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QUANTUM PROPERTIES OF F-COGRAPHS
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ABsTrACT. We initiate a systematic study of quantum properties of finite graphs, namely, quantum asym-
metry, quantum symmetry, and quantum isomorphism. We define the Schmidt alternative for a class of
graphs, which reveals to be a useful tool for studying quantum symmetries of graphs. After showing that
quantum isomorphic graphs have quantum isomorphic centers and connected components, we solve the
aforementioned problems for the classes of cographs and forests. We also compute their quantum automor-
phism groups for the first time. In doing so, we extend to the noncommutative setting a theorem of Jordan.
Using general results on F-cographs, we extend the precedent results to Gs-cographs and tree-cographs, two
distinct strictly proper superclasses of cographs and forests respectively. Finally, we show that quantum
isomorphic planar graphs are isomorphic.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Noncommutative combinatorics is the piece of land in the noncommutative world hosting combinatorics.
First manifestations of noncommutative combinatorics include using combinatorial techniques for operator
algebras: one can think of free probability theory for von Neumann algebras, or graph C*-algebras and the
Eliott program, or more recently the study of easy quantum groups through combinatorial categories. While
until recently this aspect was more developped, already at the birth of noncommutative geometry Alain
Connes noticed that combinatorial objects had noncommutative structure (see the noncommutative insight
on Penrose tilings in [7], Chapter 2, Section 3). In a recent work [16], Laura Man&inska and David Roberson
shed light on purely graph theoretical notions going back to a work of Laszl6 Lovasz in 1967 [14] by using the
theory of quantum groups. While interactions go both ways, noncommutative combinatorics can be seen not
only as two theories talking to each other but also as the unveiling of noncommutative structures hidden in
combinatorial objects or the exploration of the combinatorial organisation of noncommutative spaces: and
this is only the beginning.
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The present work settles in the field of quantum graph theory. We emphasize that by this we mean the
study of quantum properties of graphs, and not the study of the operator systems known as “noncommutative
graphs” or sometimes “quantum graphs.” We are confident in the use of the adjective “quantum” since the
properties of graphs studied are really the quantum analogue of the classical ones, in the physical sense
initially described by the Bell inequalities [3]. The study of quantum symmetries of combinatorial objects
can be traced back to the following question of Connes, who, according to Shuzhou Wang [22], asked at the
Les Houches Summer School of 1995:

what is the quantum automorphism group of a space?

Wang initiated an answer to this general question in 1998 [22]| by introducing the quantum permutation
group S;t and showing it is suited for being the quantum automorphism group of a set of n points (here
n € N). Following this definition, Julien Bichon introduced in 2003 [4] a first definition for the quantum
automorphism group of a graph. It is worth noting that his definition is slightly different from the modern
one we use here (coming from the work of Teodor Banica [2]). Given a (finite simple) graph G, one obtains
a compact matrix quantum pseudogroup Qu(G), which is a quantum subgroup of S;", where n > 1 is the
number of vertices of G.

During two decades, studies of quantum automorphism groups of finite graphs have been on the sideroad
of the study of quantum groups and not much is known about them. The main line of results has been
to look at specific graphs, often very regular (mostly Cayley graphs) and compute their quantum automor-
phism group. The field gained recent attraction thanks to results of Lupini, Mancinska, and Roberson, who
in [15] incorporated notions from algebraic graph theory and from quantum information theory to unify
some notions from across the literature, in particular, the notion of quantum isomorphism. Following this,
the breakthrough work of Mancinska and Roberson [16] answers deep and purely combinatorial questions
using heavily the quantum group machinery, and provides an operator-algebra free description of quantum
isomorphism: they obtain that two graphs G and H are quantum isomorphic if and only if they have the
same number of morphisms from every planar graph.

In the present work, we aim at initiating a systematic study of quantum properties of graphs. This goes
along with the following ideas:

(1) rather than confining the study to very regular graphs, we want to consider arbitrary graphs, and
use graph-theoretical results to decompose them (see Theorem 4.1 or Theorem 5.9 for instance, as
well as the inductive decomposition of rooted trees presented in Section 6),

(2) rather than directly trying to compute the quantum automorphism group of a graph, we are inves-
tigating more general properties, such as quantum asymmetry, quantum symmetry, and quantum
isomorphism,

(3) finally, following an approach common in structural graph theory, rather than focusing on particular
graphs, we shift the focus to study the properties of graph classes.

Regarding the second point, these properties are directly related to the underlying C*-algebras of the
quantum groups, about which still very little is known. Not only does understanding the C*-algebra seems
a necessary first step into understanding the quantum group structure of the quantum automorphism group
of a graph, it already allows us to compute the quantum automorphism groups in some cases.

We systematise the study of quantum asymmetry, quantum symmetry, and quantum isomorphism for
graph classes by introducing the following properties for a class of graphs F (the technical terms will be
defined later, see Section 2):

(QA) (quantum asymmetry) for G € F, Aut(G) is trivial if and only if Qu(G) is trivial,

(QI) (quantum isomorphism) for G, H € F, we have that G is quantum isomorphic to H if and only if G
is isomorphic to H,

(SA) (Schmidt alternative!) for G € F, the graph G has quantum symmetry if and only if it satisfies the
Schmidt criterion.

We introduce the Schmidt alternative as it appears to be a useful tool to solve the quantum symmetry
problem for graph classes. We call a class satisfying all three axioms (QA), (QI), and (SA) a tractable
class. We prove that the classes of cographs and forests are tractable, as well as the class of F-cographs for

IThe name is inspired by the Tits alternative in group theory.
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every tractable class F. This allows us to obtain the quantum automorphism groups of the graphs in the class.

In Section 2, we recall elementary notions of graph theory and quantum group theory, and gather general
results that will be useful in the rest of the article. In particular, we give a short new proof that connectedness
is preserved under quantum isomorphism, and we generalise the criterion of Schmidt for quantum symmetry.
In Section 3, we prove structural results about quantum isomorphism. We show that quantum isomorphic
graphs have quantum isomorphic centers (as a consequence of a more general result, see Theorem 3.4),
and show that quantum isomorphic graphs have quantum isomorphic connected components. In Section 4,
we compute our first example by studying the class of cographs. In Section 5, we obtain general results
regarding the axioms (QA), (SA), (QI), and a strengthening of the latter called superrigitiy, which allow us
to study generally the class of F-cographs when F is a class of graphs with certain stability properties. This
also allows us to compute the quantum automorphism groups of F-cographs as a function of the quantum
automorphism groups of the graphs in F. As an example, we show that the class of Gs-cographs is tractable
and superrigid and we compute the quantum automorphism groups of its graphs. In Section 6, we study
the quantum properties of forests. We show that they form a tractable and superrigid class of graphs and
obtain for the first time their quantum automorphism groups; they are exactly the quantum groups obtained
from the trivial one by taking free products and wreath products with a quantum permutation group. This
generalises to the noncommutative setting a theorem of Jordan [13]. These results immediately extend to
tree-cographs thanks to the results of Section 5. In Appendix A, we give a modern exposition of results of
Lovasz [14] and adapt them to the notion of F-isomorphism introduced by Mancinska and Roberson in [16].
This allows us to prove that quantum isomorphic planar graphs are isomorphic.

We emphasize that the computational results shall not be seen as the aim of the article but rather as the
illustration of our techniques and general approach. Indeed, the door is now open to follow a similar approach
for many classes of graphs, in order to obtain a more systematic understanding of quantum properties of
graphs.

Most of the results of the present article (including the results for cographs, forests, and the computation
of their quantum automorphism groups) were obtained by the author as part of his studies for the diploma
of ENS Lyon, France, in the summer of 2022 (see a related presentation [17]). While we were completing
the writing of this article, we learned that the results concerning the quantum automorphism groups of trees
were recently obtained independently by De Bruyn, Kar, Roberson, Schmidt, and Zeman in the preprint [9].

2. PRELIMINARIES

We recall the theoretical background needed for the article, and introduce the terminology and the no-
tations that will be used in the rest of the article. In subsection 2.1, we recall basics of graph theory. In
subsection 2.2, we recall the definition of the quantum automorphism group of a graph. In subsection 2.3, we
introduce the Schmidt alternative, and generalise a result by Schmidt (see Theorem 2.12). In subsection 2.4,
we recall the notion of quantum isomorphism, and prove folklore results. We point out that while these re-
sults and their proofs seem well-known, there does not always seem to be an explicit proof in the literature,
so this might be the first time they are written down (we think of Lemma 2.14 in particular). Finally, in
subsection 2.5, we gather useful rigidity results about magic unitaries, and prove a new result (Lemma 2.20).

2.1. Succinct reminder of graph theory. For the standard definitions and notations of graph theory
that we do not introduce here, we refer the reader to [6].

A graph is a pair G = (V(G), E(G)) where V(G) is a finite set and E(G) C P(V(G)) is such that for any
e € E(G) we have #e = 2. The elements of V(G) are called the vertices of G and the elements of E(G) are
called the edges of GG. This definition is sometimes referred to in the literature as the one of finite simple
graphs, but since all of our graphs will be finite and simple, we will simply say graph.

A graph morphism f: G — H is a function f: V(G) — V(H) such that if zy € E(G) then f(z)f(y) €
E(H). Tt is easy to check that graphs and graph morphisms satisfy the axioms of a category (with usual
composition and identities). Two graphs G and H are isomorphic if they are in this category, that is, if there
exist two graph morphisms f: G — H and g: H — G such that fg =1y and gf = 1¢.

Remark 2.1. Since we work up to isomorphism, it is common practice to identify isomorphic graphs. In
particular, every graph is isomorphic to a graph whose vertex set is of the form {1,...,n}, So by a graph we
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will often mean the isomorphism class of graphs with vertex set {1,...,n}. This also allows us to talk about
the set of all graphs.

Let G be a graph. If {z,y} € E(G), we say that x and y are neighbors and denote it by x ~¢ y, or simply
x ~ y when the graph is clear from the context. For x € V(G), the set of all its neighbors is called the
neighborhood of x and is denoted by Ng (), or simply N(z). The degree of x is the number of its neighbors,
we denote it by degg(x) or deg(z).

If H is a graph such that V(H) C V(G) and E(H) C E(G), then H is called a subgraph of G. If moreover
we have that E(H) = E(G)NP(V(H)), then H is called an induced subgraph of G. Given X C V(G), there
is exactly one induced subgraph of G with vertex set X, we denote it by G[X].

A class of graphs is a subset of the set of all graphs (see Remark 2.1). It is said to be hereditary if it is
closed under taking induced subgraphs.

A set S C V(G) is called a stable set if the induced subgraph G[S] has no edges. A graph G is a bipartite
graph if its vertex set can be partitionned into two stable sets.

A matching in a graph G is a subset R C E(G) such that its elements are two-by-two disjoint. Given
X C V(G), a matching R is said to be saturating X if X C |JR.

Theorem 2.1 (Hall’s marriage theorem). Let G = (AU B, E) be a bipartite graph. Then G admits a
matching saturating A if and only if it satisfies the following condition:

(H) for every subset S C A, we have |S| < |N(S)]
where N(S) = U,cg N(2).

Let G be a graph on n vertices. We define the following matrix, known as the adjacency matriz of G, as
the characteristic function of E(G): that is, writing Adj(G) = A, we have A = (auy)z,yev (@), With azy =1
if zy € E(G) and 0 otherwise. Notice that the adjacency matrix of a graph is a self-adjoint matrix.

Given an integer k > 1, a walk of length k in G is a sequence z1, ...,z € V(G) of vertices in G such that
x; ~g xiqr forall 1 <4 < k—1. A path is an injective walk. Given z and y € V(G), we denote by dg(x,y),
or sometimes d(z,y), the minimum of the length of a walk in G from z to y. Notice this quantity can be
infinite when x and y are not in the same connected components of G. It is easy to see that dg(-,-) defines
a metric on V(G), sometimes referred to as the graph metric on G.

The following results are elementary graph theory results and we recall them without proof.

Lemma 2.2. Let k > 1 and fix x, y € V(G). Then [Adj(G)*].y is the number of walks of length k from x
to y. In particular, [Adj(G)?)ze = deg(z).

The complement of a graph G is the graph G¢ with V(G¢) = V(@) and such that for every z, y € V(G)
with « # y, we have zy € E(G°) if and only if xy ¢ E(G). It is easy to see that Adj(G°) = J,, — Adj(G) — I,
where J,, is the matrix with all coefficients equal to 1.

Lemma 2.3. If G is disconnected, then G¢ has diameter at most 2. In particular, G¢ is connected.

We will often use the Kronecker symbol §,, which is equal to 1 when z = y and 0 otherwise, and in
different contexts.

For n > 1, we denote by S,, the permutation group on n elements. For o € S,,, we denote by P, the
permutation matrix associated to it, which we recall is defined by [Py]i; = d; o(;)-

Lemma 2.4. Let G and H be two graphs with vertex set {1,...,n} and let o € S,,. Then P,—1+ Adj(H)P, =
Adj(G) if and only if o induces an isomorphism between G and H.

Corollary 2.5. Let G be a graph with V(G) ={1,...,n} and let 0 € S,,. Then P, and Adj(G) commute if
and only if o induces an automorphism of G.

For a graph G, the set of automorphisms of G naturally forms a group, the automorphism group of G,
denoted by Aut(G). For f € Aut(G), the support of f, denoted by Supp(f), is defined by

Supp(f) = {z € V(G) | f(z) # «}-

G is said to satisfy Schmidt’s criterion if it has two nontrivial automorphisms with disjoint support. This
definition is due to Schmidt [21].
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2.2. The quantum automorphism group of a graph. Since we will only work with compact matrix
quantum groups which are subgroups of the permutation quantum groups, we follow the practice of Fres-
lon [10] and define them directly. We refer the reader to [10] for a general reference on the theory of compact
matrix quantum groups.

Recall that given an integer n > 0, we have the involutive ring of x-polynomials on n variables
Clx1, ..., Tp,x}, ..., 2], whose elements are called *-polynomials.

Fix n € N and let z = (2;5)1<;,j<n be n? variables. Consider the following sets of *-polynomials:

(1) Po=A{aj; =2y [1<i,j <n}U{zd —xy |1 <45 <n},

2) Pr={ 12y -1 1<i<npU{3i 2y —1[1<j<n},

(3) PQ = {ifwifzk - (Si(El] | 1 S i7j, k é n} @] {xijxkj - 5,@3:1] | 1 S 7;7j, k S TL}
Let Ps = PoUP; UP,. We define the x-algebra A,(n) to be the universal x-algebra generated by n? variables
with relations given by Ps.

Remark 2.2. The relations P, define a universal C*-algebra in which As(n) embeds itself. In a C*-algebra,
relations Py would be redundant, but they might not be for a x-algebra. At the time of the writing, we do not
know of a counter-example, while thinking it should exist.

The following theorem is due to Wang [22]. The present approach is a reformulation of Wang’s definition
of S;t.

Theorem 2.6. There is a *-morphism A: Ag(n) — As(n) @ Ag(n) such that A(z;j) = > F_| Tik @ Tk

Remark 2.3. To prove Theorem 2.6, by universality, it is enough to show that if p = (pij)1<i j<n satisfies
relations Ps, then so does (ZZ:1 Dik @ Prj)i<ij<n. Lhe latter is true and easy to check, we will use it freely.

In this article, we will only work with quantum groups which are quantum subgroups of S, for some
n > 1. We refer to them as quantum permutation groups. They are compact quantum groups, and even
quantum compact matrix pseudogroups. However, there is a difficulty in the literature regarding the general
definition of a compact quantum group: it involves a tensor product of C*-algebras. This can bring unnec-
essary analytical complications when one is dealing with algebraic notions, which in the case of quantum
permutation groups case can be avoided by working at the level of x-algebras and sticking to the algebraic
tensor product of x-algebras.

Hence, following Freslon [10], for n € N, we call a pair (A, p), where A is a unital *-algebra generated by
P = (Pij)i<ij<n, & quantum permutation group of size n if:

(1) the relations Ps are satisfied,

(2) there is a *-morphism A: A — A® A satisfying A(p;j) = > p_; Pik @ Dkj-
Notice that, when it exists, the morphism A is unique, since the image of the generators of the x-algebra
A is given. The morphism A is called the comultiplication in A. If T = (A, p) is a quantum permutation
group of size n, we call A its algebra of coefficients and denote it by O(T'). Because it is generated by
projections (hence of bounded norm in a representation), it admits a universal C*-enveloppe that we will
denote by C(T).

We will also use the same notation C(G) when G is a classical group to refer to the Gelfand dual of G, that
is, the set of continuous functions from G to C. This is a compact quantum group with abelian C*-algebra.
When G is finite, it fits into our context in the following way: let n = #G and label the elements of G by
g1s--,gn- For 1 <, j < n, define f;;: G — C by fi;(g) = 0,49, Now let A be the x-subalgebra of C(G)
spanned by the f;;. It is easily observed that (A, f), where f = (f;;), satisfies the axioms of a quantum
permutation group. Moreover, the comultiplication is the dual of the usual multiplication in the group. Thus
we also denote A by O(G) in that case.

The result of Wang can then be restated as the fact that the pair (Ag(n),p) is a quantum permutation
group (of size n). Following the usual convention, we will denote it by S,

Let n and m € N and consider A = (A4, (2;;)1<i,j<n) and B = (B, (yr1)1<k,i<m) tWo quantum permutation
groups, of size n and m respectively. Denote by A4 (resp. Ap) the comultiplication in A (resp. in B).
A morphism of quantum groups from A to B is a x-morphism f: A — B such that the following diagram
commutes:



Quantum permutation groups (of arbitrary sizes) and morphisms of quantum groups satisfy the axioms of
a category, allowing one to talk about isomorphism of quantum groups. The following lemma allows us to
easily build quantum permutation groups.

Lemma 2.7. Let n € N and let R be a set of *-polynomials in n® variables x = (%‘j)lgi,jgw Let A be

the universal x-algebra generated by x and the relations Ps U R. For 1 < 1,5 < n, define y;; € AR A
by Yij = Y opey Tik @ Tij, and let y = (yij)i<ij<n- If P(y) = 0 for all P € R, then (A,x) is a quantum
permutation group.

Proof. The only thing we need to check is the existence of the comultiplication. By universality of A, it is
enough to check that y satisfy the relations Ps U R in A ® A. It follows from remark 2.3 that y satisfies the
relations Py, and by assumption, y satisfies the relations R. This implies the result. |

Lemma 2.7 gives a surjective quantum group morphism from S;' to (4, x). In the noncommutative setting,
this motivates us to call (A, z) a quantum subgroup of S;'. In fact, all quantum permutation groups of size
n are quantum subgroups of S;F.

Example 2.1. Let R be the relations given by the commutators of all pairs of variables. Then one obtains for
A the algebra C(S,,) of continuous complex: functions on the permutation group S, with pointwise multiplica-
tion. As mentioned before about finite groups, the generators can be identified by considering x;j: o = Og(;),j-
The comultiplication is the Gelfand dual of the multiplication in S,. Finally, let us mention that O(S;") is
commutative for n > 3 and noncommutative and infinite-dimensional for n > 4.

Bichon [4] defines the quantum automorphism group of a graph on n vertices as a certain quantum
subgroup of S;. Actually, his definition is slightly different from the modern one that we give here, and
which seems to come from work of Banica (see for instance [2]). Theorem 2.8 is a rewriting of these now
standard notions with our terminology.

Let G be a graph with vertex set V(G) = {1,...,n} for some integer n > 1. Given two matrices u and
v, we denote their commutator by [u,v] = uv — vu. We define a set Rg of *-polynomials on n? variables by
R = {[Adj(G),-]}. This makes sense since the function z — [Adj(G), ] is a *-polynomial in n? variables.

Theorem 2.8. Let A be the universal unital x-algebra generated by a family p of n? variables satisfying
relations Ps U Rg. Then (A,p) is a quantum permutation group.

Proof. Let q;j =Y 1_, pik @pr; € A® A and let ¢ = (¢;j)1<i,j<n- By lemma 2.7, we only need to check that
[Adj(G),q] = 0. By a slight abuse, we work with matrices directly indexed by V(G)?. For z, y € V(G), we
have that the coefficient zy of Adj(G)q is:

[Ad.](G)Q]zy: Z Qz2qzy
zeV(G)

= Z Z AgzPzt @ Pty

2€V(G) teV(G)

= Z Z Qzz2Pzt ®pty

teV(G) \zeV(G)

= Z Z Pazzt | ® pry since Adj(G) and p commute
teV(G) \zeV(G)

= Z Daz ® Z Azt Pty
z€V(G) teV(G)
6



= > pe=®| D paay | idem
)

2V (G) teV (G

= Z qaxt aty

teV(G)
= [¢Adj(G)]ay,
which concludes the proof. O

Remark 2.4. Theorem 2.8 and Example 2.1 show that the abelianisation (B,q) of (A,p) is a quotient of
C(Sy): it is the quotient of C(Sy,) by the relations Rg. Writing it down, we see that the relations Rg imply
that the generators of (B, q) are given by the permutation matrices which commute with Adj(G), that is, by
the classical automorphisms of G by Corollary 2.5. This shows that (B, q) corresponds to the dual of Aut(G)
— that is, B = C(Aut(G)), and the comultiplication in B corresponds to the dual of the group multiplication
in Aut(G).

2.3. Quantum symmetry and the Schmidt alternative. Remark 2.4 has the following important con-
sequence: C(Qu(G)) = C(Aut(@)) if and only if C(Qu(G)) is abelian.

When it is not, one can argue that the quantum automorphism group of G contains strictly more than
the classical symmetries of GG, in which case we say that G has quantum symmetry. Notice how this is a
property of the underlying x-algebra of Qu(G).

We point out something that can lead to confusion: following standard terminology, by a quantum asym-
metric graph, we mean a graph with trivial quantum automorphism group, not a graph which does not have
quantum symmetry. This will be always clear from context (and we point out that a quantum asymmetric
graph indeed does not have quantum symmetry).

Let X be a unital C*-algebra and let n € N. A magic unitary with coefficients in X is a matrix U € M,,(X)
satisfying relations P,. Let us show that in this case relations P, are redundant.

Lemma 2.9. Let U € M, (X). The matriz U is a magic unitary if and only if it satisfies relations Py U Py,
that is, its coefficients are self-adjoint projections summing to 1 on rows and columns.

