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BRAIDED TENSOR PRODUCT OF VON NEUMANN ALGEBRAS

KENNY DE COMMER AND JACEK KRAJCZOK

Abstract. We introduce a definition of braided tensor product M⊠N of von Neumann algebras equipped with an
action of a quasi-triangular quantum group G (this includes the case when G is a Drinfeld double). It is a new von
Neumann algebra which comes together with embeddings of M,N and the unique action of G for which embeddings
are equivariant. More generally, we construct braided tensor product of von Neumann algebras equipped with
actions of locally compact quantum groups linked by a bicharacter. We study several examples, in particular we
show that crossed products can be realised as braided tensor products. We also show that one can take the braided
tensor product ϑ1 ⊠ ϑ2 of normal, completely bounded maps which are equivariant, but this fails without the
equivariance condition.

1. Introduction

Existence of fruitful connections between theories of locally compact groups and operator algebras has been
well established throughout the years. In particular, one can study symmetries of a given von Neumann algebra
M by considering actions on it by locally compact groups, described by point-w˚-continuous homomorphisms
G Ñ AutpMq. For example, Connes showed in [6] that deep structural properties of M are encoded in the action
of R on M via modular automorphisms. As an another example, given an action G y M, one can consider the
associated crossed product von Neumann algebra G ⋉M. Algebras of this kind were among the first examples of
type III factors ([45]).

A very broad generalisation of the theory of locally compact groups was introduced by Kustermans and Vaes
([26, 27]); objects they define are called locally compact quantum groups. Every locally compact group gives

rise to a locally compact quantum group (these are often called classical), and one can take the dual pG of any
locally compact quantum group G. Consequently, the theory of Kustermans and Vaes contains an extension of the
classical Pontryagin duality. In particular, one can take the dual of any classical (not necesarilly abelian) locally

compact group G. The quantum group pG is described by objects studied in abstract harmonic analysis; for example

L8p pGq “ vNpGq is the group von Neumann algebra and Cu0 p pGq “ C˚pGq is the full group C˚-algebra.
In the realm of actions of locally compact groups, a basic construction of a new action is given by the tensor

product of actions. More precisely, if we have two actions αM : G y M, αN : G y N, then we can consider a
“diagonal” action on M b̄N defined via G Q g ÞÑ αMpgq bαNpgq P AutpM b̄Nq. It is characterised by the property
that the canonical embeddings M,N Ñ M b̄N are equivariant.

As with classical groups, one can consider actions of locally compact quantum groups on von Neumann algebras
G y M. Unlike in the classical case mentioned above, it is however not necessarily true that if G acts on M,N,
then there is an action on M b̄N for which the canonical embeddings are equivariant. An easy counterexample

is given by two copies of the translation action ∆xF2

: xF2 y L8pxF2q “ vNpF2q. Our work shows, that if we have

actions of G and its dual pG on M,N which satisfy the Yetter-Drinfeld condition (Definition 2.8), then one can
define a twisted version of tensor product, called the braided tensor product M⊠N (Definition 4.1). It is a von

Neumann algebra together with canonical embeddings M,N Ñ M⊠N and actions G, pG y M⊠N such that the
embeddings are equivariant (Proposition 6.3). The same conclusion holds more generally, if one replaces actions of

G, pG by an action of a quasi-triangular quantum group. This is indeed a generalisation, as pairs of actions of G, pG
which satisfy the Yetter-Drinfeld condition correspond bijectively to actions of the Drinfeld double DpGq, which is
a quasi-triangular quantum group.

In fact, we define the braided tensor product M⊠N more generally for any two von Neumann algebras M,N
equipped with actions H y M,G y N of locally compact quantum groups G,H which are linked via a bicharacter
pX P L8ppHqb̄L8ppGq. At this level of generality however, we don’t obtain any action on M⊠N (the quasi-triangular

case corresponds to H “ G and pX “ pR being the R-matrix).
Let us mention that the construction of the braided tensor product is well-known and of fundamental importance

in Hopf algebra theory: we refer to [29, 18] for many instances and applications of ‘braided’ mathematics in an
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2 KENNY DE COMMER AND JACEK KRAJCZOK

algebraic setting. Similar constructions have also appeared in the C˚-algebraic setting: a minimal version of the
braided tensor product in [31, 32, 34], and a maximal version in [39]. Our definition is close to the one of [31]
(up to conventions), but because of the fact that we work with von Neumann algebras our arguments are very
different. For example, one defines the braided tensor product M⊠N to be a σ-wot-closed subspace spanned by
elements of the form ιMpmqιNpnq (analogs of simple tensors), but it is not obvious why this subspace is closed
under multiplication. We reach this conclusion (after some preparations) in Theorem 4.9. Our argument uses the
biduality theorem ([47, Theorem 2.6]) to reduce the problem to the case of dual actions, where a direct calculation
is possible. In the restricted setting of Yetter-Drinfeld actions of discrete quantum groups, a version of braided

tensor product appeared also in [33]. A special case of our construction with G “ R,H “ pR and pX equal to the
Kac-Takesaki operator appeared in the work of Houdayer on type III1 factors [19] (see Example 8.3).

C˚-algebraic braided tensor products are used in the theory of “braided C˚-quantum groups” ([38, 21, 36]) and
we hope to use in the future our construction to study “braided locally compact quantum groups” in the setting
of von Neumann algebras and weights.

Let us describe how the paper is structured. In the next section we recall the necessary parts of the theory of
locally compact quantum groups and Drinfeld doubles. In Section 3 we define braided flip operators U⤬V which
depend on the chosen bicharacter. When G is a quasi-triangular quantum group and braided flip operators are
defined using R-matrix as the bicharacter, then U⤬V make ReppGq into a braided monoidal category (Proposition

3.4). In Section 4 we fix locally compact quantum groups G,H, a bicharacter pX , actions H y M,G y N and
their implementations. Then we define M⊠N using braided flip operators, show that it is a von Neumann algebra
(Theorem 4.9) and that it does not depend on the chosen implementations (Proposition 4.4). As an important
technical tool, we introduce a universal lift of the action αM : M Ñ L8pGqb̄M to a map αM,u : M Ñ Cu0 pGq˚˚b̄M
with similar properties. In Section 5 we show that one can take the braided tensor product of maps ϑ1⊠ϑ2 if they
are normal, CB and equivariant (Proposition 5.1). Then we use it to prove restricted stability of approximation
properties under the braided tensor product construction (Proposition 5.3). In the next section we assume that

G “ H is a quasi-triangular quantum group with an R-matrix pX “ pR, construct the canonical action on the braided
tensor product (Proposition 6.3) and prove associativity of ⊠ (Proposition 6.6). In fact, we obtain more general
statements by considering actions of canonical quantum subgroups G1,G2 Ď G (if G “ DpHq is the Drinfeld double,

then G1 “ H and G2 “ pH). Section 7 is devoted to the construction of an infinite braided tensor product. It also
depends on the choice of invariant states, similarly as the usual infinite tensor product. In Section 8 we describe
several examples, in particular we show that the braided tensor product of (non-equivariant) functionals might fail
to exist (Proposition 8.3), it can happen that M⊠N fi N⊠M (Proposition 8.6), and that crossed products can
be realised as braided tensor products (Proposition 8.4). This allows us to easily conclude that the braided tensor
product behaves differently than the usual tensor product when considering types, w˚ CBAP or factoriality of the
involved von Neumann algebras. The Appendix contains two lemmas concerning locally compact quantum groups.

We write χ for the flip map on tensor product of algebras and Σ for the flip of Hilbert spaces. Symbol span τ

will denote the closure of the linear span in topology τ , while span means the norm-closure. Throughout the paper
we use leg numbering notation (with flips), so e.g. xr32s “ 1 b χpxq. For a von Neumann algebra, CBσpMq means
the space of completely bounded, normal maps equipped with the CB norm. Whenever ω is a n.s.f. weight on a
von Neumann algebra, we write Nω for the left ideal of square integrable elements Nω “ tx P M | ωpx˚xq ă `8u,
Hω for the GNS Hilbert space, Λω for the GNS map and Jω for the modular conjugation. We will typically denote
the Hilbert space on which von Neumann algebra M is represented (in a not necessarily standard way) by HM, and
similarly, representation U will typically act on HU .

2. Preliminaries

2.1. General preliminaries. We work in the setting of locally compact quantum groups, as defined by Kuster-
mans and Vaes ([26, 27]). A locally compact quantum group G is described by a von Neumann algebra L8pGq
together with a comultiplication ∆G, which is an injective, normal, unital ˚-homomorphism ∆G : L8pGq Ñ
L8pGqb̄L8pGq satisfying the coassociativity condition p∆G b idq∆G “ pid b ∆Gq∆G. Furthermore, by definition
on L8pGq there are two n.s.f. weights ϕG, ψG called left/right Haar integral, which satisfy respectively a left/right
invariance condition. An important result states that they are unique up to a positive multiple. We denote by JG
the modular conjugation of ϕG and by L2pGq the GNS Hilbert space of ϕG. One can canonically identify the GNS
Hilbert space of ψG with L2pGq and then JψG

is equal to JϕG
“ JG up to a scalar multiple. An important role in

the theory is played by two unitary operators WG,VG acting on L2pGq b L2pGq (Kac-Takesaki operators). They
are characterised by

ppω b idqWG˚qΛϕG
pxq “ ΛϕG

ppω b idq∆Gpxqq, ppid b ωqVGqΛψG
pyq “ ΛψG

ppid b ωq∆Gpyqq
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for ω P BpL2pGqq˚, x P NϕG
, y P NψG

. Both operators implement the comultiplication via

(2.1) ∆Gpxq “ WG˚p1 b xqWG “ VGpxb 1qVG˚ px P L8pGqq.

With every locally compact quantum group G one can associate its dual pG, which is also a locally compact

quantum group. By construction L8ppGq “ spanσ-wottpω b idqWG | ω P BpL2pGqq˚u Ď BpL2pGqq, comultiplication

∆pG is implemented by W
pG “ WG˚

r21s as in (2.1) and we can identify L2ppGq “ L2pGq. Pontryagin duality states that

the dual of pG is equal to G. One can show that JpG L8pGqJpG “ L8pGq, hence one can consider map RG “ JpGp¨q˚JpG
on L8pGq, called the unitary antipode. We denote by νG ą 0 the scaling constant. We will also use the self-adjoint

unitary uG “ ν
i{8
G
JGJpG and the map jG “ JGp¨q˚JG, the canonical anti-isomorphism L8pGq Ñ L8pGq1. For

technical reasons, it is convenient to associate with G two more quantum groups ([27, Section 4]). The opposite
quantum group Gop with L8pGopq “ L8pGq and ∆Gop “ χ∆G and the commutant quantum group G1 defined by
L8pG1q “ L8pGq1 and ∆G1 “ pJG b JGq∆GpJGp¨qJGqpJG b JGq. One has pGopq1 “ pG1qop, and uG implements an
isomorphism between pGopq1 and G.

There is also a C˚-algebraic description of G. One can prove that span tpid b ωqWG | ω P BpL2pGqq˚u is a
weak˚-dense C˚-subalgebra of L8pGq and comultiplication restricts to a non-degenerate ˚-homomorphism C0pGq Ñ
MpC0pGq b C0pGqq (which we denote by the same symbol). We have

(2.2) WG P MpC0pGq b C0ppGqq Ď L8pGqb̄L8ppGq, VG P MpC0ppG1q b C0pGqq Ď L8ppG1qb̄L8pGq

and

p∆G b idqWG “ WG

r13sW
G

r23s, pid b ∆pGqWG “ WG

r13sW
G

r12s,

pid b ∆GqVG “ VG

r12sV
G

r13s, p∆pG1 b idqVG “ VG

r13sV
G

r23s.
(2.3)

Furthermore, the unitaries WG,VG are related via

(2.4) VG “ pjpG bRGqWG

r21s

(see part p6q of Remark 2.2). We will also use a universal version of the C˚-algebraic picture ([25]). There is
a C˚-algebra Cu0 pGq together with surjective ˚-homomorphism πG : C

u
0 pGq Ñ C0pGq called the reducing map. A

lot of the above objects have their universal versions, e.g. there is a universal version of the comultiplication
∆u

G
: Cu0 pGq Ñ MpCu0 pGqbCu0 pGqq, of the unitary antipode Ru

G
and of the map ju

G
. They are linked to their reduced

versions by pπG b πGq∆u
G

“ ∆GπG, πGR
u
G

“ RGπG and πG1ju
G

“ jGπG. What will be important for us, is the
existence of lifted versions of the canonical unitaries:

W
G P MpC0pGq b Cu0 ppGqq, W

G P MpCu0 pGq b C0ppGqq, V V
G P MpCu0 pGq b Cu0 ppGqq

which satisfy expected identities, e.g. pπG b idqV V
G “ W

G, pid b πpGqV V
G “ W

G and pid b πpGq W
G “ WG. There

are also lifted versions of VG. They satisfy relations analogous to (2.3) and (2.4). On the C˚-algebra Cu0 pGq there
is a canonical character εu

G
called the counit. It is characterised by pεu

G
b idqWG “ 1. Lifted versions of the

Kac-Takesaki operators allow us to introduce half-lifted comultiplications:

∆u,r
G

: C0pGq Q x ÞÑ W
G˚p1 b xqWG P MpCu0 pGq b C0pGqq,

∆r,u
G

: C0pGq Q x ÞÑ V
Gpxb 1q V

G˚ P MpC0pGq b Cu0 pGqq.
(2.5)

A (left, unitary) representation of G on a Hilbert space H is a unitary element U P MpC0pGq b KpHqq satisfying
p∆GbidqU “ Ur13sUr23s. An important result of Kustermans ([25, Proposition 5.2]) states that every representation

of G is of the form U “ pidbφU q W
G for a non-degenerate ˚-homomorphism φU : Cu0 ppGq Ñ BpHq “ MpKpHqq. This

establishes a 1-1 correspondence between representations of G and (non-degenerate) representations of Cu0 ppGq; one

can think of Cu0 ppGq as a full group C˚-algebra of G. If U, V are representations of G on HU ,HV , then an intertwiner
between U and V is a bounded, linear map T : HU Ñ HV satisfying p1 b T qU “ V p1 b T q. We let ReppGq be the
category with representations of G as objects and intertwiners as morphisms; there are natural notions of direct
sum U ‘ V (acting on HU ‘ HV ) and tensor product U j V “ Ur12sVr13s (acting on HU b HV ).

Let M be a von Neumann algebra. A (left) action of G on M is an injective, normal ˚-homomorphism αM : M Ñ
L8pGqb̄M satisfying p∆GbidqαM “ pidbαMqαM. We will write in this situation αM : G y M. If M acts on a Hilbert
space HM and UM “ pidbφMq W

G is a representation of G on HM which satisfies αMpmq “ UM˚p1bmqUM pm P Mq,
then we say that UM (or equivalently φM) implements αM. There always exists at least one implementation of
αM on the standard Hilbert space L2pMq of M, called the standard implementation ([47, Definition 3.6], see also
Lemma 7.5 and the discussion before it).
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2.2. Quantum subgroups and bicharacters. Let G,H be locally compact quantum groups. H is said to be a
(closed) quantum subgroup of G (in the sense of Vaes), if there exists an injective, normal, unital ˚-homomorphism

γHĎG : L8ppHq Ñ L8ppGq such that ∆pGγHĎG “ pγHĎG b γHĎGq∆pH (see [8, Definition 3.1 and Theorem 3.3]). In
this situation one can find a non-degenerate ˚-homomorphism θHĎG : C

u
0 pGq Ñ MpCu0 pHqq satisfying ∆u

H
θHĎG “

pθHĎGbθHĎGq∆u
G
(i.e. θHĎG is a strong quantum homomorphism), such that its dual strong quantum homomorphism

pθHĎG : C
u
0 ppHq Ñ MpCu0 ppGqq, characterised by pθHĎG b idqV V

G “ pid b pθHĎGqV V
H, satisfies πpG

pθHĎG “ γHĎGπpH. In

this situation, there is an action ∆H,G : H y L8pGq implemented by pid b πpG
pθHĎGq W

H.

Assume now that H is a quantum subgroup of G, and assume G acts on a von Neumann algebra M via αM. Then
we can restrict αM : G y M to an action αM↾H : H y M (see [10, Section 6.5], but notice a difference in terminology).
The restricted action is characterised by p∆H,G b idqαM “ pidbαMqpαM↾Hq. One can check that if M Ď BpHMq and

UM “ pidbφMq W
G is a representation of G on HM which implements αM, then UM↾H “ pidbφMpθHĎGq W

H P ReppHq
implements αM↾H.

Next we introduce definitions of bicharacter and quasi-triangular locally compact quantum group (c.f. [32,
Definition 2.1]).

Definition 2.1. Let G,H be locally compact quantum groups.

(1) A unitary pX P L8ppHqb̄L8ppGq is a bicharacter if

(2.6) p∆pH b idq pX “ pXr13s
pXr23s, pid b ∆pGq pX “ pXr13s

pXr12s.

(2) A pair pG, pRq is said to be a quasi-triangular locally compact quantum group if pR P L8ppGqb̄L8ppGq is a
bicharacter satisfying

(2.7) pR∆pGpxqpR˚
“ ∆pGoppxq px P L8ppGqq.

In this case, the bicharacter pR is called an R-matrix.

Remark 2.2.

(1) Our definition of an R-matrix differs from the one in [32] because we use “left” conventions.

(2) Every bicharacter pX belongs to the algebra MpC0ppHq bC0ppGqq (see e.g. the discussion after [7, Proposition

4.1]) and admits a universal lift, i.e. there exists a unique unitary pX u P MpCu0 ppHq b Cu0 ppGqq satisfying

pπpH b πpGq pX u “ pX and (a universal version of) equations (2.6). It will be convenient to use also the half-

lifted versions pX r,u “ pπpH b idq pX u and pX u,r “ pidbπpGq pX u. If pX “ pR is an R-matrix, then the lift pRu also
satisfies a universal version of (2.7) ([30, Proposition 4.7], [32, Proposition 2.4]), namely

(2.8) pRu∆u
pGpxqpRu˚

“ ∆u
pGop

pxq px P Cu0 ppGqq.

(3) The bicharacter property (2.6) implies that the universal lift pX u satisfies pεupH b idq pX u “ 1, pidbεupGq pX u “ 1,

see [32, Lemma 2.15].

(4) The bicharacter pX can be seen as describing a morphism of quantum groups pH Ñ G, c.f. [8, Section 1.3].

(5) Every bicharacter satisfies pRpH bRpGq pX “ pX and pτ
pH
t b τ

pG
t q pX “ pX , and similarly at the universal level ([30,

Proposition 3.10]).
(6) Above, we use the fact that RpHbRpG extends to a linear, ˚-preserving, antimultiplicative and strictly contin-

uous bijection on MpC0ppHq b C0ppGqq – this also applies to other maps which are linear, antimultiplicative,
bijective and ˚-preserving. A similar property holds at the von Neumann algebraic level.

Proposition 2.3. Let pG, pRq be a quasi-triangular locally compact quantum group. Then pR and pRu satisfy the
following version of the Yang-Baxter equation:

pRr23s
pRr13s

pRr12s “ pRr12s
pRr13s

pRr23s, pRur23s
pRur13s

pRur12s “ pRur12s
pRur13s

pRur23s.

This result can be proven by a straightforward calculation using (2.7), see [32, Equation (2.17)].

Remark 2.4. If pX P L8ppHqb̄L8ppGq is a bicharacter, then so is pX˚
r21s P L8ppGqb̄L8ppHq. Its universal lift is pX u˚

r21s.

Furthermore, if pR is an R-matrix, then pR˚

r21s is also an R-matrix. This easy observation can be used sometimes to
obtain quick proofs.

In concrete calculations, it is very convenient to link the bicharacter pX with the Kac-Takesaki operator. More
precisely, we have the following result (see [25, Proposition 6.5], [30, Proposition 4.2]).



BRAIDED TENSOR PRODUCT OF VON NEUMANN ALGEBRAS 5

Lemma 2.5. Let G,H be locally compact quantum groups and pX P MpC0ppHq b C0ppGqq a bicharacter with lift pX u.

There is a unique non-degenerate ˚-homomorphism Φ: Cu0 pGq Ñ MpCu0 ppHqq such that

pX “ pπpHΦ b idqWG, pX u “ pΦ b idqV V
G and ∆u

pHΦ “ pΦ b Φq∆u
G.

