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QUANTIZATION OF LOCALLY COMPACT GROUPS ASSOCIATED WITH

ESSENTIALLY BIJECTIVE 1-COCYCLES

PIERRE BIELIAVSKY, VICTOR GAYRAL, SERGEY NESHVEYEV, AND LARS TUSET

Abstract. Given an extension 0 → V → G → Q → 1 of locally compact groups, with V

abelian, and a compatible essentially bijective 1-cocycle η : Q → V̂ , we define a dual unitary
2-cocycle on G and show that the associated deformation of Ĝ is a cocycle bicrossed product

defined by a matched pair of subgroups of Q ⋉ V̂ . We also discuss an interpretation of our
construction from the point of view of Kac cohomology for matched pairs.

Our setup generalizes that of Etingof and Gelaki for finite groups and its extension due to
Ben David and Ginosar, as well as our earlier work on locally compact groups satisfying the dual
orbit condition. In particular, we get a locally compact quantum group from every involutive
nondegenerate set-theoretical solution of the Yang–Baxter equation, or more generally, from
every brace structure.

On the technical side, the key new points are constructions of an irreducible projective
representation of G on L2(Q) and a unitary quantization map L2(G) → HS(L2(Q)) of Kohn–
Nirenberg type.

Introduction

The present work is a continuation of our earlier paper [6] and its follow-up [8] by the second
author and Marie. In [6] we introduced the following notion. Assume a locally compact group Q
acts on an abelian locally compact group V . We say that the pair (V,Q) satisfies the dual orbit

condition if there is a point ξ0 ∈ V̂ such that the map Q → V̂ , q 7→ q♭ξ0, is a measure class
isomorphism. When Q is a Lie group and V ∼= Rn, then the map Q → V̂ is injective and
the orbit Q♭ξ0 ⊂ V̂ is automatically open, which implies that G := Q ⋉ V is a Frobenius Lie
group [16], hence a Poisson–Lie group. The problem at hand was to quantize G in the analytic
setting by constructing a unitary dual 2-cocycle on G, that is, a unitary Ω ∈ W ∗(G)⊗̄W ∗(G)
satisfying the identity

(Ω⊗ 1)(∆̂ ⊗ ι)(Ω) = (1⊗ Ω)(ι⊗ ∆̂)(Ω).

More generally, one can study such elements Ω beyond the Lie group case and independently
of the quantization problem. This leads to examples of quantum groups: every Ω defines a
locally compact quantum group GΩ with von Neumann bialgebra (W ∗(G),Ω∆̂(·)Ω∗). In [6] we
showed, under the dual orbit condition, how to explicitly construct at least one such Ω. In [8]
a family of Ω’s parameterized by the 2-cocycles on Q was constructed.

It is clear that the dual orbit condition is never satisfied for nontrivial finite groups. Nev-
ertheless, as we subsequently realized, our setting is close to a finite group setup considered
earlier by Etingof and Gelaki for the same purpose of constructing examples of dual cocy-
cles [9]. Namely, assume that in addition to an action of Q on V̂ we have a 1-cocycle η : Q→ V̂ .
It is called a bijective 1-cocycle if it is bijective as a map [9, 11]. In our analytical setting it is
natural to consider the weaker notion of an essentially bijective 1-cocycle, where we require only
that η : Q → V̂ is a measure class isomorphism. The dual orbit condition for ξ0 ∈ V̂ is then
equivalent to essential bijectivity of the 1-coboundary η(q) := q♭ξ0 − ξ0.

Replacing the dual orbit condition by essential bijectivity of a 1-cocycle significantly expands
the class of groups that we can analyze, see Examples 1.5-1.6 and references therein. Let us also
mention that for Lie groups one has the following known geometric interpretation of essential
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bijectivity: if Q is a Lie group and V ∼= Rn, then every essentially bijective 1-cocycle η : Q→ V̂
is injective and has open image, hence it defines a Q-invariant affine structure on Q [18].

The work of Etingof and Gelaki was later generalized by Ben David and Ginosar [5], who
considered extensions 0 → V → G → Q → 1 instead of semidirect products G = Q ⋉ V . In
this case, to construct a dual 2-cocycle on G one needs a compatibility condition between the
bijective cocycle η and the extension class. The same condition makes sense in our analytical
setting of locally compact groups and essentially bijective cocycles, see Definition 1.1. With this
condition we are able to construct a dual unitary 2-cocycle on G and identify the corresponding
locally compact quantum groups, generalizing the main results of [6, 8].

Let us say a few words about how our approach to dual 2-cocycles compares to [5,9]. In the
finite group case there are several ways of describing nondegenerate dual 2-cocycles on G, where
by nondegeneracy one means that a cocycle is not induced from a proper subgroup. In addition
to explicit formulas, as in [9], one can also describe them in terms of usual nondegenerate 2-
cocycles on G, which is the approach taken in [5]. But in our opinion very often the most
transparent way to define them is to start with an irreducible projective representations of
dimension

√

|G|. For infinite groups this condition has to be properly formulated as an analytic
version of the Hopf–Galois condition. This has been done by De Commer in [7], and this is the
approach we take.

In more detail, the paper is organized as follows. After a short preliminary section, we define
the key ingredients of our approach in Section 2. First of all it is a square integrable irreducible
projective representation π : G→ PU(L2(Q)) such that (B(L2(Q)),Ad π) is a G-Galois object.
The definition of π seems to us very natural, and all the required properties of π are verified
in a straightforward way. Second, it is a quantization map, a G-equivariant unitary operator
L2(G) → HS(L2(Q)). Its construction is motivated by the Kohn–Nirenberg quantization used
in [6] and an integral formula for it suggested in [8]. The strategy is therefore similar to [6, 8],
but we streamline some of the arguments in both papers. In particular, the verification of the
Galois property no longer relies on deformations of function algebras.

Section 3 contains our main results about the dual 2-cocycle Ω on G arising from π. We
obtain an explicit formula for Ω, compute the multiplicative unitary of the quantum group
ĜΩ := (W ∗(G),Ω∆̂(·)Ω∗) and recognize it as the multiplicative unitary of a cocycle bicrossed

product defined by the matched pair (Q,Qη) of subgroups of Q ⋉ V̂ , where Qη := {(q, η(q)) |
q ∈ Q} ∼= Q.

Therefore ĜΩ fits into a short exact sequence

1 → Q̂→ ĜΩ → Qη → 1 (0.1)

of locally compact quantum groups. Such extensions are classified by the second Kac cohomol-
ogy of matched pairs [3, 13]. The construction of π and Ω depends on some choices, so we in
fact get a family of dual cocycles Ω, giving rise to a family of extensions (0.1) parameterized by
the classes in H2(Q;T). We use Kac’s exact sequence to show that when η is a coboundary, this
parameterization is one-to-one (but not all extensions (0.1) are obtained this way in general).
This answers a question left open in [8].

Finally, the paper has two appendices that contain details of a number of computations in
Section 3, which are too tiresome to present in the main text.

1. Setup

Throughout the paper Q and V denote second countable locally compact groups with V
abelian. We assume that we are given a continuous homomorphism Q → Aut(V ) and consider
an extension G of V by Q:

0 → V → G→ Q→ 1. (1.1)
2



Let β ∈ Z2(Q;V ) be a representative of the class of this extension, where we consider Moore
cohomology with Borel cochains [14]. Thus, β : Q×Q→ V is a Borel map satisfying

β(q1, q2) + β(q1q2, q3) = q1β(q2, q3) + β(q1, q2q3).

Then the group G can be realized as the set Q× V with group law

(q1, v1)(q2, v2) = (q1q2, v1 + q1v2 + β(q1, q2)).

The inverse is given by

(q, v)−1 = (q−1,−q−1v − β(q−1, q)) = (q−1,−q−1v − q−1β(q, q−1)).

We remark that the Borel structure on G is that of the product-space Q× V , but the topology
is in general different.

Denote by V̂ the dual abelian group endowed with the dual action of Q, which we denote
by ♭. By a 1-cocycle η ∈ Z1

c (Q; V̂ ) we mean a continuous map η : Q→ V̂ satisfying

η(q1q2) = η(q1) + q♭1η(q2).

It is a 1-coboundary if it has the form ∂ξ0(q) := q♭ξ0 − ξ0 for some ξ0 ∈ V̂ . We remark that
we could formally weaken the continuity condition on η by assuming that it is only a Borel
map, but this would lead to the same notion, since η defines a homomorphism from Q into the
group Q ⋉ V̂ , q 7→ (q, η(q)), and any Borel homomorphism of Polish groups is automatically
continuous.

We will write the duality pairing between V̂ and V as ei〈·,·〉. This is just a notation, we do
not mean that we have an R-valued pairing between these groups, although this is indeed the
case in many examples. Consider then the continuous map ωη : G×G→ T given by

ωη(g1, g2) := ei〈η(q
−1

1
),v2〉 = e−i〈η(q1),q1v2〉. (1.2)

It is a 2-cocycle on G when β = 0, since

∂ωη(g1, g2, g3) =
ωη(g2, g3)ωη(g1, g2g3)

ωη(g1, g2)ωη(g1g2, g3)
= ei〈η(q

−1

1
),β(q2,q3)〉.

Let ψ ∈ Z3(Q;T) be the 3-cocycle on Q given by

ψ(q1, q2, q3) := ei〈η(q
−1

1
),β(q2,q3)〉 = e−i〈η(q1),q1β(q2,q3)〉. (1.3)

This cocycle is a representative of the cup-product class −[η] ∪ [β] ∈ H3(Q;T) and, unless

[β] = [0] ∈ H2(Q;V ) or [η] = [0] ∈ H1(Q; V̂ ), there is no reason why it should be trivial
on Q, only its inflation to G is trivial. We note in passing that if β = ∂χ then ψ = ∂b for

b(q1, q2) = e−i〈η(q−1

1
),χ(q2)〉 and when η = ∂ξ0 then ψ = ∂b for b(q1, q2) = e−i〈ξ0,β(q1,q2)〉.

Definition 1.1. A 1-cocycle η ∈ Z1
c (Q; V̂ ) is called essentially bijective, if the map η : Q → V̂

is a measure class isomorphism. A pair of cocycles (η, β) ∈ Z1
c (Q; V̂ ) × Z2(Q;V ) is called

compatible if we have [ψ] = [1] ∈ H3(Q;T).

Obviously, the compatibility condition is satisfied if [η] = [0] or [β] = [0]. In particular, if η
is trivial, then we can consider any extension.

Note that essential bijectivity is a property of a given cocycle, not of its cohomology class.
In order to see this, consider a coboundary ∂ξ0. It is essentially bijective if and only the map
Q → V̂ , q 7→ q♭ξ0, is a measure class isomorphism, a property that we called a dual orbit
condition in [6]. It is obvious that for nontrivial groups this property is never satisfied for
ξ0 = 0.

Nevertheless essential bijectivity is almost a cohomological invariant in the following measure
theoretic sense.

