be a quantum graph on (B, ). Then V is a self-dual
Hilbert module, i.e. it is complete for the Hilbert module norm, and any right B'-linear
map T : V — B’ is of the form Tv = (w, v) for some w € V.

Proof. We will start by checking that B(H) is a Hilbert module. Indeed, the inclusion
B’ C B(H) is of finite index in the sense of [17, Definition 3.4], because the index is
equal to (¥ 1)1 (1) = ¥ (1) < oo, but also in the sense of [, Proposition 3.3], as from
the explicit formula for 1 ~! and the fact that we only have finitely many summands it
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immediately follows that for some K > 0 we have x < Ky~ (x) for all positive x € B(H).
As a consequence, the operator norm is equivalent to the pre-Hilbert norm induced by v !
(because the other inequality ||~ (x)|| < ||x|| is clear), hence the latter is complete.
Clearly each closed submodule, such as V/, is then also a Hilbert B’-module.

To prove self-duality, note that V' is a dual Banach space, being a weak™ closed sub-
space of B(H); moreover, the B’-valued inner product is separately weak™® continuous. It
follows from [5, Lemma 8.5.4] that V' is self-dual. It implies that it admits an orthonor-
mal basis, all bounded right B’-modular maps on V' are automatically adjointable and the
algebra of adjointable operators is a von Neumann algebra [26, Theorem 3.12, Proposi-
tions 3.4 and 3.10]. [

Remark 3.12. In all other examples appearing in this paper the existence of a predual
making the inner product separately weak™® continuous will always be easy, so checking
self-duality will amount to proving completeness of the pre-Hilbert norm.

We have all the necessary ingredients to associate a projection in B ® B to a B'-
bimodule V'; indeed, we can take an orthonormal basis of V' and use it to construct a
B’-bimodular orthogonal projection onto V, which in turn we can represent using B ® BP.
There is, however, a slight problem, since our B’-valued inner product is rather an analogue
of the GNS inner product, not the KMS inner product, so it would not interact nicely with
an additional symmetry condition; we need therefore a modular group of the operator
valued weight ¥ ~1. Haagerup proved that for any normal, faithful, semifinite weight v’
on B’ the restriction of the modular group of ¢ := ' o ¥ ~! to B does not depend on v/’
and moreover O;ﬁ = 0'_/’, (see [15, Proposition 6.1 and Theorem 6.13]). Once we get to
the explicit correspondence between various definitions of quantum graphs, we will write
everything in terms of the modular group of . However, for now we will denote the
modular group of the conditional expectation ! by 0;/’ -

To an extent, one can define this modular group just by using the Hilbert module
structure of B(H); the right multiplication operator by an element b € B is adjointable,
and as it is a left B(H)-modular map, it is also a right multiplication by some element b,
which has to be equal to o_; (b*) by the KMS property.

This uniqueness also implies that we have a well defined action on bimodules. Indeed,
if we have two weights ¢1 := ] o ¢! and ¢ := ¥5 o ¥~ on B(H) then their respect-
ive modular groups are given using density matrices: otd’ '(x) = p’i’ xpl_i ! and (f;’> 2(x) =
P xp5 . Since they agree on B, we have p! p;'* € B', hence p'! = u,p’’ for some unitary
in B’. As V is a B’-bimodule, we have u;Vu} = V, therefore of" V)= Uf’z(V).

Suppose now that we have a finite orthonormal set X := (x,...,xg) in a von Neu-
mann algebra M (equipped with a state ¢) with respect to the KMS inner product, which
consists of analytic elements. We would like to find a relation between orthogonal projec-
tions with respect to KMS and GNS inner products. The orthogonal projection onto V', the
span of X, is given by PEMS(x) := > (X X)kms = 20, xip((o_s (xi)*0_; (x)).
This is equal to 251:1 x;i{o_ i (xi),0_ i (x)). Thus o_ i (X) is an orthonormal set with



On quantum Cayley graphs 1293

respect to the GNS inner product and we checked that

KMS _ GNS
Py =01 0P z(V) o_i.

Therefore, if in our setting of bimodules we can define the bimodule 0'_/’; (V) and repres-

ent the orthogonal projection onto it as an element of B ® B°P then we can also apply the
-1

conjugation by OZI on the level of B ® B°P, where the modular group is well defined,

4
and in this way we will obtain a representation of the orthogonal projection onto V' with
respect to the KMS inner product.

To check that one can define O'w (V), i.e. we can analytically extend the action

of cr, , recall the discussion precedlng Proposition 3.8. We have B = @, M,, and
any representation is essentially a direct sum of inflations of the standard representa-
tions of matrix algebras, i.e. H ~ @, C™ ® K. The commutant B’ is then equal to
@D, 1o ® B(Ky). Since the action of the modular group otw (V) does not depend on
the choice of the weight on B’, we might as well assume that the weight on B(H) is given
by the density B, o, ! ® Idk,, i.e. we take the trace on each B(Ky). Then something
nontrivial happens only on the finite dimensional subspace B(C”"«, C"8), thus we may

define o, (V) for arbitrary z € C.

Lemma 3.13. For any weak* closed B’ bimodule V C B(H) and z € C we can define
another weak™® closed B'-bimodule Gf (V).

By [5, Corollary 8.5.8] any bounded module map between self-dual Hilbert modules
over von Neumann algebras is automatically weak™® continuous, hence the orthogonal pro-
jection

PaNS, " B(H)—w‘” (V) C B(H)

_L

4
is a normal B’-bimodular map, therefore of the form

P:f,sl (V)x = Zbkxck

for some by, ¢ € B (see [28, Theorem 3.1] for a slightly more general result; there the von
Neumann algebraic result we need is attributed to Haagerup). In this case the orthogonal
projection onto V' with respect to the KMS inner product would be given by

-1 -1
PR ) =3 ol (o (c).
k

Note that the map x > ), bxxcy is represented by Y ", bx ® ((JZ/_1 (ck))°P, because the
right action needs to be twisted by the modular group so that it becozmes a x-representation.
To wit, an element b ® ¢c°? € B ® B acts as x +— bxo'_p;1 (c), when we use the GNS
inner product. However, if we use the KMS inner product,zthen b ® c°P needs to acts as
X o%"_l(b)xal_p;(c). Therefore ) ", b ® (ag_l(ck))op acting on B(H) with respect
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the KMS inner product acts as

i
4

X Z ot (bk)xUZ’_1 (ck),
k

i.e. it is equal to Py™S. Tt means that Pr™S and POYS  are represented by the same
element of B ® B°P. 74 e
Proposition 3.14. The assignment ® : B ® B®? — p Bg/(H), where g Bg/(H) denotes
the algebra of bounded B'-bimodular maps, given by the extension of b @ ¢® — (x +—
bxo_ i (¢)), is an isomorphism of von Neumann algebras.

