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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 MX 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 ¥1 X Y¥2 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 — Aut(M). 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 ~ M, one can consider the
associated crossed product von Neumann algebra G x M. Algebras of this kind were among the first examples of
type 1T factors (J45]).

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 G 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 GG. The quantum group G is described by objects studied in abstract harmonic analysis; for example
L*(G) = vN(G) is the group von Neumann algebra and Cg(@) = C*(@G) 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 o™: G ~ M,aN: G ~ N, then we can consider a
“diagonal” action on M®N defined via G 3 g — aM(g) ® aN(g) € Aut(M®N). It is characterised by the property
that the canonical embeddings M,N — M ® N are equivariant.

As with classical groups, one can consider actions of locally compact quantum groups on von Neumann algebras
G ~ 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®@N for which the canonical embeddings are equivariant. An easy counterexample
is given by two copies of the translation action A : B~ Lw(g) = vN(F3z). Our work shows, that if we have

actions of G and its dual G on M, N which satisfy the Yetter-Drinfeld condition (Definition 28], then one can
define a twisted version of tensor product, called the braided tensor product MXN (Definition EET). It is a von
Neumann algebra together with canonical embeddings M,N — MXN and actions G,@ ~ MKXN such that the
embeddings are equivariant (Proposition [6.3]). The same conclusion holds more generally, if one replaces actions of
G, G by an action of a quasi-triangular quantum group. This is indeed a generalisation, as pairs of actions of G, G
which satisfy the Yetter-Drinfeld condition correspond bijectively to actions of the Drinfeld double D(G), which is
a quasi-triangular quantum group.

In fact, we define the braided tensor product MX N more generally for any two von Neumann algebras M, N
equippedAwith actions H ~ M,G ~ N of locally compact quantum groups G, H which are linked via a bicharacter
X e L°(H)®L*(G). At this level of generality however, we don’t obtain any action on MEXN (the quasi-triangular
case corresponds to H = G and X = R 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] [I8] for many instances and applications of ‘braided’ mathematics in an
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algebraic setting. Similar constructions have also appeared in the C*-algebraic setting: a minimal version of the
braided tensor product in [31, B2 [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 MXN to be a o-woT-closed subspace spanned by
elements of the form u(m)en(n) (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 L9 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 Vers1on of braided
tensor product appeared also in [33]. A special case of our construction with G = R, H = R and X equal to the
Kac-Takesaki operator appeared in the work of Houdayer on type III; factors [19] (see Example [R3]).

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 [l we define braided flip operators VX" 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 Y X" make Rep(G) into a braided monoidal category (Proposition
B4). In Section [ we fix locally compact quantum groups G,H, a bicharacter X , actions H ~ MG ~ N and
their implementations. Then we define MX N using braided flip operators, show that it is a von Neumann algebra
(Theorem [£.9) and that it does not depend on the chosen implementations (Proposition 4. As an important
technical tool, we introduce a universal lift of the action a™: M — L*(G)®M to a map o™*: M — C¥(G)**@M
with similar properties. In Section [l we show that one can take the braided tensor product of maps ¢ X ¢ if they
are normal, CB and equivariant (Proposition [EJ]). Then we use it to prove restricted stability of approximation
properties under the braided tensor product construction (Proposition E3)). In the next section we assume that
G = H is a quasi-triangular quantum group with an R-matrix X = f{, construct the canonical action on the braided
tensor product (Proposition [6.3)) and prove associativity of X (Proposition [6.6). In fact, we obtain more general
statements by considering actions of canonical quantum subgroups G1,G2 € G (if G = D(H) is the Drinfeld double,
then Gy, = H and Gy = ﬁ) Section [ 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 B3), it can happen that MXN % NXM (Proposition B.6)), and that crossed products can
be realised as braided tensor products (Proposition [84]). 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 x for the flip map on tensor product of algebras and X for the flip of Hilbert spaces. Symbol span”™
will denote the closure of the linear span in topology 7, while Span means the norm-closure. Throughout the paper
we use leg numbering notation (with flips), so e.g. x[32] = 1 ® x(x). For a von Neumann algebra, CB?(M) means
the space of completely bounded, normal maps equipped with the CB norm. Whenever w is a n.s.f. weight on a
von Neumann algebra, we write 9N, for the left ideal of square integrable elements 9, = {z € M | w(z*z) < +o0},
H,, for the GNS Hilbert space, A, for the GNS map and J,, 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 Hy, and
similarly, representation U will typically act on Hy.