Lemma 1.2. If η ∈ Z1
c (Q; V̂ ) is an essentially bijective 1-cocycle, then the cohomologous cocycle

η + ∂ξ0 is essentially bijective for almost all ξ0 ∈ V̂ .
3



Proof. If η is a measure class isomorphism, so is the map η(· q0), and hence also the map
η(· q0) − η(q0), for every q0 ∈ Q. By the cocycle identity this means that the cocycle η + ∂ξ0
is essentially bijective for ξ0 = η(q0) and all q0 ∈ Q. As such ξ0 form a set of full measure by
assumption, this proves the lemma. �

Given η ∈ Z1
c (Q; V̂ ), consider the closed subgroup Qη :=

{
(q, η(q)) | q ∈ Q} of the semidirect

product Q ⋉ V̂ . Of course, Qη is always isomorphic to Q, but it is conjugate to Q in Q ⋉ V̂
if and only if η is a coboundary. We have the following characterization of essentially bijective
1-cocycles in terms of matched pairs.

Lemma 1.3. A cocycle η ∈ Z1
c (Q; V̂ ) is essentially bijective if and only if (Qη, Q) is a matched

pair of subgroups of Q ⋉ V̂ , that is, the product map Qη × Q → Q ⋉ V̂ is a measure class

isomorphism.

Proof. Observe that in Q⋉ V̂ we have

(q1, η(q1))(q2, 0) = (q1q2, η(q1)) for all q1, q2 ∈ Q.

This shows that the product map Qη ×Q→ Q⋉ V̂ defines a measure class isomorphism if and

only if η : Q→ V̂ does. �

Besides the abelian case G = V̂ × V (where one takes η = IdV̂ ) and the finite group case
of [5, 9], the following examples fit into our setting.

Example 1.4 (Dual orbit condition). Assume that a pair (Q,V ) satisfies the already mentioned

dual orbit condition of [6], that is, there exists ξ0 ∈ V̂ such that the map Q → V̂ , q 7→ q♭ξ0,

is a measure class isomorphism. In this case, the coboundary η(q) := ∂ξ0(q) = q♭ξ0 − ξ0, is an

essentially bijective 1-cocycle and every β ∈ Z2(Q;V ) is compatible with η ∈ Z1
c (Q; V̂ ). We

refer the reader to [6, Section 2.4] for many concrete examples.

Example 1.5 (Q compact and V discrete). Assume Ṽ is a locally compact abelian group and let

K ⊂ Ṽ and Q ⊂ Aut(Ṽ ) be closed subgroups such that Q leaves K globally invariant. Then,

setting V = Ṽ /K, we get a homomorphism Q → Aut(V ). Assume there exists ξ0 ∈ ˆ̃V such

that the map η̃ : Q→ ˆ̃V , q 7→ q♭ξ0 − ξ0, takes values in the annihilator K⊥ of K in ˆ̃V and that
η̃ : Q→ K⊥ defines a measure class isomorphism. Under the identification V̂ ≃ K⊥, we get an
essentially bijective 1-cocycle η ∈ Z1(Q, V̂ ). Note that

ωη(g1, g2) = ei〈q
−1

1

♭
ξ0−ξ0,v2〉,

and this 2-cocycle for Q⋉ V can be nontrivial when ξ0 ∈
ˆ̃V \K⊥.

This covers the examples studied by Jondreville [12], where Q is compact and K is open-
compact, and so V is discrete, but we no longer need his assumptions of commutativity of the
local field and of odd cardinality of the residual field. Namely, let k be a non-Archimedean local
skew-field, O its maximal compact subring, ̟ a uniformizer of O, and let Ψ be a character
of k trivial on O but not on ̟−1O. We can identify k̂ with k using the pairing (x, y) = Ψ(xy).

Under this identification we have (̟−ℓO)⊥ = ̟ℓO for all ℓ ∈ Z. Put Ṽ = k, Q = 1+̟ℓO and
K = ̟−ℓO for some ℓ ≥ 1. Since

V̂ = ̂k/̟−ℓO ≃ (̟−ℓO)⊥ = ̟ℓO,

we see that our requirements are satisfied. Indeed, it suffices to take ξ0 = 1 ∈ k, which does not
belong to V̂ = ̟ℓO, to get that the map η : 1+̟ℓO → ̟ℓO, q 7→ q−1− 1, is indeed a measure
class isomorphism.

More generally, we can take

V = Matn(k)/̟
−ℓ Matn(O), Q = In +̟ℓMatn(O),

4



or even more generally,

V = Matn(k)/̟
−ℓ Matn(O)⊕ · · · ⊕Matn(k)/̟

−ℓ Matn(O)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

m

,

and

Q =








In · · · 0 0
...

. . .
...

...
0 · · · In 0

̟ℓMatn(O) · · · ̟ℓMatn(O) In +̟ℓMatn(O)








⊂ GLnm(k).

Example 1.6 (Q discrete and V compact). Assume Q is discrete and V is compact, so V̂ is
discrete. In this case a cocycle η is essentially bijective if and only if it is bijective. By [17], to

have an action of some discrete group Q on V and a bijective 1-cocycle η : Q → V̂ is the same
as to have a brace structure on V̂ . The latter means that on V̂ we are given one more binary
operation V̂ × V̂ → V̂ , (a, b) 7→ ab, such that we have right distributivity

(a+ b)c = ac+ bc

and such that V̂ is a group with respect to the operation ◦ defined by

a ◦ b := ab+ a+ b.

Namely, if V̂ is a brace, we let Q = (V̂ , ◦)op, η : Q → V̂ be the identity map and define an

action of Q on V̂ by a♭b := ba+ b.
For examples of bijective cocycles and braces, see [4, 11,17]. ⋄

Next, let us discuss a few measure theoretic aspects of our setup. The Haar measure and the
modular function on G are the same as for Q⋉V . Namely, let |q| = |q|V be the modulus of the
action of q ∈ Q on V , so that if dv is a Haar measure on V , then

∫

V
f(qv) dv = |q|−1

∫

V
f(v) dv for all f ∈ Cc(V ).

Let dq be a left Haar measure on Q and let ∆Q be the modular function. Then a left invariant
Haar measure and the modular function on G are respectively given by

d(q, v) =
dq dv

|q|
and ∆(q, v) =

∆Q(q)

|q|
.

Lemma 1.7. Fix a Haar measure on V̂ . Given an essentially bijective 1-cocycle η ∈ Z1
c (Q; V̂ ),

the Haar measure on Q can be normalized so that
∫

Q
f(η(q))

dq

|q|
=

∫

V̂
f(ξ) dξ

for all positive Borel functions f on V̂ .

Proof. We have an action of Q⋉ V on V × V̂ defined by

(q, v)(w, ξ) := (qw + v, q♭ξ + η(q)).

The Haar measure on V × V̂ is invariant under this action. It follows that the pull-back of this
measure under the measure class isomorphism Q⋉V → V × V̂ , (q, v) 7→ (q, v).(0, 0) = (v, η(q)),
is a nonzero left-invariant Radon measure on the group Q⋉V . Hence it coincides with |q|−1dq dv
up to a scalar factor, which proves the lemma. �

We assume from now on that this is how the Haar measure on Q is normalized. We also
normalize the Haar measure on V so that the Fourier transform FV defined by

(FV f)(ξ) :=

∫

V
e−i〈ξ,v〉f(v) dv

5



is a unitary from L2(V ) onto L2(V̂ ). Altogether this uniquely determines the Haar measure

on G: if we multiply the Haar measure on V̂ by a factor, then the Haar measure on Q also has
to be multiplied by this factor, while the Haar measure on V has to be divided by the same
factor, and therefore the Haar measure on G remains unchanged.

2. Projective representations, Galois objects and quantization maps

Throughout this section we assume that (η, β) ∈ Z1
c (Q; V̂ ) × Z2(Q;V ) is a compatible pair

of cocycles, with η essentially bijective, and G is the extension of V by Q defined by β. Fix
a Borel map b : Q × Q → T such that ψ = ∂b, where ψ is given by (1.3). Define a 2-cocycle
ω ∈ Z2(G;T) by

ω(g1, g2) := ωη(g1, g2) b(q1, q2), (2.1)

where ωη is given by (1.2). As was already mentioned, if η = ∂ξ0, then we can take b(q1, q2) =

e−i〈ξ0,β(q1,q2)〉. In this case, we get ω = ∂h for h(g) = ei〈ξ0,v〉.
The following construction is a key to everything that follows.

Proposition 2.1. Define a map π : G→ U(L2(Q)) by

(π(q, v)ϕ)(q0) := e−i〈η(q0),v〉 b(q−1
0 , q)ϕ

(
q−1q0

)
, ϕ ∈ L2(Q). (2.2)

This is a projective unitary representation with cocycle ω, so that π(g1)π(g2) = ω(g1, g2)π(g1g2)
for all g1, g2 ∈ G. Furthermore, π is irreducible, square-integrable and the corresponding Duflo–

Moore operator is the operator of multiplication by the function ∆−1|Q = | · |∆−1
Q .

Note that the restriction of π to V is just the regular representation under the identification
of L2(V ) with L2(Q) by means of the Fourier transform L2(V ) → L2(V̂ ) and the unitary

isomorphism L2(V̂ ) → L2(Q), f 7→ | · |−1/2f ◦ η. On the other hand, if G = Q ⋉ V and
b ≡ 1, then the restriction of π to Q is the regular representation. Therefore for general G
the introduction of the factor b(q−1

0 , q) is what it takes to get a projective representation of G.
This is the same factor that we would have used if b was a 2-cocycle and we wanted to define a
projective representation of Q.

Proof of Proposition 2.1. We have for ϕ ∈ L2(Q):

(π(g1g2)ϕ)(q0) = e−i〈η(q0),v1+q1v2+β(q1,q2)〉 b(q−1
0 , q1q2)ϕ

(
(q1q2)

−1q0
)

= e−i〈η(q0),v1+q1v2〉 ψ(q−1
0 , q1, q2) b(q

−1
0 , q1q2)ϕ

(
(q1q2)

−1q0
)

= e−i〈η(q0),v1+q1v2〉 b(q1, q2) b(q
−1
0 q1, q2) b(q

−1
0 , q1)ϕ

(
(q1q2)

−1q0
)
,

and

(π(g1)π(g2))ϕ(q0) = e−i〈η(q0),v1〉e−i〈η(q−1

1
q0),v2〉 b(q−1

0 , q1) b(q
−1
0 q1, q2)ϕ

(
(q1q2)

−1q0
)

= e−i〈η(q0),v1+q1v2〉 ωη(g1, g2) b(q
−1
0 , q1) b(q

−1
0 q1, q2)ϕ

(
(q1q2)

−1q0
)
.

This gives the first claim of the proposition.

Irreducibility of π follows by a standard argument, see, e.g., [8, Lemma 3.1]: Since the
restriction of π to V is equivalent to the regular representation, every bounded operator on L2(Q)
commuting with π(V ) is the operator mf of multiplication by a function f ∈ L∞(Q). But then
for mf to commute with π(G) we need f to be invariant under the left translations by Q,
hence f must be constant.

Regarding square-integrability and the Duflo–Moore operator, we shall prove a slightly more
general statement. Namely, given a Borel function Ψ : Q × Q → T, consider the Borel map
G ∋ g 7→ π̃(g) ∈ U(L2(Q)) defined by

π̃(q, v)ϕ(q0) := e−i〈η(q0),v〉Ψ(q, q0)ϕ
(
q−1q0

)
, ϕ ∈ L2(Q).

6



We are going to prove that for all ϕ1, ϕ2 ∈ Cc(Q) we have
∫

G

∣
∣〈ϕ1, π̃(g)ϕ2〉

∣
∣2 dg = ‖ϕ1‖

2
2 ‖∆

−1/2|Q ϕ2‖
2
2.