Proof. ® is a x-homomorphism, which is also surjective by the aforementioned repres-
entation of ]%’l-bimodular maps. Let us check that it is injective. Suppose that (remember
that Id ®of :B®B® — B ® B is a bijection)

2

CD(Zbk ®o0; (Ck)OP) =0,
k

ie. Y i bgxcy = 0 for each x € B(H). This holds in particular for any Hilbert-Schmidt
operator, identified with a vector £ € H ® H. The natural representation of B ® B on
H ® H is clearly faithful, so injectivity follows. n

Theorem 3.15. Let B C B(H) be a finite dimensional C*-algebra equipped with a positive

functional W such that mm* = 1d and let ¥~ : B(H) — B’ be the corresponding normal,

faithful conditional expectation. There is a one-to-one correspondence between weak*

closed B'-bimodules V' C B(H) and projections P € B ® B obtained z_r% the following

way. For V- C B(H) let Pgw;l ") be the B'-bimodular projection onto o‘_/’% (V) and let
B

P e B®B®

be its representing projection. On the other hand for a pro;l'ection P € B®B® let P be
the corresponding B'-bimodular projection; then V = ol-/’ (Im(P)).
4

Proof. The correspondence between projections in B ® B°P and B’-bimodular projections
on B(H) was established in Proposition 3.14. The fact that for any weak™ closed bimodule
we can define o, (V) for any z € C was covered in Lemma 3.13. The last ingredient is
the correspondence between bimodules and bimodular projections, which follows from
self-duality (see Proposition 3.11). ]

Remark 3.16. In Section 3.4 we will present a much less abstract version of this corres-
pondence.

3.3. Infinite quantum graphs

In order to work with infinite discrete quantum groups, we need to deal with quantum
graphs defined on an infinite direct sum of matrix algebras. The theory of quantum rela-
tions developed by Weaver works equally well for general von Neumann algebras and if
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M C B(H) then a quantum relation over M is a weak™ closed M’-bimodule inside B(H). We
will assume that our algebra is of the form B = £*° — @, M,,, and it is equipped with a
weight ¥ (x) := @, Tr(o; ') Tr(paXq); such a weight satisfies mm* = 1d, e.g. if we view
it as a map on L2(B), but it should be noted that m* is not a well-defined map from B
to B ® B. In this case Weaver’s quantum relations correspond to projections in B ® B°P,
which in turn will be in bijection with suitably defined quantum adjacency matrices. Later
in this section we will describe a certain subclass of quantum graphs that is more suitable
for describing quantum Cayley graphs.

Definition 3.17. Let / be a countable index set and let B := {* — @ ,.; M,,, where
ng € N. Let ¢go(B) be the algebraic direct sum cg9 — @a M,,,, which can be more
abstractly defined as the subalgebra generated by -finite projections, i.e. projections p
such that ¥ (p) < co. A completely positive map A : coo(B) — B is called a quantum
adjacency matrix if for each @ € I it satisfies

Tr(p_l) ZA(e,,pal)A(el,> = A(ef)).

The corresponding projection in B ® B is given by

Remark 3.18. Note that in the definition of P only the sum over « is infinite but the sum-
mands are projections lying in disjoint blocks, so it clearly converges in the weak/strong

topology.

1

)Z (:OozZ %)®Po¢% IO_ .

Js\'-

— Tr(pg !

Proposition 3.19. Let P € B ® B®. Then we can define a quantum adjacency matrix
A :coo(B) = Bvia

A(ef) —(Id®1//)(P#(l®,Oa% pé))

_1 1

Proof. Note that P#(1 ® py * e y Pa) € B&M,,, so slicing with v is certainly possible.
Because there are no analytical difficulties, one can check that A is a quantum adjacency
matrix exactly the same as in the finite dimensional case. ]

The next result has been proved by Weaver in the finite dimensional case [34, Propos-
ition 2.23].

Proposition 3.20. There is a one-to-one correspondence between projections P € B @ BP
and weak™* closed B'-bimodules V C B(H).

Proof. Let (14)q be the minimal central projections of B. Then Vg, := 15V1, is a
B’-bimodule, but the only nontrivial action comes from M, 5 ® M,(,)g hence finding the
projection onto Vg, is done exactly the same as in the finite dimensional case. Moreover V'
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consists precisely of those bounded operators T € B(H) such that 1371, € Vg, which
is a consequence of the condition that V' is weak™ closed. Indeed, if 1371, € V3, then
Tn = po11a)T(> ,_; 1o) € V and T, converges to T in the weak* topology. To
summarise, any weak* closed B’-bimodule can be equivalently described by the collec-
tion (Vgy)g,«- Each Vg, corresponds to a projection Pgy € Mnﬁ ® M,‘,’E and such a
collection (Pgy)g,« is exactly a projection P € B @ BP. L]

The established correspondence is very satisfactory because it includes all quantum
relations on B but the quantum adjacency matrix has poor analytic and algebraic proper-
ties, e.g. it cannot be iterated because the codomain does not match the domain. There is a
natural subclass of quantum graphs that is better behaved and should include all quantum
Cayley graphs. Classically, one constructs Cayley graphs from finite generating sets, hence
the resulting graphs have bounded degree; this is the class that we would like to generalise.

Lemma 3.21. Let A = (A;j)i, jen be a {0, 1} matrix. It defines a normal completely posit-
ive map A : £°— L if and only if it is of bounded degree, i.e. sup; |{j €N : a;; =1}| < oco.

Proof. If A defines a map from £°° to itself then we look at A1. It is clear that

(Al); =Y ay =|{j ray =1}
J

’

hence sup; [{j : a;; = 1}| < oo.
Suppose now that A is of bounded degree. Then the transpose A7 satisfies
sup|{i €N:a; = 1}| < 00.

J
It means that sup; || AT e;||; < oc. Since the unit vectors e; are extreme points of the unit
ball of £! it follows that AT extends to a bounded linear map on £!. By dualizing we get
that A defines a weak™ continuous (i.e. normal) map on £*° and (complete) positivity is
clear. ]

Definition 3.22. A normal, completely positive map A : B — B is called a quantum adja-
cency matrix of bounded degree if for each o € I it satisfies

1
T 2 Al A = Alef).
@ 1

Proposition 3.23. Quantum adjacency matrices of bounded degree A : B — B correspond
precisely to projections P € B ® B that are integrable with respect to the second variable,
i.e. satisfy (Id @y °P) P € B.

Proof. 1f we start from A, we can use the formula

1 _1 _1 1 _1
Pi=Y ——— D Alpa*efipa*) ® (pa*efipa )™
o Tr(pot ) i,j

to conclude that (Id®@yP)P =), A(1y) = AL, because A was assumed to be normal.
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Assume now that D := (Id ®y°P)(P) € B. Recall that in the finite dimensional case A
can be recovered from P via the formula Ax := (Id @¥)(P#(1 ® i (x))) and we just
have to check that this formula still makes sense. It suffices to show that

(p® W)(P#(l ®U£;(X))) < 00

for any normal state ¢ and a positive operator x € B. To this end, we will denote by x,,
the projection of x onto the finite direct sum €D, _, My, and show that

sup(¢ & Y)(P#(1 ® 0, (xm)))

is finite; z,, will be the central projection corresponding to @D, _; My, . Because the right
leg of our tensor product is now finite dimensional, we can write Py, := P(1 ® z;y) < P
as a finite sum Py, := Y ; P; ® Q;" and our formula becomes } ; (p(Pi)l//((F% (xm)Qi).
But P, is an orthogonal projection, so we actually get Zi’j p(PF Pj)l//(a% (xm)Q; O7).
By the KMS property of ¢ we get

V(og (m) Q5 0F) = ¥((0-1(20) xmo_1(0)))-

It means that we apply ¢ ® ¥ to the positive operator R*(1 ® x,)R, where R=)", P; ®
o_i (Qi); it is bounded above by ||x,, || (¢ ® ¥)(R* R). Note that (using the KMS property
once again)

W @Y)(R*R) =) PPy (0,(2))0_(0)))
i,J
=Y PIPY(Q;00) = (1d@Y™)(Pn).
i,J
and this is bounded by D. It follows that ¢(A(xy;)) < ||xm|@(D), thus we can define A
for any positive x; A is a well-defined normal, completely positive map on B. ]

There is another interesting class of infinite graphs that we can easily generalise to
the quantum setting, namely the locally finite graphs. Classically, these are graphs whose
adjacency matrix A has finitely supported rows. The rows of the adjacency matrix are
images of the standard basis vectors under the transpose A7, i.e. locally finite graphs are
exactly the ones, for which the transpose of the adjacency matrix preserves the subspaces
of finitely supported functions. Recall from Proposition 3.7 that the transpose in the con-
text of quantum adjacency matrices is exactly the KMS adjoint.