Proof. The only thing to prove is that if U satisfies Py U Py, then it satisfies Po. Let 1 < ¢,3,] < n with

1 # j. It comes:
n n
Wij = Uiy E Wik | Wij = g Wi Uik Wi -
k=1 k=1

Since all coeflicients are projections, we obtain that 0 = Zk# Ui juspu;. Now, since we are working in a
C’*—algcbra, we have 0 < Ui j Uil Ugj < Zk;éj Ui j Uik Uij = 0, S0 Ui Ui U5 = 0. So we have (uijuil)(uijuil)* = O,
which implies that u;;u; = 0, as desired.

Finally, noticing that the transpose of U also satisfies relations Py U Py, we can apply what precedes to
show that w;;u;; = 0 for 1 <4, 4,0 < n with j # [. This concludes the proof. |

Remark 2.5. Notice that a magic unitary is a unitary in M, (X).

Let G be a graph with vertex set {1,...,n}. We say that a magic unitary is adapted to G if it commutes
with the adjacency matrix of G.

Magic unitaries correspond to representations of Ag(n) in a C*-algebra. Magic unitaries adapted to G
correspond to representations of O(Qu(G)) in a C*-algebra. Since O(Qu(G)) is abelian if and only if its
enveloppe is, we can characterise quantum symmetry with magic unitaries.

Lemma 2.10. Let n € N and let G be a graph with V(G) ={1,...,n}. Then G has quantum symmetry if
and only if there exists a unital C*-algebra X and a magic unitary U € M,,(X) adapted to G with at least
two moncommuting coefficients.

Proof. Let (A,p) = Qu(G). If G does not have quantum symmetry, by definition, O(Qu(G)) is not abelian,
and so the coefficients of p do not commute. Since O(Qu(G)) embeds into its universal C*-enveloppe
C(Qu(G)), we have that p € M, (C(Qu(G))) is a magic unitary adapted to G with noncommuting coeffi-
cients, as desired.



Conversely, assume there exists X and U as in the statement. By universality of C(Qu(G)), there is
a «-morphism f: C(Qu(G)) — X such that f(p;;) = u;, for 1 < 4,5 < n. Since not all coefficients of
U commute, not all coefficients of p commute neither, so O(Qu(G)) is not abelian, and G has quantum
symmetry, as desired.

This concludes the proof. O

It is natural to ask whether there actually are graphs with quantum symmetry. The answer is positive.
Lemma 2.11. The complete graph on 4 vertices K4 has quantum symmetry.

Proof. Indeed, notice that the relations defining magic unitaries already imply commutation with Adj(Ky),
that is, every 4 x 4 magic unitary commutes with Adj(Ky). So by lemma 2.10 it is enough to exhibit a magic
unitary of dimension 4 with noncommuting coefficients. Let (p, ¢) be any pair of noncommuting projections,
1—-p 0 0
for instance, p = (é 8) and ¢ = % (} i) Now U = ! gp g 2 1 S q is a magic unitary
0 0 1—gq q
with coeflicients in M3(C) which are not all commuting.

The precedent lemma can be generalised as follows. Let G be a graph with V(G) = {1,...,n} and let
U be a magic unitary adapted to G with coefficients in a unital C*-algebra X. We define its support to be

Supp(U) = {z € V(G) | uga # 1}.

Theorem 2.12. Let G be a graph on n vertices for some n € N. Let X and Y be two unital C*-algebras,
and let U € Mp(X) and V€ M, (Y) be two magic unitaries adapted to G. Assume that:

o bothU # 1, andV # I,
e and Supp(U) N Supp(V) = @.

Then, there are two nontrivial C*-algebras X' and Y' such that their unital free product X' 1Y’ is a
quotient of C(Qu(@)). In particular, C(Qu(G)) is nonabelian and infinite-dimensional, and G has quantum
symmetry.

Proof. We need to bring ourselves back to the case where U and V have nonscalar coefficients. Assume all
coefficients of U are scalar. Then U = Py is a permutation matrix with f an automorphism of G. Since
U # 1, we have f # id, so f has a finite order d # 1. Notice that the function T: {1,...,d} — M,(C)
defined by T'(k) = Py« gives a well-defined magic unitary (with slight abuse of notation) T € M,,(C%) whose
coefficients are not all scalar (this is actually the unitary representation of Z/dZ given by f as in the classical
proof of Schmidt’s criterion). We claim it is adapted to G: indeed, this is equivalent to the fact that Py«
commutes with Adj(G) for all k, which is immediate. Now T is a magic unitary adapted to G with nonscalar
coefficients, and it clearly has the same support as U = P¢. This shows that up to changing U into T" and
X into C% we can assume that both U and V have nonscalar coefficients.

So from now on we assume that U and V have nonscalar coefficients. Up to replacing X and Y with the
C*-subalgebras generated by the coefficients of U and V respectively, we bring ourselves to the situation
where the coefficients of U generate X, the coefficients of V' generate Y, and X # C and Y # C.

Fix an ordering of V(G) with Supp(U) < Supp(V) < V(G)\ (Supp(U)USupp(V)). Notice this is possible
since Supp(U) N Supp(V') = @. With this ordering, U and V are block-diagonal with U = Diag(U;,1,1) and
V = Diag(1, V1, 1), where U; and V; are magic unitaries of the corresponding dimensions, and where 1 stands
for the identity matrices of the correct dimensions. Let Z = X %1 Y be the unital free product of X and Y,
which comes together with the inclusions ix: X — Z and iy : Y — Z. We write W, = ix (Uy), Wa =iy (V1)
and W3 = 1. Set W = Diag(W;, Wa,1): it is clearly a well-defined magic unitary with coefficients in Z.
Let us check it is adapted to G. Let us write the adjacency matrix of G in the corresponding block form
A= (Aij)lgi,jg?)- It comes:

ix(U1411) ix(U1Ai2) ix(U1Ais)
WA= |iy(Vida) iyv(V1Aa) iy(V1Azs)
Asy Aso Ass
8



ix(A11U1) Arz Az
Aoy iy (A22V1)  Ass | since U and V' commute with A
Az Aso Ass

= AW.

So W is a magic unitary adapted to G. By universality, there is a *-morphism f: C(Qu(G)) to Z defined
by f(ui;) = w;j, where u = (u;j)1<i j<n is the fundamental representation of Qu(G). By construction,
coefficients of U; generate X, and the coefficients of V; generate Y, so the coefficients of W generate Z. So
f is a surjective *-morphism. This shows the desired result. O

The particular case when U and V' are both permutation matrices is known as Schmidt’s criterion (see [21],
Theorem 2.2 for the original statement, and also [10], Exercise 7.6 and its correction). Hence we refer to
Theorem 2.12 as the quantum Schmidt criterion.

Schmidt’s criterion will be of particular interest in the present article. Indeed, this criterion is a sufficient
condition for quantum symmetry and is relatively easy to check (in particular, it is a decidable criterion).
However, it is in general not necessary: in a recent preprint, Schmidt and Roberson [19] prove the existence of
a graph G which has quantum symmetry and such that C(Qu(G)) is finite-dimensional. By Theorem 2.12,
we have that G cannot satisfy the quantum Schmidt criterion — let alone the classical one. So G does
not satisfy Schmidt’s criterion and has quantum symmetry, which proves that Schmidt’s criterion is not a
necessary condition for quantum symmetry.

This motivated the author to define the Schmidt alternative. Let F be a class of graphs. We say that F
satisfies the Schmidt alternative if a graph of F has quantum symmetry if and only if it satisfies Schmidt’s
criterion. When this is the case, this gives a satisfactory answer to the quantum symmetry problem for
F. In order to give some examples, we will prove that cographs, forests, tree-cographs, and Gs-cographs
(respectively Theorem 4.6, Theorem 6.23, Theorem 6.33, and Theorem 5.24) satisfy the Schmidt alternative.
These results should not be seen as an objective per se but rather as a motivation for this line of research.
We will also prove general results about the Schmidt alternative in Section 5, which suggest that families
satisfying the Schmidt alternative might have an accessible quantum structure, prompting them as natural
first candidates for a systematic study of quantum properties of graphs.

2.4. Quantum isomorphism. A quantum isomorphism from a graph G to a graph H is a magic unitary P
such that P Adj(G) = Adj(H)P. If there is a quantum isomorphism from G to H, we say that G is quantum
isomorphic to H. Notice that by definition G and H have the same number of vertices in that case.

The fact that this is an equivalence relation is the object of the following lemmas. The proof is folklore
and has been communicated to the author by Freslon. However, we did not find it written anywhere, so we
include it here for completeness. We start with an operation on magic unitaries which is interesting on its
own.

Let X and Y be two *-algebras, and let P € M,,(X) and @ € M, (Y) be two matrices satisfying relations
Ps, where n € N is some integer. Let Z = X ® Y be the tensor product of X and Y (this is the algebraic
tensor product of x-algebras). Define PxQ = R € M, (Z) by

Tij = Zpik @ qkj-
k=1
Lemma 2.13. The matriz P x Q € M, (X ®Y) satisfies relations Ps.

Proof. Let R= P * Q. For 1 <1,j <n, it is clear that r;; is self-adjoint, and it comes:

n n
5= Dikbi ® Qi
k=11=1
n
= pir@aq; by Pa
k=1
= rijv

so relations Py are satisfied.



For 1 <i < n, we have:

n n n
Tij = Pik @ qkj
j=1 j=1k=1
n n
= sz‘k ® Z kj
k=1 j=1
n
= ( pz‘k) ®1
k=1
=1®1,
as desired, and:
n n n
Zr]z - ijk @ ki
j=1 j=1k=1

as desired, so relations P; are satisfied.
Finally, let 1 < 14,4,k <n. We have:

n n
TijTik = Z Z DitPim @ Qi Gmk

=1 m=1

n
= ZPZJ & Qi ik
=1

n
=5 pu®aqy
1=1
= 6irij7
and similarly 7;;r; = 5%”]’7 so relations P, are satisfied. This concludes the proof that R satisfies P;, =
Po U Py UPs. O

Lemma 2.14. Let G, H, and L be three graphs. Assume that P is a quantum isomorphism from G to H
and that Q is a quantum isomorphism from H to L. Then Q *x P gives rise to a quantum isomorphism from
G to L.

Proof. Let X and Y be the C*-algebras of coefficients of P and @ respectively. Let Z = X ®,4, Y (or any
C*-algebras that contain X ®4,,Y). By Lemma 2.13, we know that P () is a magic unitary with coefficients
in Z. So we only have to check the commutation relations. Let A = Adj(G), B = Adj(H), C = Adj(L), and
R = Q@ x P. By assumption, we have PA = BP and QB = CQ. For x € V(L) and y € V(G), it comes:

[RAloy = D Tastsy
zeV(QG)

Z Z Gt ® ptzazy

2€V(G) teV (H)

Z qat X [PA]ty
teV (H)
10



teV(H)

Z Z Gt (2 btzpzy

teV (H) zeV (H)

Z [QB]mz ® DPzy

z€V (H)

Z [CQ]xz @ Py

z€V(H)

Z Z Crt(tz ®pzy

z€V(H)teV (L)
Z CatTty

teV (L)

= [CR]afya

as desired. This concludes the proof. O

We can now prove the following.
Theorem 2.15. Quantum isomorphism is an equivalence relation.

Proof. Since the identity matrix in M,,(C) is a magic unitary, and since the adjoint of a magic unitary is a
magic unitary, it is clear that quantum isomorphism os reflexive and symmetric. Finally, it is transitive by
Lemma 2.14. Thus quantum isomorphism is an equivalence relation. O

When G and H are quantum isomorphic, we write G ~, H. We conclude this section by a few useful
results and remarks.

Lemma 2.16. Let G and H be two graphs and let U be a quantum isomorphism from G to H. Assume that
the coefficients of U commute. Then G is isomorphic to H.

Proof. Let n = |V(G)| = |V(H)| by definition. Let X be the C*-algebra generated by the coefficients of U.
By assumption, it is a commutative unital C*-algebra, so by the classification of abelian C*-algebras there
exists a nonempty compact Hausdorff space X such that X is isomorphic to the C*-algebra C(X). We will
work through this isomorphism and consider u;; € C(X) for all 1 < 4,5 < n. For 1 < 4,5 < n, we have
ufj = uyj, so, for every z € X, we have u;;(z) € {0,1}. Fix 29 € X. Now, notice that the evaluation at
xo is a unital s-morphism from C(X) to C. This implies that U(zo) = (uij(z0))i<ij<n € Mn({0,1}) is a
quantum isomorphism from G to H. Since its coeflicients are 0 and 1, it is a permutation matrix. Hence, by
Lemma 2.4, it is given by an isomorphism between G and H, and G and H are isomorphic. This concludes
the proof. a

Lemma 2.17. Let X be a unital C*-algebra and let m and n € N. Let P € M,, ,(X). Assue that, for all
1<i<m and for all1 < j < n, we have

n m
Zpik =1x= Zpkj-
k=1 k=1

Then m =n.
Proof. This is a double-summation:
m n
m.lyx = ZZpij =n.lx.
i=1 j=1

Since X is nontrivial, we have 1x # 0 so m = n, as desired. O
11



Lemma 2.17 has the following consequence: if one had allowed magic unitaries to be rectangular, that
is, had defined them to be projection-valued rectangular matrices with rows and columns summing up to 1,
then one would not have obtained any new magic unitaries. In particular, defining quantum isomorphism
in this way would not change the relation. This justifies the saying that quantum isomorphism preserves
the number of vertices (even though in our context it is part of the definition). Beside that consequence,
Lemma 2.17 will also prove itself useful in a few proofs.

The following lemma will often be used without explicit reference.

Lemma 2.18. Let G and H be two graphs on n > 1 vertices and let U be a magic unitary of size n. Then
U is a quantum isomorphism from H to G if and only if (U(')* g) is a magic unitary adapted to G + H
with vertices of G enumerated before the ones of H.

Proof. Direct computation. O

Lemma 2.19. Let G be a graph on n > 1 vertices and U a magic unitary of size n. Then [U, Adj(G)] =0
if and only if (U, Adj(G°)] = 0.

Proof. This follows the definition of a magic unitary and from the fact that Adj(G°¢) = J,, — I,, — Adj(G),
where [, is the identity matrix and J,, is the matrix with all coefficients equal to 1. (]

It follows immediately that Qu(G) = Qu(G°).

Remark 2.6. Since permutation matrices are magic unitary, it follows from Lemma 2.19 that G and G¢
have the same automorphisms. In particular, we have that Aut(G) = Aut(G°®), and that G satisfies Schmidt’s
criterion if and only if G¢ does, that G is asymmetric if and only if G¢ is.

2.5. Metric aspects of quantum automorphisms. Quantum isomorphism is a weaker relation than
isomorphism: in [1], the authors exhibit a pair of quantum isomorphic graphs which are not isomorphic.
However, in practice, many properties remain preserved under quantum isomorphism. Indeed, one source of
rigidity for quantum isomorphism is that it preserves some metric aspects of the graphs. In this section, we
gather a few of these results. Lemma 2.20 is ours (though the result is well-known in the context of doubly
stochastic matrices). The rest of the results of this section seem to be more or less well-known but some
proofs are new. We try to mention sources when we know them.
We start with a key lemma about magic unitaries.

Lemma 2.20. Let X be a unital C*-algebra. Letn > 1 and let P € M,,(X) be a magic unitary. Then there
exists a permutation o € Sy, such that, for all 1 <1 <n, we have p;,(;) # 0.

Proof. This is a consequence of Hall’s marriage theorem. Indeed, let G be the following bipartite graph: let
A={(ri)|1<i<n}and B={(c,j) |1 <j<n} and define V(G) = AUB. For 1 <i,j < n, we set
(r,i)(c,j) € E(G) if p;; # 0. Notice that G is a bipartite graph. We claim that G satisfies condition 2.1. Let
S C A. It comes:

|S|1X: Z Zpij
(r,i)es j=1

= Z Z pi; since by construction p;; = 0 if (¢, 5) ¢ N(S)
(r,3)€S (¢,4)EN(S)

- Y Yu

(¢,7)EN(S) (ryi)eS
n
< D> Dovi
(c,))EN(S) i=1
= |N(9)]-1x,
as desired. Hence, G satisfies condition 2.1, so, by Hall’s marriage theorem (Theorem 2.1), there exists a

matching of G saturating A. That is, there is an injective function o from {1,...,n} to itself — hence, a
12



permutation in S,, — such that, for every 1 < i < n, we have (r,i)(c,0(i)) € E(G), i.e. pisy # 0. This
concludes the proof. O

The graph G in the proof of Lemma 2.20 is sometimes referred to as the positivity graph of P (in the
context of doubly stochastic matrices).

The next lemma is a direct consequence of Lemma 3.2.3 of [11], with the same proof (that we include for
the sake of completeness).

Lemma 2.21. Let G be a graph, let U be a magic unitary adapted to it, and let x, y € V(G) be such that
Ugy 7 0. Then deg(x) = deg(y).

Proof. Because U is adapted to G, it commutes with A, and so with A2, and we have:
Y Aesuny = [APULy = [UA%)oy = Y uaa[A%]2y.
2eV(G) 2€V(G)
Multiplying by u,, on the left, we reach:
[Az}mury = [AQ]yyumy'
Now because ug, # 0, we have [A?],, = [A?],,, and by Lemma 2.2 we have [A?],, = deg(z) for any vertex

z, which concludes the proof. O

Lemmas 2.20 and Lemma 2.21 already allow us to obtain in an explicit way that quantum isomorphism
preserves the number of edges.

Lemma 2.22. Two quantum isomorphic graphs have the same number of edges.

Proof. Let G and H be two quantum isomorphic graphs on n > 1 vertices and let U be a quantum isomor-
phism between them. By Lemma 2.20, there is an ordering of the vertices of G and H such that u;; # 0 for
all 1 <i<n. Let A= Adj(G) and B = Adj(H) for this ordering. Notice that Diag(A, B) = Adj(G + H)

and that (UO* g) is a magic unitary adapted to G + H, so we can apply lemma 2.21 and find that
degy(z;) = degy (yi), where (z1,...,2,) is the enumeration of V(G) used and (y1, ..., yn) the one of V(H).
So 2|E(G)| = Y0 degg () = > degyy (vi) = 2| E(H)| and we are done. O

Notice that preservation of the number of vertices (in the sense given by Lemma 2.17) and edges (as
given by Lemma 2.22) can also be otbained directly from [16]: indeed, if G ~, H, because K; and K>
are planar graphs, we have that #V(G) = #Hom(K,G) = #Hom(K,,H) = #V(H) and 2#E(G) =
#Hom(K3,G) = #Hom(Ky, H) = 2#E(H), as desired. However, this does not seem to give an explicit
way to work with the magic unitaries.

The next lemma is already hinted at in Section 3 of Fulton’s thesis [11], and is already known for the
fundamental representation of Qu(G) (see Lemma 3.2 in [20]). We generalise it to arbitrary quantum
isomorphisms.

Lemma 2.23. Let G, H be a two graphs and U be a quantum isomorphism from G to H. Let x, y € V(H)
and a, b € V(GQ) and suppose that ugquy, # 0. Then dg(z,y) = dc(a,b).

Proof. Let us prove the contrapositive. Up to symmetry, we can assume that d(z,y) < d(a,b). We set
k = d(z,y) and by hypothesis we have k < +00. Let us write A = Adj(G) and B = Adj(H). We have:

uxa[UAk]wbuyb = Ugaq Z umc[Ak]cb Uyb
ceV(G)

= UgaUyb [Ak]ab

on the one hand and

uia[BkU]xbuyb = Uza Z [Bk]xzuzb Uyb
z€V(H)

= UgzaUyd [Bk}my
13



on the other hand. Since U is a quantum isomorphism from G to H, we have UA* = B*U, so [UA*],, =
[BXU].p. By what precedes, we reach:

UgqUyb [Bk]a:y = UgaqUyd [Ak] ab-

By Lemma 2.2, we have [A*],, = 0, 50 tzqtyp[B*]zy = 0. Since [B*],, # 0 (again by lemma 2.2), we obtain
that ugquyp = 0, as desired. This concludes the proof. O

This gives us the following corollary. Even though the result seems to be well-known, the following
elementary proof is apparently not and we include it.

Corollary 2.24. If G ~¢, H and G is connected, then H is connected.

Proof. Let U be a quantum isomorphism from G to H and assume that G is connected. Take a, b € V(H).
We have 1 = ZxEV(G) Ugq SO there exists € V(G) with uzq # 0. Now tuzq = Ugal = Ugq Zer(G) Uyh =
Zer(G) UgzaUyp, SO there exists y € V(G) such that ugzquy, # 0. By Lemma 2.23, we have d(a,b) = d(z,y) <
~+o0. This being true for any a, b € V(H), we conclude that H is connected. ]

3. QUANTUM ISOMORPHISM, CENTER, AND SUMS OF GRAPHS

In this section, we obtain structural results about quantum isomorphism that will be key for the rest of
this article. In subsection 3.1, we prove that quantum isomorphic graphs have quantum isomorphic centers
(and slightly more) in Theorem 3.4. In subsection 3.2, we prove that quantum isomorphic graphs have
quantum isomorphic connected components in Theorem 3.7. In subsection 3.3, we recall the work of Bichon
on wreath products [5] and adapt it to our context.

3.1. Center. The aim of this section is Theorem 3.4, which has the immediate consequence that quantum
isomorphic graphs have quantum isomorphic centers. This should be seen as a generalisation Fulton’s similar
work on center of trees [11].

Let G be a graph. For x € V(G), we use the notation:

ra(z) = sup dg(,y).
yeEV(G)

We sometimes write r instead of rg when it is clear from context which graph we are working with. Notice
that by finiteness of V(G) there is always a vertex y € V(G) such that r(z) = d(x, y).

The center of G is defined as

Z(G) ={z € V(GQ) | r(z) is minimal}.

Notice that Z(G) # @. Also, if G is not connected, then Z(G) = G, so this notion presents more interest
for connected graphs. Even though we define the center of G as a set of vertices, we will often commit the
abuse of writing Z(G) both for the set of vertices and for the induced subgraph of G induced by this set of
vertices.

The notion of center is already present in the article of Jordan of 1869 [13]. Since we are not aware of
any earlier definition, we believe the notion might be due to Jordan.

We start by showing that the function r is preserved by quantum isomorphisms.

Lemma 3.1. Let G and H be two graphs and let U be a quantum isomorphism between them. Let x € V(H)
and a € V(G). If uzq # 0, then rg(x) = ra(a).