Indeed, by our normalization of Haar measures given by Lemma 1.7 we have

〈ϕ1, π̃(q, v)ϕ2〉 =

∫

ϕ1(q0) e
−i〈η(q0),v〉 Ψ(q, q0)ϕ2

(
q−1q0

)
dq0

=

∫

ϕ1(η−1(ξ)) e−i〈ξ,v〉Ψ(q, η−1(ξ))ϕ2

(
η−1(q−1♭ξ + η(q−1))

)
|η−1(ξ)| dξ

= (F∗
V fq)(−v),

where fq ∈ L2(V̂ ) is defined by

fq(ξ) := ϕ1(η−1(ξ))Ψ(q, η−1(ξ))ϕ2

(
η−1(q−1♭ξ + η(q−1))

)
|η−1(ξ)|.

Therefore we deduce by the Plancherel theorem:
∫

∣
∣〈ϕ1, π̃(q, v)ϕ2〉

∣
∣2
dq dv

|q|
=

∫

|fq(ξ)|
2 dq dξ

|q|

=

∫

|ϕ1(η
−1(ξ))|2

∣
∣ϕ2

(
η−1(q−1♭ξ + η(q−1))

)∣
∣2|η−1(ξ)|2

dq dξ

|q|

=

∫

|ϕ1(q0)|
2|ϕ2(q

−1q0)|
2|q−1q0| dq dq0

=

∫

|ϕ1(q0)|
2|ϕ2(q

−1)|2
dq dq0
|q|

=

∫

|ϕ1(q0)|
2|ϕ2(q)|

2 |q|

∆Q(q)
dq dq0,

which concludes the proof, since ∆(q) = |q|−1∆Q(q). �

Let D be the Duflo–Moore operator and consider the weight ϕ̃ := Tr(D1/2 · D1/2) on N :=
B(L2(Q)). Then the action Adπ of G on N is ergodic, integrable and

ϕ̃(T )1 =

∫

G
(Ad π(g))(T ) dg for T ∈ N+,

see [6, Section 2.1]. The corresponding Galois map is defined by

G : L2(N , ϕ̃)⊗ L2(N , ϕ̃) → L2(G;L2(N , ϕ̃)),

G
(
Λ̃(S)⊗ Λ̃(T )

)
(g) := Λ̃(π(g)Sπ(g)∗T ),

where Λ̃ : Nϕ̃ → L2(N , ϕ̃) denotes the GNS-map and Nϕ̃ = {T : ϕ̃(T ∗T ) < ∞}. This map
is isometric, and the pair (N ,Ad π) is called a G-Galois object if G is unitary. Note that for
finite G the map G is unitary already for dimension reasons.

Theorem 2.2. The pair (B(L2(Q)),Ad π) is a G-Galois object.

Proof. Similarly to the proof of [8, Proposition 3.2], we can describe the Galois map as follows.
The GNS-space of the trace Tr on B(L2(Q)) can be identified with the space HS(L2(Q)) of
Hilbert–Schmidt operators. Hence the same space can be taken for the GNS-space of ϕ̃ =
Tr(D1/2 · D1/2) and then the GNS-map is Λ̃(T ) = TD1/2. The space HS(L2(Q)), in turn, can
be identified with L2(Q×Q). Note that by Proposition 2.1, if T ∈ B(L2(Q)) is a kernel operator
with kernel k ∈ Cc(Q×Q), then TD1/2 is also a kernel operator with kernel

k
(
1⊗∆−1/2|Q

)
∈ L2(Q×Q).

We can therefore take for the GNS-space of ϕ̃ the Hilbert space

L2(Q×Q, dq × dν), where dν(q) = ∆(q)−1 dq,
7



and then the GNS-map Λ̃ is just the map that associates to a kernel operator its kernel.
Observe next that the operator Adπ(g) on HS(L2(Q)) corresponds to the operator π(g) ⊗

πc(g) on L2(Q×Q), where πc(g)ϕ = π(g)ϕ̄. Hence the Galois map is a map

G : L2(Q×Q, dq × dν)⊗ L2(Q×Q, dq × dν) → L2
(
G,L2(Q×Q, dq × dν)

)

such that for k1, k2 ∈ Cc(Q×Q) we have

G(k1 ⊗ k2)(g; q1, q2) =

∫
(
(π(g) ⊗ πc(g))k1

)
(q1, q0) k2(q0, q2) dq0

=

∫

e−i〈η(q1)−η(q0),v〉 b(q−1
1 , q) b(q−1

0 , q) k1
(
q−1q1, q

−1q0
)
k2(q0, q2) dq0

=

∫

ei〈ξ,v〉 b(q−1
1 , q) b(η−1(ξ + η(q1))−1, q)

k1
(
q−1q1, q

−1η−1(ξ + η(q1))
)
k2(η

−1(ξ + η(q1)), q2) |η
−1(ξ + η(q1))| dξ.

From this we see that G is the composition of three operators, two of which are the inverse
Fourier transform in one variable and the multiplication by a T-valued function, which are both
unitary, and one is the operator

UΞ : L
2(Q×Q×Q×Q, dq × dν × dq × dν) → L2(Q× V̂ ×Q×Q,

dq

|q|
× dξ × dq × dν),

(UΞϕ)(q, ξ, q1, q2) = |η−1(ξ + η(q1))|ϕ
(
Ξ(q, ξ, q1), q2

)
,

where Ξ: Q× V̂ ×Q → Q×Q×Q is the almost everywhere defined map

Ξ(q, ξ, q1) = (q−1q1, q
−1η−1(ξ + η(q1)), η

−1(ξ + η(q1))).

As G is isometric, the operator UΞ must also be isometric, and hence in order to prove that G
is unitary it suffices to show that Ξ is a measure class isomorphism. But this is clear from the
assumption of essential bijectivity of η. �

By [6, Proposition 2.9], in order to conclude that the Galois object (B(L2(Q)),Ad π) is
defined by a unitary dual 2-cocycle on G, it remains to find a quantization map Op: L2(G) →
HS(L2(Q)), that is, a unitary operator that intertwines the left regular representation λ of G
with Ad π. In [6] we used the Kohn–Nirenberg quantization to define such a map. A modification
of that construction suitable for projective representations has been suggested in [8]. In a similar
way we get the following result.

Proposition 2.3. For every f ∈ Cc(G), let Op(f) be the sesquilinear form on Cc(Q) given by

Op(f)[ϕ1, ϕ2] :=

∫

G
f(g)

(∫

Q
(π(g)∗ϕ1)(q0) |q0|

−1/2 dq0

)

(π(g)∗ϕ2)(e) dg.

Then we have

Op(f)[ϕ1, ϕ2] =

∫

Q×Q
K(f)(q0, q)ϕ1(q)ϕ2(q0) dq0 dq,

where

K(f)(q0, q) = |q0q|
−1/2 b(q−1

0 , q0) b(q−1, q0) (FV f)(q0, η(q0)− η(q)). (2.3)

Consequently, the map Op extends to a unitary operator L2(G) → HS(L2(Q)) that intertwines

the representations λ and Ad π of G.

Here FV f denotes the partial Fourier transform of f in the variable v ∈ V .

Proof. From definition (2.2) we get that

(π(g)∗ϕ)(q0) = ei〈η(qq0),v〉 b((qq0)−1, q)ϕ(qq0).
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It follows that

Op(f)[ϕ1, ϕ2] =

∫

ei〈η(qq0)−η(q),v〉 f(q, v) b((qq0)−1, q) b(q−1, q)

ϕ1(qq0)ϕ2(q) |q0|
−1/2 |q|−1 dq dv dq0

=

∫

ei〈η(q0)−η(q),v〉 f(q, v) b(q−1
0 , q) b(q−1, q)

ϕ1(q0)ϕ2(q) |qq0|
−1/2 dq dv dq0,

which is the required formula for Op(f) up to swapping q with q0.
Next, by our normalizations of Haar measures, we have

‖K(f)‖2L2(Q×Q) =

∫

|(FV f)(q0, η(q0)− η(q))|2 |q0q|
−1 dq0 dq

=

∫

|(FV f)(q0, η(q0)− ξ)|2 |q0|
−1 dq0 dξ

=

∫

|f(q0, v)|
2 |q0|

−1 dq0 dv = ‖f‖2L2(G).

Therefore K extends to an isometry L2(G) → L2(Q×Q). Similarly to the proof of Theorem 2.2,

this operator is actually unitary, since the transformation Q×Q→ Q× V̂ , (q0, q) 7→ (q0, η(q0)−
η(q)), is a measure class isomorphism. This unitary defines the required extension of Op; to
put it differently, Op: L2(G) → HS(L2(Q)) is K under the identification of L2(Q × Q) with
HS(L2(Q)).

Finally, to show that Op intertwines λ with Adπ we need to check that Op(f(g−1 · ))[ϕ1, ϕ2] =
Op(f)[π(g)∗ϕ1, π(g)

∗ϕ2]. But this is immediate by definition. �

3. Dual 2-cocycles and multiplicative unitaries

Once we have constructed Galois objects and quantization maps, we can find explicit formulas
for the corresponding dual cocycles and the associated multiplicative unitaries. This goes along
the lines of [6, 8], but the computations become more involved. In this section we present the
final results and discuss their consequences, but defer the gory details to appendices.

We continue to work in the setting of Section 2. In order to simplify some of the formulas,
we will assume that β(e, e) = 0 and hence, for all q ∈ Q, we have

β(e, q) = β(q, e) = 0. (3.1)

This is always possible to achieve by passing to a cohomologous cocycle. By rescaling we can
also assume that the cochain b such that ψ = ∂b satisfies b(e, e) = 1. Condition (3.1) for all q
implies that

β(q, q−1) = qβ(q−1, q).

It also implies that the cocycle ψ is normalized, meaning that ψ(q1, q2, q3) = 1 if qi = e for
some i. Condition ψ(q1, e, q3) = 1 together with b(e, e) = 1 imply, in turn, that

b(e, q) = b(q, e) = 1. (3.2)

We know by [6, Proposition 2.9] that there is a dual unitary 2-cocycle on G defined by the
formula

Ω := (J ⊗ J )G̃∗(1⊗ J )Ŵ , (3.3)

where we recall that the unitary J = JĴ : L2(G) → L2(G) is given by

(J f)(g) = ∆(g)−1/2f(g−1),

Ŵ : L2(G×G) → L2(G×G) is the multiplicative unitary of the dual quantum group Ĝ,

(Ŵ f)(g, h) = f(hg, h),
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and G̃ is the Galois map of the G-Galois object (B(L2(Q)),Ad π), transported to L2(G×G) by
using the quantization map Op.

Theorem 3.1. In the setting of Section 2, consider the dual unitary 2-cocycle Ω on G defined

by (3.3). Then, assuming that the normalization conditions (3.1)–(3.2) are satisfied, for f ∈

L2(Q× V̂ ×Q× V̂ , |q|−1dq × dξ × |q|−1dq × dξ), we have

(
(FV ⊗FV )Ω(F

∗
V ⊗F∗

V )f
)
(q1, ξ1; q2, ξ2) = |η−1(ξ1)|

−1 b(η−1(ξ2)−1, η−1(ξ1)−1)

ψ(η−1(ξ2)−1, η−1(ξ1)−1, η−1(ξ1)q2) f(q1, ξ1; η
−1(ξ1)q2, η

−1(ξ1)
♭ξ2). (3.4)

A proof of this theorem is given in Appendix A.