Definition 3.24. We say that the quantum graph defined by a quantum adjacency matrix
A 1 coo(B) — B is locally finite if Agy;q(coo(B)) C coo(B) or, equivalently, the corres-
ponding projection satisfies x - P € coo(B) ® co(B°P) for any x € cgo(B).

We will now check that quantum graphs of bounded degree are locally finite.

Proposition 3.25. If A : B — B is of bounded degree then it is locally finite.
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Proof. Let P € B ® B be the corresponding projection. Recall that P = (Pgq)g,a;
where Pg, is a projection in Mnﬂ ® M,(,’E Define Pg := ), Pgy. Because A is of
bounded degree, we clearly have (¥ ® ¥)(Pg) < oo. It is easy to check that the weight
¥ ® ¥°P on B ® B satisfies mm™* = Id. Therefore we get

(¥ @ yP)(Pg) = [{ : Pgy # 0}

by Lemma 2.5. It follows that for each B there is only a finite number of «’s such that
Pgq # 0, which means that A is locally finite. |

Before we describe the bimodules that give rise to quantum graphs of bounded degree,
note that from the formula (3.4) (the formula is stated in the infinite dimensional case) it
follows that the degree matrix D = Zi V; Vi*, where V; is an orthonormal basis of the

B’-module o}rl (V) with respect to the inner product induced by ¥ ~!. It is standard to
1

check that the expression ) _; V;V;* does not depend on the choice of the basis. We are
now ready to state the first result.

Proposition 3.26. If the B'-bimodule V C B(H) defines a quantum graph of bounded
-1
degree then OZ/ (V) is a self-dual Hilbert module over B'.
1

Proof. We work in a more general setup where E : M — N is a normal conditional expect-

ation and V C M is a weak* closed right N-module, so B(H) is replaced by M, B’ by N, ¢!
-1

by E, and OZI by V. We will follow the proof of [1, Théoréme 3.5]. We want to show

that if there is an orthonormal family (V;); C V such that (V;); is an orthonormal basis
inside the self-dual completion Vg of V such that ) i Vi VJ* converges weak™ in M then V
is self-dual. It is sufficient to check that V is complete with respect to the norm induced
by the N-valued inner product, because self-duality will follow, as V' admits a predual that
makes the inner product separately weak* continuous. This is equivalent to the existence
of a constant K > 0 such that K||E(v*v)| = ||v||? for all v € V. Let Vg ®y M denote
the self-dual M-module, obtained as the completion of the relative tensor product. Then
n = Z_i Vi ® Vj* is a well defined element of Vg ®y M by [1, Conséquences 1.8 (vi)].
We now define a completely positive map F' from By(VEg) to M via F(T) := (n, T - n).
For any v, w € V we have

F(loy(wl) =Y (Vi (Vi o). VO Vi), = D Vi (Vi vdn{w. Vi Ve
J-k Jk
which is equal to vw* as (V;); was chosen to be an orthonormal basis. Since || F|| < [|n]|?,
it follows that

lll* = [F ) D] < Inli*lw. o)l = lIn]*|E@*v) . m

If we want to specify a class of B’-bimodules that describe quantum graphs of bounded
degree, then we need a property that does not depend on the choice of the embedding
B C B(H). This way we arrive at the following equivalence.
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ful representation B C B(H) the corresponding bimodule o (V') is a self-dual Hilbert
module over B'.

Proposition 3.27. A quantum graph is of bounded degree ifland only if for any faith-

Rl

Proof. We proved one implication in the previous proposition. Once again we work in a
greater generality. Namely we assume that we have a faithful normal conditional expecta-
tionE : M — Nand V C Mis a weak™* closed self-dual N-module. Taking advantage of the
independence of the representation, we assume moreover that V ® B(£2) (weak* closure
inside M® B(£?)) is a self-dual module over N® B(£2). In the original formulation the
module V' ® B(£2) will correspond to the inflation of the representation of B, i.e. taking
B C B(H ® £?) instead of B C B(H), hence will be self-dual by the assumption of the
proposition.

Note that V' has two natural operator space structures, one inherited from M, and the
other one coming from the structure of an N-module. The assumption that V' is self-dual,
hence in particular complete, implies that the two Banach space structures are isomorphic,
as the operator norm clearly dominates the Hilbert module norm, hence one can invoke
the open mapping theorem. Our assumption that V' ® B(£?) is also self-dual implies that
even the operator space structures are isomorphic.

Let (vq,...,v,) be an n-tuple in V' and view it as the first row of a matrix in M, (V).
The square of the norm of this matrix, when we use the Hilbert module operator space
structure, is equal to the norm of the matrix (IE(v;v;)) in M, (N), which is clearly the same
as the norm in M, (M). This can be computed using the following formula (for positive
matrices):

Za}"ai I, < 1}.

This formula is proved using the fact that the C *-norm on M,,(M) is the same as the oper-
ator norm, where M, (M) acts on the Hilbert M-module M”. It follows from the equivalence
of the operator space structures that for some K > 0 we have the inequality

H E a;"v;"vjaj” sKH E a;"IE(v;"vj)ajH.
ij ij

Once again we will follow the proof of [1, Théoréme 3.5]. The estimate above shows that
we can define a bounded map 7 : V ®yM — M given by >, v; ® m; — Y, v;m;. Since
it is right M-linear and V' ®y M is self-dual, 7 is given by an inner product with a vector
n € V ®y M. Using 1, we can define a normal, completely positive map F : By(V) — M
via F(T) := (n, T - n). Let now (X% ) be an orthonormal basis of V' and define V;, to
be the self-dual submodule of V' generated by X1, ..., X,. The corresponding map t is
clearly represented by the vector n, 1= > ;_; Xx ® X « - Therefore one can compute the
value of F, on a rank one operator |v){w| € By(V;,) as

[0 gy = 500 {1 i misa - i < .

Fu(jo)(wl) = D X (X;, w){w, Xp) X7 = vw*.
jk=1
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AsIdy, =% _; | Xk) (Xk|, we get F,(Id)=)"}_; X X[, therefore || > ; _; Xp X} <K.
It follows that the partial sums Y j_; Xz X & form an increasing and bounded sequence,
hence the series Y po; Xk X & converges strongly to an operator D with norm at most K,
which is precisely the bounded degree condition. ]

Remark 3.28. It is not clear whether one can simply assume that one of the bimod-
ules defining the quantum graph is self-dual, i.e. whether the equivalence of the operator
space structures follows automatically from the Banach space equivalence. For the index
of a conditional expectation this is exactly the gap between [1, Proposition 3.3] and [1,
Théoreme 3.5]. However, this problem has been resolved in [ 13], where the authors proved
that if for a conditional expectation E : A — B there exists a constant X > 0 such that
the map KIE — Id is positive then there also exists a constant L > 0 such that LE —Id is
completely positive. Unfortunately the proof relies heavily on the C *-algebraic structure
and it is unclear whether an analogous result holds in our situation.