Proof. Assume that u,, # 0. Take y € V(H) such that d(x,y) = rg(z) and b € V(G) such that d(a,b) =
rg(a). Now we have u,, = ZCeV(G) Upaliye and Uz, = ZZGV(H) UgqUzp SO there exist ¢ € V(G) and
z € V(H) such that uzquye # 0 and ugqu.p # 0. By Lemma 2.23, this means that

rg(x) =d(z,y) =d(a,c) <rg(a)
and
ra(a) = d(a,b) = d(z,2) < rg(x),

hence the result. O
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Corollary 3.2. Let G and H be two quantum isomorphic graphs. Then there is a bijection f: V(G) — V(H)
such that rg o f =rq.

Proof. Up to a permutation of the vertices, by Lemma 2.20, we can assume that all diagonal coefficients of
U are nonzero. Sending the i-th vertex of G to the i-th vertex of H gives us a bijection f: V(G) — V(H).
By Lemma 3.1, we have that ry o f = rg, as desired. (Il

Corollary 3.3. Let G and H be two graphs and U a quantum isomorphism from G to H. Then U preserves
the centers of G and H.

Proof. Let a € Z(G) and x € V(H)\ Z(G). We want to show that u,, = 0. By contradiction, let us assume
that uzq # 0. By Lemma 3.1, we have rg(a) = rg(x). Let y € Z(H). For every b € V(G), we have:

rc(b) > rg(a) =ru(x) > ru(y),

so by Lemma 3.1 we get u,, = 0. Since this is true for every b € V(G), and since U is a magic unitary, we
have 0=}y () tuyp = 1: this is absurd. Hence uzq = 0, as wanted.

For the converse, let a € V(G) \ Z(G) and let z € Z(H). Now U* is a quantum isomorphism from H to
G, so by what precedes we have 0 = [U*]zq = u, = Uqs, hence ug, = 0.

This concludes the proof. (|

We now obtain our main theorem.

Theorem 3.4. Let G and H be two graphs and let U be a quantum isomorphism between them. Let
I =r¢(V(Q)) CN, and, fori € I, let C; = r5*({i}) and D; = r;* ({i}). We let U;; be the block in U
indexed by D; x C;. We write Uy = Uy;. For i and j € N, we claim that:

(1) Uiy =0ifi# 7,

(2) #C; = #D;,

(3) U; is a quantum isomorphism from G[C;] to H[D;].
In particular, letting ip = minrg(V(G)), we have that U;, is a quantum isomorphism from Z(G) to Z(H).

Proof. Notice I = rgy(V(H)) by Corollary 3.2 so the construction of (D;);c; makes sense as well.

(1) is a direct consequence of Lemma 3.1. This also implies that U; satisfies the condition of Lemma 2.17,
so it is square, and #C; = #D; for all i € I. This proves (2).

Finally, let us prove (3). We work in the block-decomposition given by the C; and D; for i € I, and we write
A = (Aij)ijer for the adjacency matrix of G in that decomposition, and similarly we write B = (B;)i jer
for the adjacency matrix of H. Now by (2) U is diagonal by block in this decomposition, that we write
U = Diag(U;)icr, and every diagonal block is a magic unitary. Since UA = BU, we immediately obtain that
U;A;; = By U for all i € I. Now by construction A;; = Adj(G[C;]) and By; = Adj(H[D;)), so this proves (3).

The conclusion follows since by definition of the center we have C;, = Z(G) and D;, = Z(H). O

3.2. Quantum isomorphism of disconnected graphs. The main goal of this section is Theorem 3.7,
namely, that quantum isomorphic graphs have quantum isomorphic connected components. On the way, we
also prove results that are interesting on their own and will be regularly used later on.

Let G and H be two graphs, with connected components G1,...,Gy and Hy, ..., H; for some k and [ € N.
Let U be a quantum isomorphism from G to H. For simplicity of notation, we will consider that U is indexed
by V(H) x V(Q).

For1<i<l,1<j<k,acV(G), and z € V(H), we define:

e pi(U)(a) = ZyEV(Hi) Uya,
e ¢;(U)(z) = ZbeV(Gj) Ugh-
When no confusion arises, we will feel free to write p;(a) (resp. g;(z)) instead of p;(U)(a) (resp. ¢;(U)(x)).
The case with £k = 2 = [ in the next lemma seems to be folklore and can be for instance found as an
intermediate step in the proof of Theorem 4.4 of [15]. We generalise it here for an arbitrary number of
connected components. It will be key for the main theorem of this section, Theorem 3.7, as well as simplify
the proof of Theorem 3.8. We have not encountered the present generalisation in the literature.
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Lemma 3.5. Let G and H be two graphs, with connected components G1,...,Gy and Hy,...,H;. Let U
be a quantum isomorphism from G to H. Fiz 1 < i <1l and 1 < j < k. The function a — p;(a) (resp.
x — q;(x)) is constant on the connected components of G (resp. H). Moreover, writing p;; (resp. qj;) for
pi(a) for any a € V(G;) (resp. for gj(z) for any x € V(H;)), the following are true:

(1) pij and q;; are self-adjoint projections,

(2) Pij = djis l

(3) 2oz Pis = 1= 1 Dsj-
In particular, k =1 and the matriz (pij)i<ij<k 15 @ magic unitary.

Proof. Let us start by proving that p; is constant on connected components of G. Let a, b € V(G) be in
the same connected component. It is clear that p;(a) and p;(b) are self-adjoint projections. We claim that

pi(a) = pi(a)p;(b). It comes:

pi(a)(1 — pi(b))

D waa || D v D um

€V (H;) €V (H) z€V (H;)
= Z Uga Z Ugp
x€V(H;) z€V (H\H;)
= Z uzabe
zeV(H;)
yeV(H\H;)

=0
by Lemma 2.23, since d(z,y) < 400 = d(a,b). Thus p;(z) = p;(x)pi(y).
Applying what precedes to y and x, we obtain p;(y) = p;(y)p:(x). It comes:
pi(y) = pi(y)" = pi(@)pi(y) = pi(2),
as desired. This concludes the proof that p;; is a well-defined self-adjoint projection.
Notice that U* is a quantum isomorphism from H to G. For x € V(H), we have

U@ = D U= Y. twe=gq;(U)().
ceV(Gy) ceV(Gy)

Hence applying what precedes to U* shows that g;; is a well-defined self-adjoint projection. This concludes
the proof of (1).
Fix a € V(G;) and « € V(H;). It comes (we omit U again):

pij (1 —gji) = pi(a)(1 — g;(x))

D | | D v D um

yeV (H;) beV(G) beV (G;)
= 2w | 2w
yGV(Hl) bEV(G\G]‘)
= Z UyaUarh

yeV(H;)

beV(G\G;)

=0
by Lemma 2.23 since d(y, z) < +oo = d(a,b). So p;j = pijqi-
Now, notice that ¢;;(U) = ¢;(U)(x) = p;(U*)(x) = p;s(U*). Combining everything, it comes:
45i(U) = pji(U") = pji(U")" = (pji(U")qi;(U"))" = qi;(U")p;i(U”) = pi(U)q;i(U) = pi(U).
This concludes the proof of (2).

Assertion (3) is immediate and the conclusion follows by Lemma 2.17. O
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We use the following notation: for Y C V(H) and X C V(G), we denote by U[Y, X] the submatrix of
U indexed by Y x X. Given a graph L and a vertex x € V(L), we write Cr(z), or simply C(z) when the
context is clear, for the connected component of x in L.

Theorem 3.6. Let G and H be two graphs and U be a quantum isomorphism from G to H with coefficients
in a unital C*-algebra X. Let v € V(H) and a € V(G) such that uze # 0. Set V =U[Ch(x),Cq(a)]. Then
there exists a nonzero projection p € X such that:

(1) for every y € C(x), we have 3 ycv(c(a)) Vyb = P

(2) for every b € C(a), we have -, cyy(c () Vyb = D

(3) V Adj(Ca(a)) = Adj(Cr (z))V.
In particular, V is a square matriz, and it is a quantum isomorphism from Cg(a) to Cy(x) with coefficients
in the C*-subalgebra of X generated by the coefficients of V.

Proof. The first two assertions follow immediately from Lemma 3.5. This also implies that V is a square
matrix by Lemma 2.17. It remains to prove that V Adj(C(a)) = Adj(C(z))V. Let us fix an enumeration
of V(@) finishing by the vertices of C'(a) and an enumeration of V(H) finishing by the vertices of C(z). In
block form, U is of the following form:
NAZENY
U= (v3 V) .

. A A
A= Adj(G) = (A;, Ai) )

We similarly write

with A4 indexed by C(a) x C(a), and

. By B
5= = (5 5.

with By indexed by C(z) x C(x). Now, since UA = BU, it comes:
0=[UA— BUls
= [UA]22 — [BU]22
=V3A5 +V Ay — B3Vo — B4V.

Notice that if g is a coefficient of V3 or V3, then pg = 0 = gp by orthogonality of the rows of U, and if ¢ is a
coefficient of V', then ¢ < p. This implies that pV3 = 0, Vop = 0, and pVp = V. Moreover, the coefficients of
A, and By are scalar, so they commute with p. Multiplying by p on both sides, we get

0=pVAyp—pBVp=VAs— BV,

as desired. This concludes the proof of assertion (3).

Finally, let Y be the C*-subalgebra of X generated by the coeflicients of V. Notice p € Y by (1), and
p is a unit for Y (in particular, Y # 0 since p # 0). Now (with a slight abuse) we consider V' to be with
coefficients in the unital C*-algebra Y, and it is a magic unitary by (1) and (2), and a quantum isomoprhism
from C(x) to C(a) by (3), as desired. This concludes the proof. O

In particular, two vertices in the same quantum orbit have quantum isomorphic connected components.
The next theorem follows from the precedent one through an ad hoc application of Hall’s marriage theorem
through Lemma 2.20.

Theorem 3.7. Two graphs G =G, + ...+ Gy and H = Hy + ...+ H;, written as sums of their connected
components, are quantum isomorphic if and only if k = | and there exists a permutation o € Sy such that
Jor all 1 < i < k the graph G; is quantum isomorphic to Hy ;).

Proof. The reverse implication is immediate (consider the diagonal matrix Diag(Uy,...,U;) where U; is a
quantum isomorphism from G; to H,(;y). Let us prove the forward implication.

Assume that G and H are quantum isomorphic and let U be a quantum isomorphism from H to G. By
Lemma 3.5, we obtain that £ = | and a magic unitary P = (p;;(U))1<sj<k- Applying Lemma 2.20, we
obtain a permutation o € S}, such that p;,(;) # 0 for all 1 <7 < k. So for 1 <4 < k we have by Theorem 3.6
that G; is quantum isomorphic to Hy(;), as desired. This concludes the proof. O
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3.3. Wreath product. The construction of the wreath product of a compact quantum group with S} is due
to Bichon (Section 3 of [5]), who then proceeds to show that Qu(d.G) = Qu(G) 1S, when G is a connected
graph (Section 4 of [5]). However, at the time of the writing of [5], the theory was still at a very early stage.
In particular, the definition of the quantum automorphism group of a graph was slightly different. For the
sake of coherence and completeness, we include a proof of his result here. This proof essentially follows along
the same lines as the original one, and is slightly facilitated by our preparation and the modern terminology.

A detailed description of the wreath product in the case of matrix compact quantum groups can be found
in Section 7.2.2 of [10]. In particular, when A is a matrix compact quantum group of size m > 1, one can
obtain the fundamental representation of A1S;" for some n > 1 as a matrix compact quantum group of size
mn, by giving the fundamental representation. We believe the formula for the generators of the fundamental
representation to be due to Freslon and we recall it here since it will be particularly useful.

Let m and n > 1 be integers. Consider X = (A, u) a quantum permuation group of size m and write
St = (S,p). The wreath product of X by S;', denoted by X ! S;f, is defined as the quantum permutation
group with algebra W = A*" % S/{[v;(a),pi;|} and fundamental representation of size mn given in block
form by w = (wijk1)1<ij<n, 1<ki<m With w;; g = v;(uk)p;;. Here * stands for the unital fre product of
x-algebras and v;: A — A*" is the i-th canonical inclusion.

We can now state and prove Bichon’s theorem with the modern definition of Qu(G).

Theorem 3.8. Let d > 1 and G be a connected graph. Then Qu(d.G) = Qu(G) 1 ST .

Proof. This proof contains heavy notation, so let us fix it.

Let us write H = d.G and label its connected components G, ..., G4, where each component is isomorphic
to G. Let V be the fundamental representation of Qu(d.G). Up to fixing an enumeration of V(G), we can
assume that V(G) = {1,...,n} for some n € N, and, similarly, we set V(G;) = {(i,1),...,(i,n)} for
1<i<d Forl1<i,j<dand1l <k, <n,wedenote by v the coefficient of V' indexed by the pair
((4,k), (4, 1)). We think of v;; 11 as “the coeflicient correponding to the k-th vertex in G; and the {-th vertex of
G;.” This allows us to obtain the block form V' = (V;;)1<; j<d, where Vi; = (vij x1)1<k.1<n is VIV (G;), V(G;)].
Notice that since V' is a magic unitary, we have by Lemma 3.5 the magic unitary P(V) = (p;;(V))1<i,j<d;
where, for any 1 <1 <n, we have p;;(V) = Za:eV(Gi) Vg, (1) = ZZ=1 Vij k-

We denote the fundamental representation of Qu(G) by U = (ugi)1<k,1<n and of Sj by S = (sij)1<i,j<d-
We also write A = Adj(G) and B = Adj(H). Notice that B = Diag(A,...,A) =1; ® A.

To prove the result, it is sufficient to exhibit an isomorphism of *-algebras ¢: O(Qu(d.G)) — O(Qu(G)?
S¥) such that ¢ commutes with the coproducts on algebraic tensors. We start by exhibiting the desired
isomorphism.

Write A = O(Qu(d.G)) and B = O(Qu(G) 1 S)). Modulo a slight abuse justified, we consider O(S}) as
a embedded in B. Recall that B = O(S}) *+ O(Qu(G))*?/T for some ideal Z, and is equipped with insertion
maps v;: O(Qu(G)) - Bfor 1 <i<d Forl<i,j<dandl <kl <n,let wr = s;vi(ur), where
we recall that v;: O(Qu(G)) — O(Qu(G) 1 S;) is the insertion in the i-th coordinate. Notice that this gives
us a matrix W € Mg, (B). Moreover, since s;; and v;(ux;) commute, we have that w;; p; is a self-adjoint
projection. Fixing 1 <¢ < d and 1 < k < n, it comes:

d n d n d n
SN wijw =2 sivilur) = [ D sij | vi <Z Ukl) =1,
j=11=1 j=11=1 j=1 1=1
as well as:
d n d n d n d
Z iji’lk = Z Z sjiz/j(ulk) = Z 8jiVj (Z ulk> = Z 55 = 1.
j=11=1 j=11=1 j=1 1=1 j=1
This shows that W is a magic unitary. Finally, noticing that it is of the same dimension as B, and writing it
in the natural block form, we notice that W commutes with B if and only if W;; = (wi; x1)1<k,i<n commutes
with A for every 1 <14,j < d. So, given 1 < 1i,j < d and using the fact that the coefficients of A are scalar,
it comes:
Wi; A = s;;v;(U)A = s;;0;(UA) = s4;v;,(AU) (since U is adapted to G)
= SijAl/i(U) = Asl-jyi(U) = AWij,
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as desired. Thus W € M,,4(B) is a magic unitary adapted to d.G.

By the universal property of O(Qu(d.G)), there is a unital *-morphism ¢: A — B such that ¢(v; ) =
sijVi(ug) for 1 <i,j < dand 1<k, <n.

Let us exhibit an inverse to ¢. Since, by Lemma 3.5, the matrix P(V') = (p;;(V'))1<i,j<n is a magic unitary,
by the universal property of O(S} ), there is a unital +-morphism fo: O(S;) — A such that fo(s;;) = pi;(V)
forall 1 <4,j < d. Now, let us fix 1 <i <d. For 1 < k,l <n, weset z; 5 = Zle Vi ki, it is clearly
a self-adjoint projection. We define Z; = (% ki)1<k,i<n € Mp(A). We claim that Z; is a magic unitary
commuting with A. For 1 < k < n, it comes:

n n d
E Zikl = E E Vir il = 1,
=1

1=1r=1
and:
n n d d
Z Zilk = szir,lk = Zpir(v) =1
=1 l=1r=1 r=1
Finally, since V' commutes with B = Diag(A4, ..., A), we have that the block V;; = (vi; ki1)1<k,i<n commutes
with A for any 1 < j <d. Given 1 < k,l < n, we reach:
n n o n d d
2 Al =Y [ Zilan =D > vipwean = Y _[VieAlu = >_[AVir]n
t=1 t=1r=1 r=1 r=1
= Zzaktvzr o= Zakt ilu = [AZi]u,
r=1t=1

as desired. This shows that Z; € M, (A) is a magic unitary adapted to G. By the universal property
of O(Qu(G)), there is a unital *-morphism f;: O(Qu(G)) — A such that f;(ux) = Zle Vi gt for any
1<kl <n.

We are now given unital x-morphisms fo: O(S]) — Aand f1,..., fs: O(Qu(G)) — A. By universal prop-
erty of the coproduct, that is, the unital free product, we have a unital x-morphism f: O(S])*O(Qu(G))*? —
A such that, modulo slight abuses of notation, the following are true for any 1 <i,j < dandany 1 < k,l < n:

o f(si5) = pi(V),

o [(vi(up)) = zin-
We claim that for any 1 < ¢ < d and any 1 < k,I < n, we have p;;(V)zix = vij i = 2i upi; (V). Indeed, by
Lemma 3.5, we have

pl](v) = qjl(V) - QJ Z'UU kt-

Hence, it comes:
d n
zi pi; (V) = E Vi, ki E Vi kit
r=1 t=1
E Vir,klVij, kt

1<r<d
1<t<n

= Vij ki

since V' is a magic unitary, as well as
n d
Pi;(V)zigw = E Vi kt E Vir ki
t=1 r=1
E Vij, ktVir kl

1<r<d
1<t<n

= Vij kl-
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By definition of O(Qu(G) ZS;), this implies that we have a unital x-morphism ¥ : B — A such that f = ¢om,
where m: O(S]) * O(Qu(G))*? — B is the canonical quotient map. In particular, ¢ is a unital *-morphism
from B to A such that ¢(s;;) = p;; (V) and ¥ (v;(up)) = 2z for any 1 < i,j < dand 1 <k,l <n.
Let us check that 1 and ¢ are inverse to each other. Fix 1 <i¢,7 < dand 1 < k,l < n. It comes:
(o @) (vijnt) = P(sijvi(un)) = pi;(V)zik = vijm

by the above computation. Conversely, we have:
n
(po)(sij) = p(pij(V Zap (vij,e1) Zsijl/i(utl) = 54,V <Z utl) = 5ij,
t=1 t=1

d

(o) (wilum)) = ¢(zim) Z P(Virk) = > Sirvi(ur) = vilup).
r=1
Thus ¢ and 1) are two *-isomorphisms inverse to each other, and A and B are isomorphic C*-algebras.
In order to conclude the proof, we only need to check that ¢ preserves the comultiplication. For 1 <1i,j <d
and 1 < k,l < n, it comes:

A(%O(Uz‘j,kl)) = A(Sijl’i(ukl))
= A(sij) A(vi(up))

d d
(Z 509 ) (Zw ® ) (A(ura) (s © 1))

t=1

d d
(z e ) (z ) (z & ) e 1>)

t=1 t=1

D7D (sits @ 5e,5) wilune) ® vy (ur)) (532, @ 1)

1<ty,to<dr=1

= DY (siviluke)sit,) @ (s1,5v1, (ur))

1<ty,to<dr=1

as well as:

Z Z(sitlsit2yi(ukr)) ® (8¢, (ury)) since v;(ugr) and s;;, commute
1<ty ,t2<dr=1

d n
Z Z(situi(ukT)) ® (seive(ury)) sinee s, Si, = 0 1f ¢ # o

t=1r=1
d n
=3 0(vitkr) @ P(v1j.01)
t=1r=1
QO ® QO ( Uzt,kr & Utj,rl)
t=1r=
(0 ®@ ) (A(vijr)
as desired.
Thus, ¢: Qu(d.G) = Qu(G)2 S; is an isomorphism of quantum groups. O

4. COGRAPHS

We thank Pournajafi for introducing the class of cographs to the author, and suggesting them as natural
candidates. Indeed, the class of cographs is the smallest class of graphs containing K; and closed under
sums and complements, so the results about sums of graphs of the precedent section naturally apply.

In this section, we establish the Schmidt alternative for the class of cographs, as well as give a complete
description of cographs with quantum symmetry. We conclude by proving that quantum isomorphic cographs
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are isomorphic. Altogether, this shows that cographs are a tractable class, and are thus a first example of an
infinite tractable class. The computation of their quantum automorphism groups is left to the next section.

4.1. Definition and symmetries. The class of cographs is the smallest class of graphs (for inclusion)
containing K7 and being stable by finite sums and complement. It is a class of graphs with a well-understood
structure, and, in particular, multiple equivalent characterisations. We will only use the following ones, that
we recall without proof.

Theorem 4.1. Let G be a graph. The following are equivalent:
(1) G is a cograph,
(2) G = K or there are two cographs G1, Ga such that G = Gy + Gy or G° = Gy + G,
(3) all induced subgraphs of G on at least two vertices have twin vertices,
(4) G does not contain Py as an induced subgraph.

In particular, cographs form a hereditary class of graphs.

Corollary 4.2. An induced subgraph of a cograph is a cograph. In particular, a connected component of a
cograph is a cograph.

Proof. This follows immediately from (4) of Theorem 4.1. O

Lemma 4.3. A cograph on at least two vertices admits a nontrivial automorphism.

Proof. Let G be a cograph on at least two vertices. By Theorem 4.1, G admits two twin vertices z and y.
We claim that the function o: V(G) — V(G) which exchanges x and y and fixes all of the other vertices is a
nontrivial automorphism of G. It is clearly a well-defined nontrivial transposition of V(G), so we only need
to check that it is a graph morphism. Notice that on V(G) \ {z,y}, it coincides with the identity. So it is
enough to check that o preserves edges which admit at least one endpoint in {z,y}.