Note that if β and η are fixed, we still have some freedom in choosing the cochain b, namely,
we can multiply it by any Borel 2-cocycle c ∈ Z2(Q;T). Then the 2-cocycle ω defined by (2.1)
gets multiplied by the inflation of c to G. Let Ωc be the dual 2-cocycle that we get when we
replace b by bc. By [6, Corollary 2.8] we obtain the following result.

Corollary 3.2. The map c 7→ Ωc yields an embedding H2(Q;T)/Ker(InfGQ) →֒ H2(Ĝ;T), where

InfGQ : H2(Q;T) → H2(G;T) is the inflation homomorphism and where H2(Ĝ;T) denotes the

set of equivalence classes of dual unitary 2-cocycles for G.

Our next goal is to describe the multiplicative unitary of the quantum group ĜΩ such that its
function algebra coincides with W ∗(G), but the coproduct is defined by ∆̂Ω := Ω∆̂(·)Ω∗. For
this recall that a pentagonal transformation is a measure class isomorphism w : X×X → X×X,
for a standard measure space X, satisfying the relation w23 ◦w13 ◦w12 = w12 ◦w23. Given such
a transformation, we get a unitary U on L2(X ×X),

(Uf)(x, y) = Jw(x, y)
1/2f(w(x, y)),

where Jw is a Radon–Nikodym derivative. It satisfies the pentagon relation

U12U13U23 = U23U12.

A measurable function θ : X×X → T is called a pentagonal 2-cocycle (for w), if the unitary θU
still satisfies the pentagon relation, where by θ we mean the operator of multiplication by the
function θ.

Theorem 3.3. In the setting of Section 2, consider the dual unitary 2-cocycle Ω on G de-

fined by (3.3). Then, assuming the normalization conditions (3.1)–(3.2), the multiplicative

unitary ŴΩ of the deformed quantum group (W ∗(G),Ω∆̂(·)Ω∗) is described as follows: for

f ∈ L2(Q× V̂ ×Q× V̂ , |q|−1dq × dξ × |q|−1dq × dξ), we have

(FV ⊗FV )ŴΩ(F
∗
V ⊗F∗

V )f = Θ J1/2
v (f ◦ v), (3.5)

where v : (Q× V̂ )× (Q× V̂ ) → (Q× V̂ )× (Q× V̂ ) is the pentagonal transformation defined by

v(q1, ξ1; q2, ξ2) :=
(
q2q1, q

♭
2ξ1; η

−1(η(q−1
2 ) + ξ1)

−1η−1(ξ1), η
−1(η(q−1

2 ) + ξ1)
−1♭(q−1

2
♭
ξ2 − ξ1)

)
,

Jv is the operator of multiplication by the function

Jv(q1, ξ1; q2, ξ2) := |η−1(η(q−1
2 ) + ξ1)|

2,

and Θ is the operator of multiplication by the pentagonal 2-cocycle (Q × V̂ ) × (Q × V̂ ) → T

given by

Θ(q1, ξ1; q2, ξ2) := b(η−1(q−1
2

♭
ξ2)−1η−1(ξ1), η−1(ξ1)−1) b(η−1(ξ2)

−1η−1(q♭2ξ1), η
−1(q♭2ξ1)

−1)

ψ(η−1(q♭2ξ1)
−1, q2, q1)ψ(η−1(ξ2 − q♭2ξ1)

−1, q2η−1(ξ1), η−1(ξ1)−1)

ψ(η−1(ξ2 − q♭2ξ1)
−1, η−1(q♭2ξ1), η

−1(q♭2ξ1)
−1)

ψ(η−1(ξ2 − q♭2ξ1)
−1, η−1(q♭2ξ1), η

−1(q♭2ξ1)
−1q2η−1(ξ1)). (3.6)
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A proof of this theorem is given in Appendix B.

Let us draw some consequences of the explicit formula for ŴΩ. By a result of Baaj–
Skandalis [1] (see also [2, Proposition 5.1] for a correction), under mild assumptions a pentagonal
transformation w : X ×X → X ×X is defined by a matched pair of groups, that is, X can be
identified with a locally compact group L having a matched pair of subgroups (L1, L2) so that
we have

w(x, y) = (xp1(p2(x)
−1y), p2(x)

−1y)

almost everywhere, where pi : L1L2
∼= L1 × L2 → Li is the projection onto the i-th factor. The

corresponding unitary is the multiplicative unitary of the bicrossed product L̂1 ⊲◭ L2, which is
a locally compact quantum group with function algebra L∞(L̂1 ⊲◭ L2) = L1 ⋉ L∞(L2).

Corollary 3.4. The locally compact quantum group (W ∗(G),Ω∆̂(.)Ω∗) is isomorphic to the

cocycle bicrossed product quantum group defined by the matched pair (Q,Qη) of subgroups of

Q ⋉ V̂ and the pentagonal 2-cocycle Θ ◦ (T−1 × T−1), where Qη = {(q, η(q)) : q ∈ Q} and

T : Q⋉ V̂ → Q⋉ V̂ is the measure isomorphism defined by

T (q, ξ) := (q−1η−1(ξ), q−1♭ξ).

We record the formula for T−1 for later use:

T−1(q, ξ) := (η−1(η(q) − ξ)−1, η−1(η(q)− ξ)−1♭ξ). (3.7)

Proof. This is similar to analogous statements in [6, 8], so we will just stress the main points.
First of all recall that (Q,Qη) is a matched pair by Lemma 1.3. The fact that the unitary

on the right hand side of (3.5) satisfies the pentagon relation is equivalent to saying that v is a

pentagonal transformation of the measurable space (Q × V̂ )× (Q × V̂ ) and Θ is a pentagonal

2-cocycle for v. The transformation v reduces to that obtained in [6] when η(q) = q♭ξ0 − ξ0. If

we replace the expressions q♭ξ0 − ξ0 and φ−1(ξ0 + ξ) in [6] by η(q) and η−1(ξ), resp., then the
formulas in the proof of [6, Theorem 4.1] remain true for general essentially bijective cocycles.
For example, the (almost everywhere defined) inverse of v is given by

v−1(q1, ξ1; q2, ξ2) =
(
η−1(η−1(ξ1)

♭η(q2))
−1q1, η

−1(η−1(ξ1)
♭η(q2))

−1♭ξ1;

η−1(η−1(ξ1)
♭η(q2)), ξ1 + η−1(ξ1)

♭ξ2
)
.

Then the same considerations as in that proof show that if we define f1 : Q⋉V̂ → Q, f2 : Q⋉V̂ →
Qη and T : Q⋉ V̂ → Q⋉ V̂ by

f1(q, ξ) := q−1, f2(q, ξ) := (η−1(ξ)−1, η(η−1(ξ)−1)), T (x) := f1(x)f2(x)
−1,

then T × T intertwines v with the pentagonal transformation w defined by the matched pair
(Q,Qη).

Once we have identified v with the pentagonal transformation defined by (Q,Qη), the pen-
tagonal cocycle Θ becomes a 2-cocycle in the measurable Kac cohomology of this pair [3] and

hence, by results of [19], ŴΩ is the multiplicative unitary of a cocycle bicrossed product as
stated in the formulation. �

A pentagonal 2-cocycle θ for a pentagonal transformation w is called a coboundary if it has
the form

θ =
f ⊗ f

(f ⊗ f) ◦ w

for a T-valued measurable function f . We denote by H2
pent(w;T) the quotient of the group of

pentagonal 2-cocycles (identified almost everywhere) by the subgroup of coboundaries. When
the pentagonal transformation w is defined by a matched pair (L1, L2), we denote this group
by H2

pent(L1 ⊲⊳ L2;T).

By multiplying b in Theorem 3.3 by 2-cocycles c on Q we now get the following result.
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Corollary 3.5. We have a homomorphism H2(Q;T) → H2
pent(v;T) defined by [c] 7→ [θc],

θc(q1, ξ1; q2, ξ2) := c(η−1(q−1
2

♭
ξ2)−1η−1(ξ1), η−1(ξ1)−1) c(η−1(ξ2)

−1η−1(q♭2ξ1), η
−1(q♭2ξ1)

−1).
(3.8)

Since H2(v;T) ∼= H2(Q ⊲⊳ Qη;T), we thus get a homomorphism H2(Q;T) → H2(Q ⊲⊳
Qη;T). We next want to compare this homomorphism with homomorphisms in the Kac exact
sequence [3, 13].

For a matched pair (L1, L2) of subgroups of L, the part of the Kac sequence that is important
for us has the form

H2(L;T) → H2(L1;T)⊕H2(L2;T) → H2
pent(L1 ⊲⊳ L2;T) → H3(L;T).

Here the homomorphisms H2(L;T) → H2(Li;T) are simply the restriction maps. In order to
describe the homomorphisms H2(Li;T) → H2(L1 ⊲⊳ L2;T), let us denote by α and β the left
actions of L1 on L2 and of L2 on L1, respectively, defined by the identity

gh−1 = αg(h)
−1βh(g) for g ∈ L1, h ∈ L2,

or in other words, by the identities αg(h) = p2(hg
−1), βh(g) = p1(hg

−1)−1. The following is
checked by a straightforward but tedious application of definitions and isomorphisms in [3].

Lemma 3.6. The maps H2(Li;T) → H2
pent(L1 ⊲⊳ L2;T), [c] 7→ [κc], in the Kac exact sequence

are given by

κc(x, y) = c(x1, y1) c(βx−1

2

(x1), βx−1

2

(y−1
1 )−1) for c ∈ Z2(L1;T),

κc(x, y) = c(x2, x
−1
2 αy1(y

−1
2 )−1) c(αy−1

1

(x−1
2 )−1, αy−1

1

(x−1
2 )y2) for c ∈ Z2(L2;T),

where xi := pi(x), yi := pi(y) for x, y ∈ L.

We apply this to L = Q ⋉ V̂ , L1 = Q and L2 = Qη. To simplify the formulas we will view

pi : L→ Li as maps Q⋉ V̂ → Q. With this convention, for almost all x ∈ Q⋉ V̂ we have

x = (x1, 0)(x2, η(x2)) = (x1x2, x
♭
1η(x2)).

Formula (3.7) then becomes

T−1(x) = (x−1
1 , η(x2)).

Therefore for the cocycle (3.8) we get

θc(T
−1(x), T−1(y)) = c(η−1(y♭1η(y2))

−1x2, x
−1
2 ) c(y−1

2 η−1(y−1
1

♭
η(x2)), η

−1(y−1
1

♭
η(x2))

−1).

Next, it is easy to check that the actions α, β of Q on itself defined by the matched pair
(Q,Qη) are given by

αq(q
′) = η−1(q♭η(q′

−1
))−1, βq = αq.

We thus get

θc(T
−1(x), T−1(y)) = c(αy1(y

−1
2 )x2, x

−1
2 ) c(y−1

2 αy−1

1

(x−1
2 )−1, αy−1

1

(x−1
2 )).

From this we see that

θc ◦ (T
−1 × T−1) = κc̃,

where c̃ ∈ Z2(Qη;T) ∼= Z2(Q;T) is the cocycle given by

c̃(q, q′) := c(q′−1, q−1).