3.4. Explicit correspondence between the three approaches

From now on we assume that B ~ £>° — §, M, is represented on H := P, C"«. In
this case the commutant of B is equal to the center of B. Therefore each weak™ closed
B’-bimodule is exactly a collection of subspaces Vypg C B(C™, C"#). The conditional
expectation ¢! : B(H) — B’ is given by

e Ty M xdy)
¥ (X)—Z—mp;l) la.

o

where 1, € B’ is the minimal central projection corresponding to the summand M,,,. For
each pair (c, B) let (X; op )liﬂl be an orthonormal basis of V «p With respect to the KMS
inner product on B(H) (where we use the density P, m p, ! to define a weight on

B(H)), i.e.
1

Tz ) Tr(p; ")

Orthogonal projection from B(C"«, C"#) onto Vg will be given by

aByx —3 yaB —3
Tr ((X;)"pg* X" pa*) = 8.

1 aff afy * -1 1
DX T (X7)*pg 2 xpa ?). (3.2)
T Tr(ogh) ’

We will use the notation ekf to denote the rank one operator |e}) (e;3 | to rewrite it further

as

PVaﬁ (X) =

ZXaﬁerpﬂ xpaz(X“ﬂ)*efka
\/TY(PJI)TF(P[; ) il

Recall from Proposition 3.14 (and the discussion preceding it) that to find the representing
element in M, , ® M, we need to twist by the modular group.
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Proposition 3.29. Let (X“ﬂ)l_1 be an orthonormal basis of Vog C B(C"«, C"8) with
respect to the KMS inner product induced by W~'. Then the corresponding projection
Ppy € Mpy ® M," is given by

1

v Tr(egh) Tr(pgh) ,21(:1

In particular the flip o (Pgy) € My, ® M,?E gives the orthogonal projection onto Vo:ﬁ C
B(C"8,C"e).

1 -1
8 4Xaﬁek1 Pﬂ (Pa ¢ (X;xﬁ)*efkapa )Op- (3.3)

Proof. The orthonormal set ((X ta b )*):liﬂ | corresponds to the flip 0(Pgg). It is an orthonor-
mal basis of V;ﬂ, because of the property (X, Y )xms = (Y™, X*)xms of the KMS inner
product. ]

To find the explicit formula for the associated adjacency matrix, we will rewrite the
formula (3.2) in a different manner

X“ﬂ o Xaﬂ * 7% 7% o
Z e ( i )Pﬂ XPa ~ € -

\/TF(PEI)TY(PB ) il

Therefore the corresponding projection in B ® B°P will be given by

PVaﬂ (.X) =

1

_1 1 1
Zpﬁ4xaﬁez1(xfﬁ)*,034 ® (Pa4€1kpa 4) .

\/Tr(pgl) Tr(og") ik

If we compare it with (3.1), we immediately obtain the following statement.

Pgy =

Proposition 3.30. Let (X()"g)l_1 be an orthonormal basis of Vog C B(C", C"8) with
respect to the KMS inner product induced by W ~". Then the corresponding quantum adja-
cency matrix A : coo(B) — B is given by

1

A(e]?l) = Z Tr(p(il Z ,34Xaﬂpocek1poz (Xaﬂ) Pﬂz~ (3.4)
5\ Tr(op

Remark 3.31. We could in principle get rid of the scalars Tr(p, ') just by normalising

our densities so that these numbers are equal to 1. However, in the context of quantum

groups it is more common to choose the normalisation Tr(p, ') = Tr(py), so we decided

to include a more general discussion.

4. Covariant quantum adjacency matrices

Let G be a compact quantum group and let [I” be its discrete dual. We want to find quantum
adjacency matrices on £*°(I') ~ {*° — @, iy Mn, that are covariant with respect to
the right action of [ on itself. Such an operator 7" commutes with all right convolution
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operators, so T(x) = T(8; * x) = T(8¢) * x, where §, is the unit with respect to the
convolution, namely the unit of the block corresponding to the trivial representation of G.
It follows that it is given by a left convolution' and we just need to figure out, which ones
give rise to quantum adjacency matrices. Before that we need to gather some information
about convolutions on quantum groups.

4.1. Fourier transform on compact/discrete quantum groups

Here we collect some conventions about the Fourier transform on compact and discrete
quantum groups. We will always denote by G a compact quantum group and by [ its
discrete dual.

First, let ¢ be a bounded functional on L°°(G). We will define its Fourier transform
to be an element ¢ € {*°() =~ £*° — Pyepr() Mn, such that

P(a) = (1d®¢)(u%)*).

We define the convolution of two functionals as

@1 * 2= (91 ® p2) 0 A.

With this convention it is easy to check that (¢ * ¢2) (77) = @ ()@ (7).

Recall (see [25, Sections 1.3 and 1.4]) that for any « € Irr(G) there is a unique positive
matrix pg € M,, such that Tr(py) = Tr(p;l) =: dimy (@) and it implements an equival-
ence between the representation o and its double contragredient. These matrices can be
used to describe the left and right Haar measures on the discrete dual [':

he(x) =Y Tr(pa) Tr(paa),

hi(x) =) Tr(pa) Tr(py ' xa)-

Both ﬁ; and /22 satisfy mm™* = Id by Proposition 2.3.

To define the Fourier transform and convolution of elements of L*°(G) we will always
associate to such an element x € L°°(G) a linear functional /(-x), where h is the Haar
state on G. For further use, we will compute now the Fourier transform of an element
X = Z:";Zl Xij u;’; belonging to the span of matrix elements of a fixed irreducible rep-
resentation .

Lemma 4.1. Ler x := 3 1% _, xjju;. We have

1

e dimg ()

T —1

xX(m)=4§ X py s

where (X)ij = Xjj.

IThis sweeps under the rug some potential analytical difficulties but it only serves as a motivation here,
so we feel that there is no need to delve deeper into this issue.
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Proof. We have X(7) = _; i ¢, xijh((ugy ) *uf;)ek:. Recall the orthogonality relations

1
h AR P 80{71—8' —1 il
((ulk) ul_]) dimq(a) _lk(Pa ) 1

from which it follows that

T—l

X(m) = X; —X [
() = dlmq (Ol) Z ij (Pa )ire ej] = q(O[) P
For a single matrix element we get the formula

Sne 4
()" () = ooy e

Given Proposition 2.3, it suggests that we will be working with the Haar measure ig on .

Lemma 4.2. The Fourier transform extends to a unitary between L*(G) and £*(T),
where £*(T) is defined using the right Haar measure on .

Proof. Using orthogonality relations and the previous lemma one checks that

Therefore the Fourier transform is isometric on Pol(G), thus it extends to an isometry on
L?(G), which is also surjective, as the image is clearly dense. ]

We will also need the fact that the inverse Fourier transform maps convolution into
the regular product. We will redefine the Fourier transform using the right multiplicative
unitary W, defined via W(a ® b) = A(a)(1 ® b) on L*®(G) ® L°°(G) and extended
to L?(G) ® L?(G) by continuity; it corresponds to the right regular representation of G
and implements the multiplication via W(x ® 1)W* = A(x). It can be shown that W &
£°(M® L% (G). It also satisfies the pentagonal equation Wa3 Wi, = Wi, W13 Wa3, which
amounts to coassociativity of the comultiplication. We can write it more explicitly as W =
Y weln(G) Z:"j e;; ® uj;, where ¢} acts on L?(G) via right convolution by its inverse
Fourier transform. Because of this formula, we can also compute the Fourier transform
as ¢ = (Id ®p)(W*). We will now use the multiplicative unitary to define the Fourier
transform on .