2.3. Drinfeld Double. One of the most important classes of examples of quasi-triangular quantum groups are
the Drinfeld doubles.

Definition 2.6. Let G be a locally compact quantum group. The Drinfeld double of G ([3, Section 8]) is the
locally compact quantum group defined via

L8pDpGqq “ L8pGqb̄L8ppGq, ∆DpGq “ AdpWG

r32sq ˝ ∆
GˆpG.

One can show that DpGq is unimodular and

WDpGq “ WG

r13sZ
˚
r34sW

pG
r24sZr34s where Z “ ν

´ i
4

G
WGpJG b JpGqWGpJG b JpGq

(see [3, Definition 3.4, Proposition 8.1]). Both G and pG are quantum subgroups of DpGq (see e.g. [9, Lemma 7.13]),
the associated maps γGĎDpGq, γpGĎDpGq are given by

γGĎDpGqppxq “ pxb 1, γpGĎDpGqpxq “ Z˚p1 b xqZ

for x P L8pGq, px P L8ppGq. In other words, we have

(2.9) WDpGq “ pid b γGĎDpGqqpWGqr134spid b γpGĎDpGqqpW
pGqr234s.

An analogous formula holds at the half-universal level

(2.10) W
DpGq “ pid b pθGĎDpGqqp W

Gqr134spid b pθpGĎDpGqqp W
pGqr234s

(for the sake of consistency, we consider Cu0 p{DpGqq as having two legs, and to ease the notation we write simply
pθGĎDpGq, pθpGĎDpGq). Equality (2.10) can be proved by applying the half-lifted comultiplication to (2.9).

The Drinfeld double is in a canonical way a quasi-triangular locally compact quantum group.

Proposition 2.7. By means of the unitary

pR “ pγpGĎDpGq b γGĎDpGqqpWGq,

the pair pDpGq, pRq is a quasi-triangular locally compact quantum group.

(See [37, Lemma 6.11] for a proof in a slightly different setting; note however a difference in terminology.)
Another important feature of the Drinfeld double is a bijective correspondence between its actions and compatible

pairs of actions of G and pG (see [34, Definition 3.1] and [34, Proposition 3.2] in the C˚-algebraic framework).

Definition 2.8. A von Neumann algebra M is said to be a G-Yetter-Drinfeld (G-YD) von Neumann algebra if it

is equipped with actions αM
G
: G y M, αM

pG : pG y M satisfying the compatibility condition

pχAdpWGq b idqpid b αM

pG qαM

G “ pid b αM

G qαM

pG .

Proposition 2.9. There is a bijective correspondence between DpGq-von Neumann algebras and G-YD von Neu-
mann algebras. More precisely, if αM is an action of DpGq on M, then the restricted actions αM↾G, α

M↾pG make
M into a G-YD von Neumann algebra. Conversely, if M is a G-YD von Neumann algebra with respect to actions

αM
G
: G y M, αM

pG : pG y M, then pidbαM

pG qαM
G

is an action of DpGq. These constructions are inverse to each other.

We will need a result concerning implementations of a YD-action, which give rise to implementation of the
corresponding action of DpGq.

Proposition 2.10. Let M Ď BpHMq be a G-YD von Neumann algebra with respect to actions G, pG y M. Let

UM,G, UM,pG be implementations of these actions on HM with corresponding morphisms φM,G, φM,pG. Assume that

(2.11) WG

r12sU
M,G

r13s U
M,pG
r23s W

G˚
r12s “ U

M,pG
r23s U

M,G

r13s .

Then there is an implementation UM of DpGq y M with the corresponding morphism φM such that

(2.12) UM “ U
M,G

r13s U
M,pG
r23s , φM,G “ φMpθGĎDpGq, φ

M,pG “ φMpθpGĎDpGq.

Conversely, if φM implements DpGq y M, then φMpθGĎDpGq, φMpθpGĎDpGq implement the restricted actions G, pG y

M. These implementations and the associated representations satisfy (2.11) and (2.12).
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Note that (2.11) resembles the YD condition.

Proof. Assume first that M is a G-YD von Neumann algebra with respect to actions implemented by UM,G, UM,pG

which satisfy (2.11). Consider the unitary UM “ U
M,G

r13s U
M,pG
r23s P L8pDpGqqb̄BpHMq. It is a representation of DpGq:

p∆DpGq b idqUM “ WG

r32sU
M,G

r15s U
M,G

r35s U
M,pG
r25s U

M,pG
r45s W

G˚
r32s “

`
WG

r23sU
M,G

r15s U
M,G

r25s U
M,pG
r35s U

M,pG
r45s W

G˚
r23s

˘
r13245s

“
`
WG

r23sU
M,G

r15s W
G˚
r23sU

M,pG
r35s U

M,G

r25s W
G

r23sU
M,pG
r45s W

G˚
r23s

˘
r13245s

“
`
U

M,G

r15s U
M,pG
r35s U

M,G

r25s U
M,pG
r45s

˘
r13245s

“ U
M,G

r15s U
M,pG
r25s U

M,G

r35s U
M,pG
r45s “ UM

r125sU
M

r345s,

and it is immediate that UM implements the action αM “ pid b αM

pG qαM

G
: DpGq y M. There is a non-degenerate

˚-homomorphism φM : Cu0 p{DpGqq Ñ BpHMq such that UM “ pid b φMqp W
DpGqq. Using Equation (2.10) we have

pid b φMpθGĎDpGqqp W
Gqr13spid b φMpθpGĎDpGqqp W

pGqr23s “ pid b φMqp W
DpGqq “ UM

“ U
M,G

r13s U
M,pG
r23s “ pid b φM,Gqp W

Gqr13spid b φ
M,pGqp W

pGqr23s.
(2.13)

Take ω P L1pGq, pω P L1ppGq and apply ω b pω b id to (2.13):

(2.14) φMpθGĎDpGqppω b idq W
GqφMpθpGĎDpGqpppω b idq W

pGq “ φM,Gppω b idq W
Gqφ

M,pGpppω b idq W
pGq.

By choosing an appropriate net of functionals pωi P L1ppGq, we can assume that ppωi b idq W
pG ÝÝÑ

iPI
1 strictly in

MpCu0 pGqq ([25, Proposition 4.2]), hence (2.14) implies

φMpθGĎDpGqppω b idq W
Gq “ φM,Gppω b idq W

Gq

for an arbitrary ω P L1pGq. By density we can conclude that φMpθGĎDpGq “ φM,G. Equation φMpθpGĎDpGq “ φ
M,pG

similarly follows from (2.14). This proves the first part of the proposition.

Next we prove the converse: assume that action DpGq y M is implemented by UM and φM. Define φM,G “

φMpθGĎDpGq, φM,pG “ φMpθpGĎDpGq and associated representations UM,G, UM,pG. We need to show that these implement

the restricted actions G, pG y M, and that they satisfy (2.12) and (2.11).

First, applying id b id b φM to (2.10) we see that UM “ U
M,G

r13s U
M,pG
r23s . By the definition of comultiplication on

DpGq we have

U
M,G

r15s U
M,pG
r25s U

M,G

r35s U
M,pG
r45s “ UM

r125sU
M

r345s “ p∆DpGq b idqUM “ WG

r32sp∆GˆpG b idqpUMqWG˚
r32s

“ WG

r32sU
M,G

r15s U
M,G

r35s U
M,pG
r25s U

M,pG
r45s W

G˚
r32s “ U

M,G

r15s W
G

r32sU
M,G

r35s U
M,pG
r25s W

G˚
r32sU

M,pG
r45s .

Cancelling UM,G

r15s , U
M,pG
r45s and applying the flip on legs 2, 3 gives us (2.11). Finally, we need to check that φM,G, φM,pG

indeed implement the restricted actions αM
G
, αM

pG . For m P M we have

pid b αMqαM

G pmq “ p∆G,DpGq b idqαMpmq

“ pπGθGĎDpGq b idqpWDpGq˚qr123spid b φMqp W
DpGq˚qr234smr4spid b φMqp W

DpGqqr234spπGθGĎDpGq b idqpWDpGqqr123s

“ pid b φMqp W
DpGq˚qr234spπGθGĎDpGq b φMqpV V

DpGq˚qr14spπGθGĎDpGq b idqpWDpGq˚qr123smr4s

pπGθGĎDpGq b idqpWDpGqqr123spπGθGĎDpGq b φMqpV V
DpGqqr14spid b φMqp W

DpGqqr234s

“ UM ˚
r234spid b φMpθGĎDpGqqp W

G˚qr14smr4spid b φMpθGĎDpGqqp W
Gqr14sU

M

r234s,

which implies that action αM
G

is implemented by φMpθGĎDpGq. This proves the claim for G. The reasoning for pG is
analogous.

�

3. Braided flip operators

In this section we introduce braided flip operators, and derive their basic properties.

Let G,H be locally compact quantum groups with bicharacter pX P MpC0ppHqbC0ppGqq. Let U be a representation
of G on HU , with the corresponding morphisms φU . Similarly let V be a representation of H on HV with morphism
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φV . We will be mostly interested in the situation where representations implement actions of G and H, but the
following construction works more generally.

Definition 3.1. We define the braided flip operator as the following unitary

U⤬V “ pφV b φU qp pX uqΣ: HU b HV Ñ HV b HU .

Remark 3.2. One can also introduce another version of braided flip operators, namely U⤫V “ pV⤬U q˚. These

unitaries correspond to bicharacter pX˚
r21s, so whether we work with U⤬V or U⤫V is a matter of choice. In this

paper we will use only U⤬V .

In the next section we will use operators U⤬V to introduce the braided tensor product of von Neumann algebras

– this construction works well for a general bicharacter. If G “ H and pX “ pR is an R-matrix, then braided flip
operators have additional properties. In the next two results we will introduce the braided structure on the monoidal
category ReppGq of unitary representations of G.

Lemma 3.3. Assume that G “ H and pX “ pR is an R-matrix. Then the unitary operator U⤬V is a morphism,
i.e.

U⤬V
r23spU j V q “ pV j Uq U⤬V

r23s.

Proof. For ω P L1pGq we have using equation (2.8)

pω b id b idqpU⤬V
r23spU j V qq “ pφV b φU qppRuqΣpω b id b idqpUr12sVr13sq

“ pφV b φU qppRuqΣpω b id b idqppid b φU qp W
Gqr12spid b φV qp W

Gqr13sq

“ pφV b φU qppRuqΣpφU b φV qpω b id b idqp W
G

r12s W
G

r13sq

“ pφV b φU qppRuqpφV b φU qpω b id b idqp W
G

r13s W
G

r12sqΣ

“ pφV b φU qpω b id b idqppRur23spid b ∆u
pGqp W

GqqΣ

“ pφV b φU qpω b id b idqppid b ∆u
pGop

qp W
GqpRur23sqΣ

“ pφV b φU qpω b id b idqp W
G

r12s W
G

r13sqpφV b φU qppRuqΣ

“ pω b id b idqpVr12sUr13sq
U⤬V “ pω b id b idq

`
pV j UqU⤬V

r23s

˘
,

which proves the claim. �

Proposition 3.4. Assume that G “ H and pX “ pR is an R-matrix. Then the family of morphisms U⤬V pU, V P
ReppGqq forms a braiding, i.e.

U⤬VjW “ pid b U⤬W qpU⤬V b idq : HU b HV b HW Ñ HV b HW b HU

and
UjV⤬W “ pU⤬W b idqpid b V⤬W q : HU b HV b HW Ñ HW b HU b HV

for U, V,W P ReppGq. Together with the usual (trivial) associators and unit 1b1, this turns ReppGq into a braided
monoidal category.

Note that the braiding on ReppGq depends on the R-matrix, thus more precisely we should write that ReppG, pRq
is a braided monoidal category.

Proof. Let us check the first relation:

pid b U⤬W qpU⤬V b idq “ pid b pφW b φU qppRuqΣqppφV b φU qppRuqΣ b idq

“ pφW b φU qppRuqr23spφV b φU qppRuqr13sΣr23sΣr12s “ pφV b φW b φU qppRur23s
pRur13sqΣr23sΣr12s

“ pφV b φW b φU qp∆u
pGop

b idqppRuqΣr23sΣr12s “ pφV jW b φU qppRuqΣr23sΣr12s “ U⤬V jW ,

where we have used φV jW “ pφV b φW q∆u
pGop

. We check the second equality in a similar manner:

pU⤬W b idqpid b V⤬W q “ ppφW b φU qppRuqΣ b idqpid b pφW b φV qppRuqΣq

“ pφW b φU qppRuqr12spφW b φV qppRuqr13sΣr12sΣr23s “ pφW b φU b φV qppRur12s
pRur13sqΣr12sΣr23s

“ pφW b φU b φV qpid b ∆u
pGop

qppRuqΣr12sΣr23s “ pφW b φUjV qppRuqΣr12sΣr23s “ UjV⤬W .
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We already know by Lemma 2.5 that U⤬V are morphisms (i.e. intertwiners):

U⤬V
r23spU j V q “ pV j Uq U⤬V

r23s.

This implies

pU⤬V
r23sq

˚pV j Uq “ pU j V qpU⤬V
r23sq

˚

that is, pU⤬V q˚ is an intertwiner HV b HU Ñ HU b HV . Consequently U⤬V are isomorphisms in ReppGq. It is
left to check that the family tU⤬V uU,V is natural: take equivariant maps f : HU Ñ HU 1 , g : HV Ñ HV 1 . Then

pg b fqU⤬V “ pg b fqpφV b φU qppRuqΣ “ pφV 1 b φU 1 qppRuqΣpf b gq “ V 1

⤬U 1

pf b gq,

which ends the proof. �

4. Braided tensor product M⊠N

4.1. General setup. Let M Ď BpHMq,N Ď BpHNq be von Neumann algebras, G,H locally compact quantum

groups and pX P MpC0ppHq b C0ppGqq a bicharacter. Assume that we have (left) actions αM : H y M, αN : G y N
implemented by UM P MpC0pHq b KpHMqq and UN P MpC0pGq b KpHNqq. Let φM, φN be the associated ˚-
homomorphisms, i.e. UM “ pid b φMqp W

Hq, UN “ pid b φNqp W
Gq; see Section 2.

Out of this data we will construct a new von Neumann algebra M⊠N together with canonical embeddings ιM, ιN
of M,N (Theorem 4.9). This construction does not depend on the way we represent M,N or implement the actions

(Proposition 4.4). If pX is an R-matrix, then M⊠N carries a canonical action such that ιM, ιN are equivariant – in
fact, a more general result is true, see Proposition 6.3.

Recall that in the previous section we have introduced unitary maps U
N

⤬UM

: HN b HM Ñ HM b HN. It will
be convenient to change notation; understanding that we have fixed implementations of actions, we will write
N⤬M “ UN

⤬UM

.

Definition 4.1. Define normal, injective, unital ˚-homomorphisms

ιM : M Q m ÞÑ ιMpmq “ N⤬Mp1 bmqpN⤬Mq˚

“ pφM b φNqp pX uqpm b 1qpφM b φNqp pX uq˚ P BpHM b HNq,

ιN : N Q n ÞÑ ιNpnq “ 1 b n P BpHM b HNq,

and σ-wot-closed subspace

(4.1) M⊠N “ spanσ-wottιMpmqιNpnq | m P M, n P Nu Ď BpHM b HNq.

The space M⊠N is called the braided tensor product of M and N.

Remark 4.2.

(1) The space M⊠N depends not only on algebras M,N, but also on the actions and the bicharacter pX . Most
of the time this data will be clear from the context, otherwise we will indicate it in the notation.

(2) We obtain the same space M⊠N if in (4.1) we take closure in different topologies; wot or σ-sot˚ – this
follows from [44, Theorem 2.6 (iv)] and the double commutant theorem together with Theorem 4.9.

The main result of this section is Theorem 4.9, which states that M⊠N is a von Neumann algebra. While it
is not too dificult to prove this statement for dual actions, it will take us some work to show in general. We first
establish several preliminary results, some of them of independent interest. We begin with a useful embedding
M⊠N ãÑ BpL2pHqqb̄M b̄BpL2pGqqb̄N, and show that the braided tensor product does not depend on the choice
of implementations.

Proposition 4.3. In BpL2pHq b HM b L2pGq b HNq we have

UN ˚
r34s

pXr13sU
M ˚
r12s pιMpmqιNpnqqr24sU

M

r12s
pX˚

r13sU
N

r34s “ pXr13sα
Mpmqr12s

pX˚
r13sα

Npnqr34s

for any m P M, n P N.

Proof. Take m P M, n P N and calculate

UN ˚
r34s

pXr13sU
M˚
r12s pιMpmqιNpnqqr24sU

M

r12s
pX˚

r13sU
N

r34s

“ UN ˚
r34s

pXr13sU
M ˚
r12s pφM b φNqp pX uqr24smr2spφM b φNqp pX uq˚

r24snr4sU
M

r12s
pX˚

r13sU
N

r34s

“ UN ˚
r34s

pXr13sU
M ˚
r12s pφM b φNqp pX uqr24smr2spφM b φNqp pX uq˚

r24sU
M

r12s
pX˚

r13sU
N

r34sα
Npnqr34s.

(4.2)
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Observe that

p∆pH b idq pX r,u “ pX r,u

r13s
pX r,u

r23s “ W
pH˚
r12s

pX r,u

r23sW
pH
r12s ñ pX r,u

r23s
pX r,u

r13s “ WH

r12s
pX r,u

r13sW
H˚
r12s

ñ WH˚
r12s

pX r,u

r23s “ pX r,u

r13sW
H˚
r12s

pX r,u˚
r13s .

(4.3)

Applying to this equation id b ∆r,u
pH b id we obtain

WH˚
r12s W

H˚
r13s

pX r,u

r24s
pX u

r34s “ pX r,u

r14sW
H˚
r12s W

H˚
r13s

pX r,u˚
r14s “ pX r,u

r14sW
H˚
r12s

pX r,u˚
r14s

pX r,u

r14s W
H˚
r13s

pX r,u˚
r14s

hence using again (4.3)

WH˚
r12s W

H˚
r13s

pX r,u

r24s
pX u

r34s “ WH˚
r12s

pX r,u

r24s
pX r,u

r14s W
H˚
r13s

pX r,u˚
r14s ñ W

H˚
r13s

pX u
r34s “ pX r,u

r14s W
H˚
r13s

pX r,u˚
r14s

or W
H˚
r12s

pX u
r23s “ pX r,u

r13s W
H˚
r12s

pX r,u˚
r13s . Using this we have

UM ˚
r12s pφM b φNqp pX uqr24s “ pid b φM b φNqp W

H˚
r12s

pX u
r23sqr124s “ pid b φM b φNqp pX r,u

r13s W
H˚
r12s

pX r,u˚
r13s qr124s

“ pid b φNqp pX r,uqr14sU
M ˚
r12s pid b φNqp pX r,uq˚

r14s

Plugging this twice in (4.2) we obtain

UN ˚
r34s

pXr13sU
M˚
r12s pιMpmqιNpnqqr24sU

M

r12s
pX˚

r13sU
N

r34s

“ UN ˚
r34s

pXr13spid b φNqp pX r,uqr14sU
M˚
r12s pid b φNqp pX r,uq˚

r14smr2spid b φNqp pX r,uqr14s

UM

r12spid b φNqp pX r,uq˚
r14s

pX˚
r13sU

N

r34sα
Npnqr34s

“ UN ˚
r34s

pXr13spid b φNqp pX r,uqr14sα
Mpmqr12spid b φNqp pX r,uq˚

r14s
pX˚

r13sU
N

r34sα
Npnqr34s

Next observe that

UN ˚
r34s

pXr13s pid b φNqp pX r,uqr14s “ pid b id b φNqp W
G˚
r23s

pXr12s
pX r,u

r13sqr134s “ pid b φN b idqp W
pG
r23s

pXr13s
pX u,r

r12sqr143s

“ pid b φN b idqpW
pG
r23sW

pG˚
r23s

pXr13sW
pG
r23sqr143s “ pXr13spφN b idqpW

pGqr43s “ pXr13sU
N ˚
r34s,

hence

UN ˚
r34s

pXr13sU
M ˚
r12s pιMpmqιNpnqqr24sU

M

r12s
pX˚

r13sU
N

r34s “ pXr13sU
N ˚
r34sα

Mpmqr12sU
N

r34s
pX˚

r13sα
Npnqr34s

“ pXr13sα
Mpmqr12s

pX˚
r13sα

Npnqr34s

as claimed. �

4.2. Independence of implementations.

In this subsection we show that M⊠N is, up to an isomorphism, independent of all “choices” or implementations,
including passing to isomorphic quantum groups. Let us introduce the setting.