The cocycles c̃ and c are cohomologous, they even coincide when c satisfies the normalization
condition c(q, q−1) = 1 for all q.
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To summarize, we have shown that up to the isomorphisms H2(Q;T) ∼= H2(Qη;T) and
H2

pent(v;T)
∼= H2

pent(Q ⊲⊳ Qη;T), the homomorphism H2(Q;T) → H2
pent(v;T) defined by Corol-

lary 3.5 coincides with the homomorphism H2(Qη;T) → H2
pent(Q ⊲⊳ Qη;T) in the Kac exact

sequence

H2(Q⋉ V̂ ;T) → H2(Q;T)⊕H2(Qη;T) → H2
pent(Q ⊲⊳ Qη;T) → H3(Q⋉ V̂ ;T).

As an application we can now strengthen [8, Proposition 3.21], proving a conjecture made
in [8].

Proposition 3.7. If our fixed essentially bijective cocycle η ∈ Z1
c (Q; V̂ ) is a coboundary, then

the homomorphism H2(Q;T) → H2
pent(v;T) defined by Corollary 3.5 is injective.

Therefore if in the setting of Theorem 3.3 we denote by Θc the pentagonal cocycle defined
by (3.6), with b replaced by bc, then assuming that η is a coboundary, we conclude that the
map H2(Q;T) → H2

pent(v;T), [c] 7→ [Θc], is injective.

Proof of Proposition 3.7. The Kac exact sequence implies that injectivity of the homomorphism
H2(Q;T) → H2

pent(v;T) is equivalent to the following property: if the restriction of a 2-cocycle

on Q ⋉ V̂ to Q is a coboundary, then its restriction to Qη is a coboundary as well. But this
property is obviously true when η is a coboundary, since then Q and Qη are conjugate subgroups

of Q⋉ V̂ . �

When η is not a coboundary, the homomorphism H2(Q;T) → H2
pent(v;T) is not injective

in general. Equivalently, there might be nontrivial cocycles on Qη that can be extended to

cocycles on Q ⋉ V̂ such that their restrictions to Q ⊂ Q ⋉ V̂ are coboundaries. For example,
given γ ∈ Z1(Q;V ) we can consider the cup-product

(γ ∪ η)(q, q′) = ei〈γ(q),q
♭η(q′)〉,

the required extension of γ ∪ η from Qη to Q⋉ V̂ is given by

νγ((q1, ξ1), (q2, ξ2)) := ei〈γ(q1),q
♭
1
ξ2〉.

The last cocycle has the extra property that not only is its restriction to Q trivial, but also its
restriction to V̂ is trivial. More generally, one can show that if we have a 2-cocycle ν on Q⋉ V̂

such that its restriction ResQ⋉V̂
Q ν to Q is a coboundary, then the cohomology class of ResQ⋉V̂

V̂
ν

is Q-invariant and lies in the kernel of a natural homomorphism τ : H2(V̂ ;T)Q → H2(Q;V )
(see [10, Section 1.2; 15, Section 3] for the definition of τ), and this way we get a short exact
sequence

0 → H1(Q;V )
[γ] 7→[νγ]
−−−−−→ ker(ResQ⋉V̂

Q : H2(Q⋉ V̂ ;T) → H2(Q;T))

ResQ⋉V̂

V̂−−−−−→ ker(τ : H2(V̂ ;T)Q → H2(Q;V )) → 0.

The kernel of H2(Q;T) → H2
pent(v;T) is isomorphic to the image of

ker(ResQ⋉V̂
Q : H2(Q⋉ V̂ ;T) → H2(Q;T))

under the restriction map ResQ⋉V̂
Qη

: H2(Q⋉ V̂ ;T) → H2(Qη;T).
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Appendix A. Proof of Theorem 3.1

To compute the dual cocycle Ω it is convenient to introduce the following function space.

Definition A.1 (cf. [6, Definition 3.15]). Denote by FL0(G) the space of functions f ∈ L2(G)

such that FV f is (essentially) bounded on Q× V̂ and zero outside the set

XL,M := {(q, ξ) : q ∈ L, η(q) − ξ ∈ η(M)}

for some compact subsets L,M ⊂ Q.

This space is dense in L2(G), since the union of the sets XL,M is a subset of Q × V̂ of full
measure by essential bijectivity of η.

From the cocycle relation for β ∈ Z2(Q;V ) and our normalization (3.2), we have

(FV λgf)(q
′, ξ′) = |q|e−i〈ξ′,v+β(q,q−1q′)〉(FV f)(q

−1q′, q−1♭ξ′). (A.1)

As q♭η(M) + η(q) = η(qM) and η(q′) − ξ′ = q♭(η(q−1q′) − q−1♭ξ′) + η(q), we see that if FV f
is zero outside XL,M , then FV λgf is zero outside XqL,qM . It follows that the space FL0(G) is
invariant under left translations by the elements of G.

Lemma A.2. For every f ∈ L2(Q× V̂ ×Q× V̂ , |q|−1dq × dξ × |q|−1dq × dξ), we have:

((FV ⊗FV )G̃(F
∗
V ⊗F∗

V )f)(q1, ξ1; q2, ξ2)

= |q1|∆(q1)
−1/2∆(η−1(ξ1 + η(q2)))

1/2 ei〈ξ1,β(q1,q
−1

1
q2)〉

b(η−1(η(q2)− ξ2)
−1, q2) b(η−1(ξ1 + η(q2))−1, q2)

b(η−1(ξ1 + η(q2))
−1, η−1(ξ1 + η(q2))) b(η−1(η(q2)− ξ2)−1, η−1(ξ1 + η(q2)))

f(q−1
1 q2,−q

−1
1

♭
ξ1; η

−1(ξ1 + η(q2)), ξ1 + ξ2).

Proof. If f ∈ FL0(G) and FV f is zero outside XL,M , then the function K(f) given by (2.3) is
zero outside L×M . It follows that if D is the Duflo–Moore operator from Proposition 2.1, then
Op(f)D−1/2 is a kernel operator with kernel K(f)(1 ⊗ ∆1/2|Q), which is a bounded function

vanishing outside L×M . In particular, Op(f)D−1/2 is Hilbert–Schmidt and thus bounded.

Take f1, f2 ∈ FL0(G). Then for the Galois map G̃ we have

(G̃(f1 ⊗ f2))(g1, g2) = Op∗
(
π(g1)Op(f1)D

−1/2π(g1)
∗ Op(f2)

)
(g2)

= ∆(g1)
−1/2 Op∗

(
Op(λg1f1)D

−1/2 Op(f2)
)
(g2).

The operator Op(λg1f1)D
−1/2 Op(f2) has kernel kg1 ∈ L2(Q×Q), given by

kg1(q2, q3) =

∫

K(λg1f1)(q2, q0)∆(q0)
1/2K(f2)(q0, q3) dq0

=

∫

b(q−1
2 , q2) b(q

−1
0 , q2) b(q

−1
0 , q0) b(q

−1
3 , q0)∆(q0)

1/2

(FV λg1f1)(q2, η(q2)− η(q0)) (FV f2)(q0, η(q0)− η(q3)) |q2q3|
−1/2 |q0|

−1 dq0.

We need to write this as K(f) for some f . For this we have to invert the kernel formula (2.3).
Letting

k(q0, q) := |q0q|
−1/2 b(q−1

0 , q0) b(q−1, q0) (FV f)(q0, η(q0)− η(q))

and ξ = η(q0)− η(q), so that q = η−1(η(q0)− ξ), we get

(FV f)(q0, ξ)

= |q0η
−1(η(q0)− ξ)|−1/2 b(q−1

0 , q0) b(η
−1(η(q0)− ξ)−1, q0) k(q0, η

−1(η(q0)− ξ)).

We therefore deduce:
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(
(1⊗FV )G̃(f1 ⊗ f2)

)
(q1, v1; q2, ξ2)

= ∆(q1)
−1/2 |q2η

−1(η(q2)− ξ2)|
1/2 b(q−1

2 , q2) b(η
−1(η(q2)− ξ2)

−1, q2)

kg1(q2, η
−1(η(q2)− ξ2))

= ∆(q1)
−1/2 b(η−1(η(q2)− ξ2)

−1, q2)

∫

b(q−1
0 , q2) b(q

−1
0 , q0) b(η−1(η(q2)− ξ2)−1, q0)

(FV λg1f1)(q2, η(q2)− η(q0)) (FV f2)(q0, η(q0)− η(q2) + ξ2)∆(q0)
1/2 |q0|

−1 dq0.

Applying (A.1) we then get

(
(1⊗FV )G̃(f1 ⊗ f2)

)
(q1, v1; q2, ξ2)

= |q1|∆(q1)
−1/2 b(η−1(η(q2)− ξ2)

−1, q2)
∫

b(q−1
0 , q2) b(q

−1
0 , q0) b(η−1(η(q2)− ξ2)−1, q0)

(FV f1)(q
−1
1 q2, q

−1
1

♭
(η(q2)− η(q0))) (FV f2)(q0, η(q0)− η(q2) + ξ2)

e−i〈η(q2)−η(q0),v1+β(q1,q
−1

1
q2)〉∆(q0)

1/2 dq0
|q0|

. (A.2)

Setting ξ1 := η(q0), we get

(
(1⊗FV )G̃(f1 ⊗ f2)

)
(q1, v1; q2, ξ2)

= |q1|∆(q1)
−1/2 b(η−1(η(q2)− ξ2)

−1, q2)
∫

b(η−1(ξ1)−1, q2) b(η
−1(ξ1)

−1, η−1(ξ1)) b(η−1(η(q2)− ξ2)−1, η−1(ξ1))

(FV f1)(q
−1
1 q2, q

−1
1

♭
(η(q2)− ξ1)) (FV f2)(η

−1(ξ1), ξ1 − η(q2) + ξ2)

e−i〈η(q2)−ξ1,v1+β(q1,q
−1

1
q2)〉∆(η−1(ξ1))

1/2 dξ1.

Performing the translation ξ1 7→ ξ1 + η(q2) and using q−1♭η−1(ξ + η(q)) = η−1(q−1♭ξ), we get

(
(1⊗FV )G̃(f1 ⊗ f2)

)
(q1, v1; q2, ξ2)

= |q1|∆(q1)
−1/2 b(η−1(η(q2)− ξ2)

−1, q2)
∫

b(η−1(ξ1 + η(q2))−1, q2) b(η
−1(ξ1 + η(q2))

−1, η−1(ξ1 + η(q2)))

b(η−1(η(q2)− ξ2)−1, η−1(ξ1 + η(q2)))

(FV f1)(q
−1
1 q2,−q

−1
1

♭
ξ1) (FV f2)(η

−1(ξ1 + η(q2)), ξ1 + ξ2)

ei〈ξ1,v1+β(q1,q
−1

1
q2)〉 ∆(η−1(ξ1 + η(q2)))

1/2 dξ1.