Let z € V(G). Because z and y play symmetric roles, it is enough to check that if 2z € E(G), then
o(z)o(z) € E(G). Thus, let us assume that zz € F(G). If z = y we have o(z)o(y) = yz = zz € E(G) as
desired. Otherwise, we have z # y, so z € N(x) \ {y}. Because z and y are twin, we have z € N(y) \ {z}.
Hence it comes

a(z)o(z) =yz € E(G),

also as desired. This concludes the proof. O

This has the following corollary.
Corollary 4.4. A cograph is quantum asymmetric if and only if it is asymmetric, in which case it is K.

Proof. We already know that a quantum asymmetric graph is asymmetric, so it is in particular true for a
cograph. Conversely, if G is an asymmetric cograph, then by Lemma 4.3 we have G = K7, and it is clearly
quantum asymmetric. This concludes the proof. O

4.2. The Schmidt alternative for cographs. Let us now prove the Schmidt alternative for cographs.
We start by defining useful sequences of graphs. Consider G a graph. We define inductively the following
sequence (Z,(G))n>1: we set Z1(G) = G and for n € N we set

Zni1(G) = K1 + Z,(G)".

Lemma 4.5. Let G be a graph. For n > 2, we claim that:
(1) Z,(G) is disconnected,
(2) if G is a cograph, then Z,(G) is a cograph,
(3) #V(Zn(G)) =n—1+#V(G),
(4) if n > 3, writing x the vertex of Ky in Z,(G) = K1 + Z,_1(G)¢, we have that x is the unique vertex
of degree 0 of Z,(G),
(5) if Z2(G) does not satisfy Schmidt criterion, then Z,(G) neither,
(6) if Z2(G) does not have quantum symmetry, then Z,(G) neither.
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Proof. (1), (2), and (3) are clear. For (4), we have deg(z) = 0 by construction. Moreover, we have n—1 > 2,
so, by (1), Z,—1(G) is disconnected. Then, Z,_1(G)¢ is connected by Lemma 2.3. Because n — 1 > 2, by
(3), we have #V(Z,_1(G)) =n -2+ #V(G) >n—12> 2, s0 Z,_1(G)¢ is connected graph on at least two
vertices: this implies that all of its vertices have degree at least 1, which proves (4).

Let us prove (5). Assume that Z5(G) does not satisfy Schmidt criterion and let us prove that Z,(G)
neither by induction on n > 2. For n = 2, there is nothing to prove. So let us assume that Z,(QG)
does not satisfy Schmidt criterion for some n > 2 and consider f and g € Aut(Z,+1(G)) two non-trivial
automorphisms of Z,,11(G). Notice that n +1 > 3 so by (4) « is the unique vertex of degree 0, where
{z} = V(K;) in the decomposition Z,; = K; + Z,(G)°. Because f and g preserve degrees, we have
f(xz) = = g(z). Hence f and g preserve Z,(G)¢ and their restrictions f and § are automorphisms of
Z,(G)¢. Moreover, they are non-trivial, as otherwise they would be the identity on Z,1(G). By induction
hypothesis, we have that Z,,(G) does not satisfy Schmidt criterion, so by remark 2.6, Z,,(G)¢ neither. Then
@ # Supp(f) N Supp(§) C Supp(f) N Supp(g), so f and g do not have disjoint support. This being true
for any two non-trivial automorphisms of Z,;(G), we conclude that Z,,1(G) does not satisfy Schmidt
criterion. This concludes the induction and the proof of (5).

Finally, let us prove (6) in the same way. We assume that Z5(G) does not have quantum symmetry and
we prove that Z,(G) neither by induction on n > 2. For n = 2, there is once again nothing to prove. So we
assume that Z,,(G) does not have quantum symmetry for some n > 2 and we want to prove that Z,1(G)
neither. Once again, we have n + 1 > 3 so by (4) z is the unique vertex of degree 0. We enumerate the
vertices of Z,11(G), denoting them by x1,..., 2., with z,, = z, where m = #V(Z,41(G)). Let U be a
magic unitary adapted to Z,41(G) with this enumeration. By Lemma 2.21 and (4), we have that w, m =1
and all other coeflicients in the last row and column are 0. So we can write U in blocks in the following way:

with V being a block of dimension m —1. Notice that V' is a magic unitary. Now with the same enumeration,
writing A = Adj(Z,+1(G)), we have

0 )
0 ... 00

with B = Adj(Z,(G)¢). So both U and A are block-diagonal with blocks of corresponding dimensions n and
1: the fact that UA = AU implies that VB = BV. This shows that V is a magic unitary adapted to Z,(G)°.
Thus V is also adapted to Z,(G) by Lemma 2.3. Now, by induction hypothesis, we have that Z,,(G) does
not have quantum symmetry, so all of the coefficients of V' commute. But the remaining coefficients of U
are 0 and 1, so all of the coefficients of U commute too. This being true for any magic unitary adapted to
Zn+1(G), we conclude that Z,,1+1(G) does not have quantum symmetry. It ends the induction, the proof of
(6), and the proof of the lemma. O

We define two sequences of cographs by X,, = Z,,(K1) and Y41 = Z,,(K3) for n > 1 (notice that K» is
indeed a cograph). The shift of indices for (Y},),>2 is simply to ensure that #V (Y,,) = n.
We can now prove the main result of this section.

Theorem 4.6. Let G be a cograph. Then the following are equivalent:

(1) G does not have quantum symmetry,

(2) G does not satisfy Schmidt criterion,

(3) G = K or letting n = #V (G) we have G € {X,,, X5, Y,,,Y,S}.
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Proof. The implication (1) = (2) is the contrapositive of Schmidt criterion, which we know is true.

Let us check that (3) = (1). K does not have quantum symmetry. Together with Lemma 2.3, this shows
that we only need to check that X,, and Y,, do not have quantum symmetry for all n > 2.

For (X,,), we have that Xo = Z5(K;) = 2K; does not have quantum symmetry. Applying Lemma 4.5,
we see that, for all n > 2, the graph X,, = Z,,(K7) does not have quantum symmetry.

For (Y,), we have that Y5 = Z;(K3) = Ka does not have quantum symmetry. Moreover, remark 2.4
ensures that Y3 = K + Yy = K + K§ = 3K neither. So Z2(K3) = Y3 does not have quantum symmetry,
which, by Lemma 4.5, implies that Y, 11 = Z,,(K3) neither, for all n > 2. This concludes the proof that (3)
= (1).

Finally, let us prove that (2) = (3). For n > 2, we write R,, = {X,,, X¢,Y,,Y,°}. Let us start by checking
that the implication is true if G has at most two vertices. If #V(G) = 1, then G = K1, so (3) is satisfied,
and also (2) = (3). If #V(G) = 2, then

G S {K272K1} - {}/2)}/;} C RQ}
so (3) is satisfied, and also (2) = (3).

Let us now prove that (2)= (3) by induction on n = #V(G) for all n > 3.
Consider the initial case n = 3. It is easy to check that

R3 = {Kl + KQ, (Kl + K2)673K13K3}?

and that those are all the graphs on three vertices. Hence (3) is true, and so is (2)=(3).

Now, suppose that for some integer n > 3, the cographs on n vertices which do not satisfy Schmidt
criterion are exactly {X,,, X5, Y,,,Y,°} = R,,. Let G be a cograph on n + 1 vertices which does not satisfy
Schmidt criterion. We want to prove that G € R, 1. Because G has n + 1 # 1 vertices, by Theorem 4.1,
we have that there are two cographs H; and Hs such that G = H; + Hy or G¢ = Hy + Hs. By assumption
and by remark 2.6, neither G nor G°¢ satisfy Schmidt criterion. With Lemma 4.3, we see that if both H;
and H, have at least two vertices, they admit nontrivial automorphisms, and so H; + H, satisfies Schmidt
criterion: this shows by contrapositive that H; = K; or Ho = K;. Hence, there is a cograph H such that
G =H+ Ky or G° = H + K;. Since G does not satisfy Schmidt criterion, H neither. All in all, H is a
cograph on n vertices which does not satisfy Schmidt criterion. Applying the induction hypothesis, we reach
(Y1 is well-defined since n — 1 > 2):

He Ry, ={X;, X5, Yo, Y} = { X[y + K1, (X5 + K1), Yy + Ka, (Y + K0)°)
It comes:
Ge{H+ K., (H+K))}
CHAXG 1 2K, (X5 + K0) 4+ K, Y7 + 2K, (Y7 + K + K}
U{(Xy_ 1 +2K1)°, (X5 + K1)+ K1), (Yo +2K1)C, (Yo, + K1) + K1)°}

Noticing that X._; and Y,° ; are cographs on n — 1 > 2 vertices, they have a nontrivial automorphism
by Lemma 4.3. Hence X/ _; + 2K, and Y,?_; + 2K, satisfy Schmidt criterion, and, by remark 2.6, their

n—1
complements too. Because G does not satisfy Schmidt criterion, we obtain that:

Ge{(Xh1+ K1)+ K, (Yo + K1)+ Ky, (X5 + K1)+ K1) (Yoo + K+ Kh)°}
= {Xn+1a YnJrl» X;Jrlv Ync+1}v
as desired. This finishes the proof of heredity and the proof of the theorem is complete. O

4.3. Quantum isomorphism for cographs. The following result could be proved directly in the spirit of
the current section or as a consequence of Theorem 3.7. We give it here in the latter presentation.

Theorem 4.7. Two cographs are isomorphic if and only if they are quantum isomorphic.

Proof. We prove it by induction on the number of vertices n > 1. It is clear for n = 1. We now assume

it true for any £ < n for some n > 2. Let G and H be two quantum ismorphic cographs on n vertices.

Since isomorphism and quantum isomorphism are preserved by taking complements, we can assume that
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G is disconnected by Theorem 4.1. We write the decomposition of G and H into connected components
asG=G1+...+G. and H = Hy + ...+ H; for some integers v > 2 and [ > 1. By Theorem 3.7, we
have r = [ and up to relabelling G; ~, H;, and in particular #V(G;) = #V(H;). Since r > 2, we reach
#V(G;) < #G = n. Moreover, G; and H; are cographs by Corollary 4.2. The induction hypothesis then
implies that G; = H;. This immediately leads to the equality G = H, as desired, which concludes the
induction and the proof. O

5. TRACTABLE CLASSES OF GRAPHS

In this section, we introduce the notion of a tractable class of graphs and study some of its general
properties. In subsection 5.1, we study how the quantum properties considered, as well as the quantum
automorphism group of a graph, behave with respect to sums. In subsection 5.2, we introduce the class
co(F) of F-cographs associated to a class F and we study how the axioms behave when going from F
to F-cographs. As a result, under some conditions, we obtain in Theorem 5.22 the computation of the
quantum automorphism groups of graphs in co(F) as a function of the ones of the graphs in F.

The notion of tractable class generalises some properties observed for the class of cographs. Let F be a
class of graphs. We introduce the following axioms:

(QA) for all G € F, we have that Qu(G) is trivial if and only if Aut(G) is trivial,
(QI) for all G and H € F, we have that G ~ H if and only if G = H,
(SA) for all G € F, we have that G has quantum symmetry if and only if G satisfies Schmidt’s criterion.

The symbols of the axioms stand respectively for quantum asymmetry, quantum isomorphism, and Schmidt
alternative. When F satisfies all three, we say that F is tractable. Notice that tractability is inherited by
subfamilies.

It is noteworthy that none of these axioms are true for the class of all graphs. Indeed, in a recent preprint
by de Bruyn, Roberson, and Schmidt [8], the authors show that there are asymmetric graphs with quantum
symmetry, thus showing that the axiom (QA) is not true in general. This also gives counter-examples to
the Schmidt alternative, since asymmetric graphs do not satisfy Schmidt’s criterion. The fact that (QI) is
not true in general was shown already in 2019 in [1] by Atserias, Mandcinska, Roberson, gz’unal, Severini,
and Varvitsiotis, where they give explicit examples of graphs that are quantum isomorphic graphs but not
isomorphic.

The axioms relate to one another. The Schmidt alternative has some strong implications: we show that it
implies (QA) in Lemma 5.1, and we show in Theorem 5.7 that, under some conditions, we can recover (QI)
from (SA) for asymmetric graphs. However, in practice, it turns out to be often more convenient to prove
first the other axioms in order to obtain the Schmidt alternative.

Lemma 5.1. The Schmidt alternative implies (QA).

Proof. Let F be a class satisfying (SA). Let G € F. We already know that if Qu(G) is trivial, then so is
Aut(G). Conversely, assume that Aut(G) is trivial. In particular, G does not satisfy the Schmidt criterion,
so, by (SA), it does not have quantum symmetry. This means that C'(Qu(G)) = C(Aut(G)) = C, hence,
Qu(QG) is trivial, as desired. O

Finally, let us present a strengthening of the axiom (QI). A class of graphs F is superrigid if, given
two graphs G and H with G € F and G ~, H, then G = H. This notion is due to Freslon (private
communication) and is inspired by the notion of superrigidity for group von Neumann algebras. We will see
in subsection 5.2 that it behaves particularly well under sums and complements.

5.1. Sums of graphs. For F a class of graphs, we write F* = {G1+...+ Gy | k > 1, G1,...,Gy € F}. Let
us start by exploring how the quantum automorphism group behaves with respect to sums. In the classical
case, it is well-known that the automorphism group behaves as follows (we state it here without proof).

Theorem 5.2. Let n € N and consider n connected nonisomorphic graphs G, ...,G, as well as n nonzero
integers ai, ... an > 1. Let G =" | a;G;. Then Aut(G) =[]\ Aut(G;)1S,, and its action is the natural
one.
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We have an analogue in the quantum case. Unfortunatetly (or fortunately for the sake of the theory),
when in presence of nonisomorphic but quantum isomorphic graphs, the analogy breaks.

Theorem 5.3. Let n € N and consider n connected non quantum isomorphic graphs G1,...,G,, as well as
n nonzero integers ay,...,an > 1. Let G = Y1 | a;G;. Then Qu(G) =+, Qu(G;) 1 S} and its action is
the natural one.

Proof. By Theorem 3.6, it is clear that Qu(G) = I, Qu(a;G;), with Qu(a;G;) acting on a;G;. Now the
conclusion follows from Theorem 3.8. O

Let us now characterise when a sum of connected graphs does not have quantum symmetry.

Theorem 5.4. Let n € N and consider n connected nonisomorphic graphs Gy, ...,G, as well as n nonzero
integers ay,...,an, > 1. Let G = Y1 | a;G;. Then G does not have quantum symmetry if and only if
G; #4 Gj when i # j and there is an integer 1 <1 < n such that:

(1) for every i #1, we have a; =1 and Qu(G;) =1,

(2) ar <3,

(3) Gy does not have quantum symmetry,

(4) if a; > 1, then Qu(G;) = 1.

Proof. We start by proving the conditions necessary by contrapositive.

Clearly, if there is 1 < ¢ < n such that G; has quantum symmetry, then so does G. So none of the G;
have quantum symmetry if G does not have quantum symmetry.

Assume that there are i # j such that G; ~, G;. Then, by Lemma 2.16, there is a quantum isomorphism

Uu* 0
magic unitary adapted to G; 4+ G; with noncommutative coefficients. Hence, G;+G; has quantum symmetry,
and so does G. This shows that G; %, G; when ¢ # j if G does not have quantum symmetry.

Assume that there are ¢ # j such that Qu(G;) # 1 and Qu(G;) # 1. Then, by the quantum Schmidt’s
criterion (Theorem 2.12), G’ has quantum symmetry. This shows that there is at most one 1 < < n such
that Qu(G;) # 1 if G does not have quantum symmetry.

Assume that there are ¢ # j such that a; > 2 and a; > 2. Then a;G; + a;G; satisfies Schmidt’s criterion
(since 2G; 4+ 2G; does) and so has quantum symmetry, which implies that G has quantum symmetry. This
shows that there is at most one 1 < k < n such that a; > 2 if G does not have quantum symmetry.

Assume there is 1 <! < n such that Qu(G;) # 1 and assume that a; > 2. We have that 2G|, satisfies
the quantum Schmidt criterion: indeed, let U be a nontrivial magic unitary adapted to G, then Diag(U, 1)
and Diag(1,U) are two nontrivial magic unitaries adapted to 2G;, so Theorem 2.12 applies, and 2G; has
quantum symmetry, hence G too. This shows that a; = 1. Assume now there is k& # [ such that a; > 2.
Then G; + 2G), satisfies the quantum Schmidt criterion: this can be seen by taking one magic unitary to
be a classical automorphism exchanging the two copies of G, the other one is a nontrivial magic unitary
adapted to G;. Hence G| + 2Gj; has quantum symmetry, and so does G. All this shows that if G does not
have quantum symmetry, if there is [ such that Qu(G;) # 1, then a; =1 for all 1 <14 < n, and if there is k
such that a; > 2, then Qu(G;) =1for all 1 <i <n.

Now assume that G does not have quantum symmetry. We know that G; %, G; if i # j: this is the first
property.

Let 1 <1 < n be an index such that Qu(G;) # 0 if there is one. If not, let 1 <1 < n be such that a; > 2
if there is one. If there is no such index, let [ = 1. Since 4G satisfies the Schmidt criterion, we know that
a; < 3: this proves (2). By what precedes, we know that if a; > 1, then Qu(G;) = 1: this proves (4). We also
know that for all i # [, we have a; = 1 and Qu(G;) = 1: this proves (1). Finally, we know that G; does not
have quantum symmetry: this proves (3). This concludes the proof that the listed conditions are necessary.

Conversely, let us prove the reverse implication. Assume that the listed properties hold. Then, by
Theorem 5.3, we have Qu(G) = *_; Qu(G;) 1 S5 = Qu(Gy) 1 SF. If a; > 1, we have Qu(G;) = 1, which
leads to Qu(G) = S;. Since a; < 3 by (2), we have that G’ does not have quantum symmetry, since oS
is abelian for i < 3. If ¢y = 1, then S3, =1, and Qu(G) = Qu(G;). Now O(Qu(G,)) is abelian by (3) and
G does not have quantum symmetry. This shows that G does not have quantum symmetry, as desired, and
concludes the proof. O
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Notice how the Schmidt criterion behaves similarly to quantum symmetry with respect to sums.

Theorem 5.5. Let n € N and consider n connected nonisomorphic graphs Gy, ...,G, as well as n nonzero
integers ay,...,an, > 1. Let G =Y a;G;. Then G does not satisfy Schmidt criterion if and only if there
is an integer 1 <1 < n such that:

(1) for every i # 1, we have a; =1 and Aut(G;) =1,

(2) a; < 3,

(3) G, does not satisfy Schmidt’s criterion,

(4) if a; > 1, then Aut(G;) = 1.

Proof. Let us start by proving the reverse implication. Assume that there is such an index 1 < [ < n.
By Theorem 5.2, we have that Aut(G) = [, Aut(G;) 1 S,, = Aut(G;) 1 S,,, with the natural action. In
particular, G satisfies the Schmidt criterion if and only if ¢;G; does. Now if a; > 1 then Aut(G;) = 1 and
a; < 3 so a;G; does not satisfy the Schmidt criterion. And if a; = 1 then a;G; = G; and we know that G
does not satisfy the Schmidt criterion, so G does not satisfy it neither. This proves the reverse implication.

Let us prove the forward implication. If there is 1 < ¢ < n such that a; > 1, take [ = 7. If not, if there
is 1 < j < n such that Aut(G;) # 1, take [ = j. If not, take [ = 1. We claim that [ satisfies all the desired
criteria.

First, if a; > 4, then 4G, is a subgraph of G disjoint from the rest of G and which satisfies Schmidt
criterion, so clearly does GG. Hence a; < 3.

If G, satisfies Schmidt criterion, so does GG. Thus G; does not satisfy Schmidt criterion.

If a; > 1 and Aut(G;) # 1, then 2G; satisfies Schmidt criterion and so does G. So if a; > 1, we have
Aut(Gl) =1.

Finally, there is only the first criterion to prove. Let i # . Let us assume first that a; > 1. Then if a; > 1,
we have that 2G; + 2G; is a subgraph of GG disjoint from the rest of G satisfying Schmidt criterion, and so
does G: this shows that a; = 1. If Aut(G;) # 1, then 2G; + G; satisfies Schmidt criterion, and so does G:
this shows that Aut(G;) = 1. Hence the proof is finished in the case where a; > 1.

Assume now that a; = 1 and Aut(G;) # 1. Similarly, if a; > 1, then G; + 2G;, and, if Aut(G;) # 1, then
G; + Gy, satisfy Schmidt criterion and make G inherit it. So once again a; = 1 and Aut(G;) = 1.

Finally, let us assume that a; = 1 and that Aut(G;) = 1. By construction, this means that a; = 1 and
Aut(G;) = 1, as desired. This concludes the proof of the forward implication and the proof is finished. O

This allows us to investigate how the three axioms of tractability behave with respect to sums.

Theorem 5.6. Let F be a class of graphs which contains the connected components of all its elements.
Then:

(1) if F satisfies (QI), then so does FT,
(2) if F satisfies (QI) and (QA), then so does FT,
(3) if F satisfies (QI), (QA), and (SA), then so does F+.

Proof. Assume F satisfies (QI) and let G, H € FT be quantum isomorphic. By Theorem 3.7, G and H
have the same number k € N of connected components, and we can decompose G = G; + ... + G and
H = Hi + ...+ Hy such that G; =, H; for all 1 < i < k. For 1 <4 < k, we have that G; € F and
H; € F, since by construction they are connected components of elements of F. Since F satisfies (QI), we
have G; = H;, from which we deduce that G = H, as desired.

Assume now that F also satisfies (QA) and let G € Ft be an asymmetric graph. We can write G =
Zle a;G; where each G; € F is connected and a; > 1. By Theorem 5.2, it comes:

k
1= Aut(G) = [ Aut(Gi) 2 S,
=1

from which we conclude that Aut(G;) =1 and a; =1 for all 1 <i <k. For all 1 <i <k, we have G; € F
and F satisfies (QA) by assumption, so Qu(G;) = 1. Since F* satisfies (QI) by the first part of this proof,
Theorem 5.3 gives us Qu(G) = **_; Qu(G;) 1 Sf = #0205 = 1. This shows that F satisfies (QA), as
desired.
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Finally, assume that F also satisfies the Schmidt alternative. By what precedes, we have that F+ satisfies
both (QI) and (QA) and we want to prove it satisfies (SA) too. Let G € FT and assume that G does not
satisfy the Schmidt criterion. Let us write G = Zle a;G; with G; € F connected for all 1 < i < k. By
Theorem 5.5, we obtain an integer 1 < ! < k with the properties stated in the theorem. Since F satisfies
(QI) and (QA), we obtain that G does not have quantum symmetry by Theorem 5.4.