Let G1,H1 be locally compact quantum groups and pX1 P L8ppH1qb̄L8ppG1q a bicharacter. Let αM1 : H1 y

M1, α
N1 : G1 y N1 be left actions on von Neumann algebras M1 Ď BpHM1

q,N1 Ď BpHN1
q implemented by

UM1 “ pid b φM1
q W

H1 , UN1 “ pid b φN1
q W

G1 . Next, let G2,H2 be locally compact quantum groups which
are isomorphic with G1,H1. More precisely, assume that there are ˚-isomorphisms1 θG : C

u
0 pG1q Ñ Cu0 pG2q,

θH : C
u
0 pH1q Ñ Cu0 pH2q which respect comultiplications. These isomorphism have reduced versions; ˚-isomorphisms

θG,r : C0pG1q Ñ C0pG2q, θH,r : C0pH1q Ñ C0pH2q satisfying πG2
θG “ θG,rπG1

, πH2
θH “ θH,rπH1

. We also have von
Neumann algebraic versions: normal ˚-isomorphisms γG : L8pG1q Ñ L8pG2q, γH : L8pH1q Ñ L8pH2q which agree
with θG,r, θH,r on C0pG1q,C0pH1q. See [8, Theorem 1.10, Theorem 3.3]. The isomorphism γG is implemented by the

standard unitary vG : L2pG1q Ñ L2pG2q, i.e. the unique unitary implementing γG: γGpxq “ vGxv
˚
G

px P L8pG1qq,
respecting modular conjugation vGJG1

“ JG2
vG and standard positive cone vGPϕG1

“ PϕG2
– see [15, Theorem

2.3] and Appendix 9.1. Similarly γH is implemented by the standard unitary vH. The corresponding dual maps

will be decorated with hats, e.g. pθG,r : C0ppG2q Ñ C0ppG1q. We have pvG “ v˚
G
, pvH “ v˚

H
(Proposition 9.2). Let

M2 Ď BpHM2
q,N2 Ď BpHN2

q be von Neumann algebras isomorphic with M1,N1 via θM : M1 Ñ M2, θN : N1 Ñ N2.

Assume that there is a bicharacter pX2 P L8ppH2qb̄L8ppG2q and actions αM2 : H2 y M2, α
N2 : G2 y N2, and that

this structure is respected by the above isomorphisms: ppθH b pθGq pX u
2 “ pX u

1 and

αM2θM “ pγG b θMqαM1 , αN2θN “ pγH b θNqαN1 .

In this situation we can form two braided tensor products, M1 ⊠N1 Ď BpHM1
bHN1

q and M2 ⊠N2 Ď BpHM2
bHN2

q.

Proposition 4.4.

1We write θ instead of π to avoid confusion with the reducing map.
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(1) There is a unique completely isometric isomorphism Υ: M1 ⊠N1 Ñ M2 ⊠N2 which is a σ-wot homeo-
morphism and satisfies ΥpιM1

pmqιN1
pnqq “ ιM2

pθMpmqqιN2
pθNpnqq for m P M1, n P N1.

(2) The space M1 ⊠N1 is closed under multiplication if and only if it is closed under adjoints. The same is
true for M2 ⊠N2.

(3) If one of the spaces M1 ⊠N1,M2 ⊠N2 is closed under multiplication, then so is the other. In this case Υ
is a ˚-isomorphism.

The main usefulness of this result comes from the fact that quite often it is not difficult to find “an” implemen-
tation, but it’s more work to show that it is the standard one. This proposition is also an important ingredient in
the proof of Theorem 4.9.

Proof. For any m P M1, n P N1, we have by Proposition 4.3

(4.4) UN1 ˚
r34s

pX1r13sU
M1 ˚
r12s pιM1

pmqιN1
pnqqr24sU

M1

r12s
pX˚
1r13sU

N1

r34s “ pX1r13sα
M1pmqr12s

pX˚
1r13sα

N1pnqr34s

in BpL2pH1q b HM1
b L2pG1q b HN1

q and

(4.5) UN2 ˚
r34s

pX2r13sU
M2 ˚
r12s pιM2

pθMpmqqιN2
pθNpnqqqr24sU

M2

r12s
pX˚
2r13sU

N2

r34s “ pX2r13sα
M2pθMpmqqr12s

pX˚
2r13sα

N2pθNpnqqr34s

in BpL2pH2q b HM2
b L2pG2q b HN2

q.
Consider three mappings

Υ1 : M1 ⊠N1 Q X ÞÑ UN1 ˚
r34s

pX1r13sU
M1 ˚
r12s Xr24sU

M1

r12s
pX˚
1r13sU

N1

r34s P BpL2pH1q b HM1
b L2pG1q b HN1

q,

next

AdpvHq b θM b AdpvGq b θN : BpL2pH1qqb̄M1 b̄BpL2pG1qqb̄N1 Ñ BpL2pH2qqb̄M2 b̄BpL2pG2qqb̄N2

and finally

Υ2 “ Ad
`
UM2

r12s
pX˚
2r13sU

N2

r34s

˘
P Aut

`
BpL2pH2q b HM2

b L2pG2q b HN2
q
˘
.

Clearly all these maps are completely isometric and σ-wot-continuous. Equation (4.4) shows that image of Υ1

lies in BpL2pH1qqb̄M1 b̄BpL2pG1qqb̄N1 – hence we can consider Υ1 as a map

Υ1 : M1 ⊠N1 Ñ BpL2pH1qqb̄M1 b̄BpL2pG1qqb̄N1 .

Before we go further we need to make another observation. By our assumption we have ppθH b pθGq pX u
2 “ pX u

1 .
Applying reducing morphisms gives

(4.6) pX1 “ ppθH,r b pθG,rq pX2 “ ppγH b pγGq pX2 “ ppvH b pvGq pX2ppv˚
H b pv˚

Gq “ pv˚
H b v˚

Gq pX2pvH b vGq.

Consider the composition

Υ3 “ Υ2pAdpvHq b θM b AdpvGq b θNqΥ1 : M1 ⊠N1 Ñ BpL2pH2q b HM2
b L2pG2q b HN2

q.

It is completely isometric and σ-wot-continuous, as a composition of such maps. Furthermore using (4.4), (4.6)
and (4.5) we have

Υ3pιM1
pmqιN1

pnqq “ Υ2pAdpvHq b θM b AdpvGq b θNq
` pX1r13sα

M1pmqr12s
pX˚
1r13sα

N1pnqr34s

˘

“ Υ2

` pX2r13spγH b θMqαM1pmqr12s
pX˚
2r13spγG b θNqαN1pnqr34s

˘

“ Υ2

` pX2r13sα
M2pθMpmqqr12s

pX˚
2r13sα

N2pθNpnqqr34s

˘
“ pιM1

pθMpmqqιN2
pθNpnqqqr24s.

(4.7)

Thus the image of Υ3 lies in Cb̄BpHM2
qb̄Cb̄BpHN2

q. Let Υ4 : M1 ⊠N1 Ñ BpHM2
bHN2

q be the map Υ3 composed
with the ˚-isomorphism Cb̄BpHM2

qb̄Cb̄BpHN2
q » BpHM2

qb̄BpHN2
q. Then (4.7) gives

Υ4pιM1
pmqιN1

pnqq “ ιM2
pθMpmqqιN2

pθNpnqq.

In particular (by σ-wot-continuity and closedness) we can consider Υ4 as a map

Υ4 : M1 ⊠N1 Ñ M2 ⊠N2

which is σ-wot-continuous and completely isometric.
Reversing this construction, i.e. starting with M2 ⊠N2, we obtain a completely isometric, σ-wot-continuous

map Υ̃4 : M2 ⊠N2 Ñ M1 ⊠N1 which is given by Υ̃4pιM2
pθMpmqqιN2

pθNpnqqq “ ιM1
pmqιN1

pnq. Clearly Υ4 and Υ̃4

are each other inverses. Uniqueness is also clear. This proves the first claim.

Since pιM1
pmqιN1

pnqq˚ “ ιN1
pn˚qιM1

pm˚q, we have that if M1 ⊠N1 is closed under multiplication, it is also
closed under adjoints. Conversely, assume M1 ⊠N1 is closed under adjoints. Since multiplication in BpHM b HNq
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is separately σ-wot-continuous, we will have that M1 ⊠N1 is closed under multiplication if we can show that it
contains all products pιM1

pmqιN1
pnqqpιM1

p rmqιN1
prnqq with m, rm P M1, n, rn P N1. But

pιM1
pmqιN1

pnqqpιM1
p rmqιN1

prnqq “ ιM1
pmqpιM1

p rm˚qιN1
pn˚qq˚ιN1

prnq,

by assumption pιM1
p rm˚qιN1

pn˚qq˚ P M1 ⊠N1 and clearly M1 ⊠N1 is closed under left-multiplication by ιM1
pM1q

and right multiplication by ιN1
pN1q. The proof for M2 ⊠N2 is analogous. This proves the second point.

Finally, assume that M1 ⊠N1 is a von Neumann algebra. By construction, Υ4 : M1 ⊠N1 Ñ BpHM2
b HN2

q is
˚-preserving (it is a composition of maps which are clearly ˚-preserving). Take x “ Υ4pyq P M2 ⊠N2. Then we
have

x˚ “ Υ4pyq˚ “ Υ4py˚q P Υ4pM1 ⊠N1q “ M2 ⊠N2 .

This shows that M2 ⊠N2 is closed under adjoint. The second point shows that it is also closed under multiplication,
hence it is a von Neumann algebra. An analogous argument (using Υ̃4) proves the converse. In this situation, Υ4

is a ˚-homomorphism by construction. �

4.3. Universal lift of an action G y M. In the proof of Theorem 4.9 we will need an auxilliary construction,
which can be thought of as a lift of an action to the universal level.

In what follows, we will use the notion of enveloping von Neumann algebra. Recall that if A is a C˚-algebra,
then the second dual A˚˚ has the structure of a von Neumann algebra, A Ď A˚˚ is a weak˚-dense ˚-subalgebra
and A˚˚ has the following universal property: for every von Neumann algebra P Ď BpHPq and a non-degenerate
˚-homomorphism π : A Ñ BpHPq with πpAq Ď P, there exists a unique extension of π to a normal, unital ˚-
homomorphism πvN : A˚˚ Ñ P ([35, Theorem 3.7.7, Proposition 3.7.8]). Note also that MpAq can be identified
with the two sided multipliers of the image of A in any faithful, non-degenerate representation ([35, Proposition
3.12.3]), in particular MpAq Ď A˚˚.

Remark 4.5. Let us note that if A Ñ MpBq is a non-degenerate ˚-homomorphism, then the normal extension
A˚˚ Ñ B˚˚ and the strict extension MpAq Ñ MpBq Ď B˚˚ agree on MpAq Ď A˚˚.

Let G be a locally compact quantum group. We will use a von-Neumann-algebraic version of half-lifted comul-
tiplications. Recall that we have a non-degenerate ˚-homomorphism

∆u,r
G

: C0pGq Q x ÞÑ W
G˚p1 b xqWG P MpCu0 pGq b C0pGqq.

Since W
G P MpCu0 pGq b C0ppGqq can be seen as an element of Cu0 pGq˚˚b̄L8ppGq, we have a natural extension of

∆u,r
G

to a normal, unital ˚-homomorphism

∆u,r,vN
G

: L8pGq Q x ÞÑ W
G˚p1 b xqWG P Cu0 pGq˚˚b̄L8pGq

(it follows from w˚-density of C0pGq in L8pGq that the co-domain is correct). Similarly, ∆r,u
G

admits an extension
to a normal, unital ˚-homomorphism

∆r,u,vN
G

: L8pGq Q x ÞÑ V
Gpxb 1q V

G˚ P L8pGqb̄Cu0 pGq˚˚.

Next assume that G acts on a von Neumann algebra M Ď BpHMq and UM “ pidbφMq W
G P MpC0pGq bKpHMqq

is a representation implementing the action αM. As mentioned above, we can extend uniquely the (non-degenerate)

˚-homomorphism φM : Cu0 ppGq Ñ BpHMq to a normal, unital ˚-homomorphism Cu0 ppGq˚˚ Ñ BpHMq. We denote this
extension by φvN

M
. We will use the same notation also for other normal maps given by the universal property of the

enveloping von Neumann algebra.

Define the normal, unital, injective ˚-homomorphism2

(4.8) αM,u : M Q m ÞÑ pid b φMqpV V
Gq˚p1 bmqpid b φMqpV V

Gq P Cu0 pGq˚˚b̄M .

We can think of αM,u as a universal lift of the action αM : G y M. Note that a priori, the above map lands in
Cu0 pGq˚˚b̄BpHMq, but in the next two lemmas we show that αM,u indeed has the above codomain, does not depend
on the choice of implementation and satisfies a version of the action condition.

2Note that pid b φMqpV V
Gq is an element of MpCu

0
pGq b KpHMqq Ď Cu

0
pGq˚˚b̄ BpHMq, so the multiplication (4.8) makes sense in

Cu

0
pGq˚˚b̄ BpHMq. We can also see V V

G as an element of Cu

0
pGq˚˚b̄Cu

0
ppGq˚˚ but we have pid b φMqpV V

Gq “ pid b φvN

M
qpV V

Gq, by

Remark 4.5.
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Lemma 4.6. For ω P L1pGq,m P M we have

(4.9) pid b φMqpV V
Gq˚p1 b pω b idqαMpmqqpid b φMqpV V

Gq “
`
pω b idq∆r,u,vN

G
b id

˘
αMpmq

in Cu0 pGq˚˚b̄BpHMq. Furthermore

αM,upmq “ pid b φMqpV V
Gq˚p1 bmqpid b φMqpV V

Gq P Cu0 pGq˚˚b̄M .

Proof. The desired equation follows from a straightforward calculation:

pid b φMqpV V
G˚qp1 b pω b idqαMpmqqpid b φMqpV V

Gq

“ pid b ω b idq
`
pid b φMqpV V

G˚qr13sα
Mpmqr23spid b φMqpV V

Gqr13s

˘

“ pid b ω b idq
`
pid b φMqpV V

G˚qr13spid b φMqp W
G˚qr23smr3spid b φMqp W

Gqr23spid b φMqpV V
Gqr13s

˘

“ pid b ω b idq
`
p∆r,u

G
b φMqp W

G˚qr213smr3sp∆
r,u
G

b φMqp W
Gqr213s

˘

“ pω b id b idq
`
p∆r,u

G
b φMqp W

G˚qmr3sp∆
r,u
G

b φMqp W
Gq

˘

“ pω b id b idqp∆r,u,vN
G

b idq
`
pid b φMqp W

G˚qmr2spid b φMqp W
Gq

˘

“ ppω b idq∆r,u,vN
G

b idqαMpmq.

Recall ([22, Proposition 2.9]) that in the von Neumann algebraic context the Podleś condition

spanσ-wotαMpMqpL8pGq b 1q “ L8pGqb̄M

is always satisfied. Consequently, M “ spanσ-wottpρ b idqαMpmq | ρ P L1pGq,m P Mu. The last claim easily
follows. �

Lemma 4.7. The map αM,u satisfies

(1) pid b αMqαM,u “ p∆u,r,vN
G

b idqαM,

(2) pid b αM,uqαM “ p∆r,u,vN
G

b idqαM.

Moreover, αM,u does not depend on the choice of implementation UM.

Proof. Take m P M and calculate

pid b αMqαM,upmq “ pid b φMqp W
G˚qr23spid b φMqpV V

G˚qr13smr3spid b φMqpV V
Gqr13spid b φMqp W

Gqr23s

“ p∆u,r
G

b φMqp W
G˚qmr3sp∆

u,r
G

b φMqp W
Gq “ p∆u,r,vN

G
b idqαMpmq

which proves the first claim. Since id b αM is injective, the last claim follows. Finally, we have

pid b αM,uqαMpmq “ pid b φMqpV V
G˚qr23spid b φMqp W

G˚qr13smr3spid b φMqp W
Gqr13spid b φMqpV V

Gqr23s

“ p∆r,u
G

b φMqp W
G˚qmr3sp∆

r,u
G

b φMqp W
Gq “ p∆r,u,vN

G
b idqαMpmq.

�

We will also need a version of the Podleś condition for the universal lift αM,u.

Proposition 4.8. For any action αM : G y M we have spanw
˚

pCu0 pGq˚˚ b 1qαM,upMq “ Cu0 pGq˚˚b̄M.

The proof of this proposition is a technical modification of the proof of [22, Proposition 2.9].

Proof. First we show the equality (c.f. [22, Equality (2.9)] and [1, Proposition 3.6])

(4.10) spanw
˚

tpxb 1qWGp1 b bq | x P Cu0 pGq˚˚, b P BpL2pGqqu “ Cu0 pGq˚˚b̄BpL2pGqq.

We calculate the left hand side as follows, using in the 3rd equality that W
pG is a unitary in BpL2pGqqb̄BpL2pGqq:

spanw
˚

tpxb 1qWGp1 b bq | x P Cu0 pGq˚˚, b P BpL2pGqqu

“ spanw
˚

tpid b id b ωqpWG

r13sW
G

r12sbr2sq | ω P BpL2pGqq˚, b P BpL2pGqqu

“ spanw
˚

tpid b id b ωqpW
pG˚
r23sW

G

r13sW
pG
r23spbb aqr23sq | ω P BpL2pGqq˚, a, b P BpL2pGqqu

“ spanw
˚

tpid b id b ωqpW
pG˚
r23sW

G

r13spbb aqr23sq | ω P BpL2pGqq˚, a, b P BpL2pGqqu

“ spanw
˚

tpid b id b ωqpar3sW
pG˚
r23sbr2sW

G

r13sq | ω P BpL2pGqq˚, a, b P BpL2pGqqu

“ spanw
˚

tpid b ω b idqpar2sW
G

r23sbr3sW
G

r12sq | ω P BpL2pGqq˚, a, b P BpL2pGqqu.

(4.11)
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Now, recall that regularity at the von Neumann algebraic level is always satisfied:

spanσ-wot tpid b ωqpΣWGq | ω P BpL2pGqq˚u “ BpL2pGqq,

where Σ is the flip map (see the last equation in the proof of [2, Proposition 2.9] and [49, Proposition 2.5]).
Consequently

spanσ-wot tpa b 1qWGp1 b bq | a, b P BpL2pGqqu

“ spanσ-wot tp|ξyxη| b 1qWGp1 b |ζyxκ|q | ξ, η, ζ,κ P L2pGqu

“ spanσ-wot tΣp1 b |ξyxη|qpΣWGqp1 b |ζyxκ|q | ξ, η, ζ,κ P L2pGqu

“ spanσ-wot tΣppid b ωqpΣWGq b aq | ω P BpL2pGqq˚, a P BpL2pGqqu

“ ΣpBpL2pGqqb̄BpL2pGqqq “ BpL2pGqqb̄BpL2pGqq.

With this we continue (4.11):

spanw
˚

tpxb 1qWGp1 b bq | x P Cu0 pGq˚˚, b P BpL2pGqqu

“ spanw
˚

tpid b ω b idqppa b bqr23sW
G

r12sq | ω P BpL2pGqq˚, a, b P BpL2pGqqu

“ spanw
˚

tpid b ωqpWGq b b | ω P BpL2pGqq˚, b P BpL2pGqqu “ Cu0 pGq˚˚b̄BpL2pGqq

which proves (4.10). Consider the map Ru
G
acting on Cu0 pGq and its double dual, denoted Ru,vN

G
. It is the unique

normal extension of Ru
G

to Cu0 pGq˚˚ Ñ Cu0 pGq˚˚ and it is bijective, linear, ˚-preserving and antimultiplicative.

Applying (see Remark 2.2) Ru,vN
G

b JpGp¨q˚JpG and the flip to (4.10) we obtain

spanw
˚

tpbb 1qpRuG b jpGqpWGqr21sp1 b xq | x P Cu0 pGq˚˚, b P BpL2pGqqu “ BpL2pGqqb̄Cu0 pGq˚˚.

Since pRu
G

b jpGqpWGqr21s “ V
G, applying the adjoint gives

(4.12) spanw
˚

tp1 b xq V
G˚pbb 1q | x P Cu0 pGq˚˚, b P BpL2pGqqu “ BpL2pGqqb̄Cu0 pGq˚˚.