Definition 4.3. Let y be a bounded functional on £°°(T") then its Fourier transform will
be defined by KZ = (Y ® Id)(W) € L*°(G); the fact that we use the same notation for
Fourier transforms going both ways should not cause any confusion. For any x € cgo([")
we can define a functional on £*°(I") by }/z; (-x) and define the Fourier transform of x
using this embedding.

Lemma 4.4. We have ¢% p, ' = dimg()u and if Y1, Y2 € (€°(T))* then Yy % 2 =
V2.
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Proof. We have

a/-Tl _ T oor a —1y,,«
€jiPy = E :hR(eklejipoz Y
k.l

sonmw = « and [ = j. We can further rewrite our formula as

Y Tr(pe) Tr(paef;pg gy = Tr(po)uy = dimg(e)us;.
k

In particular, the Fourier transform on [ is inverse to the Fourier transform on G (e.g. on
the level of L2-spaces).

Let us check that the convolution is mapped into the usual product, using the pentagonal
equation. To this end, let ¥; and ¥, be two functionals on £*°(I"). We have mz =
(Y1 * Yo ® 1d)(W). By definition of the convolution, it can be rewritten as

W1 ® Y2 @ Id)(Ar ® Id)(W).

The comultiplication in I is defined in such a way that (Ar ® Id)(W) = W,3W;3. There-
fore we have to compute (1 ® ¥, ® 1d)(Wa3Wi3). Itis clear that v, acts on the part W3
and y; acts on Wj3, hence we get Y, as the result. ]

We will now investigate the behaviour of the Fourier transform under the antipode.
Recall that on any locally compact quantum group the antipode S admits a polar decom-
position S = 7_ io R, where (t;);eRr is the so-called scaling group (hence t_; is only

defined on analytic elements) and R is the unitary antipode, which is an involutive *-
antiautomorphism; we also have hig o R = hyp.

Lemma 4.5 ([20, Propositions 6.8 and 7.9]). Let [ be a locally compact quantum group.
Let (0¢)¢er and (o;)teR be the modular groups of the right and left Haar measures , and
let (t¢)rer be the scaling group. Then the following commutation relations hold:

i) Aoo;=(0;®1_4)0A;
(i) Aoo,=(t,®0,)0A;
(i) Aot =(t; ®11) 0 A;
iv) Aot = (o; ®o0_¢) o A.

If T is discrete then cr; =04, (0 ®0;)0o A =Aooy, and 1, = 0.

Proof. We will only explain how to get the additional statements about discrete quantum
groups. The fact that o, = o_; follows immediately from the explicit formulas for the
Haar measures. The modular element of a quantum group is relating the left and right
Haar measures and in the discrete case it is equal to § := P er(c) pZ. It always satisfies
A(8) = § o §, which implies that A o o, = (07 ® 0;) o A. Now 1; = 0_; follows easily
from the equalities Ao 17, = (60— ® 0_;) o A and (06— ® 0_;) o A = A o0, as they
imply A o t; = A oo_; and A is injective. ]
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Lemma 4.6 ([16, Lemma 3.3]). Let ¢ € £/°\°([r)* be such that ¥¥(x) := ¥*(S~1(x)) =
Y (S(x*)) is also bounded. Then (1})* =yt

Proof. See the proof of [16, Lemma 3.3], but note that our convention for Fourier trans-
form uses the adjoint of the multiplicative unitary, that is why we need to work with S~!
rather than S. We also used the formula (S~ (x))* = S(x*). L]

We will now see, what happens when the functional comes from an element of oo (I).
Lemma 4.7. Let x € coo(T) and ¥ := hg(-x). Then y* = hg(-S(x*)p~2).

Proof. We have to compute

Y () = hr(S(*)*x) = hr(x*S(y*)*) = hr(x*S7' ().

Since S = r_%R andt_; = o0i,we get

i L
2 2

hr(R(o_; (P)R(x"))).
Since hg o R = hy and hy (y) = hr(p~2y), we obtain
hR(p~20_s (PR(x")).

Using the invariance under the modular group, and the fact that p~2 is in the centraliser,
we arrive at

hr(voy (R(x*)p7?)).

As O%R(x*) = S(x*), we get our answer:
vH) = hr(ySx*)p~?). .

4.2. Quantum adjacency matrices as convolution operators

We work with the von Neumann algebra £°°(I") equipped with the weight }/1; . We will
now assume that our adjacency matrix is given by a convolution against an element P,
where we view it as a functional l/z; (-P). To avoid technical issues, we will only convolve
against elements belonging to the algebraic direct sum of matrix algebras. This is also
justified by the fact that P x 1 = }fz\};(P )1 and if this number is finite and P is a projection
(see Proposition 4.9), then P € coo(I') by Lemma 2.5. Suppose then that our quantum
adjacency matrix is given by the following formula:

Ax ;= P % x.

We will prove a general formula for a Schur product of two convolution operators.

Proposition 4.8. Let Py, Py € coo(l) and define A1(x) := Py * x, Az(x) := Py % x.
Then A := m(A; ® Ax)m™ is given by Ax := P P3 % x.
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Proof. In this proof we will use the notation ¥ for the Fourier transform on G.
The formula for A is (for each a € Irr G):

1 -1 -1 -1
dimg (@) Zk:Al(ef‘kPa VA2(e;pq ) = Alef;py )
By Lemma 4.1 we can write e} oot = dimg(a)F (u_‘;‘i), S0 we want
D AN(F ) A (F (%) = A(F %))

k

As the Fourier transform switches convolution to multiplication (and reverses the order),
we have Ay o F = F o Ay, where Ay := y Py, with Py being the inverse Fourier trans-
form of Pj. We can therefore rewrite our condition further as

D F @ P)F UG Py) = F u P),
k
and using once again the properties of the Fourier transform we finally arrive at
o po o p _ 0D
Zujsz *uy; P = ujl-P.
k

As the span of u;;’s is dense, we can rewrite this equation as (using Sweedler’s notation)
X(l)Pz * X(Z)Pl =xP.

For x = 1 we get 7’; * f’\l = ﬁ i.e. P = P; P,. This condition turns out to be sufficient
as well. Indeed, we can compute x(;) P> * x(2) P acting on an element b as

(x(1) P2 % X P1)(b) = (h(-x(1)P2) ® h(-x2) P1)) A(D)
= (h ® )(AD)(x) ® x2)(P2 ® P1))
= (h @ h)(AB)AX) (P, ® Pr))
= (h® h)(A(bx)(P, ® Py))
= (P, * Py)(bx) = P(bx),

where the last expression is clearly equal to xP acting on b. ]

Proposition 4.9. The map A : £{°°([) — £°°(T") given by Ax := P % x with P € coo(I')
is a quantum Schur idempotent iff P2 = P is an idempotent. Moreover; it is completely
positive iff P is a projection.

Proof. We have already showed the first part. For the second part, we will check that
(P * x)* = P* % x*. Indeed, let P x x = T, which means that for any y € £>°(I") we
have hR(y(l)P)hR(y(z)x) = hgr(yT). We then have

hRr(YT*) = hr(Ty*) = hg(oi (y*)T).
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We can now use the defining property of 7" and the fact that on a discrete quantum group
the comultiplication is a *-homomorphism that intertwines the modular group and arrive
at

IR (0i(y*)T) = k(01 (y(1) P)IR(0: (v3)x)-

After applying the complex conjugation we obtain

E;(Ui ("T) = E;(P*U—i (y(l)))l’/l.l\?(x*a—i @)

which is equal to
hr(y)y P )hR(Y2)x™) = (P* % x*)(y),

thus (P * x)* = P* % x*, hence A is x-preserving iff P = P*, and, as we already men-
tioned in Remark 3.2, complete positivity is equivalent to being *-preserving for quantum
Schur idempotents. ]

We will now characterise which covariant adjacency matrices are GNS-symmetric and
which are KMS-symmetric.