2. PRELIMINARIES

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 L*(G)
together with a comultiplication Ag, which is an injective, normal, unital *-homomorphism Ag: L*(G) —

“(G)R®L*(G) satisfying the coassociativity condition (Ag ® id)Ag = (id ® Ag)Ag. Furthermore, by definition
on L*(G) there are two n.s.f. weights ¢g,v¢ 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 ¢g and by L2 (G) the GNS Hilbert space of ¢g. One can canonically identify the GNS
Hilbert space of 1g with L2 (G) and then Jy, is equal to J,, = Jg up to a scalar multiple. An important role in
the theory is played by two unitary operators W&, V€ acting on L?(G) ® L*(G) (Kac-Takesaki operators). They
are characterised by

(@ @I W) Ay (2) = Ape (w ®id)Ag(2)),  (([A@wW)VE)Aye(y) = Ay ((id ®w)Ac(y))
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for w € B(L*(G))4,z € N,y € Ny Both operators implement the comultiplication via
(2.1) Ag(z) = WE*(1@2)W® = VE(z @ 1)VE* (2 e LY(G)).

With every locally compact quantum group G one can associate its dual @, which is also a locally compact
quantum group. By construction L (G) = 5pan "™ {(w ® id)W® | w € B(L*(G))+} < B(L*(G)), comultiplication

Ag is implemented by W® = Wg"i] as in (1) and we can identify L*(G) = L*(G). Pontryagin duality states that

the dual of G is equal to G. One can show that Js L*(G)Jg = L*(G), hence one can consider map Rg = Jz(-)* Jg
on L*(G), called the unitary antipode. We denote by vg > 0 the scaling constant. We will also use the self-adjoint

unitary ug = VZ}/SJ([;,J@ and the map jg = Jg(-)*Jg, the canonical anti-isomorphism L*(G) — L*(G)’. For
technical reasons, it is convenient to associate with G two more quantum groups ([27, Section 4]). The opposite
quantum group G with L*(G°?) = L*(G) and Ager = xAg and the commutant quantum group G’ defined by
LOO(G/) = LOO(G)/ and Ag = (J@ ® Jg)Ag(Jg(~)Jq;,)(JG ® Jg). One has (GOP)/ = (G/)Op, and ug implements an
isomorphism between (G°?)" and G.

There is also a C*-algebraic description of G. One can prove that 5pamn {(id ® w)W® | w € B(L*(G))4} is a
weak*-dense C*-subalgebra of L (G) and comultiplication restricts to a non-degenerate -homomorphism Cy(G) —
M(Cy(G) ® Co(G)) (which we denote by the same symbol). We have

(2.2) WE e M(Co(G) ® Co(G)) € LY(G)®LP(G), V& e M(Co(G)®Co(G)) < LY(G)QL*(G)
and
(A @)W = Wi Wiy, (d®Az)WE = Wiy Wiy,

(2.3) , .
(i[d® Ag)VE = Viig Vil (Ag ®Id)VE = Vi3 Vizy).

Furthermore, the unitaries W®, V€ are related via
(2.4) VE = (jg ® Re) Wiy

(see part (6) of Remark 2.2). We will also use a universal version of the C*-algebraic picture ([25]). There is
a C*-algebra C§(G) together with surjective #-homomorphism 7g: C§(G) — Co(G) called the reducing map. A
lot of the above objects have their universal versions, e.g. there is a universal version of the comultiplication
A : CY(G) —» M(CH(G)®Cy(G)), of the unitary antipode R and of the map j¢. They are linked to their reduced
versions by (mg ® m¢)AE = Agng, meR = Rgeng and 7 j¢ = jemg. What will be important for us, is the
existence of lifted versions of the canonical unitaries:

WC e M(Co(G) ® C(G)), WEeM(CYLG)®Co(G)), W eM(CYG)®CY(G))

which satisfy expected identities, e.g. (1¢ ® id)W® = W€, (id ® W@)WG = W€ and (id ® ng)W® = WE. There
are also lifted versions of V€. They satisfy relations analogous to ([2.3) and (2.4). On the C*-algebra C¥%(G) there
is a canonical character ¢ called the counit. It is characterised by (5& ® id)WG = 1. Lifted versions of the
Kac-Takesaki operators allow us to introduce half-lifted comultiplications:

AL Co(G) 3z > W (1@ 2)WE e M(CY(G) ® Co(G)),

(2.5) o . o )
B Co(G) 32— VO (2@ 1)TE* € M(Co(G) ® CL(G)).

A (left, unitary) representation of G on a Hilbert space H is a unitary element U € M(Cy(G) ® KC(H)) satisfying
(Ag®id)U = Upy31Ul23).- An important result of Kustermans ([25, Proposition 5.2]) states that every representation

of G is of the form U = (id® ¢y ) W® for a non-degenerate *-homomorphism ¢ : Cg(@) — B(H) = M(KC(H)). This

A

establishes a 1-1 correspondence between representations of G and (non-degenerate) representations of Cj(G); one
can think of Cg(@) as a full group C*-algebra of G. If U,V are representations of G on Hyy, Hy, then an intertwiner
between U and V' is a bounded, linear map T': Hy — Hy satisfying (1® T)U = V(1 ® T). We let Rep(G) be the
category with representations of G as objects and intertwiners as morphisms; there are natural notions of direct
sum U @V (acting on Hy @ Hy') and tensor product UV = U[12]V[13] (acting on Hy ® Hy).

Let M be a von Neumann algebra. A (left) action of G on M is an injective, normal *-homomorphism o™ : M —
L*(G)®M satisfying (Ag®id)aM = (id®@aM)aM. We will write in this situation a™: G ~ M. If M acts on a Hilbert
space Hy and UM = (id®¢n ) W is a representation of G on Hy which satisfies aM(m) = UM*(1@m)UM (m € M),
then we say that UM (or equivalently én) implements o™. There always exists at least one implementation of
o™ on the standard Hilbert space L?(M) of M, called the standard implementation ([47, Definition 3.6], see also
Lemma [(.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
VHCG : LOO(I/P\H) — Loo(@) such that Axvace = (YHce ® YHee)Ag (see [8, Definition 3.1 and Theorem 3.3]). In
this situation one can find a non-degenerate *-homomorphism Opcg: C§(G) — M(Cy(H)) satistying Albpce =
(GHC((;,@@HC((;)A (i.e. GHCG is a strong quantum homomorphism), such that its dual strong quantum homomorphism
Buce: CY u(H) — M(C%(G)), characterised by (fucg ® id)W® = (id ® O )W, satisfies W@é\]}ﬂg@ = YHccTg- In
this situation, there is an action Agg: H ~ L*(G) implemented by (id ® W@é\HgG)WH.

Assume now that H is a quantum subgroup of G, and assume G acts on a von Neumann algebra M via o™. Then
we can restrict a™: G ~ M to an action o™ [f;: H ~ M (see [10, Section 6.5], but notice a difference in terminology).
The restricted action is characterised by (A c®id)aM = (id®aM)(a™[g). One can check that if M < B(Hy) and
UM = (id®¢n ) W is a representation of G on Hy which implements o™, then UM [ = (id®¢M§HgG)WH € Rep(H)
implements o™ [}.

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 Xe LOO( ® LOO( ) is a bicharacter if

(2.6) (Mg ®id)X = Xygy Xz, ([d®AG)X = Xyay o

(2) A pair (G, R) is said to be a quasi-triangular locally compact quantum group if R € Lw( )® Loo( ) is a
bicharacter satisfying

(2.7) RAL @R = Ag., (1) (e L7(@)).
In this case, the bicharacter R is called an R-matriz.