Using the weak Podleś condition for αM ([22, Corollary 2.7]), Lemma 4.7 and equation (4.12), we can prove the
Podleś condition for αM,u:

spanw
˚

pCu0 pGq˚˚ b 1qαM,upMq

“ spanw
˚

tpxb 1qαM,uppω b idqαMpmqq | x P Cu0 pGq˚˚, ω P BpL2pGqq˚,m P Mu

“ spanw
˚

tpω b id b idqpxr2sp∆
r,u,vN
G

b idqαMpmqq | x P Cu0 pGq˚˚, ω P BpL2pGqq˚,m P Mu

“ spanw
˚

tpω b id b idqppb b xqr12s V
G

r12sα
Mpmqr13s V

G˚
r12sq | b P BpL2pGqq, x P Cu0 pGq˚˚, ω P BpL2pGqq˚,m P Mu

“ spanw
˚

tpω b id b idqpαMpmqr13sxr2s V
G˚
r12sbr1sq | b P BpL2pGqq, x P Cu0 pGq˚˚, ω P BpL2pGqq˚,m P Mu

“ spanw
˚

tpω b id b idqpαMpmqr13spbb xqr12s | b P BpL2pGqq, x P Cu0 pGq˚˚, ω P BpL2pGqq˚,m P Mu

“ spanw
˚

txb pω b idqαMpmq | x P Cu0 pGq˚˚, ω P BpL2pGqq˚,m P Mu “ Cu0 pGq˚˚b̄M .

�

4.4. M⊠N is a von Neumann algebra. As before, let G,H be locally compact quantum groups with bicharacter
pX P L8ppHqb̄L8ppGq and actions on von Neumann algebras αM : H y M, αN : G y N. Represent M Ď BpHMq,N Ď
BpHNq and let the actions be implemented by UM “ pid b φMq W

H, UN “ pid b φNq W
G. Lemma 2.5 gives us

a non-degenerate ˚-homomorphism Φ: Cu0 pGq Ñ MpCu0 ppHqq which commutes with comultiplications, such that
pX u “ pΦ b idqV V

G. The main result of this section is the following theorem.

Theorem 4.9. M⊠N Ď BpHM b HNq is a von Neumann algebra.

We note that Proposition 4.4 shows that M⊠N does not depend on the choices of implementations (only on

the actions H y M,G y N and the bicharacter pX ). Before we prove Theorem 4.9, we need to establish several

auxilliary results. First, using the bicharacter X we introduce an action pG y M.

Consider the dual morphism to Φ, which is a non-degenerate ˚-homomorphism pΦ: Cu0 pHq Ñ MpCu0 ppGqq Ď

Cu0 ppGq˚˚, uniquely characterised by pΦbidqV V
G “ pidbpΦqV V

pH (see [30, Corollary 4.3]). By the universal property of

the double dual (see Section 4.3), we can extend pΦ to a unital normal ˚-homomorphism pΦvN : Cu0 pHq˚˚ Ñ Cu0 ppGq˚˚.

Similarly, we extend the reducing map to a unital normal ˚-homomorphism πvN

pG : Cu0 ppGq˚˚ Ñ L8ppGq. Next define

αM

pG “ pπvN

pG
pΦvN b idqαM,u : M Ñ L8ppGqb̄M .
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By construction, αM

pG is a unital normal ˚-homomorphism.

Proposition 4.10. We have that αM

pG defines an action pG y M and

αM

pG pmq “ pπpG
pΦ b φMqpV V

Hq˚p1 bmqpπpG
pΦ b φMqpV V

Hq

for m P M.

Proof. Seeing pid b φMqpV V
Hq as an element of Cu0 pHq˚˚b̄BpHMq or MpCu0 pHq b KpHMqq, we have by Remark 4.5

pπvN

pG
pΦvN b idqppid b φMqpV V

Hqq “ pπpG
pΦ b φMqpV V

Hq

(to see this, apply an arbitrary normal functional to the right leg) and

αM

pG pmq “ pπvN

pG
pΦvN b idq

`
pid b φMqpV V

Hq˚p1 bmqpid b φMqpV V
Hq

˘

“ pπpG
pΦ b φMqpV V

Hq˚p1 bmqpπpG
pΦ b φMqpV V

Hq

for m P M. This also shows that αM

pG is injective. Next we check the action condition: for an arbitary m P M we

calculate

p∆pG b idqαM

pG pmq

“ p∆pG b idq
`
pπpG

pΦ b φMqpV V
Hq˚p1 bmqpπpG

pΦ b φMqpV V
Hq

˘

“ pπpG
pΦ b πpG

pΦ b φMqpV V
H

r13sV V
H

r23sq
˚p1 b 1 bmqpπpG

pΦ b πpG
pΦ b φMqpV V

H

r13sV V
H

r23sq

“ pπpG
pΦ b φMqpV V

Hq˚
r23spπpG

pΦ b φMqpV V
Hq˚

r13sp1 b 1 bmqpπpG
pΦ b φMqpV V

Hqr13spπpG
pΦ b φMqpV V

Hqr23s

“ pid b αM

pG qαM

pG pmq.

�

Next we record a general lemma, which we will use in the case of action αM

pG . It is well known in the community,

but we record a short proof for the convenience of the reader (c.f. [22, Equation (2.3)]).

Lemma 4.11. Let K be a locally compact quantum group acting on a von Neumann algebra P via αP : K y P.
We have

BpL2pKqqb̄P “ spanσ-wottpT b 1qαPppq | p P P, T P BpL2pKqqu.

Proof. Clearly we have Ě, we need to show the converse inclusion Ď. The Podleś condition for αP ([22, Proposition
2.9]) reads

(4.13) L8pKqb̄P “ spanσ-wottpxb 1qαPppq | x P L8pKq,m P Pu.

Take T P BpL2pKqq, p P P. By [49, Proposition 2.5] we can choose elements xi,k P L8pKq, pxi,k P L8ppKq pi P I, 1 ď

k ď Kiq such that
řKi

k“1
pxi,kxi,k ÝÝÑ

iPI
T , with convergence in σ-wot. Next, for i P I, 1 ď k ď Ki we can by (4.13)

find xi,k,j,l P L8pKq, pi,k,j,l P P pj P Ji,k, 1 ď l ď Li,k,jq so that
řLi,k,j

l“1
pxi,k,j,l b 1qαPppi,k,j,lq ÝÝÝÝÑ

jPJi,k

xi,k b p again

in σ-wot. We obtain

T b p “ σ-wot-lim
iPI

Kiÿ

k“1

ppxi,k b 1qpxi,k b pq “ σ-wot-lim
iPI

Kiÿ

k“1

σ-wot-lim
jPJi,k

Li,k,jÿ

l“1

ppxi,kxi,k,j,l b 1qαPppi,k,j,lq,

which ends the proof. �

Our proof of Theorem 4.9 will rely on the biduality theorem [47, Theorem 2.6], which we will use to reduce the
general situation to the case of dual actions. Let us recall its content in the case of the action αN : G y N.

Consider the crossed product von Neumann algebra, defined as

N⋉ “ G⋉N “ spanσ-wottppxb 1qαNpnq | px P L8ppGq, n P Nu Ď BpL2pGqqb̄N

(see [47, Definition 2.1, Lemma 3.3]). On this von Neumann algebra we have an action αN
⋉

: pGop y N⋉ uniquely
determined by

αN
⋉

pαNpnqq “ 1 b αNpnq, αN
⋉

ppxb 1q “ ∆pGopppxq b 1, pn P N, px P L8ppGqq.

It is implemented by

(4.14) W
pGop

b 1 “ pid b pπG1 b 1qq W
pGop

“ L8ppGopqb̄BpL2pGq b HNq
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([47, Proposition 2.2], see also [27, Section 4]). The action αN
⋉

is sometimes called the dual action. We can

consider the bidual crossed product N⋉⋉ “ pGop ⋉ pG ⋉ Nq Ď BpL2pGq b L2pGqqb̄N, which is equipped with the

dual action αN
⋉⋉

: ppGopq^op y N⋉⋉. Observe that on BpL2pGqqb̄N we have the obvious G-action αBpL2pGqqb̄ N “
pχ b idqpid b αNq (where χ is the flip map). The biduality theorem states that

Ψ: BpL2pGqqb̄N Q z ÞÑ pWG b 1qpid b αNqpzqpWG˚ b 1q P N⋉⋉

is a well defined isomorphism. Furthermore, VG˚
r21s b 1 is a αBpL2pGqqb̄ N-cocycle, hence we can define the action

α
BpL2pGqb̄ N

` “ AdpVG˚
r21s b 1qαBpL2pGqb̄ N : G y BpL2pGqqb̄N

which is isomorphic to the bidual action αN
⋉⋉

in the sense that

(4.15) αN
⋉⋉

pΨpzqq “ pjGRG b Ψqpα
BpL2pGqqb̄ N

` pzqq pz P BpL2pGqqb̄Nq.

Note that ppGopq^op “ Gop
1 and AdpuGq “ jGRG : L8pGq Ñ L8pGop1q is the von Neumann algebraic version of

isomorphism G » Gop
1 (see [27, Section 4] and Section 2).

In order to work with the actions αBpL2pGqqb̄ N, α
BpL2pGqqb̄ N

` we need their concrete implementations.

Lemma 4.12.

(1) The representation UN

r13s P L8pGqb̄BpL2pGq b HNq implements αBpL2pGqqb̄ N and the corresponding map is

φBpL2pGqqb̄ N “ 1 b φN.

(2) The representation UN

r13sV
G

r21s P L8pGqb̄BpL2pGq b HNq implements α
BpL2pGqqb̄ N

` and the corresponding

map is φBpL2pGqqb̄ N,` “ pjpGRpGπpG b φNq∆u
pG.

Proof. Take x P BpL2pGqqb̄N. We have

αBpL2pGqqb̄ Npxq “ pid b αNqpxqr213s “ UN ˚
r13sxr23sU

N

r13s,

hence UN

r13s “ pid b p1 b φNqq W
G implements αBpL2pGqqb̄ N. Moreover,

α
BpL2pGqqb̄ N

` pxq “ VG˚
r21sU

N ˚
r13sxr23sU

N

r13sV
G

r21s

so the unitary UN

r13sV
G

r21s implements the action α
BpL2pGqqb̄ N

` . We need to check that it is equal to pφM b̄ BpL2pGqq,` b

idqpVGq (which will also show that it is a representation). This follows from a straightforward calculation:

UN

r13sV
G

r21s “ UN

r13spRG b jpGqpWGqr12s “ pid b φNqp W
Gqr13spid b jpGRpGπpGqp W

Gqr12s

“ pid b pjpGRpGπpG b φNq∆u
pGq W

G “ pid b φBpL2pGqqb̄ N,`q W
G.

�

Proof of Theorem 4.9. We divide the proof into several claims. First we prove the theorem under the assumption
that the action on N is the dual action.

Claim 1. If pN, αNq “ ppG1 ⋉ rN, αrN⋉

q is the dual action for some left action α
rN : pG1 y rN, then M⊠N is a von

Neumann algebra.
Proof of Claim 1. By Proposition 4.4 we can freely use the implementation of the action αN on L2pGq b HrN as

in (4.14), hence

M⊠N “ spanσ-wotιMpMqιNpNq

“ spanσ-wottpφM b idqp pX u,rqr12sppmb 1q b 1qpφM b idqp pX u,rq˚
r12sp1 b nq | m P M, n P Nu

Ď BpL2pMq b L2pGq b L2prNqq.

Take m P M, η, ζ P L2pGq, let x “ pidbωη,ζqpWG˚q be the associated element of L8pGq “ L8pGopq and let tξλuλPΛ

be an orthonormal basis in L2pGq. Observe that

pX u,r˚
r12s WG˚

r23s “ p pX u,r˚
r13s W

pG
r23sqr132s “ pW

pG
r23s

pX u,r˚
r12s

pX u,r˚
r13s qr132s “ WG˚

r23s
pX u,r˚

r13s
pX u,r˚

r12s .
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Using this twice, we can write ιMpmqιNpxb 1q in a different way:

ιMpmqιNpxb 1q “ pφM b idqp pX u,rqr12spmb 1 b 1qpφM b idqp pX u,rq˚
r12spid b ωη,ζqpWG˚qr2s

“ pφM b idqp pX u,rqr12smr1spφM b id b ωη,ζqp pX u,r˚
r12s WG˚

r23sqr12s

“ pφM b idqp pX u,rqr12smr1spφM b id b ωη,ζqpWG˚
r23s

pX u,r˚
r13s

pX u,r˚
r12s qr12s

“ pid b id b ωη,ζq
`
pφM b idqp pX u,rqr12sW

G˚
r23smr1spφM b idqp pX u,r˚qr13s

˘
r12s

pφM b idqp pX u,rq˚
r12s

“ pid b id b ωη,ζq
`
WG˚

r23spφM b id b idqp pX u,r

r12s
pX u,r

r13sqmr1spφM b idqp pX u,r˚qr13s

˘
r12s

pφM b idqp pX u,rq˚
r12s

“
ÿ

λPΛ

pid b ωη,ξλqpWG˚qr2spφM b idqp pX u,rqr12spid b ωξλ,ζq

`
pφM b idqp pX u,rqmr1spφM b idqp pX u,rq˚

˘
r1s

pφM b idqp pX u,rq˚
r12s

(4.16)

(the above series converges in σ-wot). Observe that

pφM b idqp pX u,rqmr1spφM b idqp pX u,rq˚

“ pφMΦ b idqpWGqpmb 1qpφMΦ b idqpWGq˚

“ pφM b πpG
pΦqpV V

pHqpm b 1qpφM b πpG
pΦqpV V

pHq˚

“
`
pπpG

pΦ b φMqpV V
Hq˚p1 bmqpπpG

pΦ b φMqpV V
Hq

˘
r21s

“ αM

pG pmqr21s,

(4.17)

which belongs to M b̄L8ppGq (Proposition 4.10). Hence

pid b ωξλ,ζq
`
pφM b idqp pX u,rqmr1spφM b idqp pX u,rq˚

˘
“ pωξλ,ζ b idqαM

pG pmq P M .

We can thus continue (4.16) as follows:

ιMpmqιNpx b 1q

“
ÿ

λPΛ

pid b ωη,ξλqpWG˚qr2spφM b idqp pX u,rqr12spωξλ,ζ b idqαM

pG pmqr1spφM b idqp pX u,rq˚
r12s

“
ÿ

λPΛ

ιN
`
pid b ωη,ξλqpWG˚q b 1

˘
ιM

`
pωξλ,ζ b idqαM

pG pmq
˘
.

(4.18)

Next we consider elements of N “ pG1 ⋉ rN of the form α
rNprnq for rn P rN. Using α

rNprnq P L8ppG1qb̄rN and

pφM b idqp pX u,rq P BpHMqb̄L8ppGq we have

ιMpmqιNpα
rNprnqq “ pφM b idqp pX u,rqr12spm b 1 b 1qpφM b idqp pX u,rq˚

r12sα
rNprnqr23s

“ α
rNprnqr23spφM b idqp pX u,rqr12spm b 1 b 1qpφM b idqp pX u,rq˚

r12s “ ιNpα
rNprnqqιMpmq.

(4.19)

Since N “ pG1 ⋉ rN “ spanσ-wottpx b 1qα
rNprnq | rn P rN, x P L8pGqu, any element of N can be approximated (in

σ-wot) by sums of elements of the form ppid b ωη,ζqpWG˚q b 1qα
rNprnq. Using equations (4.18), (4.19) we have

`
ιMpmq ιN

`
ppid b ωη,ζqpWG˚q b 1qα

rNprnq
˘˘˚

“
` ÿ

λPΛ

ιN
`
pid b ωη,ξλqpWG˚q b 1

˘
ιM

`
pωξλ,ζ b idqαM

pG pmq
˘
ιNpα

rNprnqq
˘˚

“
` ÿ

λPΛ

ιN
`
pid b ωη,ξλqpWG˚q b 1

˘
ιNpα

rNprnqq ιM
`
pωξλ,ζ b idqαM

pG pmq
˘ ˘˚

“
ÿ

λPΛ

ιM
`
pωζ,ξλ b idqαM

pG pm˚q
˘
ιN

`
α

rNprn˚q ppid b ωξλ,ηqpWGq b 1q
˘

P M⊠N .

Hence we can conclude that M⊠N is closed under taking adjoints. In Proposition 4.4 we have checked that this is
enough to conclude that M⊠N is a von Neumann algebra. This proves Claim 1. �

Now we go back to the situation where αN, αM are arbitrary left actions. Recall that quantum groups G and
G1op “ Gop

1 are isomorphic; at the von Neumann algebraic level via AdpuGq “ jGRG : L8pGq Ñ L8pG1opq. Observe

that pG1opq^ “ ppGq1
op
. Out of bicharacter pX P L8ppHqb̄L8ppGq we construct new bicharacter

pid b jpGRpGq pX P L8ppHqb̄L8ppG1opq^q.
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Claim 2. The braided tensor product pM, αMq⊠pN⋉⋉, αN
⋉⋉

q, constructed with the bicharacter pid b jpGRpGq pX ,
is a von Neumann algebra.

Claim 2 follows immediately from Claim 1, since pN⋉⋉, αN
⋉⋉

q is a dual action.

In the rest of the proof we will work only with the actions of H,G and the bicharacter pX .

Claim 3. pM, αMq⊠pBpL2pGqqb̄N, α
BpL2pGqqb̄ N

` q is a von Neumann algebra.

Proof of Claim 3. The biduality theorem tells us that the bidual action αN
⋉⋉

: G1op y N⋉⋉ and the action

α
BpL2pGqqb̄ N

` : G y BpL2pGqqb̄N are isomorphic (using the canonical isomorphism G » G1op), see (4.15). Conse-
quently Claim 3 follows from Claim 2 and Proposition 4.4. Indeed, we keep the same quantum group H, but pass
to the isomorphic quantum group G » G1op and von Neumann algebra BpL2pGqqb̄N » N⋉⋉ using isomorphisms

which map between the bicharacters pX and pid b jpGRpGq pX . �

Claim 4. pM, αMq⊠pBpL2pGqqb̄N, αBpL2pGqqb̄ Nq is a von Neumann algebra.

Proof of Claim 4. We will show

(4.20) pM, αMq⊠pBpL2pGqqb̄N, αBpL2pGqqb̄ Nq “ pM, αMq⊠pBpL2pGqqb̄N, α
BpL2pGqqb̄ N

` q

(as an equality of subspaces in BpHM b L2pGq b HNq) which reduces Claim 4 to Claim 3. Using Lemma 4.12 we
have a concrete description of these braided tensor products as

pM, αMq⊠pBpL2pGqqb̄N, αBpL2pGqqb̄ Nq

“ spanσ-wottpφM b φNqp pX uqr13smr1spφM b φNqp pX uq˚
r13spT b nqr23s | m P M, T P BpL2pGqq, n P Nu

(4.21)

and

pM, αMq⊠pBpL2pGqqb̄N, α
BpL2pGqqb̄ N

` q

“ spanσ-wottpφM b pjpGRpGπpG b φNq∆u
pGqp pX uqmr1spφM b pjpGRpGπpG b φNq∆u

pGqp pX uq˚pT b nqr23s

| m P M, T P BpL2pGqq, n P Nu

(4.22)

Take a generating element in (4.22) for m P M, T P BpL2pGqq, n P N and calculate

pφM b pjpGRpGπpG b φNq∆u
pGqp pX uqmr1spφM b pjpGRpGπpG b φNq∆u

pGqp pX uq˚pT b nqr23s

“ pφM b φNqp pX uqr13spφM b jpGRpGπpGqp pX uqr12smr1spφM b jpGRpGπpGqp pX uq˚
r12spφM b φNqp pX uq˚

r13spT b nqr23s.
(4.23)

Using (4.17) we have

pφM b jpGRpGπpGqp pX uqr12smr1spφM b jpGRpGπpGqp pX uq˚
r12s

“ pid b jpGRpGq
`
pφM b idqp pX u,rqr12smr1spφM b idqp pX u,rq˚

r12s

˘

“ pjpGRpG b idqαM

pG pmqr21s P M b̄L8ppGq1.

(4.24)

The last containment allows us to write pjpGRpG b idqαM

pG pmqr21s “
ř
iPI mi b px1

i for some mi P M, px1
i P L8ppGq1

(convergence in σ-wot) and consequently continue (4.23) as

pφM b pjpGRpGπpG b φNq∆u
pGqp pX uqmr1spφM b pjpGRpGπpG b φNq∆u

pGqp pX uq˚pT b nqr23s

“
ÿ

iPI

pφM b φNqp pX uqr13spmi b px1
iqr12spφM b φNqp pX uq˚

r13spT b nqr23s

“
ÿ

iPI

pφM b φNqp pX uqr13smir1spφM b φNqp pX uq˚
r13sppx1

iT b nqr23s.