Applying FV ⊗ 1 we conclude that the lemma is true for the functions f = FV f1 ⊗ FV f2,
with f1, f2 ∈ FL0(G), which is enough by density of the linear span of such functions. �

Lemma A.3. We have almost everywhere:

b(η−1(ξ2)−1q, q−1η−1(ξ1)−1) b(η−1(ξ2)
−1q, q−1) b(q, q−1) b(q, q−1η−1(ξ1)

−1)

ei〈q
−1♭ξ2,β(q−1,q)−β(q−1η−1(ξ1)−1,η−1(ξ1)q)〉 = b(η−1(ξ2)−1, η−1(ξ1)−1)

ψ(η−1(ξ2)−1, η−1(ξ1)−1, η−1(ξ1)q). (A.3)
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Proof. We first write the left hand side of (A.3) as follows:

b(η−1(ξ2)
−1q, q−1η−1(ξ2))

b(η−1(ξ2)−1q, q−1η−1(ξ1)−1)

b(η−1(ξ2)
−1q, q−1)

b(η−1(ξ2)−1q, q−1η−1(ξ2))

b(q, q−1η−1(ξ1)
−1)

b(q, q−1)

ψ(η−1(q−1♭ξ2)
−1, q−1, q)ψ(η−1(q−1♭ξ2)−1, q−1η−1(ξ1)−1, η−1(ξ1)q).

Using ψ = ∂b and (3.2), we have

b(q, q−1q′)

b(q, q−1)
=
ψ(q, q−1, q′)

b(q−1, q′)
. (A.4)

From this we see that the left hand side of (A.3) equals

b(q−1η−1(ξ2), η
−1(ξ2)

−1η−1(ξ1)
−1)

ψ(η−1(ξ2)−1q, q−1η−1(ξ2), η−1(ξ2)−1η−1(ξ1)−1)

ψ(η−1(ξ2)
−1q, q−1η−1(ξ2), η

−1(ξ2)
−1)

b(q−1η−1(ξ2), η−1(ξ2)−1)

ψ(q, q−1, η−1(ξ1)
−1)

b(q−1, η−1(ξ1)−1)
ψ(η−1(q−1♭ξ2)

−1, q−1, q)ψ(η−1(q−1♭ξ2)−1, q−1η−1(ξ1)−1, η−1(ξ1)q).

Using again ψ = ∂b, we have the following identity:

b(q−1η−1(ξ2), η
−1(ξ2)

−1η−1(ξ1)
−1)

b(q−1η−1(ξ2), η−1(ξ2)−1) b(q−1, η−1(ξ1)−1)
=

b(η−1(ξ2)−1, η−1(ξ1)−1)ψ(q−1η−1(ξ2), η
−1(ξ2)

−1, η−1(ξ1)
−1).

Applying this we arrive at the following expression for the left hand side of (A.3):

b(η−1(ξ2)−1, η−1(ξ1)−1)ψ(η−1(ξ2)−1q, q−1η−1(ξ2), η−1(ξ2)−1η−1(ξ1)−1)

ψ(η−1(ξ2)
−1q, q−1η−1(ξ2), η

−1(ξ2)
−1)ψ(q, q−1, η−1(ξ1)

−1)

ψ(q−1η−1(ξ2), η
−1(ξ2)

−1, η−1(ξ1)
−1)ψ(η−1(q−1♭ξ2)

−1, q−1, q)

ψ(η−1(q−1♭ξ2)−1, q−1η−1(ξ1)−1, η−1(ξ1)q).

To prove the lemma it remains to show that the product of the six factors involving ψ in the
above expression equals

ψ(η−1(ξ2)−1, η−1(ξ1)−1, η−1(ξ1)q) = e−〈ξ2,β(η−1(ξ1)−1,η−1(ξ1)q)〉.

By definition of ψ, the product of these six factors is equal to

ei〈η(q
−1η−1(ξ2)),β(q−1η−1(ξ2),η−1(ξ2)−1)〉 ei〈η(η

−1(ξ2)−1q),β(η−1(ξ2)−1,η−1(ξ1)−1)〉

ei〈η(q
−1),β(q−1,η−1(ξ1)−1)〉e−i〈η(q−1η−1(ξ2)),β(q−1η−1(ξ2),η−1(ξ2)−1η−1(ξ1)−1)〉

ei〈ξ2,qβ(q
−1,q)〉 e−i〈ξ2,qβ(q−1η−1(ξ1)−1,η−1(ξ1)q)〉.

Using the cocycle identity for η and its consequence η(q−1) = −q−1♭η(q), we see that the
expression above can be written as

ei〈ξ2,A(q,ξ1,ξ2)〉 ei〈η(q
−1),B(q,ξ1,ξ2)〉,

where

A(q, ξ1, ξ2) = q
(
β(q−1, q)− β(q−1η−1(ξ1)

−1, η−1(ξ1)q)− β(q−1η−1(ξ2), η
−1(ξ2)

−1η−1(ξ1)
−1)

+ β(q−1η−1(ξ2), η
−1(ξ2)

−1)− q−1η−1(ξ2)β(η
−1(ξ2)

−1, η−1(ξ1)
−1)

)
,

and

B(q, ξ1, ξ2) = β(q−1, η−1(ξ1)
−1)− β(q−1η−1(ξ2), η

−1(ξ2)
−1η−1(ξ1)

−1)

+ β(q−1η−1(ξ2), η
−1(ξ2)

−1)− q−1η−1(ξ2)β(η
−1(ξ2)

−1, η−1(ξ1)
−1).
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The cocycle identity for β at (q−1η−1(ξ2), η
−1(ξ2)

−1, η−1(ξ1)
−1) gives B = 0 and

A(q, ξ1, ξ2) = q
(
β(q−1, q)− β(q−1η−1(ξ1)

−1, η−1(ξ1)q)− β(q−1, η−1(ξ1)
−1)

)
.

Applying the cocycle identity for β to the triple (q−1, q, q−1η−1(ξ1)
−1) and then to the triple

(q, q−1η−1(ξ1)
−1, η−1(ξ1)q), we get

A(q, ξ1, ξ2) = β(q, q−1η−1(ξ1)
−1)− qβ(q−1η−1(ξ1)

−1, η−1(ξ1)q)

= −β(η−1(ξ1)
−1, η−1(ξ1)q),

which completes the proof of the lemma. �

We are now ready to compute the dual cocycle Ω.

Proof of Theorem 3.1. We shall first compute the adjoint Ω∗ = Ŵ ∗(1 ⊗ J )G̃(J ⊗ J ). The
relations

(FV JF∗
V f)(q, ξ) = |q|∆(q)−1/2 ei〈ξ,β(q,q

−1)〉 f
(
q−1,−q−1♭ξ

)
,

(
(FV ⊗FV )Ŵ

∗(F∗
V ⊗F∗

V )f
)
(q1, ξ1; q2, ξ2) = |q2|V e

−i〈ξ1,β(q2,q
−1

2
q1)〉 f

(
q−1
2 q1, q

−1
2

♭
ξ1; q2, ξ1 + ξ2

)

and Lemma A.2 yield:
(
(FV ⊗FV )Ω

∗(F∗
V ⊗F∗

V )f
)
(q1, ξ1; q2, ξ2)

=
(
(FV ⊗FV )Ŵ

∗(1⊗ J )G̃(J ⊗ J )(F∗
V ⊗F∗

V )f
)
(q1, ξ1; q2, ξ2)

= |q2| e
−i〈ξ1,β(q2,q

−1

2
q1)〉

(
(FV ⊗FV )(1 ⊗ J )G̃(J ⊗ J )(F∗

V ⊗F∗
V )f

)
(q−1

2 q1, q
−1
2

♭
ξ1; q2, ξ1 + ξ2)

= |q2|
2∆(q2)

−1/2 e−i〈ξ1,β(q2,q
−1

2
q1)〉 ei〈ξ1+ξ2,β(q2,q

−1

2
)〉

(
(FV ⊗FV )G̃(J ⊗ J )(F∗

V ⊗F∗
V )f

)
(q−1

2 q1, q
−1
2

♭
ξ1; q

−1
2 ,−q−1

2
♭
ξ1 − q−1

2
♭
ξ2)

= |q1q2|∆(q1q2)
−1/2 ∆(η−1(ξ1))

−1/2

e−i〈ξ1,β(q2,q
−1

2
q1)〉 ei〈ξ1+ξ2,β(q2,q

−1

2
)〉 ei〈q

−1

2

♭
ξ1,β(q

−1

2
q1,q

−1

1
)〉b(η−1(ξ1 + ξ2)

−1q2, q
−1
2 )

b(η−1(ξ1)−1q2, q
−1
2 ) b(η−1(ξ1)

−1q2, q
−1
2 η−1(ξ1)) b(η−1(ξ1 + ξ2)−1q2, q

−1
2 η−1(ξ1))

(
(FV ⊗FV )(J ⊗ J )(F∗

V ⊗F∗
V )f

)
(q−1

1 ,−q−1
1

♭
ξ1; q

−1
2 η−1(ξ1),−q

−1
2

♭
ξ2)

= |η−1(ξ1)| e
−i〈ξ1,β(q2,q

−1

2
q1)〉 ei〈ξ1+ξ2,β(q2,q

−1

2
)〉

ei〈q
−1

2

♭
ξ1,β(q

−1

2
q1,q

−1

1
)〉 e−i〈q−1

1

♭
ξ1,β(q

−1

1
,q1)〉 e−i〈q−1

2

♭
ξ2,β(q

−1

2
η−1(ξ1),η−1(ξ1)−1q2)〉

b(η−1(ξ1 + ξ2)
−1q2, q

−1
2 )b(η−1(ξ1)−1q2, q

−1
2 ) b(η−1(ξ1)

−1q2, q
−1
2 η−1(ξ1))

b(η−1(ξ1 + ξ2)−1q2, q
−1
2 η−1(ξ1)) f(q1, ξ1; η

−1(ξ1)
−1q2, η

−1(ξ1)
−1♭ξ2).

Using the cocycle relation

q2β(q
−1
2 q1, q

−1
1 )− β(q1, q

−1
1 ) + β(q2, q

−1
2 )− β(q2, q

−1
2 q1) = 0,

we get that the above expression equals

|η−1(ξ1)|e
i〈ξ2,β(q2,q

−1

2
)〉e−i〈q−1

2

♭
ξ2,β(q

−1

2
η−1(ξ1),η−1(ξ1)−1q2)〉

b(η−1(ξ1 + ξ2)
−1q2, q

−1
2 )b(η−1(ξ1)−1q2, q

−1
2 ) b(η−1(ξ1)

−1q2, q
−1
2 η−1(ξ1))

b(η−1(ξ1 + ξ2)−1q2, q
−1
2 η−1(ξ1)) f(q1, ξ1; η

−1(ξ1)
−1q2, η

−1(ξ1)
−1♭ξ2).

Hence for the inverse operator, using the identities qβ(q−1, q) = β(q, q−1) and η(ξ1)
−1η−1(ξ1 +

η(ξ1)
♭ξ2) = η−1(ξ2), we get the following:
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(
(FV ⊗FV )Ω(F

∗
V ⊗F∗

V )f
)
(q1, ξ1; q2, ξ2)

= |η−1(ξ1)|
−1 ei〈q

−1

2

♭
ξ2,β(q

−1

2
,q2)−β(q−1

2
η−1(ξ1)−1,η−1(ξ1)q2)〉

b(q2, q
−1
2 ) b(q2, q

−1
2 η−1(ξ1)

−1) b(η−1(ξ2)−1q2, q
−1
2 η−1(ξ1)−1) b(η−1(ξ2)

−1q2, q
−1
2 )

f(q1, ξ1; η
−1(ξ1)q2, η

−1(ξ1)
♭ξ2),

from which the theorem follows by Lemma A.3. �

Appendix B. Proof of Theorem 3.3

Once we have the dual unitary 2-cocycle Ω, we can define a new product ⋆Ω on the Fourier
algebra A(G) of G by

(f1 ⋆Ω f2)(g) := (f1 ⊗ f2)((λg ⊗ λg)Ω
∗)

and a representation πΩ of (A(G), ⋆Ω) on L
2(G) by

πΩ(f) := (f ⊗ ι)(ŴΩ∗).