This concludes the proof. O

Finally, we show how in some cases we can even recover (QI) from (SA) for asymmetric graphs.

Theorem 5.7. Let F be a class of graphs satisfying (SA), stable by sums, and by taking connected compo-
nents. If G and H € F are asymmetric and if G ~; H, then G = H.

Proof. We start by proving the connected case. Consider G and H € F two connected quantum isomorphic
asymmetric graphs. By Lemma 5.1, we have that Qu(G) =1 = Qu(H). Notice that G + H does not satisfy
the Schmidt criterion. Since F is stable by sums and satisfies the Schmidt alternative, we have that G + H

u* 0
Then W is a magic unitary adapted to G + H when the vertices of G + H are enumerated in the appropriate
order. Since G + H does not have quantum symmetry, we have that the coefficients of W commute, and so
do the ones of U. Now by Lemma 2.16 G is isomorphic to H, as desired.

Let Fo = {L € F | L is connected and asymmetric}. By what precedes, we have that Fy satisfies (QI),
hence by Theorem 5.6 _7’-'0+ satisfies (QI) too. Let G and H € F be two quantum isomorphic asymmetric
graphs. Notice that since an asymmetric graph has asymmetric connected components, we have that G and
H are elements of F . Because F satisfies (QI), we conclude that G is isomorphic to H, as desired. This
concludes the proof. O

does not have quantum symmetry. Let U be a quantum isomorphism from G to H. Let W = ( 0 U).

5.2. F-cographs. Let F be a class of graphs. The class of F-cographs, that we denote by co(F), is the
smallest class of graphs (for inclusion) that contains F and is stable by taking sums and complement. Notice
that cographs are exactly { K7 }-cographs.

Building on the results obtained in Section 3, we extend the work on cographs of Section 4 to the more
general context of F-cographs. Indeed, we show in Theorem 5.13 that, under some conditions, co(F) is
tractable when F is. Under some conditions, this allows us to obtain the quantum automorphism groups
of F-cographs as a function of the ones of graphs in F in Theorem 5.22. These results will later allow us
in Section 6 to extend to tree-cographs our results on forests, including the computation of their quantum
automorphism groups.

Let Q be a family of quantum permutation groups. We define the Jordan closure of Q, that we shall
by Jor(Q), to be the smallest family of quantum permutation groups (for inclusion) that contains Q and is
stable by free product and wreath product with S;" for every n € N.

With a slight abuse, we also talk about the Jordan closure of @, that we denote by Jor(Q), when @ is
a family of groups: this is the smallest family of groups (for inclusion) which contains @ and is stable by
product and wreath product with S,, for every n € N. It will always be clear from context whether we are
considering groups or quantum permutation groups.

Given F a class of graphs, we write Aut(F) = {Aut(G) | G € F} and Qu(F) = {Qu(G) | G € F}.

We start with some characterisations. When F is a class of graphs, we write 7¢ = {G° | G € F} and
Ft={Gi1+ ...+ G | k>1, G1,...,G € F}. We also define by induction Fy = F, Faiy1 = Fo; U FE;
and Fojyo = ]:2t+1 for ¢ > 0.

Lemma 5.8. For F a class of graphs, we have that co(F) = ;5o Fi-
Proof. Clear. O

Theorem 5.9. Let F be a class of graphs and let G be a graph. Then G € co(F) if and only if one of the
following is true:
(1) Ge FUFe,
(2) there exists k > 2 and Gy, ...,Gy € co(F) such that G =Gy + ...+ Gy,
(3) there exists k > 2 and Gy, ...,Gy € co(F) such that G =Gy + ...+ G.
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Proof. If G satisfies items (1), (2), or (3), then it is clear that G € co(F). Let us prove the converse. Assume
that G € co(F) and let ¢ = min{j > 0 | G € F,;}. We have that i < +oco by Lemma 5.8. If i = 0, then
G € Fo = F and (1) is true.

So let us assume that ¢ £ 0. If 4 is even, by construction, there exist £ > 1 and G, ..., Gy € F;_1 such that
G = G1 + ...+ Gg. By definition of ¢, we have that G ¢ F;_1, so k > 2. Since F;_1 C co(F), this shows
that (2) is true.

Finally, if ¢ is odd, by construction, we have G € F;_1 U F¢_;. Since G ¢ F;_1, we have that G° € F,_;. If
i =1, then G¢ € Fy = F and (1) is true. If ¢ > 1, by construction, there exist ¥ > 1 and Gy,...,Gx € F;_o
such that G¢ = Gy + ...+ G. It remains to show that & > 1. We show it by contradiction. Assume k = 1.
Then G € F;_o. Since i is odd, we have F;,_o = F{_, by construction, so G € F;_5: a contradiction. Hence
k > 2 and (3) is true. O

Lemma 5.10. Let F be a class of graphs and define ng = min{|V(G)| | G € F}. Let G € co(F). If
[V(G)| = no, then G € FU F°.

Proof. By Lemma 5.8, we immediately have that |V (H)| > ng for all H € co(F). Now consider G € co(F)
with |[V(G)| = ng. By Theorem 5.9, we have that (1), (2), or (3) is true. Let us prove by contrapositive that
(2) and (3) are false. Indeed, let Hy, ..., Hy, € co(F), with k > 2. Now for H = H; + ...+ Hj, we have that
|[V(H®)| = |V(H)| > 2n¢ > ng. This shows that G does not satisfy (2) or (3), hence it satisfies (1) and the
proof is finished. (]

Lemma 5.11. Let F be a class of graphs closed under taking complements and connected components. Then
co(F) is closed under taking connected components.

Proof. This follows immediately from Theorem 5.9. ]
We show that (QA) and (SA) are stable under taking complements.

Lemma 5.12. Let F be class of graphs. Then we have the following:
(1) if F satisfies (QA), so does F U F¢,
(2) if F satisfies (SA), so does F U F°.

Proof. Assume that F satisfies (QA). Let G € F¢ be an asymmetric graph. Notice that G¢ is asymmetric
too, hence 1 = Qu(G°) = Qu(G). This shows (1).

Assume that F satisfies (SA). Let G € F¢ and assume that G does not satisfy Schmidt’s criterion. Then G¢
does not satisfy it neither, so G¢ € F does not have quantum symmetry by (SA), and since Qu(G¢) = Qu(G),
we have that G does not have quantum symmetry neither. This shows that F U F¢ satisfies the Schmidt
alternative, hence (3) is true. O

Unfortunately, the axiom (QI) is not stable under taking complements. Indeed, let G and H be two graphs
such that G ~, H, G #, H¢, and G # H (for instance the two graphs exhibited in [1]). Let F = {G, H¢}.
It is clear that F satisfies (QI). However, we have F U F¢ = {G, G, H, H°}, which does not satisfy (QI).

To extend tractability to F-cographs, we will then need the extra hypothesis that F is stable by comple-
ments.

Theorem 5.13. Let F be a class of graphs. Assume that F is stable by taking complements and connected
components. We have the following:

(1) if F satisfies (QI), so does co(F),

(2) if F satisfies (QI) and (QA), so does co(F),

(3) if F satisfies (QI), (QA), and (SA), so does co(F).

Proof. Let us prove (1) by induction on the number of vertices. Let ng = min{|V(G)| | G € F} and consider
G, H € co(F) with |V(G)| = ng. Assume that G ~, H. This implies that |V (H)| = n¢ and by Lemma 5.10
we have that G and H are in F U F¢, which satisfies (QI) by hypothesis. Thus G = H.

Now assume that FN{X | |V(X)| < m} satisfies (QI) for some m > ny. Let G and H € co(F) be quantum
isomorphic graphs on m + 1 vertices (notice there might not be such graphs). Since co(F) is closed under
taking complements, we can assume that G and H are connected. If both G and H are in F U F¢ = F, we
have that G = H and we are done. So up to symmetry we can assume by Theorem 5.9 and Lemma 5.11 that
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there is k > 2 and G1,..., G} € co(F) connected such that G° = G1 + ...Gg. Then Theorem 3.7 implies
that H¢ = Hy + ...+ Hy, with Hy,..., Hy € co(F) and connected and with H; ~, G, for all 1 < i < k. Now
since k > 2 we have that m > |V(G;)| = |V(H;)| for all 1 <14 <k, so by induction hypothesis we have that
G; =H; for all 1 <i <k and G = H, as desired. Hence this concludes the proof of (1).

Combining Lemma 5.12 and Theorem 5.6, we obtain (2) and (3) by a clear induction. O

Let us now show that superrigidity behaves well with respect to sums and complements.
Lemma 5.14. If F is a superrigid class, then so is F U F¢.

Proof. Let G € F U F€ and let H be a graph such that G ~, H. If G € F, then by superrigidity G = H,
as desired. If not, then G € F¢, and G° ~, H®. Since G° € F, by superrigidity, H* = G¢, so G = H. This
concludes the proof. |

Lemma 5.15. If F is superrigid class, then so is F+.

Proof. Let G € F+. We can write G = G +...+ G}, for some k > 1 with G; € F for all 1 < i < k. For every
1<i<k, wewrite G; =G +... + Gﬁ the decomposition in connected components of G;, where [; > 1 is
the number of connected components of G;. Now let H be a graph such that G ~, H. By Theorem 3.7, we
have connected graphs HY,..., HI*,... H} ..., Ki* such that H} ~, G} forall 1 <i <k and 1 < j <1,
and such that H = Zle Zéle H!. For 1 < i < k, we write H; = Z;;l H!. Since H! ~, G’ for all
1<i<kandall 1<j<I;, wehave that H; ~; G;. Since G; € F, by superrigidity, we have that H; = Gj.
Now H = Zle H;, = Zle G; = G, as desired. This concludes the proof that superrigidity is preserved by
sums. ]

Hence superrigidity is preserved by taking the cograph closure.
Theorem 5.16. If F is a superrigid class of graphs, then so is co(F).

Proof. This follows immediately from Lemma 5.8, Lemma 5.14, and Lemma 5.15. (]

For the rest of this section, we turn towards the computation of the classical and quantum automorphism
groups of F-cographs. For F a class of graphs, we denote by F..,, the subclass of connected graphs of F.

Theorem 5.17. Let F be a class of graphs. Assume that:

(1) F is stable by taking complements,
(2) F is stable by taking connected components.

Then we have Aut(co(F)) C Jor(Aut(Feonn))-

Proof. Let us prove it by induction on the number of vertices. Let G € co(F) be a graph on ng =
min{|V(H)| | H € F} vertices. By Lemma 5.10, we have G € FUF® = F. Let G = Zle a;G; for some k € N
be the decomposition of G into connected components. By assumption, we have that G; € F forall 1 <i < k,
and so G; € Feonn. By Theorem 5.2, we have that Aut(G) = Hle Aut(G;) 1 Sa, € Jor(Aut(Feonn)), as
desired.

Now let us assume that Aut(G) € Jor(Aut(Feonn)) for all G € co(F) on at most n vertices for some
n > ng. Let G € co(F) be a graph on n + 1 vertices. If G € F U F¢, we are done by what precedes.
Otherwise, since Aut(G) = Aut(G°), we can assume that G is disconnected by Theorem 5.9. Once again we
write G = Zle a;G; for some k € N be the decomposition of G into connected components. By Lemma 5.11,
we have that G; € co(F) forall 1 < < k. By Theorem 5.2, we have that Aut(G) = Hle Aut(G;)1S,,. Since
G is disconnected, we have that |V (G;)| < |[V(G)| =n+1 for all 1 <i <k, so, by induction hypothesis, we
have that Aut(G;) € Jor(Aut(Feonn)). Since by definition this class is closed under taking wreath products
with a permutation group and by direct products, this shows that Aut(G) € Jor(Aut(Feonn)), as desired.
This concludes the proof. O

Theorem 5.18. Let F be a class of graphs such that Ky € F. Then Jor(Aut(F)) C Aut(co(F)).
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Proof. Tt is enough to show that Aut(co(F)) contains Aut(F) (which is clear), is stable by direct product,
and by wreath product with Sy for d € N.

Let G € co(F) and d € N. We claim that Aut(G) 1Sy € Aut(co(F). Indeed, if G is connected, set
H = d.G, otherwise, set H = d.G¢. Now H € co(F), and, by Theorem 5.2, since Aut(G) = Aut(G*), we
have that Aut(G)1Sq = Aut(H) € Aut(co(F)), as desired.

Then take G and H € co(F). We claim that Aut(G) x Aut(H) € Aut(co(F)). Indeed, notice that up to
taking complements we can assume both G and H connected. If G # H, set L = G+ H € co(F). We have
Aut(G) x Aut(H) = Aut(L) € Aut(co(F)) by Theorem 5.2, as desired. Assume now that G = H. Since
K, € F, we have that L' = (G+ K1) € co(F). Notice that L' # G (since they do not have the same number
of vertices), that L’ is connected by Lemma 2.3, and that Aut(L') = Aut(G + K1) = Aut(G) x Aut(K;) =
Aut(G) since G is connected. Setting L = G + L', we have that Aut(G)? = Aut(G) x Aut(L') = Aut(L) €
Aut(co(F)), as desired.

Hence we have shown that Aut(co(F)) is stable by direct product, by wreath product with Sy for d > 1,
and contains Aut(Feonn). By definition, we have Jor(Aut(F)) C Aut(co(F)), as desired. This concludes the
proof. O

Combining the precedent results, we obtain the automorphism groups of F-cographs as a function of the
automorphism groups of graphs of F.

Theorem 5.19. Let F be a class of graphs. Assume that:
(1) K eF,
(2) F is stable by taking complements,
(3) F is stable by taking connected components.

Then we have that Aut(co(F)) = Jor(Aut(Feonn)) = Jor(Aut(co(F))).

Proof. By Theorem 5.17, we have that Aut(co(F)) C Jor(Aut(Feonn)). Since Feonn C F, we have that
Jor(Aut(Feonn)) C Jor(Aut(F)). By Theorem 5.18, we have that Jor(Aut(F)) C Aut(co(F)). This con-
cludes the proof. O

When F satisfies (QI), these results extend to the noncommutative case as well, allowing us to explicitly
compute the quantum automorphism groups of F-cographs.

Theorem 5.20. Let F be a class of graphs. Assume that:
(1) F satisfies (QI),
(2) F is stable by taking complements,
(3) F is stable by taking connected components.

Then Qu(co(F)) C Jor(Qu(Feonn))-

Proof. Let us prove it by induction on the number of vertices. Let G € co(F) be a graph on ng =
min{|V(H)| | H € F} vertices. By Lemma 5.10, we have G € FU F¢ = F. Let G = Zle a;G;
for some k € N be the decomposition of G into connected components. By assumption, we have that
G; € Fforall 1 < i <k, and so G; € Feonn- Since F satisfies (QI), by Theorem 5.3, we have that
Qu(G) =+, Qu(G:)1 S, € Jor(Qu(Feonn)), as desired.

Now let us assume that Aut(G) € Jor(Qu(Feonn)) for all G € co(F) on at most n vertices for some
n > ng. Let G € co(F) be a graph on n + 1 vertices. If G € F U F¢, we are done by what precedes.
Otherwise, since Qu(G) = Qu(G®), we can assume that G is disconnected by Theorem 5.9. Once again we
write G = Zle a;G; for some k € N be the decomposition of GG into connected components. By Lemma 5.11,
we have that G; € co(F) for all 1 <4 < k. Since co(F) satisfies (QI) by Theorem 5.13, by Theorem 5.2, we
have that Qu(G) = **_; Qu(G;) 1S . Since G is disconnected, we have that [V(G;)| < [V(G)| = n+1 for all
1 <4 <k, so, by induction hypothesis, we have that Qu(G;) € Jor(Qu(Feonn))- Since by definition this class
is closed under taking free and wreath products with S; for [ > 1, this shows that Qu(G) € Jor(Qu(Feonn)),
as desired. This concludes the proof. (]

Theorem 5.21. Let F be a class of graphs such that K1 € F. Then Jor(Qu(F)) C Qu(co(F)).
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Proof. Tt is enough to show that Qu(co(F)) contains Qu(F) (which is clear), is stable by direct product,
and by wreath product with S; for d € N.

Let G € co(F) and d € N. We claim that Qu(G)1S4 € Qu(co(F). Indeed, if G is connected, set H = d.G,
otherwise, set H = d.G°. Now H € co(F), and, by Theorem 5.2, since Qu(G) = Qu(G¢), we have that
Qu(G)1 ST = Qu(H) € Qu(co(F)), as desired.

Then take G and H € co(F). We claim that Qu(G) x Qu(H) € Qu(co(F)). Indeed, notice that up to
taking complements we can assume both G and H connected. If G # H, set L = G + H € co(F). We have
Qu(G)xQu(H) = Qu(L) € Qu(co(F)) by Theorem 5.2, as desired. Assume now that G = H. Since K; € F,
we have that L’ = (G + K1) € co(F). Notice that L’ # G (since they do not have the same number of
vertices), that L’ is connected by Lemma 2.3, and that Qu(L’) = Qu(G + K1) = Qu(G) * Qu(K;) = Qu(Q)
since G is connected. Setting L = G + L', we have that Qu(G)? = Qu(G) * Qu(L’') = Qu(L) € Qu(co(F)),
as desired.

Hence we have shown that Qu(co(F)) is stable by free product, by wreath product with Sj for d > 1,
and contains Qu(Feonn). By definition, we have Jor(Qu(F)) C Qu(co(F)), as desired. This concludes the
proof. O

Hence we obtain the quantum automorphism groups of F-cographs as a function of the quantum auto-
morphism groups of graphs of F.

Theorem 5.22. Let F be a class of graphs. Assume that:
(1) K, e F,
(2) F satisfies (QI),
(3) F is stable by taking complements,
(4) F is stable by taking connected components.

Then we have that Qu(co(F)) = Jor(Qu(Feonn)) = Jor(Qu(co(F))).

Proof. By Theorem 5.20, we have that Qu(co(F)) C Jor(Qu(Feonn)). Since Feonn C F, we have that
Jor(Qu(Feonn)) C Jor(Qu(F)). By Theorem 5.21, we have that Jor(Qu(F)) C Qu(co(F)). This concludes
the proof. O

The precedent results are very practical for computations by hand because in many cases it is possible
to decompose a graph by alternatively taking complements and connected components into much smaller
graphs. We conclude this section by giving two examples, the second one generalising the first one. In the
next section, we will use the precedent results to compute the quantum (and classical) automorphism groups
of tree-cographs, thus generalising Jordan’s theorem about automorphism groups of trees (see [13]) to the
noncommutative case.

We start by computing the quantum and classical automorphism groups of cographs.

Theorem 5.23. Let F be the family of cographs. We have:

o Aut(F) = Jor({1}),

e Qu(F) = Jor({1}).
Proof. Notice that cographs are by definition the {K;}-cographs. This immediately implies the desired
results by Theorem 5.19 and Theorem 5.22. |

We now extend the precedent result. Let G, = {G € Graphs | #V(G) < n}.
Theorem 5.24. The class co(Gs) is tractable, superrigid, and Qu(co(Gs)) = Jor(Qu(Gs)).

Proof. By Theorem B.2, we have that G5 is tractable. Since quantum isomorphism preserves the number
of vertices, Gy is also superrigid. We then have that co(Gs) is tractable by Theorem 5.13 and is superrigid
by Theorem 5.16. Now it is clear that G5 satisfies the hypothesis of Theorem 5.22; which implies that
Qu(co(Gs)) = Jor(Qu(Gs)), as desired. This concludes the proof. O

Remark 5.1. We point out that the class of Gs-cographs is distinct from the class of tree-cographs, hence
Theorem 5.24 and our results in the next section (Theorem 6.33 and Theorem 6.35) can really be seen
as two distinct generalisations of our results for Ki-cographs, that is, cographs. Indeed, we have Cy €
co(Gs) \ co(Trees) and Ps € co(Trees) \ co(Gs).
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6. FORESTS

In this section, we prove that the class of forests is tractable and we compute the quantum automorphism
groups of forests. Doing so, we extend to the noncommutative setting a theorem of Jordan [13]. The present
work is in the continuation of work by Fulton [11] on quantum automorphism groups of trees.

Following Fulton’s approach, we use the center of a tree in a key way. We notice that it naturally leads
to a structure of rooted tree on a tree which better suited for computations. By translating the problems to
rooted trees and rooted forests, their solutions appear thus naturally as a consequence of a natural inductive
structure for which we can apply our previous results. This allows us to obtain the desired results.

We want to point out that our approach has the advantage of being explicit. We will mention when some
results can also be obtained in a non-explicit way.

In subsection 6.1, we recall Fulton’s proof that trees satisfy (QA), and give an non-explicit proof that trees
satisfy (QI) — both results are later proved in an explicit manner. In subsection 6.2, we introduce the language
of rooted forests, and define their quantum automorphism groups. In subsection 6.3, we use the natural
inductive structure of rooted forests to prove they form a tractable class (with axioms adapted to the rooted
setting), and compute their quantum automorphism groups. In subsection 6.4, we define a transformation
associating a rooted tree to a tree and use it to prove in Theorem 6.23 that forests are tractable, and in
Corollary 6.25 that tree-cographs are superrigid. In subsection 6.5, we compute the quantum automorphism
groups of trees and obtain the noncommutative Jordan theorem in Theorem 6.30. We finish by proving that
the class of tree-cographs is tractable in Theorem 6.33 and computing their quantum automorphism groups
in Theorem 6.35.

We point out that the classification of quantum automorphism groups of finite trees in Theorem 6.30 below
was recently independently obtained by De Bruyn, Kar, Roberson, Schmidt, and Zeman in [9] through a
direct computational approach. Here, we will obtain this result and its generalisation to tree-cographs in
Theorem 6.35 will come up as a consequence of our more general approach.

6.1. First results on trees. A tree is a finite graph such that there is a unique path joining any two
vertices. A forest is a graph all of whose connected components are trees. We point out that forests are
stable by taking subgraphs, while trees are not.