This shows the inclusion Ě in (4.20).
Conversely, take as before m P M, T P BpL2pGqq, n P N and consider a generating element of (4.21),

(4.25) pφM bφNqp pX uqr13smr1spφM bφNqp pX uq˚
r13spT bnqr23s “ pφM bφNqp pX uqr13spmbT qr12spφM bφNqp pX uq˚

r13snr3s.
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Thanks to Lemma 4.11 for the action αM

pG , upon applying adjoint, flip and automorphism AdpuGq, we can write

m b T as

m b T “
ÿ

jPJ

pjpGRpG b idqαM

pG pmjqr21sp1 b Tjq

(convergence in σ-wot) for some Tj P BpL2pGqq,mj P M. Consequently, using again (4.24) we continue (4.25):

pφM b φNqp pX uqr13smr1spφM b φNqp pX uq˚
r13spT b nqr23s

“
ÿ

jPJ

pφM b φNqp pX uqr13spjpGRpG b idqαM

pG pmjqr21sTjr2spφM b φNqp pX uq˚
r13snr3s

“
ÿ

jPJ

pφM b φNqp pX uqr13spφM b jpGRpGπpGqp pX uqr12smjr1spφM b jpGRpGπpGqp pX uq˚
r12spφM b φNqp pX uq˚

r13spTj b nqr23s

“
ÿ

jPJ

pφM b pjpGRpGπpG b φNq∆u
pGqp pX uqmjr1spφM b pjpGRpGπpG b φNq∆u

pGqp pX uq˚pTj b nqr23s

which clearly belongs to (4.22). We conclude that the two vector spaces (4.21) and (4.22) are equal. �

Claim 5. M⊠N is a von Neumann algebra.

Proof of Claim 5. We have established in Lemma 4.12 that the morphism associated with action αBpL2pGqqb̄ N is
1 b φN. Consequently, Claim 5 tells us that the subspace

pM, αMq⊠pBpL2pGqqb̄N, αBpL2pGqqb̄ Nq

“ spanσ-wottpφM b φNqp pX uqr13smr1spφM b φNqp pX uq˚
r13spT b nqr23s | m P M, T P BpL2pGqq, n P Nu

is a von Neumann algebra in BpHM b L2pGq b HNq. Upon applying the flip map to the first two legs we see that

spanσ-wottpφM b φNqp pX uqr23smr2spφM b φNqp pX uq˚
r23spT b nqr13s | m P M, T P BpL2pGqq, n P Nu

is a von Neumann algebra in BpL2pGq b HM b HNq. This space is clearly equal to

spanσ-wottT b x | T P BpL2pGqq, x P M⊠Nu

and Claim 5 follows. � �

At the end of this section, let us record two easy results, the first concerned with quantum subgroups and the
second with the associated bicharacter.

4.5. Braided tensor product and quantum subgroups. Assume that H1 Ď H,G1 Ď G are locally compact

quantum groups with quantum subgroups, and that pX P L8ppHqb̄L8ppGq, pX1 P L8ppH1qb̄L8ppG1q are bicharacters

such that pX “ pγH1ĎH b γG1ĎGqp pX1q. Assume that we have actions αM
H
: H y M, αN

G
: G y N and corresponding

restricted actions αM
H1

“ pαM
H

q↾H1
, αN

G1
“ pαN

G
q↾G1

. Next, represent M,N on some Hilbert spaces and let φM, φN

be implementations of the actions of H,G. Recall that φMpθH1ĎH and φNpθG1ĎG implement actions of H1,G1 (see
Section 2). In this situation, we can form two braided tensor products: M⊠ pX N with respect to the actions of G,H

and bicharacter pX , and M⊠ pX1
N with respect to G1,H1, pX1.

Proposition 4.13. We have M⊠ pX N “ M⊠ pX1
N with an equality of canonical embeddings of M,N.

Proof. Observe first that the universal lifts pX u, pX u
1 of bicharacters satisfy

(4.26) pX u “ ppθH1ĎH b pθG1ĎGqp pX u
1 q.

Indeed, both of the above unitary operators are bicharacters and are lifts of pX , hence the claim follows from the
uniqueness part of [30, Proposition 4.7]. Now the equality M⊠ pX N “ M⊠ pX1

N is an immediate consequence of
definitions. �

4.6. Concerning the bicharacter pX˚
r21s. Let G,H be locally compact quantum groups, pX P L8ppHqb̄L8ppGq a

bicharacter and M,N von Neumann algebras equipped with actions H y M,G y N. Then pX˚
r21s P L8ppGqb̄L8ppHq

is a bicharacter (Remark 2.4) and we can consider two braided tensor products, M⊠ pX N and N⊠ pX˚
r21s

M. To avoid

ambiguity, let us denote the corresponding embeddings by ι
pX
M
, ι

pX
N

and ι
pX˚

r21s

N
, ι

pX˚
r21s

M
.
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Proposition 4.14. The map

M⊠ pX N Q ι
pX
Mpmqι

pX
N pnq ÞÑ ι

pX˚
r21s

M
pmqι

pX˚
r21s

N
pnq P N⊠ pX˚

r21s
M .

extends to a well defined ˚-isomorphism.

Proof. Choose arbitary representations of M,N and implementations φM, φN of the actions. By definition, for
m P M, n P N we have

ι
pX
Mpmqι

pX
N pnq “ pφM b φNqp pX uqpm b 1qpφM b φNqp pX uq˚p1 b nq P M⊠ pX N .

Applying Ad
`
pφM b φNqp pX uq˚

˘
and the tensor flip to this element gives

p1 bmqpφN b φMqp pX u˚
r21sqpn b 1qpφN b φMqp pX u

r21sq “ ι
pX˚

r21s

M
pmqι

pX˚
r21s

N
pnq P N⊠ pX˚

r21s
M,

which proves the claim. �

5. Maps on M⊠N

Let H,G be locally compact quantum groups acting on von Neumann algebras H y M, rM,G y N, rN, and
pX P L8ppHqb̄L8ppGq a bicharacter. In this section we prove that we can take the “braided tensor product” of
equivariant maps, and deduce from this certain permanence of approximation properties. Proposition 8.3 shows
that the braided tensor product of non-equivariant maps might not exist.

Proposition 5.1. Let ϑ1 : M Ñ rM, ϑ2 : N Ñ rN be maps which are normal, completely bounded and equivariant.
There exists a unique normal linear map

ϑ1 ⊠ ϑ2 : M⊠N Q ιMpmqιNpnq ÞÑ ιĂMpϑ1pmqqιrNpϑ2pnqq P rM⊠rN.
It is completely bounded with }ϑ1⊠ϑ2}cb ď }ϑ1}cb}ϑ2}cb. If ϑ1, ϑ2 are unital / completely positive / ˚-homomorphisms
/ completely isometric, then so is ϑ1 ⊠ ϑ2.

In the next section (Corollary 6.4) we prove a result concerning equivariance of ϑ1 ⊠ ϑ2.

Proof. Since elements of the form ιMpmqιNpnq span a w˚-dense linear subspace in M⊠N, uniqueness of ϑ1 ⊠ ϑ2 is

clear. Choose arbitrary implementations UM, U
ĂM, UN, U

rN of the actions. By Proposition 4.3 we have

(5.1) UN ˚
r34s

pXr13sU
M ˚
r12s pιMpmqιNpnqqr24s U

M

r12s
pX˚

r13sU
N

r34s “ pXr13sα
Mpmqr12s

pX˚
r13sα

Npnqr34s

for any m P M, n P N. Define

Υ1 : M⊠N Q x ÞÑ xr24s P BpL2pHq b HM b L2pGq b HNq,

which is a normal, injective ˚-homomorphism. Consider the composition

AdpUN ˚
r34s

pXr13sU
M ˚
r12s qΥ1 : M⊠N Ñ BpL2pHqqb̄M b̄BpL2pGqqb̄N,

which is again a normal, injective ˚-homomorphism. Equation (5.1) shows that it has the correct codomain. Next
we compose with id b ϑ1 b id b ϑ2, which is a well defined normal CB map. Indeed, it can be defined as the dual

to the CB map id b pϑ1q˚ b id b pϑ2q˚ on BpL2pHqq˚ pb rM˚ pbBpL2pGqq˚ pbrN˚ ([12, Corollary 7.1.3]). On generators
we have

pid b ϑ1 b id b ϑ2qAdpUN ˚
r34s

pXr13sU
M ˚
r12s qΥ1

`
ιMpmqιNpnqq

“ pXr13spid b ϑ1qαMpmqr12s
pX˚

r13spid b ϑ2qαNpnqr34s

“ pXr13sα
ĂMpϑ1pmqqr12s

pX˚
r13sα

rNpϑ2pnqqr34s P BpL2pHqqb̄ rMb̄BpL2pGqqb̄rN

as θ1, θ2 are assumed to be equivariant. Composing with AdpU
ĂM
r12s

pX˚
r13sU

rN
r34sq gives that

AdpU
ĂM
r12s

pX˚
r13sU

rN
r34sqpid b ϑ1 b id b ϑ2qAdpUN ˚

r34s
pXr13sU

M ˚
r12s qΥ1

defines a map

(5.2) M⊠N Ñ BpL2pHq b HĂM b L2pGq b HrNq : ιMpmqιNpnq ÞÑ pιĂMpϑ1pmqqιrNpϑ2pnqqqr24s.

Thus we see that in fact we can take p rM⊠ rNqr24s as the codomain of the above map. We define ϑ1 ⊠ ϑ2 by

composition of (5.2) with the canonical isomorphism p rM⊠ rNqr24s Ñ rM⊠ rN. In this way we have defined a normal,
linear map ϑ1 ⊠ ϑ2 with CB norm bounded above by }ϑ1}cb}ϑ2}cb (as this property holds for tensor products).
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Clearly if ϑ1, ϑ2 are unital, then so is ϑ1 ⊠ ϑ2. If ϑ1, ϑ2 are CP then so is ϑ1 ⊠ ϑ2 as all the involved maps
are CP. An analogous argument works for ˚-homomorphisms and also for completely isometric maps. Indeed, by
[12, Corollary 4.1.9], ϑ1, ϑ2 are completely isometric if, and only if pϑ1q˚, pϑ2q˚ are complete quotient mappings.
By [12, Proposition 7.1.7] id b pϑ1q˚ b id b pϑ2q˚ also is a complete quotient mapping, hence id b ϑ1 b id b ϑ2 is
completely isometric. �

Remark 5.2. If ωM P M˚, ωN P N˚ are faithful, invariant states, then one can show that ωM ⊠ ωN is a faithful
normal state on M⊠N. We prove this in our next work concerning standard structure for M⊠N ([11]).

Let us recall definitions of approximation properties for a von Neumann algebra P:

‚ P has w˚ CPAP (or is semidiscrete) if there exists a net pϑiqiPI of unital, normal, finite rank CP maps
P Ñ P such that ϑi ÝÝÑ

iPI
id in the point-w˚-topology (see [4, Definition 2.3.3] and [5, Lemma 2.1]).

‚ P has w˚ CBAP if there exists a net pϑiqiPI of finite rank, normal CB maps P Ñ P such that ϑi ÝÝÑ
iPI

id

in the point-w˚-topology and supiPI }ϑi}cb ă `8. The smallest bound ΛcbpPq for this value is called the
Cowling-Haagerup constant of P ([4, Definition 12.3.9]).

‚ P has w˚ OAP if there exists a net pϑiqiPI of finite rank, normal CB maps P Ñ P such that pϑibidqx ÝÝÑ
iPI

x

weak˚ for all Hilbert spaces H and x P P b̄BpHq. In other words, ϑi ÝÝÑ
iPI

id in the stable point-w˚-topology

(see [17, section 1,2, Proposition 1.7]).

We can use Proposition 5.1 to show that the braided tensor product preserves the above approximation proper-
ties, provided that the maps ϑi are equivariant (in Corollary 8.5 we show that we cannot completely abandon the

equivariance condition). Let H y M,G y N, pX be as above.

Proposition 5.3. Assume that M and N both simultaneously have one of the approximation properties w˚ CPAP,
w˚ CBAP, w˚ OAP and we can choose the implementing maps ϑi P CBσpMqpi P Iq, ψj P CBσpNqpj P Jq to be

equivariant. Then M⊠N also has the relevant approximation property.

Proof. Consider normal, CB maps ϑi⊠ψj pi P I, j P Jq on M⊠N, defined in Proposition 5.1. They are finite rank.
Indeed, for any m P M, n P N we have

pϑi ⊠ ψjqpιMpmqιNpnqq “ ιMpϑipmqqιNpψjpnqq

hence the claim follows from the definition of M⊠N and the fact that finite dimensional subspaces are weak˚-closed
([40, Theorem 1.21]). Taking into consideration properties of ϑi ⊠ ψj proved in Proposition 5.1, it is enough to

check that the identity id P CBσpM⊠Nq belongs to the stable point-w˚-closure of tϑi ⊠ ψj | i P I, j P Ju. Fix a

Hilbert space H, x P pM⊠Nqb̄BpHq and ω P ppM⊠Nqb̄BpHqq˚.
Let Υ: M⊠N Ñ BpL2pHqqb̄M b̄BpL2pGqqb̄N be the injective, normal ˚-homomorphism given on generators

by ΥpιMpmqιNpnqq “ pXr13sα
Mpmqr12s

pX˚
r13sα

Npnqr34s (Proposition 4.3). Note that for m P M, n P N, T P BpHq

pΥ b idqppϑi ⊠ ψjq b idqpιMpmqιNpnq b T q

“ pXr13sα
Mpϑipmqqr12s

pX˚
r13sα

Npψjpnqqr34s b T

“ pXr13spid b ϑiqα
Mpmqr12s

pX˚
r13spid b ψjqα

Npnqr34s b T

“ pid b ϑi b id b ψj b idq
` pXr13sα

Mpmqr12s
pX˚

r13sα
Npnqr34s b T

˘

“ pid b ϑi b id b ψj b idqpΥ b idq
`
ιMpmqιNpnq b T

˘
,

hence by continuity

(5.3) pΥ b idqppϑi ⊠ ψjq b idqpyq “ pid b ϑi b id b ψj b idqpΥ b idqpyq

for all y P pM⊠Nqb̄BpHq. Observe that for this calculation we needed the assumption that ϑi, ψj are equivariant.
An analogous reasoning shows

(5.4) pΥ b idqppϑi ⊠ idq b idqpyq “ pid b ϑi b id b id b idqpΥ b idqpyq.

Next, note that Υb id is an embedding of pM⊠Nqb̄BpHq into BpL2pHqqb̄M b̄BpL2pGqqb̄N b̄BpHq, hence we can
find a normal functional rω on BpL2pHqqb̄M b̄BpL2pGqqb̄N b̄BpHq such that ωpyq “ rωpΥ b idqpyq. Fix i P I and
calculate

ω
`
ppϑi ⊠ ψjq b idqx ´ ppϑi ⊠ idq b idqx

˘
“ rωpΥ b idq

`
ppϑi ⊠ ψjq b idqx´ ppϑi ⊠ idq b idqx

˘

“ rω
`
pid b id b id b ψj b idqp pid b ϑi b id b id b idqpΥ b idqx q ´ pid b ϑi b id b id b idqpΥ b idqx

˘
ÝÝÑ
jPJ

0,
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since pid b id b id b ψj b idqjPJ converges to the identity in the point-w˚-topology ([17, Proposition 1.7]). This
shows that ϑi ⊠ ψj ÝÝÑ

jPJ
ϑi ⊠ id in the stable point-w˚ topology. Similarly we check that ϑi ⊠ id ÝÝÑ

iPI
id in the

stable point-w˚-topology, hence id P CBσpM⊠Nq belongs to the stable point-w˚-closure of tϑi ⊠ ψj | i P I, j P Ju
as claimed (c.f. the proof of [9, Theorem 7.16]). �

6. Action on braided tensor product and canonical quantum subgroups of G

Let pG, pRq be a quasi-triangular locally compact quantum group, i.e. G is a locally compact quantum group and
pR P L8ppGqb̄L8ppGq is an R-matrix. Define two weak˚-closed subspaces

L1 “ spanσ-wottpid b ωqpR | ω P L1ppGqu Ď L8ppGq,

L2 “ spanσ-wottpω b idqpR | ω P L1ppGqu Ď L8ppGq.

It is not difficult to see that L1,L2 are in fact unital ˚-subalgebras, i.e. von Neumann subalgebras of L8ppGq. Then

using the bicommutant theorem we see that pR P L1 b̄L2. In fact, L1,L2 are globally invariant under the unitary
antipode and scaling group, and satisfy

∆pGpL1q Ď L1 b̄L1, ∆pGpL2q Ď L2 b̄L2

(see [20, Proposition 4.1]). This means that L1,L2 are Baaj-Vaes subalgebras and by [3, Proposition A.5] there
exist locally compact quantum groups G1,G2 such that

L8ppG1q “ L1, L8ppG2q “ L2,

with comultiplications of pG1, pG2 restrictions of the comultiplication of pG. Denote by

γG1ĎG : L8ppG1q Ñ L8ppGq, γG2ĎG : L8ppG2q Ñ L8ppGq

the formal inclusion maps; we see that they make G1,G2 into quantum subgroups of G. In particular, any action
of G can be restricted to G1 or G2. As usual, we will denote by θG1ĎG, θG2ĎG the associated strong quantum
homomorphisms.

Remark 6.1. In the special case when G “ DpHq is the Drinfeld double of a locally compact quantum group

H, we have G1 “ H and G2 “ pH. Indeed, this is an immediate consequence of the definition of R-matrix:
pR “ pγpHĎDpHq b γHĎDpHqqpWHq (Proposition 2.7).

We can see the unitary pR in four different ways: as an element of L8ppG1qb̄L8ppG2q, L
8ppG1qb̄L8ppGq,

L8ppGqb̄L8ppG2q or L8ppGqb̄L8ppGq. Let us denote by pR12, pR1, pR2, pR this operator, considered as an element

of the respective algebra. By the way we define comultiplication on pG1, pG2, each of these unitaries is then a
bicharacter. We note that there are expected relations between their lifts:

ppθG1ĎG b idqppRu12q “ pRu2 ,
pid b pθG2ĎGqppRu12q “ pRu1
ppθG1ĎG b idqppRu1 q “ pRu “ pid b pθG2ĎGqppRu2 q.

(6.1)

These properties follow from uniqueness of lifts, [30, Proposition 4.7]. The unitaries pR1, pR2 retain a version of the
R-matrix condition.

Lemma 6.2. For px P Cu0 ppG1q, py P Cu0 ppG2q we have

pid b pθG1ĎGq∆u,op

pG1

ppxq “ pRu1 pid b pθG1ĎGq∆u
pG1

ppxqpRu˚

1 ,

ppθG2ĎG b idq∆u,op
pG2

ppyq “ pRu2 ppθG2ĎG b idq∆u
pG2

ppyqpRu˚

2 .

Proof. Since pR is an R-matrix and γG1ĎG is the inclusion map which respects coproducts, we have at the reduced
level

pid b id b γG1ĎGqpid b ∆op
pG1

qpWG1q “ pR1r23spid b pid b γG1ĎGq∆pG1
qpWG1 qpR˚

1r23s

or equivalently

(6.2) WG1

r12spid b γG1ĎGqpWG1 qr13s “ pR1r23spid b γG1ĎGqpWG1 qr13sW
G1

r12s
pR˚

1r23s.
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Applying id b id b ∆r,u
pG gives

WG1

r12spid b pθG1ĎGqp W
G1qr14spid b γG1ĎGqpWG1 qr13s

“ pRr,u1r24s
pR1r23spid b pθG1ĎGqp W

G1qr14spid b γG1ĎGqpWG1qr13sW
G1

r12s
pR˚

1r23s
pRr,u˚

1r24s.

Combining this with (6.2) we get

WG1

r12spid b pθG1ĎGqp W
G1qr14spid b γG1ĎGqpWG1 qr13s

“ pRr,u1r24s
pR1r23spid b pθG1ĎGqp W

G1qr14s
pR˚

1r23sW
G1

r12spid b γG1ĎGqpWG1qr13s
pRr,u˚

1r24s

“ pRr,u1r24spid b pθG1ĎGqp W
G1qr14sW

G1

r12s
pRr,u˚

1r24spid b γG1ĎGqpWG1 qr13s,

hence after cancelling of pid b γG1ĎGqpWG1 qr13s and cutting of the third leg we get

(6.3) WG1

r12spid b pθG1ĎGqp W
G1qr13s “ pRr,u1r23spid b pθG1ĎGqp W

G1qr13sW
G1

r12s
pRr,u˚

1r23s.