The weak operator closure of πΩ(A(G)) in B(L2(G)) is a von Neumann algebra that is denoted

by W ∗(Ĝ; Ω).
By [6, Proposition 2.9] and its proof we have an isomorphism

Ad(Op ◦J ) : W ∗(Ĝ; Ω) → B(L2(Q)), (B.1)

where we view B(L2(Q)) as an algebra of operators on HS(L2(Q)) acting by multiplication on
the left. This isomorphism is G-equivariant with respect to the action Adπ on B(L2(Q)) and

the action Ad ρ on W ∗(Ĝ; Ω), where ρ : G→ U(L2(G)) is the right regular representation of G.
We need to understand this isomorphism in terms of the operators πΩ(f) and Op(f).

Define a product ⋆ on L2(G) by the identity

Op(f1 ⋆ f2) = Op(f1)Op(f2).

An explicit formula for this product has essentially been obtained in Lemma A.2. Namely, for
f1, f2 ∈ FL0(G), we have

(
FV (f1 ⋆ f2)

)
(q, ξ) = b(η−1(η(q) − ξ)−1, q)

∫

Q
b(q−1

0 , q) b(q−1
0 , q0) b(η−1(η(q) − ξ)−1, q0)

(FV f1)(q, η(q) − η(q0)) (FV f2)(q0, η(q0)− η(q) + ξ)
dq0
|q0|

,

which we get from (A.2) by letting q1 = e, v1 = 0, q2 = q, ξ2 = ξ and omitting the factor

∆(q0)
1/2 there, as we are now computing Op(f1)Op(f2) instead of Op(f1)D

−1/2 Op(f2).
For z ∈ C, define a linear operator Tz on FL0(G) by

(Tzf)(q, v) =

∫

V̂
ei〈ξ,v〉 (FV f)(q, ξ)

∆(q)z

∆(η−1(η(q) − ξ))z
dξ.

The role of this operator is expressed in the identity

∆z(f1 ⋆ (∆
−zf2)) = (Tzf1) ⋆ f2 for all f1, f2 ∈ FL0(G). (B.2)

Proposition B.1. For every f ∈ A(G) ∩ FL0(G), the isomorphism (B.1) maps πΩ(f) into

Op(T−1/2f).

Proof. Similarly to [6, Theorem 3.18], this follows from identities (B.2) and [6, (3.20)]. �
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This proposition allows us to compare the GNS-maps for the canonical weights on B(L2(Q))

and W ∗(Ĝ; Ω). Recall that on B(L2(Q)) we consider the weight Tr(D1/2 · D1/2), with the

corresponding GNS-map T 7→ TD1/2 ∈ HS(L2(Q)). On the other hand, we have a weight ϕ̃ on

W ∗(Ĝ; Ω) defined by

ϕ̃(T )1 =

∫

G
(Ad ρ(g))(T ) dg for T ∈W ∗(Ĝ; Ω)+.

The canonical GNS-map Λ̃: Nϕ̃ → L2(G) for this weight is determined by

Λ̃(πΩ(f)) = f̌ for f ∈ A(G) such that f̌ ∈ L2(G), (B.3)

where f̌(g) := f(g−1). One can now easily check, cf. [6, Proposition 3.24], that these two
GNS-maps transfer to each other by the unitary Op ◦J , namely,

Op(J f̌) = Op(∆−1/2f) = Op(T−1/2f)D
1/2

for all f ∈ FL0(G). Since the modular conjugation for the weight Tr(D1/2 · D1/2) is simply
the map T 7→ T ∗ on HS(L2(Q)), we then get the following result that generalizes [6, Proposi-
tion 3.24].

Corollary B.2. The modular conjugation J̃ : L2(G) → L2(G) for the canonical weight ϕ̃ on

W ∗(Ĝ; Ω) and the GNS-map (B.3) is given by J̃ = JUJ J , where Jf := f̄ and U is the unitary

on L2(G) such that Op(f)∗ = Op(UJf) for f ∈ L2(G).

Lemma B.3. The unitary U is given by

(FV Uf)(q, ξ) = b(η−1(−q−1♭ξ), η−1(−q−1♭ξ)−1)

ψ(η−1(ξ)−1, η−1(η(q) − ξ), η−1(−q−1♭ξ)−1) (FV f)
(
η−1(η(q)− ξ), ξ

)
.

Proof. Denote by Op0 the map defined in the same way as Op, but where we replace all b-factors
by 1. In other words, if we define a unitary V on L2(G) by the identity

(FV Vf)(q, ξ) = b(q−1, q) b(η−1(η(q) − ξ)−1, q) (FV f)(q, ξ),

then Op(f) = Op0(Vf). Let U0 be the unitary operator defined by Op0(f)
∗ = Op0(U0Jf).

Then U = V∗U0JVJ .
A direct computation gives

(FV U0f)(q, ξ) = (FV f)(η
−1(η(q) − ξ), ξ),

cf. [6, Lemma 3.23]. Using that (FV Jf)(q, ξ) = FV f(q,−ξ) we then get

(FV Uf)(q, ξ) = b(q−1, q) b(η−1(η(q) − ξ)−1, q) b(η−1(η(q) − ξ)−1, η−1(η(q) − ξ))

b(q−1, η−1(η(q) − ξ)) (FV f)(η
−1(η(q)− ξ), ξ).

The final formula for FV U follows from the following simplification of the b-factors: by
identity (A.4), we have

b
(
q−1, η−1(η(q)− ξ)

)

b(q−1, q)

b
(
η−1(η(q) − ξ)−1, q

)

b(η−1(η(q) − ξ)−1, η−1(η(q)− ξ))

=
ψ(q−1, q, η−1(−q−1♭ξ))

b(q, η−1(−q−1♭ξ))

ψ(η−1(η(q)− ξ)−1, η−1(η(q)− ξ), η−1(−q−1♭ξ)−1)

b(η−1(η(q)− ξ), η−1(−q−1♭ξ)−1)
.

Using the coboundary relation ψ = ∂b at (q, η−1(−q−1♭ξ), η−1(−q−1♭ξ)−1), the last expression
becomes

ψ(q−1, q, η−1(−q−1♭ξ))ψ(η−1(η(q)− ξ)−1, η−1(η(q)− ξ), η−1(−q−1♭ξ)−1)

ψ(q, η−1(−q−1♭ξ), η−1(−q−1♭ξ)−1) b(η−1(−q−1♭ξ), η−1(−q−1♭ξ)−1)
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= ei〈η(q),β(q,η
−1(−q−1♭ξ))+β(η−1(η(q)−ξ),η−1(−q−1♭ξ)−1)−qβ(η−1(−q−1♭ξ),η−1(−q−1♭ξ)−1)〉

e−i〈ξ,β(η−1(η(q)−ξ),η−1(−q−1♭ξ)−1)〉 b(η−1(−q−1♭ξ), η−1(−q−1♭ξ)−1)

= ψ(η−1(ξ)−1, η−1(η(q)− ξ), η−1(−q−1♭ξ)−1) b(η−1(−q−1♭ξ), η−1(−q−1♭ξ)−1),

where the last equality follows from the cocycle identity for β applied to the triple

(q, η−1(−q−1♭ξ), η−1(−q−1♭ξ)−1).

�

Proof of Theorem 3.3. By [7, Proposition 5.4] and Corollary B.2, we have the formula

ŴΩ = (JUJ J ⊗ Ĵ)Ω Ŵ ∗ (J ⊗ Ĵ)Ω∗,

where (Ĵf)(g) := ∆(g)−1/2f(g−1). The explicit expression for (FV ⊗FV )ŴΩ(F
∗
V ⊗F∗

V ) follows
then by a generalization of the computations given in the proof of [6, Theorem 3.26], one
essentially just has to keep track of the three extra phase factors coming from U , Ω and Ω∗.

In detail, Theorem 3.1 implies that for f ∈ L2(Q× V̂ ×Q× V̂ , |q|−1dq × dξ × |q|−1dq × dξ)
we have

(
(FV ⊗FV )Ω(F

∗
V ⊗F∗

V )f
)
(q1, ξ1; q2, ξ2) = |η−1(ξ1)|

−1 b(η−1(ξ2)−1, η−1(ξ1)−1)

ψ(η−1(ξ2)−1, η−1(ξ1)−1, η−1(ξ1)q2) f(q1, ξ1; η
−1(ξ1)q2, η

−1(ξ1)
♭ξ2),

hence also

(
(FV ⊗FV )Ω

∗(F∗
V ⊗F∗

V )f
)
(q1, ξ1; q2, ξ2) = |η−1(ξ1)| b(η

−1(ξ1 + ξ2)
−1η−1(ξ1), η

−1(ξ1)
−1)

ψ(η−1(ξ1 + ξ2)
−1η−1(ξ1), η

−1(ξ1)
−1, q2) f

(
q1, ξ1; η

−1(ξ1)
−1q2, η

−1(ξ1)
−1♭ξ2

)
.

We also have

(
(FV ⊗FV )Ŵ

∗(F∗
V ⊗F∗

V )f
)
(q1, ξ1; q2, ξ2)

= |q2| e
−i〈ξ1,β(q2,q

−1

2
q1)〉 f

(
q−1
2 q1, q

−1
2

♭
ξ1; q2, ξ1 + ξ2

)

and, for f ∈ L2(Q× V̂ , |q|−1dq × dξ),

(FV JF∗
V f)(q, ξ) = |q|∆(q)−1/2 ei〈ξ,β(q,q

−1)〉 f
(
q−1,−q−1♭ξ

)
.