Theorem 4.10. Let P = P* € coo(I"). Ax := P % x is GNS-symmetric iff P = S(P)
and A is KMS-symmetric iff P = R(P).

Proof. We will view the convolution operator as a multiplication operator on the dual
compact quantum group, using the Fourier transform. After taking the Fourier transform
A will become a right multiplication operator by P. The adjoint of a right multiplica-
tion operator by x is the right multiplication by og (x*), as can be checked using the
KMS property. Therefore the GNS-symmetry amounts to (P)* = 0;(P). We know from
Lemma 4.7 that (f’ )* is the Fourier transform of S(P*)p~2. Let us now check that o (ﬁ )
is the Fourier transform of piz Ppiz . Indeed, it is sufficient to check the formula when
P= uz I and we can moreover assume that we have chosen a basis such that p,, is diagonal
with diagonal entries pg k. Then o, (uy;) = psz’k p;z ;U%;» Which is the Fourier transform
of ﬁp{’z 160k pfxz X py ', proving the formula. We therefore arrive at the equality

S(P*)p>=p ' Pp7",

i.e. S(P*) = 0;(P). Recall that S2 = t_; = 0;, hence S(P*) = S2(P),ie. S(P) = P*.
Since by assumption P = P*, we obtain S(P) = P
For KMS-symmetry, note that it is equivalent to the GNS-symmetry of the map

A(x) = 0_ Aoy ().

It is not difficult to check that this map is given by Ax = o_ i (P) * x, using the fact
that the comultiplication intertwines the modular group in our case. We therefore get
S(o_i (P)) = (U_L(P))* =0 (P*). This leads to So_ i (P) = P* butSo_; = Sr%

R, so R(P) P! By assumptlonP P*, thus R(P) = L]

N
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5. Quantum Cayley graphs

Classically the Cayley graph is defined using a generating set of our group. In the quantum
case we will replace a finite subset of a group with a projection P € coo(['). Typically
Cayley graphs are undirected, so we will also assume that P is invariant under the unitary
antipode R. Moreover, a generating set should not contain the unit, which will easily
translate to the fact that the counit ¢ applied to P should be equal to zero; less abstractly,
the component of P corresponding to the trivial representation of G should be equal to 0.
The only nontrivial condition is what it means for such a projection to be generating. We
will denote by [T'] the range projection of an operator 7.

Definition 5.1. Let [ be a discrete quantum group and let P € cgo([") be a projection such
that R(P) = P and ¢(P) = 0. We say that P is generating if \/,,[P*"] = 1 € £>(T).
Then we define the quantum Cayley graph of [ via the adjacency matrix

Ax (= P x x.
These quantum graphs are always regular with D := A1 = }/I-I\Q(P)]l.

Remark 5.2. The condition (P ) = 0 is equivalent to the fact that the resulting quantum
graph has no loops, i.e. m(A ® Id)m™* = 0. Indeed 1d is a convolution operator against d,,
so m(A ® Id)m™ is a convolution operator against P§, = (P )3, by Proposition 4.8.

There is a natural special case, where we choose a central generating projection, which
leads to a more familiar notion.

Proposition 5.3. Let z € coo(") be a central projection, i.e. it is a sum of minimal central
projections corresponding to certain irreducible representations of G: z = @Z:l 1g,.
Let S ={ai,...,an). Then z = R(2) iff S = S, i.e. it is closed under taking conjugate
representations. The condition £(z) = 0 is equivalent to the fact that S does not contain
the trivial representation. Moreover, z is generating iff the set S is a generating set of
irreducible representations of G.

Proof. Only the statement about the criterion for being a generating set requires proof.

Let 1,, be a minimal central projection. By Lemma 4.1 we have that 1,,, p;l =Tr(p, ") xa-
Because of the formula 6& (7)) = p'® Tp'® established in the proof of Theorem 4.10, we
get
Loy = Tr(pg o, (ta)-

Using the Fourier transform, we can view the convolution operator by z as a multiplication
operator by the character (acted on by the modular group) of the representation 7 :=
o] B - D ay,. If S is a generating set of representations, then eventually all characters
will appear in the decomposition of the powers of the character y,. By taking an inverse
Fourier transform, we will obtain that z*™ is a linear combination of central projections
and eventually all minimal central projections will appear in its decomposition, which
shows that z is generating. If we assume that z is generating we can reverse this argument
to show that S is a generating set of representations. ]
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Remark 5.4. The condition that G admits a finite generating set of representations is used
in [12] as a definition of [ being finitely generated. This is equivalent to existence of a
generating projection belonging to coo(I"). Indeed, a generating set of representations dir-
ectly gives a (central) projection in cgo(I") and if we start from any generating projection
then its central cover remains generating and an element of cgo(I).

Example 5.5. We already mentioned that if P € cgo([") is a generating projection, then
so is its central cover z(P). The converse, however is not true, as the following simple
example shows. Let G = SU(2) and let T be its dual. We will take as P the rank one
projection ey inside the M, summand corresponding to the fundamental representation
of SU(2). Its central cover corresponds to a generating representation, hence is generating
itself; we will show that P is not generating. Convolution powers of e1; are not difficult
to compute using the Fourier transform. Indeed, the Fourier transform of e is a multiple
of the matrix element u 1, the matrix element of the fundamental representation 7 at the
vector e;. The power u, is the matrix element of 7®” at the vector ¢®". This vector
happens to be a symmetric tensor, so u’f; is a matrix element of the symmetric tensor
power Sym” (7). It is well-known that this representation is irreducible, hence the inverse
Fourier transform of u7, is a multiple of a rank one projection inside the summand M, ;.
It is clear that P is not generating, because it misses a lot, e.g. the trivial representation.

5.1. Independence of the choice of the generating set

For a group I' the Cayley graph does depend on the choice of the generating set but
they are all bi-Lipschitz equivalent, so more or less indistinguishable in the sense of met-
ric/coarse geometry. Fortunately there is a metric structure available in the quantum case
that will allow us to define the notion of bi-Lipschitz equivalence.

Definition 5.6 (Kuperberg—Weaver, [19]). Let M C B(H) be a von Neumann algebra. A
quantum metric on M is an increasing family of weak™® closed operator systems (V;)s=o
such that

i Vo=M,

@) ViV C Vg,

(i) Vi =Ny Vs

For M = £°°(X) we can interpret these operator systems V; as operators of propagation
at most 7.

Remark 5.7. This notion of a quantum metric is related to the more familiar one due to
Rieffel (see [27]). Namely, a quantum metric in the sense of Kuperberg and Weaver yields
a Lipschitz seminorm in the sense of Rieffel (see [19, Definition 4.19]).

For undirected quantum graphs the quantum metric can be built in the following way.
First of all, we can associate a weak™* closed M’-bimodule V' C B(H) to a quantum adja-
cency matrix, using a representation M C B(H); just like in Section 3.4 we will work
with the representation M >~ £*° — P, M,,, C B(), C"*). Then we simply define V; :=
SPW{Z/[;]:() vk}, where we interpret V0 as M.
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Definition 5.8. Let (V};)>0 and (W;);>0 be two quantum metrics on M. We say that they
are bi-Lipschitz equivalent if there exists a constant M > 0 such that V; C Wy, and
W; C Ve forallt = 0.