Applying id b ∆r,u

pG1

b id we have

W
G1

r13sW
G1

r12spid b pθG1ĎGqp W
G1qr14s “ pRr,u1r24s

pRu1r34spid b pθG1ĎGqp W
G1qr14s W

G1

r13sW
G1

r12s
pRu˚

1r34s
pRr,u˚

1r24s

and similarly combining this with (6.3) we arrive at

W
G1

r12spid b pθG1ĎGqp W
G1qr13s “ pRu1r23spid b pθG1ĎGqp W

G1qr13s W
G1

r12s
pRu˚

1r23s

or equivalently

pid b pid b pθG1ĎGq∆u,op

pG1

qp W
G1q “ pRu1r23spid b pid b pθG1ĎGq∆u

pG1

qp W
G1qpRu˚

1r23s.

Slicing off the first leg, gives the first equation of the claim. The second one can be proved in an analogous way. �

If M,N are von Neumann algebras which carry (an appropriate) action, we can consider their braided tensor

product defined using one of the bicharacters pR12, pR1, pR2, pR. Proposition 4.13 tells us that we do not risk running
into an ambiguity by writing simply M⊠N. For example, assume that M carries an action of G1 and N an action

of G, then we can define the braided tensor product using the bicharacter pR1. We could also restrict the action

G y N to G2 and define M⊠N using pR12 – both constructions give us isomorphic von Neumann algebras (and
actually equal if we choose coherent implementations). In the next proposition we introduce a canonical action on
the braided tensor product (c.f. [32, Proposition 4.2]). Recall the notation UN↾H introduced in Section 2.

Proposition 6.3. Let M,N be von Neumann algebras.

(1) If G y M,N, then there is a unique action G y M⊠N such that the embeddings of M,N are G-equivariant.
If the representations UM, UN implement the actions on M,N, then UM j UN implements the action on
M⊠N.

(2) If G1 y M,G y N, then there is a unique action G1 y M⊠N such that the embeddings of M,N are
G1-equivariant (considering the restricted action G1 y N). If the representations UM, UN implement the
actions on M,N, then UM j pUN↾G1

q implements the action on M⊠N.

(3) If G y M,G2 y N, then there is a unique action G2 y M⊠N such that the embeddings of M,N are
G2-equivariant (considering the restricted action G2 y M). If the representations UM, UN implement the
actions on M,N, then pUM↾G2

q j UN implements the action on M⊠N.

Note that in cases p1q, p2q, p3q braided tensor product is constructed using respective bicharacter pR, pR1, pR2.

Proof. Notice first that if there is an action on M⊠N for which the embeddings of M,N are equivariant, then it
has to be unique. Consequently, it is enough to show existence of such an action, and that it is implemented by
representations as in the claim. Let UM, UN be implementations of actions on M,N.

(Case p1q). We claim that the map

(6.4) M⊠N Q z ÞÑ pUM j UNq˚p1 b zqpUM j UNq P L8pGqb̄pM⊠Nq

is well defined, and that the embeddings of M,N are equivariant; then (6.4) is the desired action of G. Take
m P M, n P N. We have

pUM j UNq˚p1 b ιNpnqqpUM j UNq “ UN ˚
r13sU

M ˚
r12s p1 b 1 b nqUM

r12sU
N

r13s

“ UN ˚
r13sp1 b 1 b nqUN

r13s “ pid b ιNqαNpnq P L8pGqb̄pM⊠Nq.
(6.5)
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Next, using the universal version of (2.7),

pUM j UNq˚p1 b ιMpmqqpUM j UNq “ UN ˚
r13sU

M ˚
r12s pφM b φNqppRuqr23smr2spφM b φNqppRuq˚

r23sU
M

r12sU
N

r13s

“ pid b φM b φNqp W
G˚
r13s W

G˚
r12s

pRur23sqmr2spid b φM b φNqppRu˚

r23s W
G

r12s W
G

r13sq

“ pid b φM b φNqppid b ∆op

pG qp W
G˚qpRur23sqmr2spid b φM b φNqppRu˚

r23spid b ∆op

pG qp W
Gqq

“ pid b φM b φNqppRur23spid b ∆pGqp W
G˚qqmr2spid b φM b φNqppid b ∆pGqp W

GqpRu˚

r23sq

“ pφM b φNqppRuqr23sU
M ˚
r12sU

N ˚
r13smr2sU

N

r13sU
M

r12spφM b φNqppRuq˚
r23s

“ pid b ιMqαMpmq P L8pGqb̄pM⊠Nq.

(6.6)

Equations (6.5), (6.6) prove that (6.4) is well defined and that the embeddings ιM, ιN are equivariant.
(Case p2q). Define the map

(6.7) M⊠N Q z ÞÑ pUM j pUN↾G1
qq˚p1 b zqpUM j pUN↾G1

qq P L8pG1qb̄pM⊠Nq.

As in case p1q, we need to show that this map is well defined and that the embeddings of M,N are equivariant.

Recall that the restricted action G1 y N is implemented by UN↾G1
and φNpθG1ĎG (Section 2). A calculation

analogous to (6.5) shows that ιN is equivariant. Next, using Lemma 6.2,

pUM j pUN↾G1
qq˚p1 b ιMpmqqpUM j pUN↾G1

qq

“ pUN↾G1
q˚

r13sU
M ˚
r12s pφM b φNqppRu1 qr23smr2spφM b φNqppRu1 q˚

r23sU
M

r12spU
N↾G1

qr13s

“ pid b φM b φNqppid b pid b pθG1ĎGq∆op

pG1

qp W
G1˚q pRu1r23sqmr2spid b φM b φNqppRu˚

1r23s pid b pid b pθG1ĎGq∆op

pG1

qp W
G1qq

“ pφM b φNqppRu1 qr23spid b φM b φNpθG1ĎGqp W
G1˚
r12s W

G1˚
r13s qmr2spid b φM b φNpθG1ĎGqp W

G1

r13s W
G1

r12sqpφM b φNqppRu1 q˚
r23s

“ pφM b φNqppRu1 qr23sU
M˚
r12smr2sU

M

r12spφM b φNqppRu1 q˚
r23s “ pid b ιMqαMpmq P L8pG1qb̄pM⊠Nq,

which proves the claim. Case p3q can be proven in an analogous way. �

Corollary 6.4. Let M, rM,N, rN be von Neumann algebras and ϑ1 : M Ñ rM, ϑ2 : N Ñ rN normal, completely
bounded maps.

(1) If G y M, rM,N, rN and ϑ1, ϑ2 are G-equivariant, then ϑ1 ⊠ ϑ2 is G-equivariant.

(2) If G1 y M, rM,G y N, rN, ϑ1 is G1-equivariant and ϑ2 is G-equivariant, then ϑ1 ⊠ ϑ2 is G1-equivariant.

(3) If G y M, rM,G2 y N, rN, ϑ1 is G-equivariant and ϑ2 is G2-equivariant, then ϑ1 ⊠ ϑ2 is G-equivariant.

Proof. We prove p1q, the proof of the remaining assertions being analogous. Take x P M, y P N. Denote by

ιM, ιN the embeddings into M⊠N and by ιĂM, ιrN the embeddings into rM⊠rN. The claim follows from the following
calculation on generators:

α
ĂM⊠rNpϑ1 ⊠ ϑ2qpιMpxqιNpyqq “ α

ĂM⊠rNpιĂMpϑ1pxqqιrNpϑ2pyqqq “ pid b ιĂMqα
ĂMpϑ1pxqqpid b ιrNqα

rNpϑ2pyqq

“ pid b ιĂMϑ1qαMpxqpid b ιrNϑ2qαNpyq “ pid b pϑ1 ⊠ ϑ2qq
`
pid b ιMqαMpxq pid b ιNqαNpyq

˘

“ pid b pϑ1 ⊠ ϑ2qqαM⊠NpιMpxqιNpyqq.

�

The coherence property proved in Proposition 4.13, and recalled in special case before Proposition 6.3, has its
dynamical counterpart. More precisely, assume that the quasi-triangular locally compact quantum group G acts
on M,N. Then part p1q of Proposition 6.3 gives us a canonical action G y M⊠N, which can be restricted to G1

or G2. We can also consider restricted actions G1 y M or G2 y N, then parts p2q and p3q of Proposition 6.3

give us respectively: an action G1 y M⊠N on the braided tensor product constructed using pR1, and an action

G2 y M⊠N on the braided tensor product constructed using pR2.

Proposition 6.5. In the above situation, we have the following properties:

(1) G1 y M⊠N is the restriction of G y M⊠N to G1,
(2) G2 y M⊠N is the restriction of G y M⊠N to G2.
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Proof. Choose UM, UN, implementations of actions G y M,N on some Hilbert spaces HM,HN. According to
Proposition 6.3, the action G1 y M⊠N is implemented by pUM↾G1

q j pUN↾G1
q, hence claim p1q follows from

pUM↾G1
q j pUN↾G1

q “ pUM↾G1
qr12spU

N↾G1
qr13s “ pid b φMpθG1ĎG b φNpθG1ĎGqpid b ∆u,op

pG1

qp W
G1q

“ pid b pφM b φNq∆u,op
pG

pθG1ĎGqp W
G1q “ pUM j UNq↾G1

.

Case p2q is analogous. �

Next we want to prove an associativity of braided tensor product; M⊠pN⊠Pq “ pM⊠Nq⊠P. The minimal
situation when both sides of this equality make sense, is when M,N,P are von Neumann algebras equipped with ac-
tions G1 y M,G y N,G2 y P. Then we have canonical actions G2 y N⊠P,G1 y M⊠N and the second braided
tensor product is well defined. Choose arbitrary representations and implementations of actions on HM,HN,HP,
then both M⊠pN⊠Pq and pM⊠Nq⊠P are subspaces of BpHM b HN b HPq.

Proposition 6.6. The von Neumann algebras M⊠pN⊠Pq and pM⊠Nq⊠P in BpHM b HN b HPq are equal.
Furthermore the associated embeddings of M,N,P are equal.

Remark 6.7.

(1) If M carries an action of G, then we can construct M⊠pN⊠Pq, pM⊠Nq⊠P also in another way; using

respectively pR2, pR2 and pR, pR2. In this situation (the obvious modification of) Proposition 6.6 still holds, by
Propositions 4.13, 6.5. A similar remark applies when N carries an action of G or both M,N are equipped
with an action of G.

(2) When G y M (or G y P or both), then Proposition 6.3 equips the iterated braided tensor product with
a canonical action of G2 (or G1 or G). Since choosing different ordering of parentheses gives us the same
algebra and the same embeddings, this action is also uniquely determined.

Proof of Proposition 6.6. The actionG2 y N⊠P is implemented by pUN↾G2
qjUP “ pidbpφNpθG2ĎGbφPq∆u,op

pG2

q W
G2 ,

hence φ
N⊠P

“ pφNpθG2ĎG b φPq∆u,op

pG2

. Using this and (6.1) we have

M⊠pN⊠Pq

“ spanσ-wottpφM b φ
N⊠P

qppRu12qmr1spφM b φ
N⊠P

qppRu12q˚xr23s | m P M, x P N⊠Pu

“ spanσ-wottpφM b φNpθG2ĎG b φPqppRu12r12s
pRu12r13sqmr1spφM b φNpθG2ĎG b φPqppRu˚

12r13s
pRu˚

12r12sqxr23s

| m P M, x P N⊠Pu

“ spanσ-wottpφM b φNpθG2ĎG b φPqppRu12r12s
pRu12r13sqmr1spφM b φNpθG2ĎG b φPqppRu˚

12r13s
pRu˚

12r12sq

pφN b φPqppRu2 qr23snr2spφN b φPqppRu2 q˚
r23spr3s | m P M, n P N, p P Pu

“ spanσ-wottpφM b φN b φPqppRu1r12s
pRu12r13sqmr1spφM b φN b φPqppRu˚

12r13s
pRu˚

1r12sq

pφN b φPqppRu2 qr23snr2spφN b φPqppRu2 q˚
r23spr3s | m P M, n P N, p P Pu

and on the other hand, since G1 y M⊠N is implemented by UM j pUN↾G1
q with φ

M⊠N
“ pφM b φNpθG1ĎGq∆u,op

pG1

,

pM⊠Nq⊠P

“ spanσ-wottpφ
M⊠N

b φPqppRu12qyr12spφM⊠N
b φPqppRu12q˚pr3s | y P M⊠N, p P Pu

“ spanσ-wottpφM b φNpθG1ĎG b φPqppRu12r23s
pRu12r13sqyr12spφM b φNpθG1ĎG b φPqppRu˚

12r13s
pRu˚

12r23sqpr3s

| y P M⊠N, p P Pu

“ spanσ-wottpφM b φNpθG1ĎG b φPqppRu12r23s
pRu12r13sqpφM b φNqppRu1 qr12smr1spφM b φNqppRu1 q˚

r12snr2s

pφM b φNpθG1ĎG b φPqppRu˚

12r13s
pRu˚

12r23sqpr3s | m P M, n P N, p P Pu

“ spanσ-wottpφM b φN b φPqppRu2r23s
pRu12r13s

pRu1r12sqmr1spφM b φNqppRu1 q˚
r12snr2s

pφM b φN b φPqppRu˚

12r13s
pRu˚

2r23sqpr3s | m P M, n P N, p P Pu.
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Observe (using Lemma 6.2) that we have a version of the Yang-Baxter equation (c.f. Proposition 2.3):

pRu2r23s
pRu12r13s

pRu1r12s “ pid b pθG1ĎG b idqppRu12r23s
pRu12r13sq

pRu1r12s “ pid b pθG1ĎG b idqp∆u,op

pG1

b idqppRu12qpRu1r12s

“ pRu1r12spid b pθG1ĎG b idqp∆u
pG1

b idqppRu12qpRu˚

1r12s
pRu1r12s “ pRu1r12spid b pθG1ĎG b idqppRu12r13s

pRu12r23sq

“ pRu1r12s
pRu12r13s

pRu2r23s.

Using this twice, we further have

pM⊠Nq⊠P

“ spanσ-wottpφM b φN b φPqppRu1r12s
pRu12r13s

pRu2r23sqmr1spφM b φNqppRu1 q˚
r12snr2s

pφM b φN b φPqppRu˚

12r13s
pRu˚

2r23sqpr3s | m P M, n P N, p P Pu

“ spanσ-wottpφM b φN b φPqppRu1r12s
pRu12r13sqmr1spφM b φN b φPqppRu˚

12r13s
pRu˚

1r12sq

pφM b φN b φPqppRu1r12s
pRu12r13s

pRu2r23s
pRu˚

1r12sqnr2spφM b φN b φPqppRu˚

12r13s
pRu˚

2r23sqpr3s | m P M, n P N, p P Pu

“ spanσ-wottpφM b φN b φPqppRu1r12s
pRu12r13sqmr1spφM b φN b φPqppRu˚

12r13s
pRu˚

1r12sq

pφM b φN b φPqppRu2r23s
pRu12r13sqnr2spφM b φN b φPqppRu˚

12r13s
pRu˚

2r23sqpr3s | m P M, n P N, p P Pu

“ spanσ-wottpφM b φN b φPqppRu1r12s
pRu12r13sqmr1spφM b φN b φPqppRu˚

12r13s
pRu˚

1r12sq

pφM b φN b φPqppRu2r23sqnr2spφM b φN b φPqppRu˚

2r23sqpr3s | m P M, n P N, p P Pu,

which shows equality M⊠pN⊠Pq “ pM⊠Nq⊠P. Note that our calculation shows that generators in both descrip-
tions are equal; we have an equality of embeddings. �

Corollary 6.8. For a finite family M1, . . . ,Mn pn ě 2q of von Neumann algebras equipped with actions of G, we
can define their braided tensor product M1 ⊠ ¨ ¨ ¨⊠Mn. It is a von Neumann algebra equipped with embeddings
ιMi

: Mi Ñ M1 ⊠ ¨ ¨ ¨⊠Mn p1 ď i ď nq and the unique action of G such that ιMi
p1 ď i ď nq are equivariant.

In other words, we can define M1 ⊠ ¨ ¨ ¨⊠Mn and the rest of the structure, by putting parentheses in an arbitrary
order; this can be formally proved by an induction on n.

7. Infinite braided tensor product

Let pG, pR) be a quasi-triangular locally compact quantum group and pM´n, ω´nq pn P Nq G-von Neumann
algebras together with chosen faithful, normal, G-invariant states. In this section, we will define infinite braided

tensor product ⊠
1

n“8pM´n, ω´nq. This will be a von Neumann algebra carrying a canonical action of G, together
with equivariant embeddings.

Represent M´n in the standard way on L2pM´nq and let Ω´n be the unique unit vector in the standard
positive cone, such that ω´npmq “ xΩ´n|mΩ´ny for m P M´n ([15, Lemma 2.10]). Let H be the infinite tensor
product b1

n“8pL2pM´nq,Ω´nq, see [46, Section 1 XIV]. For N P N, consider M´N ⊠ ¨ ¨ ¨⊠M´1 represented on
L2pM´N q b ¨ ¨ ¨ b L2pM´1q and its amplification

PN “ t1b8 b x | x P M´N ⊠ ¨ ¨ ¨⊠M´1u Ď B
`
b1

n“8pL2pM´nq,Ω´nq
˘
.

The sequence pPN q8
N“1

is increasing. Indeed, this follows directly from the definition; one of the generators of

M´N´1 ⊠pM´N ⊠ ¨ ¨ ¨⊠M´1q is 1 b x for x P M´N ⊠ ¨ ¨ ¨⊠M´1.

Definition 7.1. We define the infinite braided tensor product of the family pM´n, ω´nq pn P Nq as

⊠
1

n“8pM´n, ω´nq “
8ď

N“1

t1b8 b x | x P M´N ⊠ ¨ ¨ ¨⊠M´1u

σ-wot

Ď B
`
b1

n“8pL2pM´nq,Ω´nq
˘
.

Next, for 1 ď k ď K we define embeddings

(7.1) ι´k : M´k Q x ÞÑ 1

b8 b ι
M´K ⊠¨¨¨⊠M´1

M´k
pxq P ⊠

1

n“8pM´n, ω´nq

where ι
M´K ⊠¨¨¨⊠M´1

M´k
is the canonical embedding of M´k into M´K ⊠ ¨ ¨ ¨⊠M´1 (see Corollary 6.8).

Remark 7.2.
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(1) If the action G y M´n is trivial for all n P N, then ⊠
1

n“8pM´n, ω´nq coincides with the usual infinite

tensor product, compare Example 8.1 (the same is true, if G is classical and pR “ 1). Consequently, the

structure of the von Neumann algebra ⊠
1

n“8pM´n, ω´nq depends on the choice of states ω´n ([46, Section
XIV]).

(2) The definition of the infinite braided tensor product depends on the order of the algebras, and the order
structure of ´N; this shouldn’t come as a surprise in light of Example 8.6.

(3) In the algebraic context, a version of infinite braided tensor product was considered in [28].

Lemma 7.3. The embeddings ι´k pk P Nq are well defined.

Proof. Fix 1 ď k ď K. We want to show that ι´k does not depend on K. This is an easy consequence of Corollary
6.8, as follows:

ι
M´K ⊠¨¨¨⊠M´1

M´k
pxq “ ι

pM´K ⊠¨¨¨⊠M´k´1q ⊠pM´k ⊠¨¨¨⊠M´1q
M´k

pxq “ 1

bpK´kq b ι
M´k ⊠¨¨¨⊠M´1

M´k
pxq

for x P M´k. �

Proposition 7.4. There exists a unique action of G on ⊠
1

n“8pM´n, ω´nq which makes the embeddings ι´k pk P Nq
equivariant.

Before we prove this proposition, we need a lemma concerning standard implementations. We can be more
general: let αN : H y N be an action of a locally compact quantum group on a von Neumann algebra, ρ strictly
positive, self-adjoint operator affiliated with L8pHq and ω an n.s.f. weight on N which is ρ-invariant (see [47,
Definition 2.3]). Assume furthermore ∆Hpρq “ ρ b ρ, or equivalently ∆Hpρitq “ ρit b ρit pt P Rq. Represent N
on its standard Hilbert space L2pNq, identified with the GNS Hilbert space Hω for ω. Let UN be the standard
implementation of action, i.e. the one introduced in3 [47, Definition 3.6]).