In this subsection, we will focus on trees and recall from Fulton [11] that the class of trees satisfies axiom
(QA), that is, that an asymmetric tree has a trivial quantum automorphism group. This is the first step into
understanding the structure of trees. We reproduce the proof here both for the sake of completeness and
because, the results of Fulton being very early in the theory (the definition of the quantum automorphism
group of a graph was not stabilised yet), the modern terminology simplifies the exposition.

Let G be a graph and let P be a partition of V(G). In 1971, Weichsel [23] calls such a partition a star
partition if:

(1) for all A e P, for all z, y € A, we have deg(x) = deg(y),
(2) for all A, B € P, for all z € A, if there exists y € B such that xy € F(G), then for all 2’ € A there
exists ¥’ € B such that 2y’ € E(G).

His motivation comes from the two following results, the second one being the main result of his paper [23].
Lemma 6.1 (Weichsel). Let « be an automorphism of a graph G. Then the orbits of a form a star partition.
The main result of [23] is the following.
Theorem 6.2 (Weichsel). A tree is asymmetric if and only if every star partition of its vertices is trivial.

The idea of Fulton [11] is to extend both results to the quantum setting, that is, to magic unitaries. For
coherence with modern terminology, we rephrase her result in Lemma 6.3, though the technique used here is
identical to the one she uses. Actually, she proves a stronger result than the one stated here, see in particular
Lemma 4.2.1 of [11].

Lemma 6.3 (Fulton). Let G be a graph. The quantum orbits of Qu(G) form a star partition.

Proof. We write Qu(G) = (O(Qu(G)),u). Let P be the partition of quantum orbits of Qu(G). By
Lemma 2.21, it satisfies the first axiom of star partitions. So let A and B € P be two quantum orbits.
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Assume there is x € A and y € B such that zy € E(G) and let a € A. Tt comes:

0 # Ugqg = Uga Z Uyb

beV(Q)
= Z UgaUyb,
beB
so there exists b € B such that uzquys # 0. By Lemma 2.23, we have that d(a,b) = d(z,y) = 1, so ab € E(G).
This shows that P also satisfies the second axiom of star partitions, and conclude the proof. O

Together with Theorem 6.2, Fulton obtains the following (Theorem 4.4.3 of [11]).
Theorem 6.4 (Fulton). A tree is asymmetric if and only if its quantum automorphism group is trivial.

Proof. Let T be a tree. First, notice that if Qu(7T) is trivial, then every magic unitary adapted to T is
the identity matrix. In particular, every permutation matrix commuting with Adj(7) is the identity. By
Corollary 2.5, we have Aut(T) = 1.

Conversely, assume T is asymetric. Let P be the partition of V(G) given by the quantum orbits. By
Lemma 6.3, we have that P is a star partition. By Theorem 6.2, we have that P is trivial. This immedi-
ately implies that the fundamental representation of Qu(7') is given by the identity matrix. In particular,
O(Qu(T)) = C, and Qu(T) = 1. This concludes the proof. O

In our setting, Fulton thus showed that the class of trees satisfies the axiom (QA). Let us now show in
an non-explicit way that quantum isomorphic trees are isomorphic, that is, axiom (QI). We use the notion
of fractional isomorphism. Two graphs G and H on n > 1 vertices are fractionally isomorphic if there exists
S € M, ([0,1]) bistochastic (that is, the sum on rows and columns is 1) such that S Adj(G) = Adj(H)S.
It is well-known that fractional isomorphic trees are isomorphic, so it is enough to check that quantum
isomorphic graphs are fractionnally isomorphic. This is already obtained indirectly in [1] where it is shown
that quantum isomorphism implies quantum nonsignalling isomorphism, the last notion being equivalent to
fractional isomorphism (Theorem 4.5 in [1]). We give here a direct proof.

Lemma 6.5. Two quantum isomorphic graphs are fractionally isomorphic.

Proof. Let G and H be two quantum isomorphic graphs on n > 1 vertices. By Theorem 4.4 and Theorem
2.5 of [15], there exists a tracial unital C*-algebra (A, 7) and a quantum isomorphism U = (u;;)1<i,j<n from
G to H with coefficients in A. Now the matrix 7(U) = 7(u;;)1<i j<n is the desired bistochastic matrix. O

In another degree of generality, we will show in Appendix A that quantum isomorphic planar graphs are
isomorphic, by using the result of Mancinska and Roberson [16] (see Corollary A.15).

6.2. Rooted forests. A rooted tree is a pointed tree, i.e. a pair (T,r) where T is a tree and r € V(T).
The vertex r is referred to as the root of T. Morphisms of rooted trees are graph morphisms between the
underlying trees which preserve the roots. A rooted forest is a disjoint union of rooted trees, we typically
denote a rooted forest by (F,{r1,...,rx}) = (Th,m1) + ... + (T%, %), where {r1,...,r;} is the set of roots
and Ti,...,Ty are the connected components of F. A morphism of rooted forests is a morphism of the
underlying graphs such that every root is sent to a root. For (F,r) a rooted forest (r is here a set of vertices
of F), this leads to the natural definition of Aut(F,r), the automorphism group of the rooted forest (F,r).

Let us define the quantum automorphism group Qu(F, r) of the rooted forest (F,r). Let n be the number
of vertices of F' and assume we have fixed an ordering on V(F'). Recall from Section 2 the relations P;
and Rp on n? variables which are the defining relations of a magic unitary adapted to F. Define then
R, ={xs | s €r t¢r}: that is, if  satisfies R,., then x5, = 0 when s is a root and ¢ is not. We claim the
following.

Lemma 6.6. Let (A, x) be the universal x-algebra generated on n? variables T = (z;j)1<; j<n Satisfying the

relations Ps U Rp U R,.. Then (A, x) satisfies the axioms of a quantum permutation group.
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Proof. Let y;j = > p_ @ik @ xp; in A® A for all 1 < 4,5 < n. By Lemma 2.7, it is enough to prove that
y = (Yij)1<i,j<n satisfies the relations P, U Rp U R,. By Theorem 2.8, we already know that y satisfies
Ps U Rp, so it remains to check that y satisfies R,.. Let s € r and ¢ ¢ r. It comes:

Yst = Z Tsz Q Tyt
z€V(F)

E Zsy ® X, since zg, =0 when 2z ¢ r
zer

=0
since x,; = 0 when z € r. So y satisfies R, and the result follows from Lemma 2.7. O

We define Qu(F,r) = (A, z) with A and x as in Lemma 6.6. Notice that since a rooted tree is in particular
a rooted forest, this also defines the quantum automorphism group of a rooted tree.

We introduce rooted forests not to study them for themselves but as useful tools to study forests and
trees. In that spirit, we extend to rooted forests some terminology and results for graphs.

A magic unitary U is adapted to a rooted tree (T,r) if it is adapted to the tree T and if w,. = 1.
Two rooted trees (T7,71) and (Tz,72) are quantum isomorphic if there is a magic unitary U such that
U Adj(Ty) = Adj(T>)U (so in particular T} and Th are quantum isomorphic) and uy,,, = 1.

A magic unitary U is adapted to F if it is adapted to F' and it preserves the roots in the sense that for
1<i<kandzeV(F),if ur,z # 0 or uy,, # 0, then there exists 1 < j < k such that « = r;. Two rooted
forests (Fi,x) and (Fs,y), where x and y are sets of vertices of F} and Fy, are quantum isomorphic if there
exists a magic unitary U such that it conjugates the adjacency matrices of F; and F5 (hence Fy and F; are
quantum isomorphic) and such that U preserves the roots, i.e. such that u,s =0ifr ez and s¢ yorr ¢ x
and s € y.

We extend naturally quantum symmetry, the (quantum) Schmidt criterion, and the Schmidt alternative
for rooted forests. Let us check that the rooted quantum Schmidt criterion implies quantum symmetry of
the rooted forest.

Lemma 6.7. Let (F,r) be a rooted forest. Assume that there are two nontrivial (i.e. # 1) magic unitaries
U and V adapted to (F,r) with disjoint support. Then (F,r) has quantum symmetry.

Proof. Tt is enough to notice that the same proof as the one of the quantum Schmidt criterion (Theorem 2.12)
works, with the extra observation that, if we start with magic unitaries U and V preserving the roots, then
the magic unitary W = Diag(ix (U1), iy (V1),1) also preserves the roots. O

6.3. Quantum properties of rooted forests. As mentioned in the previous section, we view rooted
forests as a tool in order to describe the quantum structure of forests themselves. To achieve it, we need first
to understand the quantum structure of rooted forests. Hence for the current section, we focus on rooted
forests themselves.

Let (F,r) be a rooted forest. We can write (F,r) = Ei;l(Ti,m) with & > 1 the number of connected
components of F' and where (T}, 7;) is a rooted tree for all 1 < i < k. Let T be the tree obtained by adding
a vertex x to F' and adding an edge {z,r;} for all 1 < i < k. Taking = to be the root, we obtain a rooted
tree (T,z). Since this procedure will often come up, we will denote it by (T,z) = =. Zle(Ti,ri), or also
(T,x) =x. (T1,r) + ... + (Tk, 78))-

Now let (T, r) be a rooted tree on at least two vertices. Then T\ {r} is naturally a rooted forest, where
we take N (r) as our new set of roots. Since a rooted forest is a sum of rooted trees, this gives us an inductive
structure on rooted trees that we want to exploit in order to determine the quantum properties of rooted
trees. This is done by the following essential lemma.

Lemma 6.8. Let (T,r) be a rooted tree on at least two vertices and let (F,{r;}) = T \ {r} be the rooted
forest obtained by removing the root. Let U be a magic unitary adapted to the rooted tree (T,r). Then U is

of the form
V o
7= 1)
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when enumerating the vertices with r being the last one, and V is a magic unitary adapted to (F,(r;)).
Conversely, if V is a magic unitary adapted to the rooted forest (F,{r;}), then Diag(V, 1) is a magic unitary
adapted to (T,r).

Proof. Let U be a magic unitary adapted to (T,7). By definition, U = Diag(V, 1), where the 1 corresponds
to r, V is a magic unitary, and U commutes with Adj(7). Notice that we have

o (Adj(F)  L*
with L a certain line matrix. Since [U, Adj(T)] = 0, we find that [V, Adj(F)] = 0, so V is a magic unitary
adapted to the forest F. All that is left to check is that V preserves the roots of F, that is, N(r). Let
z € N(r) and y € V(T) such that uzy # 0. Then 0 # ugyl = ugzyu,,. By Lemma 2.23, we have that
d(y,r) =d(z,7) =1, s0 y € N(r), as desired. This concludes the proof of the first part of the lemma.

For the second part, we consider V' a magic unitary adapted to (F, (r;)) and we set U = Diag(V,1). We
only need to check that U commutes with Adj(7"). Using the presentation of Adj(T’) as above, it is clear that
this happens if LV = L. Notice that for x € V(F), writing [, = [L],, we have I, = 1y¢(z). Let x € N(r).
Since V' is adapted to (F, (7)), and since {r;} = N(r), we have that vy, = 0 for y ¢ N(r). It comes:

[LV]. = Z lyvyz

yeEV(F)

Z Uy

yEN(r)

= >
yeEV(F)
=1

=l;.
Now consider « € V(F) \ N(r). Similarly, we obtain:

LV]e= > Loy

yeEV(F)

Z Uy

yeEN(r)
=0

=l;.

Hence, we have that LV = L, and U commutes with Adj(T), as desired. This concludes the proof. O
From Lemma 6.8, we obtain the following theorem.

Theorem 6.9. Let (T, 1) be a rooted tree on at least two vertices. Then we have:

e Qu(T,r) = Qu(T\{r}), where both quantum groups are taken with the respect to the rooted structure,

o (T,r) satisfies the rooted Schmidt criterion if and only if the rooted forest T \ {r} does,

o for (T,z) and (S,y) two rooted trees on at least two vertices, we have (T, x) ~4 (S,y) if and only if
T\ A{z} ~; S\ {y} as rooted forests.

Proof. The first point follows immediately from Lemma 6.8. For the second point, simply notice that classical
automorphisms are also given by magic unitaries (specifically, the ones with 1-dimensional coefficients) and
that writing U = Diag(V, 1) we have Supp(U) = Supp(V).

Let us prove the last point. First, take V' a quantum isomorphism between 7'\ {x} and S\ {y}. It is clear
that Diag(V,1) is a magic unitary establishing a quantum isomorphism between (7', z) and (S, y), with the
root enumerated last.

Conversely, consider U a quantum isomorphism from (7, z) to (S,y). By definition, U is of the form
Diag(V, 1) with V' a magic unitary. Write (Fy,71) = T\ {z} and (F2,r2) = S\ {y}. A direct computation
shows that V' conjugates the adjacency matrices of Fy and Fb. Let us check that us,, = 0 when a ¢ 79
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and b € r1. Let a € V(S) and b € V(T). Recall that 11 = N(z) and 7 = N(y). Assume that b € N(y)
and that uq, # 0. Now ugytes = Uqp 7# 0 so by Lemma 2.23 we have that dr(z,a) = ds(y,b) = 1, hence
a € N(x) = rq, as desired. This shows that u., = 0 if a ¢ 79 and b € r;. To obtain that uy,, = 0 when
a € ro and b ¢ r1, apply what precedes to U*, exchanging the roles of (T, z) and (S,y). This concludes the
proof. O

We are now able to adapt Theorem 3.6 and Theorem 3.7 to rooted forests.

Theorem 6.10. Let (Fy, Ry) and (Fs, R2) be two rooted forests and let U be a quantum isomorphism from
(F1, Ry) to (Fa, Ra) with coefficients in a unital C*-algebra X. Let x € V(F1) and a € V(Fy) such that
Ugpq # 0. Set V =U[C(x),C(a)], and let r be the root of C(x), and s be the root of C(a). Then there exists

a nonzero projection p € X such that:

(1) for every y € C(z), we have 3 ey () Vyb = Ps
(2) for every be C(a),' we have Y-, cy (o)) Vyb = D
(3) V Adi(Cla)) = AdJ(C(@))V,

(4) V preserves the roots of C(x) and C(a).

In particular, V is a square matriz, and it is a quantum isomorphism of rooted trees from (C(z),r) to
(C(a), s) with coefficients in the C*-subalgebra of X generated by the coefficients of V.

Proof. By Theorem 3.6, we already have the existence of p and items (1), (2), and (3), as well as the fact
that V' induces a quantum isomorphism of graphs between the trees C'(x) and C(a). Hence, all there is to
check is that V' preserves the roots. But this is immediate since U does. This concludes the proof. (]

Theorem 6.11. Let (F1,R;) = E?Zl(Ti,xi) and (Fy, Ry) = Eé-:l(S’j,yj) be two rooted forests. Assume
that they are quantum isomorphic. Then k = 1 and up to relabelling we have that (T;,x;) is quantum
isomorphic to (S;,y;) for all 1 < i <k.

Proof. Since quantum isomorphism of (Fy, Ry) and (F3, Rs) as rooted forests implies quantum isomorphism
of F1 and F5 as graphs, we already have by Theorem 3.7 that & = [ and that up to relabelling we get that T;
is quantum isomorphic to S;. So we just need to prove that such quantum isomorphisms can be taken with
Uy,z;, = 1.

Let U be a quantum isomorphism between (Fi, Ry) and (Fa, Rs) with coefficients in a unital C*-algebra X.
We write it as a block matrix (U;;) where each block is indexed by vertices in V(S;) x V(T}). By Lemma 3.5
we have a magic unitary P = (p;;(U))i<ij<k = (Dij)i<ij<k. Applying Lemma 2.20 and relabelling if
necessary, we can assume that p;; # 0 for all 1 <4 < k. Fix 1 <14 < k. Let X; be the C*-subalgebra of X
generated by the coefficients of U;;. By Theorem 6.10, we know that X; is unital wit unit p;;(U), that U;; is
a square matrix, and that it is a quantum isomorphism of rooted trees from (7}, z;) to (S;, y;) when viewed
with coefficients in X;. This concludes the proof. O

Remark 6.1. The converse of Theorem 6.11 is obviously true.

We are ready to show that rooted forests satisfy (QI), that is, that quantum isomorphic rooted forests are
isomorphic.

Theorem 6.12. Two rooted forests are quantum isomorphic if and only if they are isomorphic.

Proof. Let (F1, Ry) and (F3, R2) be two quantum isomoprhic rooted forests. We need to prove that they are
isomorphic. Since they are quantum isomorphic, we already have that F} and F, are quantum isomorphic
as graphs, hence they have the same number of vertices n € N. We will prove it by induction on n > 1. For
n = 1, this is immediate. So we assume that quantum isomorphism implies isomorphism for any rooted forest
on at most n—1 vertices for some n > 2. Let us write (Fy, Ry) = (T1,z1)+. . .+ (Tk, zx). By Theorem 6.11, we
have that F5 has k connected components as well, that we can enumerate as (F», Ro) = (S1,y1)+- ..+ (Sk, Ux)
such that for any 1 <i < k we have that (T}, ;) is quantum isomorphic to (S;, y;).

Let us first assume that £ > 1. In that case, for 1 < i < k, we have #V(T;) < n, so by induction
hypothesis (T3, z;) and (S;, y;) are isomorphic. This being true for all i, we have that (Fi, Ry) =) . (T}, ;) =
> (Si,yi) = (Fa, Ra), so (Fi, Ry) and (F, Ry) are isomorphic, as desired.
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Now assume that k = 1. Then (Fy, R;) = (T, z) and (F3, Rg) = (S,y) are rooted trees. By Theorem 6.9,
the rooted forests T\ {z} and S\{y} are quantum isomorphic, so they are isomorphic by induction hypothesis.
But this implies that (T,z) and (S,y) are isomorphic as well, since they are obtained by adding a root
respectively to 7'\ {z} and S\ {y}, which concludes the induction. O

These results now allow us to compute the quantum automorphism group of a forest as a function of the
quantum automorphism group of its connected components in Theorem 6.15. We start with a few prepartory
lemmas.

Lemma 6.13. Let k > 1 and let (F,r) = Zle a;.(T;,r;) be a rooted forest, where ay,...,ar € N, and
(T1,71),s .-, (Tk, ) are two-by-two non isomorphic rooted trees. Then Qu(F,r) = **_, Qu(a;.(T},7;)).

Proof. Let U be the fundamental representation of Qu(F,r). We claim that it is diagonal by block, where
each block is adapted to a;(T;,r;), which will imply the result.

Indeed, let 1 <4,j <k and let z, a € V(F). Assume that x is a vertex in some copy of (T;,7;) and a is a
vertex in some copy of (Tj,r;). Assume moreover that u,, # 0. Now by Theorem 6.10 we have that (T, ;)
is quantum isomorphic to (T}, r;), hence ¢ = j by Theorem 6.12. This concludes the proof. |

We then extend Theorem 3.8.
Lemma 6.14. Let (T, ) be a rooted tree and let d > 1. Then Qu(d.(T,z)) = Qu(T,z)1 Sy .

Proof. Let n = #V(T). Let U be the fundamental representation of Qu(d.(T, z)). Let W be the fundamental
representation of size dn of Qu(T,z) S, obtained by Section 7.2.2 of [10].

Let W be the fundamental representation of size dn of Qu(T,z) ¢S] obtained by Section 7.2.2 of [10].
Recall that it is given by coefficients w;; 1 = vi(vi)pij, with 1 < 4,5 < dand 1 < k,I < n, where W is in
a block form W = (W;;)1<s,j<d, where each block is indexed by a copy of T. Here P = (p;j)1<i,j<d is the
fundamental representation of S; and V' = (vki)1<k,i<n is the fundamental representation of Qu(T,z). In
particular, V' is a magic unitary adapted to T. By Theorem 3.8, this implies that W commutes with Adj(d.T)
(since W is then the image of the fundamental representation of Qu(d.T"), which commutes with the scalar
matrix Adj(T)). Moreover, we claim that W preserves the roots: indeed, assume that z is enumerated first
in V(T),let 1 <1i,j <d, and let 2 < k < n. Since V is adapted to (T, x), we have w;; 11 = v;(vig)pij = 0
since v1; = 0, and similarly vy, = 0 so w;j 51 = 0. This shows that W is a magic unitary adapted to the
rooted forest d.(T, z). Hence by universality the mapping w;; x; — w;j ki extends to a surjective s-morphism
from O(Qu(d.(T,z)) to O(Qu(T,z) 1 S;).

Let us show the converse. For this, we know that U is a magic unitary adapted to d.T', so, by Theorem 3.8,
we have that U is of the form U = (p;;U;)1<i<d for p = (pi;(U))1<i,j<a the magic unitary given by Lemma 3.5
and with Uy, ..., Uy being magic unitaries adapted to T. We claim that U; is actually adapted to (T, ) for
all 1 < i <d, that is, that U; preserves the root. Indeed, it comes:

d
1= Z Z WUir,zy
r=1yeV(T)
d
= Zumm since U is adapted to the rooted forest d.(T, )
r=1

This shows that U; is actually a magic unitary adapted to (7', z). Hence by universality the mapping
wij k> Uij ke extends to a surjective x-morphism from O(Qu(T,z)1S;) to O(Qu(d.(T,z)).

The two constructed morphisms are clearly inverse of each other (since they are on the generators), and
they are quantum group morphisms since they preserve the matrix structure. Hence they are the desired
isomorphisms of quantum groups between Qu(d.(T, z)) and Qu(7,z) ¢S} . This concludes the proof. |

We can now compute the quantum automorphism group of a rooted forest in the function of the quantum
automorphism groups of its connected components.

Theorem 6.15. Let k > 1 and let (F,r) = Zle a;.(T;, ;) be a rooted forest, where ay,...,ar € N, and
(T1,71)s - -, (Th, ) are two-by-two non isomorphic rooted trees. Then Qu(F,r) = **_, Qu(T;, ;) St
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Let us now treat quantum asymmetry. Notice that we will later prove Lemma 6.20, which could be proved
independently. The result would then follow from Fulton’s result, Theorem 6.4. Here we will stay in the
spirit of rooted trees and prove it using the inductive structure.

Theorem 6.16. A rooted forest is asymmetric if and only if it is quantum asymmetric.

Proof. The reverse implication is clear, so let us show that an asymmetric forest is quantum asymmetric. We
claim it is enough to consider the case of rooted trees. Let us assume the result proved for rooted trees. Let
(F,r) = Z§:1(Ti7 r;) be a rooted forest with k > 2. Assume that Aut(F,r) is trivial, we want to show that
Qu(F,r) is as well. Let (T,xz) = . Ele(Ti,ri). By Theorem 6.9, we have that Aut(7,z) = Aut(F,r) = 1,
so, assuming the result proved for rooted trees, we would have that Qu(7T,x) = 1 and by Theorem 6.9 again
that Qu(F,r) = Qu(T,z) = 1. This shows that it is enough to prove the result for rooted trees.