Therefore to understand the metric structure of a quantum graph, we need a better
understanding of the powers V*. We will relate them in some way to the powers of the
adjacency matrix, so we need to be able to compose the adjacency matrix with itself,
which is possible for quantum graphs of bounded degree’.

Lemma 5.9. Let A : B — B be a quantum adjacency matrix of bounded degree, let P €
B ® B be its associated projection, and let V be the corresponding B’ bimodule. Let
Ax € BQ B be the generalised Choi matrix of A*. Then the range projection [Ax]
corresponds to the B'-bimodule V.

Proof. Since B®B® ~ (> — @, s My, ® My, it suffices to check that the range pro-
jection [Ag]gq corresponds to V(fﬂ C B(C"e, C"8).

We will first work in the tracial setting, and then discuss how to modify the proof in
the general case. We are in the following situation: we have a completely positive map
D(x) =Y 5, Vix V) and we would like to check that the support projection of the
Choi matrix of @ gives rise to the orthogonal projection onto the span of Vi ’s inside
B(C", C"8); indeed, the Kraus operators of A"; p are the products belonging to V‘fﬂ
(see (3.4) and note that the sums appearing will be finite by Proposition 3.25).

Let T be the Choi matrix of CD As a positive semidefinite matrix it can be diagonal-
ised and written in the form 7' = > Zl  MTiel, T ® (ef;), where Tj : C" — C"#
satlsfy = Tr(T*Tl) = 6k, d is the rank of T, and )Ll s are the non-zero eigenvalues. The
support prOJectlon of T is equal to [T] = 1 Zl 1 Tief T @ (ef;)°P, i.e. by setting all
the non-zero eigenvalues to be equal to 1. The correspondmg subspace Vup is the span of
the 7;’s. Luckily it is a well-known fact that the span of Kraus operators is independent of
any choices hence span{7; : [ € [d]} = span{V} : k € [n]}. This finishes the proof of the
lemma.

Let us comment now, what changes in the non-tracial setting. Combining Lemma 3.3
with Lemma 3.5 we see that the generalised Choi matrix of @ is equal to

1 1
Vicpa 2 €5 pa 2 Vi x.
Tr(p;l) Z k Pa IOOC k ®€jl

Once again we diagonalise it to obtain (71, ..., Tg) with = Tr(T T;) = k. Define
T} = —Vf%p“)T pa Then the generalised Choi matrix is equal to

_1

1
)t T E 2 ,
Tr(p;l) Z 111 Pq Pa ®eﬂ

2Tt is also possible for locally finite quantum graphs, but then the Choi matrix associated with the power
of the adjacency matrix is only affiliated with B ® B° and we decided to avoid these technicalities.
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1

where oD Tr(p;l’f,:*ﬁ) = 8k;, from which it follows that the support projection is
once again obtained by setting all A;’s to 1. ]

Theorem 5.10. Let [ be a discrete quantum group and let (I', Py) and (T, P3) be its two
quantum Cayley graphs. Then the corresponding quantum metric spaces are bi-Lipschitz
equivalent.

Proof. Let A1x := P * x and A»x := P, * x. Note that the powers A’l‘ and A§ can be
computed using the convolution powers Pl*k and Pz*k. From Proposition 4.8 it follows
that the support projection of the Choi matrix of A;‘ is the Choi matrix of the convolution
operator by [Pi*k ]. Since both projections are generating, there exists M € N such that
Py < \/™ [P} and P, < \/™ [P}]. The bi-Lipschitz equivalence follows easily. m

5.2. Quantum Cayley graphs as quantum relations

In this subsection we will describe the B’-bimodule corresponding to a covariant quantum
adjacency matrix coming from a central projection, so A : B — B will be given by Ax :=
1, * x; for simplicity we will assume that y is irreducible.

In order to find Vg we need to compute the part of the convolution 1,, * ef‘j belonging
to My ,. We will assume that the p matrices are diagonal.
Lemma 5.11. We have (1, * ef')p = %%m Sl Z;"z(f’wby) Viiel: Vi, where
m(B, o ® y) is the multiplicity of B inside « @ y, Vi : Hg — Hq ® H, are morphisms,
which are isometries with orthogonal ranges, and Vi (v) := V;* (v ® ey).

Proof. By Lemma 4.1 we have

ny

1, = dimy(y) Z Pyktyg . ef; = dimy (a0) paju;.
k=1

What we need now is a formula for a product of two matrix coefficients and this is
exactly [18, Lemma 4.1]:

m(B,a®y)
(u?iuzk)ﬂ = Z Z(ej ® ey, Vep)ugq(Veq,e,- ® eg). m
I=1 p4

Inverting the Fourier transform, we obtain that (1, x ef>)g is equal to

. . n m(B,a®y)

dim, () dim 4 _
q(. ) q(Y) E Pyk Paj § § (ej ®ek7V1€p)€gppﬂé(Vl€q,€i ® ex).
dimg (B) k=1 I=1 »pg

Recall that egp = |eg){ep|, so using the equalities Idg = Zp lep){ep|, we arrive at

m(B,a®y)

di di il
1y xefj)p = %(lg;q(y) D pvkpai Y V(e @ en))(V*(e; ® ex)|pp
q k=1 =1
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We can further rewrite it as

: (B.a®y)
dimg (o) dimg () "
(1y % f)p = #Z X Ve

The last thing to check is that Vi;pyxpe = pg Vi Recall Vi is a composition of two
maps, an inclusion ¢ (v) := v ® ¢, and a morphism V;* : Hy ® H, — Hg. Itis clear that
UePaPyk = (po ® py)ik. It is not difficult to check that for two representations X and
Y and an intertwiner V' € Mor(X, Y) we have Vpx = pyV because by Schur’s lemma
it is sufficient to check it when X and Y are multiples of the same irreducible repres-
entation o and for them the p operator is merely a direct sum of copies of p,. By [25,
Theorem 1.4.9] pagy = pa ® py, s0 we obtain V,*(py ® py) = pgV;*. It follows that
Vi tk Oy Pe = pp V" tic-

Proposition 5.12. Let I be a discrete quantum group and let S be a generating set of
representations of G. Then the bimodule describing the quantum Cayley graph is given by

Vap = span{VS*(Ls(v)) :s€S, VseMor(B,a®s), ve HS},
where 153(V) : Hy = Hy ® Hy is given by 13(v)(w) := w ® v.

Proof. From the previous lemma it follows that the span of the Kraus operators of the
convolution operator against 1, or rather the block mapping from My, to My, is equal to

span {V*(t(v)) : V € Mor(B,a ® ), v € Hy}.

From the formula (3.4) it is clear that this span is equal to (0'_/’;1 (V))ap, rather than Vog.
However, since we convolve against a central projection, the aéljacency matrix commutes
with the modular group, hence the corresponding bimodule will be invariant under the
modular group, so Olp; V)y=v

In general we con4volve against a central projection corresponding to a direct sum of
irreducible representations and we obtain the result by linearity. ]

5.3. A sample application: discrete quantum groups of subexponential growth are
amenable

Many algebraic properties of groups are encoded in the geometry of their Cayley graphs.
Here we would like to present an indication that the same should hold for discrete quantum
groups. We will use the result from [21] to show that subexponential growth of the Cayley
graph implies amenability of the discrete quantum group (actually the result even shows
that the dual compact quantum group is coamenable, which is formally a stronger property,
but actually equivalent by [30]).