Lemma 7.5. For n P Nω and x P Nϕ such that Λϕpxq P Dompρ1{2q we have αNpnqpy b 1q P Nϕbω and

(7.2) UN ˚pρ1{2Λϕpxq b Λωpnqq “ ΛϕbωpαNpnqpx b 1qq.

In particular, if ω is a G-invariant faithful normal state on N and ΩN P Hω is the unit vector in the standard
positive cone which implements ω, then UN pξ b ΩNq “ ξ b ΩN for ξ P L2pHq.

Proof. The first part can be proved by first establishing the existence of a unitary representation satisfying (7.2)
along the lines of [13, Théorème 2.9], and then by reasoning analogous to [47, Proposition 4.3] (which is exactly
our claim for ρ “ δ´1). For the second part, if ρ “ 1 and ω “ ωΩN

, then for x P Nϕ we have

UN ˚pΛϕpxq b ΩNq “ UN ˚pΛϕpxq b Λωp1qq “ ΛϕbωpαNp1qpx b 1qq “ Λϕpxq b ΩN,

and the claim follows by approximation. �

Proof of Proposition 7.4. The images of the maps ι´kpk P Nq generate the whole von Neumann algebra, hence

uniqueness of the action G y ⊠
1

n“8pM´n, ω´nq is clear. We need to show its existence. In the rest of the proof, legs
of L8pGqb̄Bpb1

n“8pL2pM´nq,Ω´nqq will be numbered by 1, . . . ,´3,´2,´1. Let UM´n P L8pGqb̄BpL2pM´nqq be

the standard implementation of the action αM´n . We claim that the sequence of unitaries pU
M´N

r1,´Ns ¨ ¨ ¨U
M´1

r1,´1sq
8
N“1

converges in sot˚ to a unitary U . Recall that the unitary group is sot˚-complete ([44, Remark 4.10]), thus it is

enough to show that for any vector Θ P L2pGq b pb1
n“8pL2pM´nq,Ω´nqq, the sequences

`
U

M´N

r1,´Ns ¨ ¨ ¨U
M´1

r1,´1sΘ
˘8

N“1

and
`
U

M´1 ˚
r1,´1s ¨ ¨ ¨U

M´N ˚
r1,´NsΘ

˘8

N“1
are Cauchy. Since we are dealing with bounded sequences, it is enough to consider

vectors in a linearly dense subset, so take Θ “ ξb p¨ ¨ ¨ bΩ´k´1 b ζq for some ξ P L2pGq, k P N, ζ P L2pM´kq b ¨ ¨ ¨ b
L2pM´1q. In this case, both sequences are eventually constant. Indeed, for N ą k we have using Lemma 7.5

U
M´N

r1,´Ns ¨ ¨ ¨U
M´1

r1,´1sΘ “ U
M´N

r1,´Ns ¨ ¨ ¨U
M´k´1

r1,´k´1s

`
U

M´k

r1,´ks ¨ ¨ ¨U
M´1

r1,´1spξ b p¨ ¨ ¨ b Ω´k´1 b ζqq
˘

“ U
M´k

r1,´ks ¨ ¨ ¨U
M´1

r1,´1spξ b p¨ ¨ ¨ b Ω´k´1 b ζqq.

In particular, this shows that
`
U

M´N

r1,´Ns ¨ ¨ ¨U
M´1

r1,´1sΘ
˘8

N“1
is Cauchy. Similarly, using again Lemma 7.5

U
M´1 ˚
r1,´1s ¨ ¨ ¨U

M´N ˚
r1,´NsΘ “ U

M´1 ˚
r1,´1s ¨ ¨ ¨U

M´k ˚

r1,´ks

`
U

M´k´1 ˚

r1,´k´1s ¨ ¨ ¨U
M´N ˚
r1,´Ns pξ b p¨ ¨ ¨ b Ω´k´1 b ζqq

˘

“ U
M´1 ˚
r1,´1s ¨ ¨ ¨U

M´k ˚
r1,´ks pξ b p¨ ¨ ¨ b Ω´k´1 b ζqq.

3More precisely, because we want UN to be a representation of H, we take the adjoint of the unitary from [47].
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We can conclude that there is a unitary U such that U
M´N

r1,´Ns ¨ ¨ ¨U
M´1

r1,´1s ÝÝÝÝÑ
NÑ8

U in sot˚. Using the bicommutant

theorem, we easily see that U P L8pGqb̄Bpb1
n“8pL2pM´nq,Ω´nqq. Just as the tensor product of representations is

a representation, we see that U is a representation. Recall that multiplication on bounded sets is jointly continuous
in sot. Take k P N and x P M´k. Using Corollary 6.8 we have

U˚p1 b ι´kpxqqU “ sot´ lim
NÑ8

U
M´1 ˚
r1,´1s ¨ ¨ ¨U

M´N ˚
r1,´Ns p1 b ι´kpxqqU

M´N

r1,´Ns ¨ ¨ ¨U
M´1

r1,´1s

“ U
M´1 ˚
r1,´1s ¨ ¨ ¨U

M´k ˚

r1,´ks p1 b 1

b8 b ι
M´k ⊠¨¨¨⊠M´1

´k pxqqU
M´k

r1,´ks ¨ ¨ ¨U
M´1

r1,´1s

“ αM´k ⊠¨¨¨⊠M´1

`
ι
M´k ⊠¨¨¨⊠M´1

´k pxq
˘

r1,´k,...,´1s
“ pid b ι

M´k ⊠¨¨¨⊠M´1

´k qpαM´kpxqqr1,´k,...,´1s “ pid b ι´kqpαM´kpxqq.

This shows that the map

⊠
1

n“8pM´n, ω´nq Q z ÞÑ U˚p1 b zqU P L8pGqb̄
`
⊠

1

n“8pM´n, ω´nq
˘

is well defined, and defines an action G y ⊠
1

n“8pM´n, ω´nq for which the embeddings ι´kpk P Nq are equivariant.
�

Remark 7.6.

(1) It follows from the proof of Proposition 7.4, that if UM´n are the standard implementations of actions

αM´n : G y M´n, then the action G y ⊠
1

n“8pM´n, ω´nq is implemented by the unitary representation

(7.3) sot˚´ lim
NÑ8

U
M´N

r1,´Ns ¨ ¨ ¨U
M´1

r1,´1s P L8pGqb̄B
`
b1

n“8pL2pM´nq,Ω´nq
˘
.

(2) If G is a classical locally compact group, we can take pR “ 1 as the R-matrix. In this case Proposition 7.4
recovers the classical notion of the diagonal action on the infinite tensor product.

8. Examples

In this section, we present several (classes of) examples of braided tensor products. First, we briefly discuss
trivial cases, where the braided tensor product is easily seen to be equal to the usual tensor product. Next, less
trivially, we obtain the same conclusion if one of the actions is inner. Next we show that construction of Houdayer
[19] can be realised as a braided tensor product. In the fourth example, we present a construction of a braided
tensor product M⊠N and normal functionals ω, ν for which one cannot define functional “ω ⊠ ν”. In the last
subsection we show how one can realise the crossed product as a braided tensor product, and deduce from this
several interesting phenomena.

8.1. Example 1. Let H y M,G y N be locally compact quantum groups acting on von Neumann algebras,

and pX P L8ppHqb̄L8ppGq a bicharacter. Recall that to construct the braided tensor product, we choose arbitrary
representations M Ď BpHMq,N Ď BpHNq and implementations UM “ pid b φMq W

H, UN “ pid b φNq W
G of these

actions. Then

M⊠N “ spanσ-wottpφM b φNqp pX uqpm b 1qpφM b φNqp pX uq˚p1 b nq | m P M, n P Nu Ď BpHM b HNq,

which is a von Neumann algebra independent (up to canonical isomorphism) of the above choices. If the action
H y M is trivial, then we can take φM to be the counit, and by Remark 2.2 we obtain M⊠N “ M b̄N. Similarly,

if the action G y N is trivial, then M⊠N “ M b̄N. The same conclusion holds for pX u “ 1 and arbitrary actions.

8.2. Example 2. Let H y M,G y N be locally compact quantum groups acting on von Neumann algebras, and
pX P L8ppHqb̄L8ppGq a bicharacter. Assume that the action G y N is inner. More precisely, let UN “ pidbφNq W

G

be a representation s.t. UN P L8pGqb̄N and αNpnq “ UN ˚p1 b nqUN is an action of G on N. In other words, the
action αN is cocycle equivalent to the trivial action ([47, Definition 1.5]). For example, we can take UN “ WG and

N “ L8ppGq or N “ BpL2pGqq. Represent N on HN, M on HM and let UM “ pid b φMq W
H be an implementation

of the action αM : H y M.

Proposition 8.1. In this situation we have M⊠N “ M b̄N, as an equality of subsets of BpHM b HNq.
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Proof. Recall that pX u “ pΦ b idqV V
G “ pid b pΦqV V

pH (Lemma 2.5). First we perform an auxilliary calculation

M⊠N “ spanσ-wottpφM b φNqp pX uqpm b 1qpφM b φNqp pX uq˚p1 b nq | m P M, n P Nu

“ spanσ-wottpφM b φNpΦqpV V
pHqpm b 1qpφM b φNpΦqpV V

pHq˚p1 b nq | m P M, n P Nu

“ spanσ-wott
`
pφNpΦ b φMqpV V

H˚qp1 bmqpφNpΦ b φMqpV V
Hqpn b 1q

˘
r21s

| m P M, n P Nu

“ spanσ-wott
`
pφvNN

pΦvN b idqαM,upmqpn b 1q
˘

r21s
| m P M, n P Nu.

Note that φvN
N

pΦvN : Cu0 pHq˚˚ Ñ N, hence using the universal version of the Podleś condition (Proposition 4.8) we
can continue

M⊠N “ spanσ-wott
`
pφvNN pΦvN b idqαM,upmqpφvNN pΦvNpxqn b 1q

˘
r21s

| m P M, x P Cu0 pHq˚˚, n P Nu

“ spanσ-wott
`
pφvNN

pΦvN b idqpαM,upmqpx b 1qq pn b 1q
˘

r21s
| m P M, x P Cu0 pHq˚˚, n P Nu

“ spanσ-wott
`
pφvNN

pΦvN b idqpx bmq pnb 1q
˘

r21s
| m P M, x P Cu0 pHq˚˚, n P Nu

“ spanσ-wottmb φvNN
pΦvNpxqn | m P M, x P Cu0 pHq˚˚, n P Nu “ M b̄N .

�

By Proposition 4.14, a claim similar to Proposition 8.1 holds if H y M is inner.

8.3. Example 3. Let M,N be von Neumann algebras equipped with actions αM : pR y M, αN : R y N, and
pX “ WR P L8pRqb̄L8ppRq be the Kac-Takesaki operator. Then M⊠N can be identified with the construction of
Houdayer [19, Definition 1.1], called the crossed product of M and N. Indeed, to see this, represent M and αM in an
arbitrary way. Next, represent N on L2pRqb̄N via the (injective) normal map αN, and take for the implementation
of the action αN the unitary WR b 1 “ pid b pπpR b 1qqp W

Rq. Then for m P M, n P N we have

ιMpmqιNpnq “ pφM b idqpWRqr12spm b 1 b 1qpφM b idqpWRq˚
r12sα

Npnqr23s “ αMpmqr21sα
Npnqr23s.

Hence we see that, up to passing between left and right actions, M⊠N is isomorphic with the crossed product of
Houdayer. This construction was used in [19] to produce an uncountable family of pairwise non-isomorphic type
III1 factors which are non-full, and have the same τ invariant [19, Theorem 3.9].

8.4. Example 4. In this example we use infinite (braided) tensor products to show that even though the braided
tensor product “ω⊠ν” of equivariant functionals is always well defined (Proposition 5.1), it might not exist without
the equivariance assumption (see Proposition 8.3).

Let us identify pR with R via the pairing xξ, xy “ e2πiξx. For a P R, let pR, pRaq be a quasi-triangular (classical)

locally compact quantum group R with an R-matrix pRapξ, ηq “ e2πiaξη pξ, η P pRq. For n P ´N, consider Mn “
L8pTq, for T Ď C the unit circle, with the usual faithful normal state ωn “

ş
T
given by integration with respect to

the normalised Lebesgue measure. Fix the action αMn : R y Mn given by rotation, i.e. αMnpfqpx, λq “ fpλe2πixq
for x P R, λ P T, f P Mn “ L8pTq, and observe that the state ωn is invariant. Let UMn P L8pRqb̄BpL2pTqq be the
standard implementation and Ωn “ 1 P L2pTq the positive unit vector which implements ωn.

We have a “diagonal” action of R on the (non- or trivially- braided) infinite tensor product M “ b̄´1

n“´8pMn, ωnq

(see [46, Definition 1.6 XIV]). Indeed, take a “ 0, then pR0 “ 1 and M is equal to the infinite braided tensor

product ⊠
´1

n“´8pMn, ωnq and the canonical embeddings Mk ãÑ ⊠
´1

n“´8pMn, ωnq are the usual embeddings onto k’th

tensor factor (Definition 7.1, Remark 7.6). Proposition 7.4 gives us an action αM : R y M for which embeddings
are equivariant; this is the diagonal action. Furthermore, by Remark 7.6 we know that αM is implemented by
representation

UM “ sot˚´ lim
NÑ8

U
M´N

r1,´Ns ¨ ¨ ¨U
M´1

r1,´1s P L8pRqb̄B
`
b´1

n“´8pL2pMnq,Ωnq
˘
.

Let N “ M “ b̄´1

n“´8pNn, νnq be another copy of b̄´1

n“´8pL8pTq,
ş
T

q with the same diagonal action of R imple-

mented by UM.

Fix now a P RzQ. We will be interested in the braided tensor product M⊠M, constructed using the above
structure. Let us denote by ι1, ι2 the canonical embeddings of M into M⊠M. Since a is irrational, we can choose
k1 “ 0 and k2, k3, . . . P N such that the numbers e2πiaknpn P Nq are pairwise distinct. For N P N, let 0 ă δN ď 1

2N

be small enough so that the arc ΩN “ te2πis | ´δN ď s ď δNu Ď T satisfies

(8.1) e´2πiaknΩN X e´2πiakn1ΩN “ H p1 ď n ‰ n1 ď Nq.
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Set λ P L8pTq to be the identity function, define gN “ 1

N

řN
n“1

λ
kn and for N P N,K P´N

(8.2) FN,K “ 1

b8 b 1ΩN
b 1

bp|K|´1q P M, GN,K “ 1

b8 b gN b 1

bp|K|´1q P M .

Lemma 8.2. For every N P N,K P ´N, we have }FN,K} “ }1ΩN
} “ }GN,K} “ }gN} “ 1, ωKp1ΩN

q P
“
0, 1

N

‰
,

ωKpgN q “ 1

N
and }ι1pFN,Kqι2pGN,Kq} ď 1

N
.

Proof. The first claim is straightforward: }FN,K} “ }1ΩN
} “ 1 and }GN,K} “ }gN} “ 1 follows from evaluation at

1. Next, ωKp1ΩN
q ď 1

N
follows from δN ď 1

2N
and

ωKpgN q “ 1

N

Nÿ

n“1

ż

T

λkn dλ “ 1

N
.

To calculate the norm of ι1pFN,Kqι2pGN,Kq it will be most convenient to use Proposition 4.3. Denote by ι1k the

embedding of Mk “ L8pTq onto the k’th tensor factor, for the first copy of M “ b̄´1

n“´8pL8pTq, ωnq and similarly
ι2k for the second copy of M. We have

}ι1pFN,Kqι2pGN,Kq} “ }pRar13sα
MpFN,Kqr12s

pR˚

ar13sα
MpGN,Kqr34s},

where the second norm is calculated in BpL2pRqqb̄M b̄BpL2pRqqb̄M. Since αMpFN,Kq “ pid b ι1KqαMK p1ΩN
q P

L8pRqb̄pb̄´1

n“´8pMn, ωnqq has non-trivial factors only on legs 1, K (and 1 on the remaining legs), and similarly

αMpGN,Kq “ pid b ι2KqαMK pgN q, we have in fact

}ι1pFN,Kqι2pGN,Kq} “ }pRar13sα
MK p1ΩN

qr12s
pR˚

ar13sα
MK pgN qr34s}

“ }αMK p1ΩN
qr12s

pR˚

ar13sα
MK pgN qr34s

pRar13s},
(8.3)

with norm calculated in BpL2pRqqb̄MK b̄BpL2pRqqb̄MK . Next we identify pR˚

ar13sα
MK pgNqr34s

pRar13s. To do this,

let us introduce the Fourier transform FR defined via FRpfqpξq “
ş
R

xξ, xyfpxqdx, which is a unitary identification

between L2pRq and L2ppRq (in abstract setting, it is taken as the identity). Under this correspondence, λRx P vNpRq

is mapped to x¨, xy P L8ppRq and xξ, ¨y “ e2πiξ‚ P L8pRq to λ
pR
ξ P vNppRq [14, Page 102] (we write additional

superscripts to avoid confusion). Using this identification we see that

pR˚

ap1 b xξ, ¨yqpRa » pR˚

ap1 b λ
pR
ξ qpRa “ pR˚

a
pRap¨,´ξ ` ¨qp1 b λ

pR
ξ q “ x¨,´aξy b λ

pR
ξ » λRaξ b xξ, ¨y P vNpRqb̄L8pRq

for ξ P R, hence as αMK pλq “ x1, ¨y b λ, we obtain

pR˚

ar13sα
MK pgN qr34s

pRar13s “ 1

N

Nÿ

n“1

pR˚

ar13sα
MK pλknqr34s

pRar13s

“ 1

N

Nÿ

n“1

pR˚

ar13spxkn, ¨y b λ
knqr34s

pRar13s “ 1

N

Nÿ

n“1

pλRakn b xkn, ¨y b λ
knqr134s.

We can plug this into (8.3):

}ι1pFN,Kqι2pGN,Kq} “
›› 1

N

Nÿ

n“1

αMK p1ΩN
qr12spλ

R

akn
b xkn, ¨y b λ

knqr134s

››.
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To calculate this norm, take any h P L2pRq b L2pTq b L2pRq b L2pTq with norm 1. Using (8.1), we can bound

›› 1

N

Nÿ

n“1

αMK p1ΩN
qr12spλ

R

akn
b xkn, ¨y b λ

knqr134sphq
››2

“ 1

N2

ż

R

ż

T

ż

R

ż

T

ˇ̌ Nÿ

n“1

αMK p1ΩN
qr12spλ

R

akn
b xkn, ¨y b λ

knqr134sphq
ˇ̌2

px, λ, y, ρqdρ dy dλdx

“ 1

N2

ż

R

ż

T

ż

R

ż

T

ˇ̌ Nÿ

n“1

1ΩN
pλe2πixqpλRakn b xkn, ¨y b λ

knqr134sphqpx, λ, y, ρq
ˇ̌2
dρ dy dλdx

“ 1

N2

ż

R

ż

T

ż

R

ż

T

ˇ̌ Nÿ

n“1

1ΩN
pλe2πixqxkn, yyρknhpx´ akn, λ, y, ρq

ˇ̌2
dρ dy dλdx

“ 1

N2

ż

R

ż

T

ż

R

ż

T

ˇ̌ Nÿ

n“1

1ΩN
pλe2πipx`aknqqxkn, yyρknhpx, λ, y, ρq

ˇ̌2
dρ dy dλdx

“ 1

N2

ż

R

ż

T

ż

R

ż

T

Nÿ

n“1

1e´2πiaknΩN
pλe2πixq

ˇ̌
xkn, yyρknhpx, λ, y, ρq

ˇ̌2
dρ dy dλdx

“ 1

N2

ż

R

ż

T

ż

R

ż

T

1Ť
N
n“1

e´2πiaknΩN
pλe2πixq|hpx, λ, y, ρq|2 dρ dy dλdx ď 1

N2 }h}22 “ 1

N2 .

This ends the proof. �

With this lemma in hand, we can prove the following interesting property of M⊠M; recall that ι1, ι2 denote the
canonical embeddings M Ñ M⊠M.

Proposition 8.3. There are bounded, normal functionals ρ, ν P M˚ such that there is no κ P pM⊠Mq˚ with
κpι1pxqι2pyqq “ ρpxqνpyq for x, y P M.