Let us now prove the result for rooted trees by strong induction on the number of vertices. It is clearly true
for a tree on 1 vertex. So we assume it proved for all trees on at most n vertices, for some n > 1. Let (T, z)
be an asymmetric rooted tree on n + 1 vertices. Since n + 1 > 1, we can write (T,z) = x. 25:1 a;.(T;,7i)
for some k > 1, some a1,...,ar € N, and such that (T3, ;) # (T},r;) for i # j. Let U be a magic unitary
adapted to (7, z). Notice that by Theorem 6.9, we have that Aut(F,r) = Aut(T,x) = 1. In particular, for
all 1 < i < k, we have that Aut(T;,7;) = 1 and a; = 1. Moreover, for 1 < i < k, since |V (T;,7;)| < n + 1,
by induction hypothesis, we have that Qu(T;,r;) = 1. By Theorem 6.15 and Theorem 6.9, we have that
Qu(T,z) = Qu(F,r) = *F_, Qu(T;,r;) 1 S7 = +F_,111 = 1. Thus we have proved that Qu(7T,z) = 1, which
concludes the induction and the proof of the theorem. O

Finally, let us show that rooted forests satisfy the Schmidt alternative.

Lemma 6.17. Let n € N and consider n nonisomorphic rooted trees (T1,r1),...,(Tyn,mn) as well as n
nonzero integers ai,...,a, > 1. Let (F,r) = Y1 a;.(T;,r;). Then (F,r) does not satisfy the rooted
Schmidt criterion if and only if there is an integer 1 <[ < n such that:

o for every i # 1, we have a; = 1 and Aut(T;,r;) = 1,
® q S 3>
o (Ty, 1) does not satisfy Schmidt’s criterion,
e ifa; > 1, then Aut((Ty, 7)) = 1.
Proof. The proof of Theorem 5.5 naturally translates to the rooted context. |

Theorem 6.18. The class of rooted forests satisfies the rooted Schmidt alternative.

Proof. Recall that, by Lemma 6.7, we have that a rooted forest satsfying the rooted Schmidt criterion has
quantum symmetry. So it is enough to prove the converse. Moreover, is enough to prove it for rooted trees.
Indeed, assume it is true for rooted trees and let (F,r) be a rooted forest. Assume that (F,r) does not satisfy
the rooted Schmidt criterion. Then letting (T, z) = x.(F,r) we have by Theorem 6.9 that (7', z) does not
satisfy the rooted Schmidt criterion neither. Thus, by assumption, (7', ) does not have quantum symmetry,
and by the same theorem we have that Qu(F,r) = Qu(T,z) so (F,r) does not have quantum symmetry
neither. This is what we wanted.

Let us now prove by strong induction on the number of vertices that a rooted tree which does not satisfy
the rooted Schmidt criterion does not have quantum symmetry. It is clearly true for a rooted tree on 1
vertex, so let us assume it true for all rooted trees on at most m vertices, for some m > 1. Let (T, z) be a
rooted tree on m + 1 vertices and write it (7, z) = z. (3", a;.(T;,r;)) with n € N and a4, ...,a, € N and
such that (T;,7;) # (T}, r;) for i # j. Assume that (T, x) does not satisfy the rooted Schmidt criterion and
let 1 <1 < n be the integer given by Lemma 6.17. By Theorem 6.16, Theorem 6.15, and Theorem 6.9, we
have that Qu(T, z) = *j_, Qu(Ti,r;) 1 S = Qu(Ty, ) L SF. If a; > 1, we also have that Aut(7;,7) = 1, so
Qu(Ty,7) = 1 and Qu(T,z) = S;. Since a; < 3, we have that O(S]) is commutative, hence (T, z) does
not have quantum symmetry. Now assume that a; = 1. We have that (7}, r;) does not satisfy the rooted
Schmidt criterion. Since |V (T}, 7;)| < m, by induction hypothesis, (T}, r;) does not have quantum symmetry.
This means that O(Qu(T,x)) = O(Qu(T;,r;)) is abelian, hence (T,z) does not have quantum symmetry.
Therefore the induction is complete and the proof finished. O
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Hence we have proved that rooted forests are tractable in the sense of Section 5 when adapted to the
rooted context. We can now go bak to trees and forests.

6.4. The transformation V. Let us now build useful transformations allowing us to transport our results
from the rooted context to the unrooted one. We start by recalling without proof the following well-known
lemma. We encountered it first in the article of Jordan [13]. Since we are not aware of any earlier mention,
we attribute it to Jordan.

Lemma 6.19 (Jordan). The center of a tree is isomorphic to K1 or K.
The following result exhibits a useful link between rooted forests and trees.

Lemma 6.20. Let (F,r) be a rooted forest. Then there exists a tree G which contains F' as a proper subgraph
and such that:

e cvery magic unitary adapted to G (in particular, every automorphism of G) preserves F and is the
identity when restricted to G\ F,

e cvery magic unitary adapted to F (in particular, every automorphism of F') extends by the identity
to a magic unitary adapted to G (in particular, to an automorphism of G).

In particular, we have that Aut(G) = Aut(F') and Qu(G) = Qu(F).

Proof. Let us write (F,r) = Ele(Ti,ri). The construction is as follows. Let d = 1 4+ max{deg(x) | = €
V(F)}. Notice that d > 2. Assume we have (51, 51),...,(Sq, 8q4) such that, for all 1 <i < d, we have:

(1) (S;, i) is a quantum asymmetric rooted tree,
(2) the maximal degree of S; is at most d,

(3) (Si,si) #q (Sj,55) for j # i,

(4) (Si,s:i) #q (Tj,r;) forall 1 < j <k.

Let (G,z) = x. ((F7 r)+ 2?21(51',51‘)) We claim that G has the desired properties. First, G is a well-

defined tree, and it clearly contains F' as a proper subgraph. Then we have deg(z) = k+d > d+ 1, so by
Lemma 2.21 every magic unitary adapted to G fixes z and is thus a magic unitary adapted to (G, z). Now
let U be a magic unitary adapted to (G, x). By Lemma 6.8 we have that U is adapted to G \ {z} and, by
Theorem 6.15 and by assumption, it is actually the identity when restricted to Z?:l(si? s;). Moreover, if
V is a magic unitary adapted to (F,r), then extending it by the identity immediately gives a magic unitary
adapted to G \ {z}, and so adding an extra 1 we obtain by Lemma 6.8 a magic unitary adapted to (G,x)
and in particular to G. This is what we wanted.

It remains to show we can always find such (5;,s;). We can for instance take d paths rooted at one
extremity of different lengths: they are clearly quantum asymmetrical, of maximum degree 2, two-by-two
not quantum isomorphic as well as not quantum isomorphic to any of the (T;,r;) if chosen of a different
length, in case one of them is a path rooted at one extremity as well. O

We define a transformation W: Trees — RootedTrees which allows us to transfer to trees what we have
proved for rooted trees.

Let T be a tree. If Z(T') = K1, let « be the vertex such that Z(T') = {z}. We simply set U(T") = (T, z).
Let us now assume that Z(T) = {z,y}. We define T” to be the graph obtained by subdividing the edge zy
once, adding a new vertex that we call z: T” is clearly a tree — for instance because it is connected and we
have #V(T") = #V(T)+ 1 =#E(T)+2=#E(T') + 1. We set ¥(T) = (T", 2).

We now extend ¥ to magic unitaries adapted to a rooted tree.

Let T be a tree and let U be a magic unitary adapted to it. If Z(T) = K, we set ¥(U) = U. If
Z(T) = K3, we set U(U) = Diag(U, 1), where the extra coefficient corresponds to the new vertex.

Notice that we are doing a slight abuse here: technically we are defining ¥ (7T, U) where T is a tree and U
is a magic unitary adapted to it.? However, we will maintain this abuse since it shall always be clear from
the context with respect to which tree we are associating a given magic unitary.

2If we want to realise ¥ as a function, we can for instance restrict ourselves to magic unitaries with coefficients being
operators on a fixed separable Hilbert space, since all C'*-algebras considered are separable.
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Lemma 6.21. Let T} and T be two quantum isomorphic trees. If U is a quantum isomorphism between
them, then U(U) is a quantum isomorphism of rooted trees between W(Ty) and V(Tz). Conversely, every
quantum isomorphism between W(T1) and V(T5) is of the form W(U) for U a quantum isomorphism between
T1 and TQ.

Proof. Let U be a quantum isomorphism between 77 and 7. First assume that Z(T7) = K;. Then
Z(Ty) = K; by Theorem 3.4 and ¥(U) = U. We also have ¥(T;) = (T}, r;) with Z(T;) = {r;} for i € {1,2}.
Since U is a quantum isomorphism between 77 and 75, we only need to show that u,,,, = 1. But this follows
from Theorem 3.4.

Now let us assume that Z(71) = Kj. We then also have Z(T3) = Ks by Theorem 3.4. This gives
U(T;) = (T}, z;) for i € {1,2}, where z; is the added vertex, and we have U(U) = Diag(U, 1). By Theorem 3.4
again, we can write U in the form U = Diag(V, W), where V and W are magic unitaries, and W is indexed by
Z(Ty)x Z(T1). So actually U(U) = Diag(V, W, 1) is block diagonal. Let us write A = Adj(Ty), A" = Adj(Ty),
B = Adj(T»), and B’ = Adj(T3). By construction, we have ¥(U),,., = 1, and we already know that ¥(U)
is a magic unitary (of the correct dimensions). So to complete the proof we only need to check that
U(U)A" = B'U(U). Let us write the matrices in the block decomposition adapted to the diagonal form of
U(U) = Diag(V, W, 1). Writing L = (1,1), we have:

A A 0 Bii Bz 0
A/ = A21 0 LT and B/ = B21 0 LT
0 L 0 0 L 0

It comes:
VALV VALW* 0
V(AU = | WrAuV 0 WLt
0 LW+ 0
Now since UAU* = B we already get VA1 V* = By, VA1sW* = Bys, and W* A5V = Bay. So to conclude
we just need to check that WLT = LT. But this follows immediately from the facts that L = (1,1) and W is
a magic unitary. This completes the proof that ¥(U) is a quantum isomorphism between ¥(77) and U(T3).
Conversely, let us now take V a quantum isomorphism between W(T7) and ¥(7%). In the case where
Z(Ty) = K;, we also have Z(T>) = K; by Theorem 3.4. So there is nothing to prove: V is already a
quantum isomorphism between 77 and T and by construction we have ¥(V) = V. Let us assume now
that Z(T1) = Ks. Then we have Z(T3) = Ks, and we write ¥(T;) = (T}, z;) again. Since V is a quantum
isomorphism of rooted trees, we have V,,,, = 1. So V = Diag(U, 1), where U is a magic unitary. Writing
A = Adj(T1) and B = Adj(T%), we only need to show that UA = BU in order to complete the proof. We
decompose the matrices in blocks adapted to the centers, writing A = (A4;;)1<i j<2, and similarly for B.
Since V preserves the roots, and the roots form the centers, we have by Theorem 3.4 that U = Diag(U;, Us),
where Uj is of size 2. The fact that V conjugates Adj(7]) and Adj(7T3) implies that Uy A1y = B11Uq,
U1A12 = BlQUQ, and U2A21 = BglUl. It remains to check that U2A22 = BQQUQ. But we have:

0 1
Ao = (1 O) = Bao,

and it commutes with U; since Us is a 2-dimensional magic unitary. This completes the proof. 0
We gather useful facts about the transformation ¥ in the next lemma.

Lemma 6.22. Let T, Ty, Ty be trees and let U be a magic unitary adapted to T with coefficients in a unital
C*-algebra X. We have:

if U(T1) = U(Tz) and Ty and Ty have the same number of vertices, then Ty = Ty,
Supp(U) = Supp(¥(U)),

the coefficients of U commute if and only if the ones of U(U) do,

U is a submatriz of ©(U),

the coefficients of U generate the same C*-subalgebra of X as the ones of U(U),
U induces an isomorphism of the groups Aut(T) and Aut(V(T)),

U induces an isomorphism of the quantum groups Qu(T) and Qu(¥(T)).

Proof. The last two statements follow from Lemma 6.21 and the others are elementary observations. O
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Thanks to ¥, we obtain that the class of forests is tractable.

Theorem 6.23. The class of forests is tractable. In other words, the following are true:

(QA) a forest is asymmetric if and only if it has a trivial quantum automorphism group,
(QI) two quantum isomorphic forests are isomorphic,
(SA) a forest has quantum symmetry if and only if it satisfies Schmidt’s criterion.

Proof. By Theorem 5.6, it is enough to show that the class of trees is tractable.

By Theorem 6.4, we know that trees satisfy (QA). We can also obtain it explicitly as follows. Let T be
an asymmetric tree and let U be a magic unitary adapted to T. By Lemma 6.22, we have that U(U) is
adapted to the rooted tree ¥(T'), and we also have that ¥(7T') is asymmetric. By Theorem 6.16, we have
that ¥(7T') is quantum asymmetric, so ¥(U) is the identity matrix. So by Lemma 6.22 we have that U is the
identity matrix too. Applying this to the fundamental representation of Qu(7T") we obtain that Qu(7") = 1,
as desired. So trees satisfy (QA).

Let T and S be two quantum isomorphic trees and let U be a quantum isomorphism from 7T to S.
By Lemma 6.21, we have that ¥(U) is a quantum isomorphism of rooted trees from ¥(T') to ¥(S). By
Theorem 6.11, we have that ¥(7T') = ¥(S). This and the fact that T" and S have the same number of vertices
implies that T'= S by Lemma 6.22. Thus quantum isomorphic trees are isomorphic.

Finally, let T be a tree not satisfying Schmidt’s criterion. Then W(T') does not satisfy Schmidt’s criterion
neither by Lemma 6.22. Since the class of rooted forests satisfies the (rooted) Schmidt alternative by
Theorem 6.18, we have that ¥(T') does not have quantum symmetry. But then 7" does not have quantum
symmetry by Lemma 6.22. This proves that the class of trees satisfies the Schmidt alternative.

Thus the class of trees is tractable, and so is the class of forests by Theorem 5.6. This concludes the
proof. O

Let us conclude this section by showing that trees and tree-cographs are superrigid.

Theorem 6.24. The class of trees is superrigid, that is, if T is a tree and G is a graph such that T ~, G,
then G =T.

Proof. Let G be a graph and T a tree such that G ~;, T. Recall that a graph H is a tree if and only
if H is connected and |V(H)| = |E(H)| + 1. Since quantum isomorphism preserves connectedness (by
Corollary 2.24), the number of vertices (by definition), and the number of edges (by Lemma 2.22), then
G is a tree. So G = T because trees satisfy (QI) by Theorem 6.23. This shows that the class of trees is
superrigid. O

Corollary 6.25. The class of tree-cographs is superrigid.
Proof. This follows immediately from Theorem 6.24 by Theorem 5.16. O

6.5. The noncommutative Jordan theorem. In this subsection, we compute the quantum automorphism
groups of forests in Corollary 6.29 and Theorem 6.30. We then show that tree-cographs are tractable in
Theorem 6.33. Thanks to the results of Section 5, we obtain the classical and quantum automorphism
groups of tree-cographs in Theorem 6.34 and Theorem 6.35.

Lemma 6.26. Let T be a tree. Then there exists a tree H such that T is not quantum isomorphic to H and
Qu(T) = Qu(H).

Proof. Let H be the tree given by Lemma 6.20 applied to ¥(7T'). Since T is a proper subgraph of H, they
do not have the same number of vertices and thus are not quantum isomorphic. And we have Qu(T) =
Qu(¥(T)) = Qu(H), as desired. O

We recall Jordan’s classification of automorphism groups of finite trees obtained by Jordan in [13].

Theorem 6.27 (Jordan). The class of automorphism groups of finite trees is the smallest family J of finite
groups such that:
(1) J contains the trivial group,
(2) if Aand B€ J, then Ax Be J,
(3) for Ae J andn > 1, we have AV S, € J.
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We now extend it to the noncommutative setting. Let us start with a useful lemma.

Lemma 6.28. Let G be a quantum permutation group. Then the following are equivalent:

(1) G =Qu(T) for some tree T,

(2) G = Qu(F) for some forest F,

(3) G=Qu(T,r) for some rooted tree (T,r),

(4) G = Qu(F, (r;)1<i<k) for some rooted forest (F, (r;)1<i<k-

Proof. Tt is clear that (1) implies (2). We have that (1) implies (3) by Lemma 6.22 and it is clear that (3)
implies (4).

Let us show that (4) implies (1). Let (F,r) be a rooted forest and let T" be the tree given by applying
Lemma 6.20 to (F,r). Then Qu(F,r) = Qu(T). This shows that (4) implies (1).

This shows that (1), (3), and (4) are equivalent.

Let us show that (2) implies (4). Let F = E?Zl a;T; be a forest, where k > 1, T; is a tree and a; > 1
for 1 < i <k, and T; # T; when ¢ # j. By Theorem 5.3 and Theorem 6.23, we have that Qu(F) =
«F_ Qu(T;) 1 SF. Assume first that U(T;) # U(Tj) for all i # j. Then, setting (F',r) = Zle a; U (Ty)
we have by Theorem 6.15 that Qu(F’,r) = Qu(F). So it remains to treat the case where there exist
i # j with U(T;) = U(Tj). Let (S;,7;) = ¥(T;). By adding paths of different lengths starting at r;, we
can ensure, in a way similar to the construction in the proof of Lemma 6.20, to obtain new rooted trees
(Wi, r;) such that degyy, (r;) # degyy, (r;) with Qu(W;,r;) = Qu(S;, r;). Now by Theorem 6.15 we have that
QUK ai(Wi, ) = #F_, Qu(Si, i)t St =, Qu(T;) 1 S, = Qu(F), as desired. This shows that (2)
implies (4).

This concludes the proof. (|

Corollary 6.29. The family of quantum automorphism groups of forests is equal to the family of quantum
automorphism groups of trees.

We can now prove the noncommutative version of Jordan’s theorem.

Theorem 6.30. The family of quantum automorphism groups of finite trees is the smallest family T of
compact quantum groups such that:

(1) Z contains the trivial quantum group,
(2) if A and B€Z, then AxB €T,
(3) for A€ T and n > 1, we have AV ST € T.

Proof. Let J be the family of quantum automorphism groups of trees. We start by showing that J C Z.
By Lemma 6.28, we have that J is equal to the family of quantum automorphism groups of rooted trees.
So it is enough to show by strong induction on the number of vertices that Qu(T,r) € Z for every rooted
tree (T,r). It is clearly true for one vertex. Let us assume that Qu(X,z) € Z for all rooted trees (X, z)
on at most n vertices for some n > 1. Let (T,r) be a rooted tree on n + 1 vertices. Since n+1 > 2, we

can write (T,r) = r. (Zle a;.(T;, n)) for some k € N, some integers a1, ..., ax, and with (T3, r;) # (Tj,7;)

when i # j. By Theorem 6.15 and Theorem 6.9, we have that Qu(T,r) = *X_, Qu(T;, ;) S . Notice that
for all 1 < i < k we have |V (T;,7;)| < n, so, by induction hypothesis, we have that Qu(T;,r;) € Z. This
shows that Qu(7T,r) € Z, as desired. Hence we have proved by induction that J C Z.

Now let us show that Z C J. For this, it is enough to show that 1 € J (clear) and that J is stable
by free product and wreath product. Let T and S be two trees. If T' = S, then, by Lemma 6.26, we
can take a tree X such that Qu(7T) = Qu(X) and T # X. So we can assume that T # S. Then we
have that Qu(T + S) = Qu(T) * Qu(S) by Theorem 5.3. By Lemma 6.28, there is a tree Y such that
QuY) =Qu(T+ S) = Qu(T) x Qu(S). Hence J is stable by free product.

Now, let d € N. We have Qu(d.T) = Qu(T) 1S by Theorem 3.8. Moreover, by Lemma 6.28, there is a
tree Z such that Qu(Z) = Qu(d.T) = Qu(T) 1 S; . Hence J is stable by wreath product.

All in all, J contains the trivial quantum group, is stable by free product and wreath product, so Z C J.
This shows that J = Z and concludes the proof. O
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Thanks to our general approach, our results naturally extend to the class of tree-cographs. In order to
apply the results of Section 5, we need to have a family closed under complement and taking connected
components. Thus we start by characterising the closure of the class of trees under these two operations.

Lemma 6.31. Let T be a tree and assume that T is disconnected. Then there is an integer n € N such
that T = Kl,n'

Proof. Write T = G1+...+ Gy with k > 2 and G4, ..., Gy connected. Assume that two distinct connected
components of T have at least two vertices. This means there is i # j and z, y € V(G;) and a, b € V(G))
with  # y and a # b. Now (z,a,y,b) = Cy is a cycle in T, which is a contradiction. Hence there is
1 <'ip < k such that if i # ig then G; = Kj.

Let us show now that & = 2. Indeed, assume k& > 3. Then we can take z, y, z € V(G) two-by-two
nonadjacent, so (z,y,2) = K3 is a cycle in T, a contradiction. So k = 2.

We now write T¢ = G + K3, with G = G;,. Notice that if there is x # y € V(G) such that zy ¢ E(G),
then, letting z be the vertex of K7, we have that (z,y,z) = K3 is a cycle in T, a contradiction. Hence G is
a complete graph. Letting n = |V (G)|, we have that G = K,, so T® = K,, + K;. This gives us T = K1 ,, as
desired. |

Lemma 6.32. Let F' be the smallest class containing all trees and closed under taking complements and
connected components. Then the following are true:

(1) F = TreesU Trees" U{K,, | n>1}U{n.Ky | n> 1},

(2) F is tractable,

(3) co(F) = co(Trees) = co(Forests).

Proof. We start by proving (1). Let L be the right-hand side of the equality in (1). It is clear that L is closed
under complement and it follows immediately from Lemma 6.31 that it is closed under taking connected
components. Since Trees C L, we have by definition that F C L. Let us show the converse. We have
Trees U Trees® C F'. Let n > 1. Then K;, € Trees and ch’n = K,, + K1 so K,, € F. This implies that
K¢ =n.K, € F. This being true for all n > 1, we have that L C F', so L = F' as wanted.