Definition 5.13. Let [ be a discrete quantum group. We say that [ is of subexponen-
tial growth if there exists a generating projection P € cgo([') with e(P) = 1 such that
. — 1

limy, o0 (hR([P*"]))7 = 1.
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Remark 5.14. We assume that the counit applied to P is equal to 1 because we want to
measure the volume of the ball, so we want [P *"] to correspond to the set of words of
length at most n, not exactly n.

Proposition 5.15. Suppose that T is a discrete quantum group of subexponential growth.
Then T is amenable.

Proof. First we explain why the notion of subexponential growth is independent of the
choice of a generating projection. Take two generating projection P and Q and assume
we have subexponential growth with respect to P. Call V}, the quantum relations corres-
ponding to [P*"*] and W, the ones corresponding to [Q*"*]. By Theorem 5.10 there exists
M € N such that V, C Wys, and W, C Vagn. Since hg([P*"])1 is the degree matrix of
V., we obtain

Rr([P*]) < hr([Q*M™),
hr([0*"]) < hr([P*M™)).

It follows that if limy oo (g ([P*"]))# = 1 then lim,—_ o0 (hg([Q*"]))7 = .

If P € coo(lN) is generating then its central cover z(P) € coo(I) is generating as well,
hence we can assume that we are working with a generating set S of representations,
including the trivial one (see Proposition 5.3).

According to [21, Theorems 3.3 and 4.5] coamenability of G is equivalent to the fol-
lowing Fglner condition: for every finitely supported, symmetric probability measure p
on Irr(G) whose support contains the trivial representation and every ¢ > 0 there exists a
finite subset F' C Irr(G) such that

> msutoXn
acsupp(ux1r) a€F
where n,, is the dimension of the representation «.

Note the inequality n2 < Tr(pg) Tr(p, '), from which it follows that for any central
projection z € cgo(I") corresponding to a family 7 of irreducible representations we have
S ger 12 < HR(2).

Let S* denote the set of irreducible representations of G that appear in k-fold tensor
products of elements of . It follows that the sequence ag := >,k 12 satisfies

lim (ag)% = 1.
k—o00

Fix u as above and & > 0. For a large enough k we will have supp(i) C S¥. Clearly
supp(i * 1gn) C S¥*7  s0 it suffices to find » large enough so that ag, < (1 + &)a,. As

. 1 .
limg_, o0 (ax)* = 1 we have lim, ”Z*" = 1, so we are done. ]

In the non-unimodular case (e.g. for SU,(2)) it often happens that the classical di-
mensions exhibit subexponential growth, while the quantum ones grow exponentially, so
Kyed’s can still be applied. It is however not clear at this point how to encode such a
growth condition in a natural way using the quantum Cayley graphs.
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5.4. Examples

Our first example will be constructed using the duals of the free unitary quantum groups
introduced in [32]. Recall that if F € M,, is an invertible matrix then C(U 1}" ) is the uni-
versal C*-algebra generated by the entries of a unitary matrix U := (u;;);, je[s] such
that FU F~! is also unitary, where U := (u;-“j)i,_ie[n]; the comultiplication is given by
the familiar formula A(u;;) = ZZ=1 Uk ® ug;. In [3, Théoréme 1] the representation
theory has been computed and we will need the following two facts about it: all irredu-
cibles are generated by the fundamental representation u and its conjugate u# and the tensor

powers u®" are irreducible.

Example 5.16. Let U ; be a free unitary quantum group. Let P :=1,, 4+ 1;; be the central
projection in £°°(U ;,f ) corresponding to the representation u @ u. P is generating and we
call the associated quantum graph the quantum Cayley graph of U 1}" .

Here we would like to give some indication that this quantum Cayley graph should be
in fact a quantum tree. For now we do not have a notion of a tree for quantum graphs, but
we would like to nonetheless argue why the Cayley graph of U ;,f should be called a tree.
We can split the quantum adjacency matrix A into a sum of two convolution operators
A1(x) :=1, * x and A,(x) := 1; * x. Because u®" ®n
n € N, hence the convolution powers are easy to compute using the Fourier transform; we
have that A} (x) = 1,e» * x and analogously for A,. Classically this would mean that the
directed graphs defined by A and A, have the following property: for any pair of vertices
there is at most one directed path connecting them. This property is weaker than being
a tree, but provides some evidence that this example might be a tree. Moreover, we have
m(A; ® Ay)m™* = 0, which means that A; and A, have disjoint sets of edges, and A,
is the KMS adjoint of A;. Combining all this information, we see that A(x) := P * x is
built as a sum of superposing two opposite orientations, so perhaps could be an example
of an unoriented quantum tree.

The next example concerns the famous compact quantum group SUy,(2) introduced
by Woronowicz. The representation theory is the same as for SU(2), so we get a two-
dimensional, self-conjugate, generating representation 7.

are u®" are irreducible for each

Example 5.17. Let m be the fundamental representation of SU,(2) and let P be the
corresponding central projection in £*°(SU,4(2)). The associated quantum graph is the
quantum Cayley graph of SU,(2).

The quantum adjacency matrix is related in this case to the Markov operator of the
random walk on the dual of SU(2) considered by Biane in [4]. After all, the quantum
Cayley graphs are regular, hence A just needs to be rescaled by a constant to give a random
walk operator.

It is interesting to note that these quantum Cayley graphs are non-isomorphic for all
q € (0, 1]. Indeed, any isomorphism would be a *-isomorphism of algebras preserving
the appropriate weights and intertwining the adjacency matrices. In particular it would
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preserve the quantum dimensions of representations but these are different for different
parameters.

As our last example we choose (the dual of) the free orthogonal quantum group 01}"
(see [32]), where F € M, is an invertible matrix such that F F = ¢1 for some ¢ € R.
C (O;f) is the universal C*-algebra generated by the entries of a unitary matrix U :=
(4ij)i,jeln) such that U = F UF~'. In [2] it was proved that the representation theory
is the same as for SU(2): the fundamental representation is irreducible, all irreducible
representations are indexed by the natural numbers and

n+m

nem -~ @ k.

k=|n—m|

In this case we will take as the generating projection the central projection correspond-
ing to the fundamental representation.

In [33] an alternative approach to Cayley graphs of discrete quantum groups has been
developed, based on Hilbert spaces; there a notion of a tree is defined based on the classical
graph built on the set of irreducible representations of the dual compact quantum group.
The author proved (see [33, Proposition 4.5]) that one gets a tree iff this compact quantum
group is a finite free product of free unitary and orthogonal quantum groups and a specific
central projection is chosen — the one corresponding to the sum of respective fundamental
representations.

In our framework we do not yet have tools to prove that the quantum Cayley graph
of 0;5 is a tree thus it seems necessary to understand the precise relationship between
our approach and that of Vergnioux. In particular it would be interesting to check whether
there exists a reasonable notion of being a tree in our framework that can be detected using
only classical graphs.

5.5. Concluding remarks

This paper should be viewed as a first step towards understanding the quantum graphs
associated to discrete quantum groups. The motivation for this work has been twofold: to
motivate the need for studying both infinite and non-tracial quantum graphs, but also to
introduce a new geometric tool to aid in working with quantum groups. So far we have
mostly developed a general framework and now more effort should be put into investig-
ating the combinatorial/geometric properties of specific examples. It might suggest what
to do for general quantum graphs, e.g. what are paths in a quantum graph. Paths are an
indispensable tool in classical theory and would likely be equally important in our case.

Another project would be to understand the link between property (T) of a discrete
quantum group and the spectral gap of the random walk on its quantum Cayley graph.
Maybe one can even mimic the famous construction of Margulis to obtain a nice sequence
of quantum expanding graphs.
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