Proof. For N P N, let F5N ,´N , G5N ,´N be the functions defined in (8.2). Since }1Ω
5N

} “ }g5N } “ 1, we can find

states ρ´N , ν´N P L1pTq such that ρ´N p1Ω
5N

q ě 1

2
, ν´N pg5N q ě 1

2
. Define functionals ρ, ν via norm convergent

series

ρ “
´1ÿ

n“´8

1

2|n| ¨ ¨ ¨ b ωn´1 b ρn b ¨ ¨ ¨ b ρ´1 P M˚, ν “
´1ÿ

n“´8

1

2|n| ¨ ¨ ¨ b ωn´1 b νn b ¨ ¨ ¨ b ν´1 P M˚

and assume by contradiction that there is κ P pM⊠Mq˚ as in the claim (note that we do not assume that κ is
normal). Then using Lemma 8.2

(8.4)
ˇ̌
κ

`
ι1pF5N ,´N qι2pG5N ,´N q

˘ˇ̌
ď }κ}}ι1pF5N ,´N qι2pG5N ,´N q} ď }κ}

5N

and on the other hand, as ρn, ωn, νn are states, using again Lemma 8.2

κ
`
ι1pF5N ,´N qι2pG5N ,´Nq

˘
“ ρpF5N ,´N qνpG5N ,´N q

“
` ´Nÿ

n“´8

1

2|n| ρ´N p1Ω
5N

q `
´1ÿ

n“´N`1

1

2|n|ω´N p1Ω
5N

q
˘ ` ´Nÿ

n“´8

1

2|n| ν´N pgN q `
´1ÿ

n“´N`1

1

2|n|ω´N pgN q
˘

ě
` ´Nÿ

n“´8

1

2|n| ρ´N p1Ω
5N

q
˘ ` ´Nÿ

n“´8

1

2|n| ν´N pgN q
˘

ě
` ´Nÿ

n“´8

1

2|n|
1

2

˘ ` ´Nÿ

n“´8

1

2|n|
1

2

˘
“ 1

4N
,

which contradicts (8.4) and }κ} ă `8. �

8.5. Example 5. In this subsection we show how one can realise crossed products as braided tensor products.
Let M Ď BpHMq be a von Neumann algebra with an action αM : G y M of a locally compact quantum group

G, and let UM “ pid b φMqp W
Gq be an implementation. Consider the bicharacter pX “ WG P L8pGqb̄L8ppGq. On

L8ppGq we have a translation action ∆pG :
pG y L8ppGq, hence we can consider the braided tensor product L8ppGq⊠M

defined using this structure.

Proposition 8.4. The von Neumann algebras L8ppGq⊠M and G⋉M are unitarily equivalent.
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Proof. Note that the action ∆pG is implemented by W
pG “ pid b πGq W

pG. By definition

L8ppGq⊠M “ spanσ-wottpπG b φMqpV V
Gqppxb 1qpπG b φMqpV V

G˚qp1 bmq | px P L8ppGq,m P Mu

and conjugating by the unitary pπG b φMqpV V
G˚q gives

spanσ-wottppxb 1qpπG b φMqpV V
G˚qp1 bmqpπG b φMqpV V

Gq | px P L8ppGq,m P Mu

“ spanσ-wottppxb 1qUM ˚p1 bmqUM | px P L8ppGq,m P Mu

“ spanσ-wottppxb 1qαMpmq | px P L8ppGq,m P Mu “ G⋉M .

�

As a consequence, we obtain several concrete examples with interesting behaviour.

Corollary 8.5. There exist braided tensor products of the form L8ppGq⊠M with the following properties:

(1) L8ppGq is of type II, M is of type I and L8ppGq⊠M is of type I,

(2) L8ppGq is of type III, M is of type I and L8ppGq⊠M is of type I,

(3) L8ppGq and M have w˚ CBAP but L8ppGq⊠M doesn’t have w˚ CBAP,

(4) L8ppGq and M are factors, but L8ppGq⊠M has diffuse center, in particular is not a factor.

Note that such examples don’t exist for the usual tensor product.

Proof. It is well known, that if G acts on L8pGq with respect to the translation action ∆G, then G ⋉ L8pGq is
isomorphic with the type I factor BpL2pGqq. This proves existence of examples (1) and (2), when we take for G an
appropriate classical group. Concretely, for type II1 take the free group on two generators F2, for II8 the product
group F2 ˆ pax` bq, where pax` bq is the “ax` b” group (see [14, Page 260]), and for types IIIλ p0 ď λ ď 1q e.g. the
examples constructed in [43] (in the case of types II8, IIIλ one can take here also discrete, quantum examples, see
[24, Proposition 4.8] and [23, Corollary 4.4, Theorem 4.5]).

It is known that although SLp2,Zq and Z2 are weakly amenable with Cowling-Haagerup constant equal 1, their
semidirect product is not weakly amenable ([16]). By [43, Proposition 2.2] we know that the group von Neumann
algebra of a semidirect product of groups is isomorphic with the respective crossed product. For discrete groups,
the Cowling-Haagerup constant is equal to the constant of its group von Neumann algebra ([16, Theorem 2.6]),
which shows existence of example (3). Existence of example (4) follows from a work of Vaes ([48, Proposition B]),
who constructed a crossed product G⋉BpHq with diffuse center, for a Hilbert space H and a locally compact group

G such that L8p pGq “ vNpGq is a factor. �

8.6. Example 5. Let T be the circle group and DpTq “ T ˆ Z its Drinfeld double, which is a quasi-triangular

quantum group with R-matrix pR “ pγZĎDpTq b γTĎDpTqqWT “ WT

r23s (Proposition 2.7). Set M “ N “ L8pTq, fix

ζ P T and equip M,N with actions

αM

T : T y M: αM

T “ ∆T, αN

Z : Z y N: αN

Z pfqpk, λq “ fpζkλq

and let αM
Z
: Z y M, αN

T
: T y N be the trivial actions. Since T,Z are classical, the Yetter-Drinfeld condition is

met and by Proposition 2.9 we obtain actions αM, αN of DpTq. For the implementation of the action αM

T
we can

take the identity, and for the implementation of the trivial actions the respective counits. We let UN,Z, φN,Z be the
standard implementation of αN

Z
. By Proposition 2.10 we obtain implementations φM, φN of the actions of DpTq.

In this situation, we can consider two braided tensor products M⊠N,N⊠M, both constructed with respect to pR.

Proposition 8.6. M⊠N is equal to the tensor product M b̄N “ L8pTqb̄L8pTq, while N⊠M is isomorphic with
Z ⋉ N. In particular, if ζ “ e2πix with x P RzQ, then N⊠M is isomorphic with the injective II1 factor and
M⊠N fi N⊠M.

Compare this result with Proposition 4.14.

Proof. Since all the involved quantum groups are coamenable, we have

M⊠N “ spanσ-wottpφM b φNqppRuqpf b 1qpφM b φNqppRuq˚p1 b gq | f P M, g P Nu

“ spanσ-wottpid b εT b εZ b φN,ZqpWT

r23sqpf b 1qpid b εT b εZ b φN,ZqpWT

r23sq
˚p1 b gq | f P M, g P Nu

“ spanσ-wottf b g | f P M, g P Nu “ M b̄N .
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If we take the braided tensor product with swapped factors, we get

N⊠M “ spanσ-wottpφN b φMqppRuqpg b 1qpφN b φMqppRuq˚p1 b fq | g P N, f P Mu

“ spanσ-wottpεZ b φN,Z b id b εTqpWT

r23sqpf b 1qpεZ b φN,Z b id b εTqpWT

r23sq
˚p1 b gq | f P M, g P Nu

“ spanσ-wottpφN,Z b idqpWTqpf b 1qpφN,Z b idqpWTq˚p1 b gq | f P M, g P Nu.

If we apply the flip, we get the isomorphic von Neumann algebra

(8.5) spanσ-wottpid b φN,ZqpWZq˚p1 b fqpid b φN,ZqpWZqpg b 1q | f P M, g P Nu.

Since M “ N “ L8pTq “ L8ppZq, we recognise in (8.5) the crossed product Z ⋉N.
Assume now that ζ “ e2πix with x P RzQ. Then it is well known that the action Z y L8pTq (called the

irrational rotation) is free and ergodic, hence Z ⋉ L8pTq is a factor [46, Corollary XIII 1.6]. It is type II1 by [46,
Theorem XIII 1.7] and injective by [46, Theorem XV 3.16]. �

9. Appendix

9.1. Implementation of an isomorphism.

Let G,H be isomorphic locally compact quantum groups. As explained in subsection 4.2, this means that we
have compatible isomorphisms θ : Cu0 pGq Ñ Cu0 pHq, θr : C0pGq Ñ C0pHq, γ : L8pGq Ñ L8pHq which respect to

the comultiplications. By taking the dual morphism, we get isomorphisms pθ : Cu0 ppHq Ñ Cu0 ppGq, pθr : C0ppHq Ñ

C0ppGq, pγ : L8ppHq Ñ L8ppGq. Since our von Neumann algebras L8pGq Ď BpL2pGqq, L8pHq Ď BpL2pHqq are
in standard position, by [45, Theorem IX 1.14] there is a unique unitary v : L2pGq Ñ L2pHq which satisfies
JHv “ vJG, vPϕG

“ PϕH
and implements γ in the sense that γpxq “ vxv˚ px P L8pGqq. Similarly, there is a unique

unitary pv : L2pHq Ñ L2pGq which implements pγ and satisfies JpGpv “ pvJpH, pvPϕpH
“ PϕpG

. Here ϕG is the left Haar

integral on G and PϕG
Ď L2pGq is the associated positive cone [42, Section 2.23], similarly for other quantum

groups.
We begin with a general technical lemma of independent interest.

Lemma 9.1. Let K be a locally compact quantum group, x P NϕK
and ω P L1pKq such that pω b idqWK P NϕpK

.

Then xΛϕK
pxq |ΛϕpK

p pω b idqWK qy “ ωpx˚q.

Proof. Define the subspace J “ tν P L1pKq | DCą0@yPNϕK
|νpy˚q| ď C}ΛϕK

pyq}u, and similarly its dual version

xJ Ď L1ppKq. By the construction of the dual Haar integral [27, Page 75], we have that tpν b idqWK | ν P J u
forms a σ-sot˚ ˆ } ¨ } core for ΛϕpK

and xΛϕK
pzq|ΛϕpK

ppν b idqWKqy “ νpz˚q for z P NϕK
, ν P J . Consequently we

can find nets ωi P J pi P Iq, pωj P xJ pj P Jq such that

pωi b idqWK σ-sot˚

ÝÝÝÝÑ
iPI

pω b idqWK, ΛϕpK
p pωi b idqWK q ÝÝÑ

iPI
ΛϕpK

p pω b idqWK q

and

ppωj b idqW
pK σ-sot˚

ÝÝÝÝÑ
jPJ

x, ΛϕK
p ppωj b idqW

pK q ÝÝÑ
jPJ

ΛϕK
pxq.

Using this, we calculate

xΛϕK
pxq |ΛϕpK

p pω b idqWK qy “ lim
jPJ

lim
iPI

xΛϕK
pppωj b idqW

pKq |ΛϕpK
p pωi b idqWK qy

“ lim
jPJ

lim
iPI

ωi
`
pppωj b idqW

pKq˚
˘

“ lim
jPJ

lim
iPI

ppωj b ωiqW
pK˚ “ lim

jPJ
lim
iPI

pωjppωi b idqWKq

“ lim
jPJ

pωjppω b idqWKq “ lim
jPJ

pω b pωjqWK˚ “ lim
jPJ

ωp ppωj b idqWpKq “ ωpxq “ ωpx˚q.

�

Proposition 9.2. We have pv “ v˚.

Proof. Observe first that ϕH ˝ γ is a n.s.f. weight on L8pGq and for x P L8pGq`, ω P L1pGq` we have, using the
strong form of left invariance [27, Proposition 3.1]

ϕH ˝ γppω b idq∆Gpxqq “ ϕHppωγ´1 b idq∆Hpγpxqqq “ ωpγ´1p1qqϕHpγpxqq “ ωp1qϕHpγpxqq,

which shows that ϕH ˝ γ is left invariant. Uniqueness of Haar integrals [50, Theorem 3.5] gives t ą 0 such that
ϕH ˝ γ “ t´2ϕG. In particular γ restricts to a bijection NϕG

Ñ NϕH
and γ ˝ σϕG

s “ σϕH

s ˝ γ ps P Rq. Define

v0 : L2pGq Ñ L2pHq : v0ΛϕG
pxq “ tΛϕH

pγpxqq px P NϕG
q.
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One easily sees that v0 is well defined and extends to a unitary map. We claim that v0 “ v. For x1 P NϕG
such

that x1 P DompσϕG

i{2q, σϕG

i{2pxq˚ P NϕG
we have

JHv0ΛϕG
px1q “ tΛϕH

pσϕH

i{2pγpx1qq˚q “ tΛϕH
pγpσϕG

i{2px1q˚qq “ v0JGΛϕG
px1q.

Density of the space of vectors ΛϕG
px1q [41, Theorem 10.20] shows JHv0 “ v0JG. For x2 P L8pGq, x3 P NϕG

we
have

γpx2qtΛϕH
pγpx3qq “ tΛϕH

pγpx2x3qq “ v0x2v
˚
0 v0ΛϕG

px3q “ v0x2v
˚
0 tΛϕH

px3q

which shows γpx2q “ v0x2v
˚
0
, i.e. v0 implements γ. Finally, by [41, Equation (3), page 355] we have

PϕG
“ txJGΛϕG

pxq |x P NϕG
X NϕG

˚u

and similarly for PϕH
. Consequently

v0PϕG
“ tv0xJGΛϕG

pxq |x P NϕG
X NϕG

˚u “ tγpxqJHv0ΛϕG
pxq |x P NϕG

X NϕG

˚u

“ tγpxqJHΛϕH
pγpxqq |x P NϕG

X NϕG

˚u “ tyJHΛϕH
pyq | y P NϕH

X NϕH

˚u “ PϕH
.

Uniqueness of the standard implementation [15, Theorem 2.3] allows us to conclude v0 “ v. An analogous argument
gives

(9.1) pvΛϕpH
ppyq “ rΛϕpG

ppγppyqq ppy P NϕpH
q

for some r ą 0. Next, for x3 P NϕG
, ω1 P L1pHq we have

pω1 b idqpWH˚qtΛϕH
pγpx3qq “ tΛϕH

ppω1 b idq∆Hpγpx3qqq “ tΛϕH
pγppω1γ b idq∆Gpx3qqq

“ vΛϕG
ppω1γ b idq∆Gpx3qq “ vpω1γ b idqpWG˚qΛϕG

px3q “ vpγ
`
pω1 b idqpWH˚q

˘
v˚vΛϕG

px3q

“ vpγ
`
pω1 b idqpWH˚q

˘
v˚tΛϕH

pγpx3qq,

hence pω1 b idqpWH˚q “ vpγ
`
pω1 b idqpWH˚q

˘
v˚. A density argument shows that v˚ implements pγ.

Take px P NϕpG
and x P NϕG

of the form x “ ppωb idqW
pG (see the previous lemma or [27, Page 75]). Using Lemma

9.1 we calculate

xvΛϕpG
ppxq|vΛϕG

pxqy “ xΛϕpG
ppxq|ΛϕG

pxqy “ pωppx˚q “ pω ˝ pγppγ´1ppxq˚q “
@
ΛϕpH

ppγ´1ppxqq
ˇ̌
ΛϕH

`
ppω ˝ pγ b idqW

pH˘D

“
@
ΛϕpH

ppγ´1ppxqq
ˇ̌
ΛϕH

`
γ

`
ppω b idqW

pG˘˘D
“

@
t´1ΛϕpH

ppγ´1ppxqq
ˇ̌
tΛϕH

pγpxqq
D

“
@
t´1ΛϕpH

ppγ´1ppxqq
ˇ̌
vΛϕG

pxq
D
.

Density of the space of vectors of the form ΛϕG
pxq shows vΛϕpG

ppxq “ t´1ΛϕH
ppγ´1ppxqq. Equation (9.1) gives

ΛϕH
ppγ´1ppxqq “ r´1pv˚ΛϕpG

ppxq, hence again by a density argument we find v “ t´1r´1pv˚. Taking norms gives

t “ r´1 and v “ pv˚ as claimed. �

9.2. Comment about left-right conventions. In our paper, we have decided to work with left actions. Right
actions of locally compact quantum groups on von Neumann algebras are defined in a completely analogous way,
as injective, unital normal ˚-homomorphisms M Ñ M b̄L8pGq satisfying the natural coaction condition. Working
with left or right actions is a matter of choice. There are also ways of passing between them, hence typically
one can translate results between these conventions. For example, if αM : M Ñ L8pGqb̄M is a left action, then
χα : M Ñ M b̄L8pGopq is a right action of Gop on M, and pjM b RGqχαMj´1

M
: Mop Ñ Mop b̄L8pGq is a right

action of G on Mop (jM : M Ñ Mop is the canonical ˚-linear, antimultiplicative map which can be spatially realised
as jM “ JMp¨q˚JM when M Ď BpL2pMqq and JM is the modular conjugation).

While left actions are implemented by (left) representations, right actions are implemented by right represen-
tations. More precisely, a (unitary) right representation of G on H is a unitary element U P MpKpHU q b C0pGqq
satisfying pid b ∆GqU “ Ur12sUr13s. Any such U can be written as U “ pφU b idqVG for a non-degenerate ˚-

homomorphism φU : Cu0 pqGq Ñ BpHU q (qG “ pG1 is the “right dual”). Then we say that U (or φU ) implements the
right action α : M x G if M Ď BpHU q and αpmq “ Upm b 1qU˚ pm P Mq.

Let us (partially) indicate how our results change when passing to right conventions. First, with a bicharacter
pX P L8ppHqb̄L8ppGq we associate its right version qX “ pjpH b jpGqp pX q˚ P L8pqHqb̄L8pqGq. It has the lift qX u P

MpCu0 pqHq b Cu0 pqGqq. Next, in the right setting, the definition of braided flip operators and braided tensor product
change. Let U “ pφU b idqVH, V “ pφV b idqVG be right representations, then we define

U⤬V “ pφV b φU qp qX uq˚Σ: HU b HV Ñ HV b HU .

If M x H,N x G are right actions implemented by UM “ pφM b idqVH, UN “ pφN b idqVG, then one defines

M⊠N “ spanσ-wot tιMpmqιNpnq | m P M, n P Nu
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where (writing N⤬M “ UN

⤬UM

)

ιMpmq “ m b 1 pm P Mq, ιNpnq “ N⤬Mpnb 1qpN⤬Mq˚ “ pφM b φNqp qX uq˚p1 b nqpφM b φNqp qX uq pn P Nq.
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2001, pages 379–400. Bucharest: Theta, 2003.

[50] A. Van Daele. Locally compact quantum groups. A von Neumann algebra approach. SIGMA Symmetry Integrability Geom.
Methods Appl., 10:Paper 082, 41, 2014.

Vrije Universiteit Brussel, Pleinlaan 2, 1050 Brussels, Belgium

Email address: kenny.de.commer@vub.be

Vrije Universiteit Brussel, Pleinlaan 2, 1050 Brussels, Belgium

Email address: jacek.krajczok@vub.be


	1. Introduction
	2. Preliminaries
	2.1. General preliminaries
	2.2. Quantum subgroups and bicharacters
	2.3. Drinfeld Double

	3. Braided flip operators
	4. Braided tensor product `3́9`42`"̇613A``45`47`"603AM`3́9`42`"̇613A``45`47`"603AN
	4.1. General setup
	4.2. Independence of implementations
	4.3. Universal lift of an action G`3́9`42`"̇613A``45`47`"603AM
	4.4. `3́9`42`"̇613A``45`47`"603AM`3́9`42`"̇613A``45`47`"603AN is a von Neumann algebra
	4.5. Braided tensor product and quantum subgroups
	4.6. Concerning the bicharacter [21]*

	5. Maps on `3́9`42`"̇613A``45`47`"603AM`3́9`42`"̇613A``45`47`"603AN
	6. Action on braided tensor product and canonical quantum subgroups of G
	7. Infinite braided tensor product
	8. Examples
	8.1. Example 1
	8.2. Example 2
	8.3. Example 3
	8.4. Example 4
	8.5. Example 5
	8.6. Example 5

	9. Appendix 
	9.1. Implementation of an isomorphism
	9.2. Comment about left-right conventions

	10. Acknowledgements
	References