Let us show (2). For (QI), simply notice that by (1) we have that F C co(Trees), and the latter is
superrigid by Corollary 6.25, so in particular F' satisfies (QI). Now by Lemma 5.12, it is enough to show
that Trees U {K,, | n > 1} satisfies (QA) and (SA). But Trees does by Theorem 6.23 and it is clear that
{K, | n > 1} does too. This shows that F' is tractable, as desired.

Let us show (3). We have Trees C F' so co(Trees) C co(F). By (1), we have F C co(Forests), so
co(F) C co(Forests). Finally it is clear that Forests C co(Trees), so co(Forests) C co(Trees). So we have
shown that co(Trees) C co(F') C co(Forests) C co(Trees) which implies (3). This concludes the proof. O

We now obtain the tractability of tree-cographs.

Theorem 6.33. The class of tree-cographs is tractable, that is:
(QA) a tree-cograph is asymmetric if and only if it is quantum asymmetric,
(QI) two quantum isomorphic tree-cographs are isomorphic,
(SA) a tree-cograph has quantum symmetry if and only if it satisfies Schmidt’s criterion.

Proof. 1t follows immediately from applying Theorem 5.13 to the class F' of Lemma 6.32. ]
Finally, let us compute the classical and quantum automorphism groups of tree-cographs.

Theorem 6.34. The family of automorphism groups of tree-cographs is exactly the smallest family of finite
groups containing the trivial group and stable by product and wreath product. In particular, it is the class of
quantum automorphism group of trees.

Proof. Let Z be the smallest family of finite groups containing the trivial group and stable by product and
wreath product. By Theorem 6.27, we have that Z = Aut(Trees). Now let F' be the family of Lemma 6.32.
We claim that Aut(F) =Z.
Since Trees C F, we have Z C Aut(F'). Conversely, since S, € Z for all n € N, we have Aut(F) C Z by
(1) of Lemma 6.32. So we have shown that Aut(F) = Z.
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Now by Theorem 5.19 we have that Aut(co(F)) = Jor(Aut(F)). We have co(Trees) = co(F) by (3) of
Lemma 6.32, so it comes:

Aut(co(Trees)) = Aut(co(F)) = Jor(Aut(F))) = Jor(Z) = Z,
as desired. This concludes the proof. O
We have the noncommutative version as well.

Theorem 6.35. The family of quantum automorphism groups of tree-cographs is exactly the smallest family
of quantum permutation groups containing the trivial group and stable by free product and wreath product.
In particular, it is the class of quantum automorphism group of trees.

Proof. Let J be the smallest family of quantum permutation groups containing the trivial group and stable
by free product and wreath product. By Theorem 6.30, we have that J = Qu(Trees). Now let F' be the
family of Lemma 6.32. We claim that Qu(F) = 7.

Since Trees C F, we have J C Qu(F). Conversely, since S;F € J for all n € N, we have Qu(F) C J by
(1) of Lemma 6.32. So we have shown that Qu(F) = J.

Now by Theorem 5.22 we have that Qu(co(F)) = Jor(Qu(F)). We have co(Trees) = co(F) by (3) of
Lemma 6.32, so it comes:

Qu(co(Trees)) = Qu(co(F)) = Jor(Qu(F))) = Jor(J) = T,
as desired. This concludes the proof. O
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APPENDIX A. LOVASZ’ FORMULA FOR GRAPH CLASSES AND F-ISOMORPHISM

In [14], Lovasz studied the category of relational structures, that is, finite sets with n-ary relations for
some integer n > 1. His aim was to show a cancellation law, and he achieved so by proving a formula for
the number of morphisms from one structure to another, leading to his celebrated result that, if A and B
are two structures such that # Hom(C, A) = # Hom(C, B) for all structures C, then A ~ B.

The methods used by Lovész are categorical in flavor and were immediately generalised, see for instance [18]
by Pultr for a purely categorical reformulation. They also apply naturally to the category of graphs and
allow for reformulations of the isomorphism theorem when restricting the attention to specific graph classes,
though it seems uneasy to find explicit references in the literature. This is of immediate interest for the
notion of F-isomorphism introduced in [16], where the main theorem is that quantum isomorphism is equal
to F-isomorphism for F the class of planar graphs.

Hence, in this appendix, we translate Lovasz’ formula for graphs in Theorem A.7 and Corollary A.8. For
the sake of completeness, we include the proofs written in modern terminology. This allows us to obtain
general isomorphism results for F-isomorphism in Theorem A.12 and Theorem A.13. As an immediate
consequence, we obtain that quantum isomorphic planar graphs are isomorphic in Corollary A.15.

Let us point out that contrarily to the rest of the present article, the approach in this section is not
explicit, and involves elementary category theory.

Since in this appendix we work in the category of graphs, we lift temporarily the restriction given by
Remark 2.1 and talk about graphs as represented with sets, and not as equivalence classes®. Indeed, the
category is doing the job of dealing with isomorphisms by itself.

Let G and H be two graphs. Recall that a graph morphism is a function f: V(G) — V(H) such that,
for all x and y € V(G) such that zy € E(G), we have f(z)f(y) € V(H). We denote the set of graph

3Albeit we might choose to work only with graphs whose vertex set is of the form {1,...,n} for some n € N, or use any
other similar logical device in order to work with a category with a set of objects.
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morphisms from G to H by Hom(G, H) and its cardinality by hom(G, H). Similarly, we denote the set of
monomorphisms (resp. epimorphisms) from G to H by Mon(G, H) (resp. Epi(G, H)), and its cardinality by
mon(G, H) (resp. epi(G, H)). We also denote by Aut(G) the set of automorphisms of G and its cardinality
by aut(G).

The following elementary characterisation will be often used without explicit reference.

Lemma A.1. A graph morphism f: G — H is an isomorphism if and only if it is a bijection and the map
induced between the sets of edges is also bijective.

Lemma A.2. In the category of graphs, monomorphisms are exactly injective morphisms, and epimorphisms
are exactly surjective morphisms. Moreover, given some graphs G and H, if f € Mon(G, H), then G is a
subgraph of H, and f is an inclusion of subgraphs.

Proof. The proof is en easy exercise. O

However, a morphism which is both a monomorphism and an epimorphism is not an isomorphism in
general: consider for instance an inclusion 2K, < K5. Hopefully, we can recover isomorphisms with some
slightly stronger requirements which will be quite useful, as shown in the next lemmas.

A graph morphism f € Hom(G, H) is said to be a quotient if it is surjective and if for every edge ab € E(H)
there is zy € E(G) such that f(x) = a and f(y) = b. In other words, f is a quotient if it is surjective both
on vertices and edges. Given G and H two graphs, we denote by Quo(G, H) the set of quotients from G to
H, and we denote by quo(G, H) the cardinality of Quo(G, H).

Lemma A.3. Let G and H be two graphs and let f: G — H be a graph morphism. If f is both a quotient
and a monomorphism, then it is an isomorphism.

Proof. The function f is injective by Lemma A.2 and surjective since it is a quotient, so it is a bijection.
Since it is injective, it induces an injective map from E(G) to E(H), which is also surjective since f is a
quotient. So f is actually a graph isomorphism. O

For a result more general than the next lemma, see Lemma 1.5 in [18].

Lemma A.4. Let G and H be two graphs and let f: G — H and h: H — G be two graph morphisms.
Assume that both f and h are monomorphisms. Then they are both isomorphisms.

Proof. Let a=ho f: G— Gand b= foh: H— H. Since a is injective from the finite set V(G) to itself
(by Lemma A.2), it is a bijection; similarly, b is a bijection as well. So there are k > 1 and [ > 1 such that
a® = 1¢ and b' = 1. Now we have that fa*~! is a right-inverse to h and that b'~'f is a left-inverse to h,
so h is an isomorphism. Similarly, a*~1h is a left-inverse to f, and hb'~! is a right-inverse to f, so f is an
isomorphism. This concludes the proof. (]

Lemma A.5. Let f: G — H be a graph morphism. Then there exists a graph A isomorphic to f(G) and a
pair (g,m) € Quo(G, A) x Mon(A, H) such that f = mq. Morevoer, if A’ is a graph such that there exists
(¢’,m') € Quo(G, A”) x Mon(A’, H) with f =m’'q, then there exists an isomorphism a: A — A’ such that
q = aq and m' = am.

Proof. Let X = f(V(G)) C V(H). Define a graph A by setting V(A) = X and F(A) = f(E(G)) C E(H) —
in other words, we have A = f(G). Let ¢q: V(G) — X be the corestriction of f, that is, g(x) = f(x) for all
x € V(G). We claim that ¢ gives rise to a quotient morphism from G to A. Indeed, it is a graph morphism
since f is, and by construction it is surjective on vertices and edges, as desired. Now A is by construction a
subgraph of H, let m: A — H be the inclusion morphism. It is a monomorphism by Lemma A.2. Finally,
we clearly have f = mgq, so A, ¢, an m have the desired properties.

Let A’ be a graph with (¢, m’) € Quo(G, A”) x Mon(A’, H) such that f = m/’q’. Notice that m’(V(4")) =
m' (¢ (V(G))) = f(V(G)) = X since ¢’ is a quotient map. Since m’ is injective and m(V(4)) = X, the
function a: m’~tom: V(A) — V(A’) is well-defined and injective. Let us check that it is a graph morphism.
Consider a, b € V(A) such that ab € E(A). Since ¢ is a quotient map, there are z, y € V(G) with 2y € E(G)
such that ¢(z) = a and ¢(y) = b. It comes:

m(a) = m' " tmg(z)
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=m'" f() =m'T'm/¢ () = ¢ (x),
and, similarly, a(b) = ¢'(y). So a(a)a(b) = ¢'(x)¢' (y) € E(A’) since zy € E(G) and ¢’ is a graph morphism.
Finally, let us check that a is the desired graph isomorphism. We already know it is injective; let
c € V(A"). We saw that m'(c) € X = m(V(A)), hence there exists a € V(A) with m(a) = m/(c), so that
a(a) = m'~tm(a) = m'~'m’(c) = ¢, and « is surjective as well. Hence for o to be a graph isomorphism, it
remains to check that « is surjective on edges as well. Let o/, b’ € V(A’) be such that o'V’ € E(A’). Since
q’ is a quotient map, there are z and y € V(G) with zy € E(G) and ¢'(z) = o’ and ¢'(y) = &'. Now letting
u= f(z) and v = f(y) we have by construction uv € E(A). Then it comes:

m/(a') =m/(¢'(x)) = f(2)
=u=m(u),

so a’ = m'~Im(u) = a(u). Similarly we obtain that ¥’ = a(v), thus a’b' = a(u)a(v) € a(E(A)) and « is also
surjective on edges. Hence we have proved that a: A — A’ is a graph isomorphism.

Finally, let € V(G). We have mq(z) = f(x) = m'¢'(z), so ¢'(z) = m'~ mq(z) = aq(x), which shows
that ¢’ = ag. And for a € V(A), we have m’a(a) = m'm’~*m(a) = m(a), so m’a = m. This concludes the
proof. O

We refer to the graph A given by Lemma A.5 as the image of f.

Lemma A.6. Let G and H be two graphs. Let f € Hom(G,H) and let A be the image of f. Then
#{(q,m) € Quo(G, A) x Mon(A, H) | mq = f} = aut(4).

Proof. Let Xy = {(¢,m) € Quo(G, A) x Mon(A, H) | f = mq}. Fix = (¢,m) € Xy. We define a function
¥y Aut(A) — Xy given by ¢,(a) = (ag,ma™'). It is a well-defined function and it is surjective by
Lemma A.5. Now assume that 1, (a) = 1,(8) for some «, § € Aut(A). This means that ag = 8¢ as graph
morphisms from G to H. Since ¢ is an epimorphism by Lemma A.2, we conclude that a = 5. This shows that
15 is injective. Hence we have shown it is bijective, and we can conclude that #X; = # Aut(A4) = aut(4). O

Recall that, given an equivalence relation R on a set X, a system of representatives for R is a subset
S C X such that, for every x € X, there exists a unique y € S such that (x,y) € R.

Theorem A.7. Let S C Graphs be a system of representatives for the graph isomorphism relation. Let G
and H be two graphs. We have:
quo(G, A)

ant(4) on(A, H).

hom(G, H) = )

AeS

Proof. First, notice that the sum makes sense, since aut(A) # 0 for all A € S, and mon(A, H) = 0 if A is
not a subgraph of H, so the sum has only finitely many nonzero terms.

For every A € S, let Y4 = {f € Hom(G,H) | A ~ f(G)}. Let X4 = Quo(G, A) x Mon(A, H) and
notice that for (¢,m) € X4, we have mqg € Y4. Thus the composition (¢, m) — mq defines a function
Ya: Xa — Y. Moreover, for f € Y4, we have wgl({f}) = {(¢,m) € X4 | mq = f}, which has cardinality
aut(A) by Lemma A.6. Since 14 is surjective by Lemma A.5, it comes:

quo(G, A). mon(A, H) = #Xa
= > #y (D)

feya
= aut(A).#Y4.

Hence we have #Y, = qzo(t?A‘;‘) mon(A, H).

Now again by Lemma A.5 we have that Hom(G, H) = | |, Ya. Thus we obtain

hom(G, H) Z H#Y 4 = M mon (A, H),
e aut(A)

as desired. This concludes the proof. (]

It implies the following corollary.
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Corollary A.8. Let F be a class of graphs stable by taking subgraphs. Let G be a graph and let H € F.
Then

A
hom(G, H) = %GA) mon(A, H).
&
Proof. This is immediate since the summand is null when A is not a subgraph of H by Lemma A.2. O

It will be useful to be able to compute hom(G, H) as a function of the number of morphisms between the
connected components of G and H.

Lemma A.9. Let G = G1 + ...+ G, be a graph decomposed into its connected components. Let H be a
graph. We have:

(1) hom(G, H) = [[;_, hom(G;, H),

(2) if H is connected, we also have hom(H,G) = >"_ hom(H,G;).

Proof. Recall that fixing H we have a natural contravariant functor Hom(-, H): Graphs — Set which sends
colimits to limits. In particular, since the sum of graphs is a coproduct (and so a colimit), we have a bijection
between Hom(} ", G;, H) and [[, Hom(G;, H), hence (1).

Let us prove (2). Let f € Hom(H,G). Since H is connected, we have that f(H) is also connected, so
there is a unique ¢ such that f(H) C G;. Writing this index as i(f), we obtain a function i: Hom(H,G) —
{1,...,r} such that f(H) C Gy for all f € Hom(H,G). Now p: f — fl%i is a well-defined mapping
from Hom(H, G) to Ul_, Hom(H, G;). It is clearly surjective and is injective by what precedes, hence it is a
bijection between Hom(H, G) and U!_; Hom(H, G;), which gives the result. O

We obtain the following corollary.

Corollary A.10. Let G = Ele G; and H = 22:1 H; be two graphs written as sums of their connected

components. Then we have:
k1

hom(G, H) = H Z hom(G;, Hj).
i=1j=1
In the following, all classes are assumed to be nonempty. Given F a class of graphs, we follow Section 7
of [16] and say that two graphs G and H are F-isomorphic if for all A € F we have hom (A4, G) = hom(A, H).
Recall that F* ={G1+...+ G, | k>1, Gy,...,Gx € F}.

Lemma A.11. Let F be a class of connected graphs. Then two graphs are F-isomorphic if and only if they
are FT-isomorphic.

Proof. It is clear that F*-isomorphism implies F-isomorphism, let us show the converse. Let A € F+, we
write A = A; 4+ ...+ A, as a sum of its connected components, notice that A; € F forall 1 <i <r. Let G
and H be two F-isomorphic graphs. Using Lemma A.9, we have:

hom(4,G) = Hhom(Ai, G)= Hhom(Al-, H) =hom(A, H).
i=1 i=1
This shows that G and H are F*t-isomorphic, as desired. ([l

The next theorem, together with Theorem A.13, form the main motivation of this appendix. Though the
statement is new, the proof is the same as Lovasz’ proof (see II, end of paragraph 3 of[14]).

Theorem A.12. Let F be a class of graphs stable by taking subgraphs. If G and H € F are F-isomorphic,
then they are isomorphic.

Proof. Let G and H € F be F-isomorphic. Let us prove by induction on v(A) > 1 that mon(4,G) =
mon(A, H) for all A € F. Since F is stable by taking subgraphs, we have K; € F, and mon(K;,G) =
hom (K4, G) = hom(K, H) = mon(Ky, H), as desired. Now let A € F and assume that, for all B € F with
v(B) < v(A), we have mon(B,G) = mon(B, H). Let L € F. By Corollary A.8, it comes:

quo(4, B)

hom(A, L) = ant(B)

BeF

mon(B, L)
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Z quo(4, B) mon(B, L) + Z auo(4, B) mon(B, L)

aut(B) aut(B)
v(B)=v(A) v(B)<v(A)
_ quo(4, B)
— mon(A, L) —+ Z T(_B) HlOH(B7 L)
v(B)<v(A)

since if v(A) = v(B) and quo(A4, B) # 0 then A = B by Lemma A.3 and Lemma A.2. Applying the precedent
computation to G and H, and using the fact that hom(A4, G) = hom(A, H), we obtain:

mon(A,G) —mon(A, H) = Z auo(4, B) (mon(B, H) —mon(B,G)) =0
v(B)<v(A) aut(B)

since mon(B,G) = mon(B, H) by induction hypothesis. This concludes the proof that mon(A,G) =
mon(A, H) for all A € F.

Now, since G € F, we have that 1 < mon(G,G) = mon(G, H), and similarly mon(H,G) < 1. Thus G is
isomorphic to H by Lemma A.4. This finishes the proof. O

Theorem A.13. Let F be a family of connected graphs closed under taking connected subgraphs. If G and
H € F* are F-isomorphic, then they are isomorphic.

Proof. First, we claim that FT is closed under taking subgraphs. Indeed, let Gi,...,G, € F and let
G=G1+...+G,. Nowlet HC G. For every 1 <i <r,let H; = H[V(G;)], and write H; = Z?Zl H;j the
decomposition of H; into its connected components, where [; > 1 is the number of its connected components.
Since G; € F, we have that H;; € F for all 1 <4 <r and all 1 < j <; by assumption. Notice that, since
there are no edges between G; and G; for i # j, we have that for 1 < ¢ < r the connected components of H;
are connected components of H. So H = Y_._, Zéle H;;, which shows that H € F*. Hence F* is closed
under taking subgraphs.

Now we claim that H = "', H;: indeed, since there are no edges between G; and G; for i # j, and
since H C G, there are no edges in H between vertices in H; and vertices in H;. Now for all 1 < ¢ < r we
have that H; is a subgraph of G, so by assumption H; € F. This shows that H € FT.

Now let G and H € F+ be two F-isomorphic graphs. By Lemma A.11, they are FT-isomorphic. Since
by what precedes we have that F7 is closed under taking subgraphs, we can apply Theorem A.12. So G and
H are isomorphic, as desired. O

We can now obtain the following.

Theorem A.14. Two tree-isomorphic forests are isomorphic, and two planar-isomorphic planar graphs are
isomorphic.

Proof. Trees are connected and closed under taking connected subgraphs, so we can apply Theorem A.13
for the first part, and planar graphs are closed under taking subgraphs, so we can apply Theorem A.12 for
the second. O

Using the theorem of Mancinska and Roberson [16], we have the following consequence.
Corollary A.15. Two quantum isomorphic planar graphs are isomorphic.

Proof. By Theorem 7.16 of [16], quantum isomorphism is equal to planar-isomorphism, so the result follows
from Theorem A.14. O

APPENDIX B. GRAPHS ON AT MOST 5 VERTICES

In this section, we show in Theorem B.2 that the class of all graphs on at most 5 vertices is tractable.
These results are used in Section 5.

Lemma B.1. The graphs on at most 5 vertices which are not tree-cographs are the pan and its complement,
the bull, and Cs.
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Proof. By Theorem 4.1, a graph which is not a cograph contains P, as an induced subgraph. This shows
that all graphs on at most 4 vertices are cographs except Py, which is a tree. So all graphs on at most 4
vertices are tree-cographs.

Let G be a graph on 5 vertices which is not a tree-cograph. In particular, since all graphs on at most 4
vertices are tree-cographs by what precedes, G is connected and its complement is connected. Inspecting
the list [12], we see immediately that the only graphs on 5 vertices which are connected as well as their
complement are the 4 mentioned graphs together with P5; and its complement, and the chair and its com-
plement (see Figure 1). Since Ps and the chair are trees, they are tree-cographs, so G is either the pan or its
complement, or the bull, or C5. Moreover, by Theorem 5.9, every connected tree-cograph with a connected
complement is either a tree or the complement of a tree, and none of these 4 graphs is one. Hence they are

not tree-cographs. This concludes the proof. O
*r——o —o —o —o
{ I [ Ps
The chair The complement of the chair The house, complement of Ps
The pan The complement of the pan
The bull Cs

FIGURE 1. The connected graphs on 5 vertices with a connected complement. The bull and
Cj5 are self-complementary.

Theorem B.2. The class G5 is tractable.

Proof. We start with (SA). Let G € G5 and suppose that G does not satisfy Schmidt’s criterion. If G is
a tree-cograph, then G does not have quantum symmetry by Theorem 6.33. So we can assume that G is
not a tree-cograph. Hence it is one of the 4 graphs given by Lemma B.1. But by Theorem 3.4 it is easy to
see that neither the pan, nor its complement, nor the bull have quantum symmetry. So it remains to show
that C5 does not have quantum symmetry. But this was done by Banica in Lemma 3.5 of [2]. Hence G5
satisfies (SA).

Since (SA) implies (QA) by Lemma 5.1, we have that Gs satisfies (QA) as well.

Finally, let us show that Gs satisfies (QI). Let G and H be two quantum isomorphic graphs on at most
5 vertices. Since tree-cographs are superrigid by Corollary 6.25, we can assume that neither G nor H are
tree-cographs. Hence by Lemma B.1 they are both among the 4 graphs mentioned. By Theorem 3.4, the
centers of G and H are quantum isomorphic. Notice that Z(C5) = Cs, Z(bull) = K3, Z(pan) = Ps,
and Z(pan®) = K, which are two-by-two not quantum isomorphic (for instance because they do not have
the same number of vertices and edges). This immediately implies that G = H, as desired. Hence G5
satisfies (QI).

This concludes the proof. O
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