The last equality together with Lemma B.3 give us that

(FV JUJF∗
V f)(q, ξ)

= |q|∆(q)−1/2 ei〈ξ,β(q,q
−1)〉 (FV UJF∗

V f)(q
−1,−q−1♭ξ)

= |q|∆(q)−1/2 ei〈ξ,β(q,q
−1)+qβ(q−1η−1(ξ),η−1(ξ)−1)〉

b(η−1(ξ), η−1(ξ)−1) (FV JF∗
V f)(q

−1η−1(ξ),−q−1♭ξ)

= |η−1(ξ)|∆(η−1(ξ))−1/2 ei〈ξ,β(q,q
−1)+qβ(q−1η−1(ξ),η−1(ξ)−1)−qβ(q−1η−1(ξ),η−1(ξ)−1q)〉

b(η−1(ξ), η−1(ξ)−1) f(η−1(ξ)−1q, η−1(ξ)−1♭ξ)

= |η−1(ξ)|∆(η−1(ξ))−1/2 ei〈ξ,η
−1(ξ)β(η−1(ξ)−1,q)〉 b(η−1(ξ), η−1(ξ)−1) f(η−1(ξ)−1q, η−1(ξ)−1♭ξ),

where the last equality comes from the cocycle relation for β at (q−1η−1(ξ), η−1(ξ)−1, q). There-

fore we get, using the identity η−1(−η−1(ξ)−1♭ξ) = η−1(ξ)−1, that
20



(
(FV ⊗FV )ŴΩ(F

∗
V ⊗F∗

V )f
)
(q1, ξ1; q2, ξ2)

=
(
(FV ⊗FV )(J UJ J ⊗ Ĵ)Ω Ŵ ∗ (J ⊗ Ĵ)Ω∗(F∗

V ⊗F∗
V )f

)
(q1, ξ1; q2, ξ2)

= |η−1(ξ1)|∆(η−1(ξ1))
−1/2 ei〈ξ1,η

−1(ξ1)β(η−1(ξ1)−1,q1)〉 b(η−1(ξ1), η−1(ξ1)−1)
(
(FV ⊗FV )(J ⊗ Ĵ)Ω Ŵ ∗ (J ⊗ Ĵ)Ω∗(F∗

V ⊗F∗
V )f

)
(η−1(ξ1)

−1q1, η
−1(ξ1)

−1♭ξ1; q2, ξ2)

= |η−1(ξ1)|∆(η−1(ξ1))
−1/2 |q2|∆(q2)

−1/2 ei〈ξ1,η
−1(ξ1)β(η−1(ξ1)−1,q1)〉 ei〈ξ2,β(q2,q

−1

2
)〉

b(η−1(ξ1), η−1(ξ1)−1)

(
(FV ⊗FV )Ω Ŵ ∗ (J ⊗ Ĵ)Ω∗(F∗

V ⊗F∗
V )f

)
(η−1(ξ1)−1q1,−η−1(ξ1)−1♭ξ1; q

−1
2 , q−1

2
♭
ξ2)

= |η−1(ξ1)|
2 ∆(η−1(ξ1))

−1/2 |q2|∆(q2)
−1/2

ei〈ξ1,η
−1(ξ1)β(η−1(ξ1)−1,q1)〉 ei〈ξ2,β(q2,q

−1

2
)+q2β(η−1(ξ1),η−1(ξ1)−1q−1

2
)〉

b(η−1(ξ1), η−1(ξ1)−1) b(η−1(q−1
2

♭
ξ2)

−1, η−1(ξ1))
(
(FV ⊗FV )Ŵ ∗ (J ⊗ Ĵ)Ω∗(F∗

V ⊗F∗
V )f

)

(
η−1(ξ1)−1q1,−η−1(ξ1)−1♭ξ1; η−1(ξ1)−1q−1

2 , η−1(ξ1)−1♭q−1
2

♭
ξ2
)

= |η−1(ξ1)|∆(η−1(ξ1))
−1/2 ∆(q2)

−1/2

ei〈ξ1,η
−1(ξ1)(β(η−1(ξ1)−1,q1)−β(η−1(ξ1)−1q−1

2
,q2q1))〉 ei〈ξ2,β(q2,q

−1

2
)+q2β(η−1(ξ1),η−1(ξ1)−1q−1

2
)〉

b(η−1(ξ1), η−1(ξ1)−1) b(η−1(q−1
2

♭
ξ2)

−1, η−1(ξ1))
(
(FV ⊗FV )(J ⊗ Ĵ)Ω∗(F∗

V ⊗F∗
V )f

)

(
q2q1,−q♭2ξ1; η

−1(ξ1)−1q−1
2 , η−1(ξ1)−1♭(q−1

2
♭
ξ2 − ξ1)

)

= |q2|
−1 ei〈ξ1,η

−1(ξ1)(β(η−1(ξ1)−1,q1)−β(η−1(ξ1)−1q−1

2
,q2q1)+β(η−1(ξ1)−1q−1

2
,q2η−1(ξ1)))〉

ei〈ξ2,β(q2,q
−1

2
)+q2β(η−1(ξ1),η−1(ξ1)−1q−1

2
)−β(q2η−1(ξ1),η−1(ξ1)−1q−1

2
)〉

b(η−1(ξ1), η−1(ξ1)−1) b(η−1(q−1
2

♭
ξ2)

−1, η−1(ξ1))
(
(FV ⊗FV )Ω

∗(F∗
V ⊗F∗

V )f
)(
q2q1, q

♭
2ξ1; q2η

−1(ξ1), ξ2 − q♭2ξ1
)

= |η−1(ξ1 + η(q−1
2 ))|

ei〈ξ1,η
−1(ξ1)(β(η−1(ξ1)−1,q1)−β(η−1(ξ1)−1q−1

2
,q2q1)+β(η−1(ξ1)−1q−1

2
,q2η−1(ξ1)))〉

e−i〈ξ1,q
−1

2
η−1(q♭

2
ξ1)β(η−1(q♭

2
ξ1)−1,q2η−1(ξ1)〉

ei〈ξ2,β(q2,q
−1

2
)+q2β(η−1(ξ1),η−1(ξ1)−1q−1

2
)−β(q2η−1(ξ1),η−1(ξ1)−1q−1

2
)〉

ei〈ξ2,η
−1(q♭

2
ξ1)β(η−1(q♭

2
ξ1)−1,q2η−1(ξ1)〉

b(η−1(ξ1), η−1(ξ1)−1) b(η−1(q−1
2

♭
ξ2)

−1, η−1(ξ1)) b(η
−1(ξ2)

−1η−1(q♭2ξ1), η
−1(q♭2ξ1)

−1)

f
(
q2q1, q

♭
2ξ1; η

−1(ξ1 + η(q−1
2 ))−1η−1(ξ1), η

−1(q♭2ξ1)
−1♭(ξ2 − q♭2ξ1)

)
.

The coboundary relation ψ = ∂b at (q′, q, q−1) and (q−1, q, q−1) gives:

b(q′q, q−1)

b(q, q−1)
= ψ(q′, q, q−1) b(q′, q) and b(q, q−1) = ψ(q−1, q, q−1) b(q−1, q).
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Therefore, for the b-factors in the expression above we have

b(η−1(q−1
2

♭
ξ2)−1η−1(ξ1), η−1(ξ1)−1) b(η−1(ξ2)

−1η−1(q♭2ξ1), η
−1(q♭2ξ1)

−1)

ψ(η−1(q−1
2

♭
ξ2)−1η−1(ξ1), η−1(ξ1)−1, η−1(ξ1))ψ(η

−1(ξ1)
−1, η−1(ξ1), η

−1(ξ1)
−1)

= b(η−1(q−1
2

♭
ξ2)−1η−1(ξ1), η−1(ξ1)−1) b(η−1(ξ2)

−1η−1(q♭2ξ1), η
−1(q♭2ξ1)

−1)

e−i〈ξ2,q2β(η−1(ξ1),η−1(ξ1)−1)〉.

Hence we get:
(
(FV ⊗FV )ŴΩ(F

∗
V ⊗F∗

V )f
)
(q1, ξ1; q2, ξ2)

= |η−1(ξ1 + η(q−1
2 ))|

ei〈ξ1,η
−1(ξ1)(β(η−1(ξ1)−1,q1)−β(η−1(ξ1)−1q−1

2
,q2q1)+β(η−1(ξ1)−1q−1

2
,q2η−1(ξ1)))〉

e−i〈ξ1,q
−1

2
η−1(q♭

2
ξ1)β(η−1(q♭

2
ξ1)−1,q2η−1(ξ1))〉

ei〈ξ2,β(q2,q
−1

2
)+q2β(η−1(ξ1),η−1(ξ1)−1q−1

2
)−β(q2η−1(ξ1),η−1(ξ1)−1q−1

2
)−q2β(η−1(ξ1),η−1(ξ1)−1)〉

ei〈ξ2,η
−1(q♭

2
ξ1)β(η−1(q♭

2
ξ1)−1,q2η−1(ξ1))〉

b(η−1(q−1
2

♭
ξ2)−1η−1(ξ1), η−1(ξ1)−1) b(η−1(ξ2)

−1η−1(q♭2ξ1), η
−1(q♭2ξ1)

−1)

f
(
q2q1, q

♭
2ξ1; η

−1(ξ1 + η−1(q−1
2 ))−1η−1(ξ1), η

−1(q♭2ξ1)
−1♭(ξ2 − q♭2ξ1)

)
. (B.4)

The cocycle identity for β at (q2, η
−1(ξ1), η

−1(ξ1)
−1q−1

2 ) gives

β(q2, q
−1
2 ) + q2β(η

−1(ξ1), η
−1(ξ1)

−1q−1
2 )− β(q2η

−1(ξ1), η
−1(ξ1)

−1q−1
2 ) = β(q2, η

−1(ξ1)).

The cocycle identity for β at (q2, η
−1(ξ1), η

−1(ξ1)
−1) gives

β(q2, η
−1(ξ1))− q2β(η

−1(ξ1), η
−1(ξ1)

−1) = −β(q2η
−1(ξ1), η

−1(ξ1)
−1).

Finally, the cocycle identity for β at (η−1(q♭2ξ1), η
−1(q♭2ξ1)

−1, q2η
−1(ξ1)) gives

η−1(q♭2ξ1)β(η
−1(q♭2ξ1)

−1, q2η
−1(ξ1))

= β(η−1(q♭2ξ1), η
−1(q♭2ξ1)

−1)− β(η−1(q♭2ξ1), η
−1(q♭2ξ1)

−1q2η
−1(ξ1)).

Hence the ei〈ξ2,··· 〉-factors in (B.4) become

ei〈ξ2,−β(q2η−1(ξ1),η−1(ξ1)−1)+β(η−1(q♭
2
ξ1),η−1(q♭

2
ξ1)−1)−β(η−1(q♭

2
ξ1),η−1(q♭

2
ξ1)−1q2η−1(ξ1))〉. (B.5)

The cocycle identity for β at (η−1(ξ1)
−1q−1

2 , q2η
−1(ξ1), η

−1(ξ1)
−1q1) gives

− β(η−1(ξ1)
−1q−1

2 , q2q1) + β(η−1(ξ1)
−1q−1

2 , q2η
−1(ξ1))

= η−1(ξ1)
−1q−1

2 β(q2η
−1(ξ1), η

−1(ξ1)
−1q1),

and thus the ei〈ξ1,··· 〉-factors become

ei〈ξ1,η
−1(ξ1)β(η−1(ξ1)−1,q1)+q−1

2
β(q2η−1(ξ1),η−1(ξ1)−1q1)−q−1

2
η−1(q♭

2
ξ1)β(η−1(q♭

2
ξ1)−1,q2η−1(ξ1))〉.

The cocycle identity for β at (q2η
−1(ξ1), η

−1(ξ1)
−1, q1) gives

q2η
−1(ξ1)β(η

−1(ξ1)
−1, q1) + β(q2η

−1(ξ1), η
−1(ξ1)

−1q1)

= β(q2, q1) + β(q2η
−1(ξ1), η

−1(ξ1)
−1),

and thus the ei〈ξ1,··· 〉-factors give

ei〈q
♭
2
ξ1,β(q2,q1)+β(q2η−1(ξ1),η−1(ξ1)−1)−β(η−1(q♭

2
ξ1),η−1(q♭

2
ξ1)−1)+β(η−1(q♭

2
ξ1),η−1(q♭

2
ξ1)−1q2η−1(ξ1))〉. (B.6)

Equality (B.4) together with the expressions (B.5) and (B.6) for the ei〈ξ2,··· 〉- and ei〈ξ1,··· 〉-
factors imply the result. �
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