Remark 2.2.
(1) Our definition of an R-matrix differs from the one in [32] because we use “left” conventions.
(2) Every bicharacter X' belongs to the algebra M(CO(A)®CO(A)) (see e.g. the discussion after [7| Proposition
4.1]) and admits a universal lift, i.e. there exists a unique unitary X € M(C“( ) ® C“( )) satisfying
(15 ® ﬂ'G)X “ = X and (a universal version of) equations (Z0). It will be convenient to use also the half-
lifted versions X™% = (71'@1 ®id)2€“ and X®r = (id@ﬂ'@))?“. If ¥ = Ris an R-matrix, then the lift R" also
satisfies a universal version of (2.7 ([30, Proposition 4.7], [32 Proposition 2.4]), namely

(2.8) R'AL@)R™ = AL, (2) (zeCy(®)).

(3) The bicharacter property (2:6) implies that the universal lift X satisfies (5%®id)/@“ =1, (id@gé)/@“ =1,
see [32, Lemma 2.15].

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

(5) Every bicharacter satisfies (Rﬁ@R@)/’? = X and (tE®7E)X = X, and similarly at the universal level ([30]
Proposition 3.10]).

(6) Above, we use the fact that Rg® R extends to a linear, -preserving, antimultiplicative and strictly contin-
uous bijection on M(Cy (Iﬁl) ® CO(@)) — 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 (G,f{) be a quasi-triangular locally compact quantum group. Then R and R" satisfy the
following version of the Yang-Baxter equation:
ResRpsRiz = RpoRpsRies, ResRig Rz = RuaRpsRies)-
This result can be proven by a straightforward calculation using (2.7, see [32, Equation (2.17)].

Remark 2.4. If X € LOO( )® LOO( ) is a bicharacter, then so is /'?[’; € LOO( )® LOO( ). Tts universal lift is X[%’;]

N
Furthermore, if R is an R-matrix, then Ripa1y 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 X with the Kac-Takesaki operator. More
precisely, we have the following result (see [25, Proposition 6.5], [30, Proposition 4.2]).
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Lemma 2.5. Let G,H be locally compact quantum groups and Xe M(Co(ﬂ) ® CO(@)) a bicharacter with lift X,
There is a unique non-degenerate *-homomorphism ®: C§(G) — M(Cy(H)) such that
X = (rzP@id)WC, X" = (2@id)W® and ALP = (¢ ®D)AL.

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

L*(D(G)) = L*(G)®L*(G), Ap = Ad(Why) o Ag, z.
One can show that D(G) is unimodular and
WP = WEy 78, Why Ziy where Z = 15 W (Je ® J5)WE(Ja ® Jg)

(see [3, Definition 3.4, Proposition 8.1]). Both G and G are quantum subgroups of D(G) (see e.g. [, Lemma 7.13]),
the associated maps Ygcp(c), Teen(e) a1e given by

TG D(G) (EC\) =T®1, RES () (:c) = Z*(]l ®z)Z

for # € L*(G), % € L*(G). In other words, we have

(2.9) WP = (id ® vecp(e)) (W) psa (id ® vac pg) (W) asar-
An analogous formula holds at the half-universal level
(2.10) WPE = (d® éGgD(G))(WG)UM] (id® é\@gD(G))(WG)[%ZL]

(for the sake of consistency, we consider Cg(b’(@) as having two legs, and to ease the notation we write simply
Occp(c)s g D(G)). Equality (2I0) can be proved by applying the half-lifted comultiplication to (Z3)).
The Drinfeld double is in a canonical way a quasi-triangular locally compact quantum group.

Proposition 2.7. By means of the unitary

R = (Yacpe) ®recn@) (W),
the pair (D(G), IA{) 18 a quast-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 G (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 04(1[\;[: G~ M, ag[: G ~ M satisfying the compatibility condition

(x Ad(W®) ®id)(id ® ozg[)ozg = (id® ag[)ozg[.

Proposition 2.9. There is a bijective correspondence between D(G)-von Neumann algebras and G-YD von Neu-
mann algebras. More precisely, if o™ is an action of D(G) on M, then the restricted actions a™|g, oM I make
M into a G-YD von Neumann algebra. Conversely, if M is a G-YD von Neumann algebra with respect to actions
a: G~ M, ag[: G ~ M, then (id®oz}(l}f[)oz(l[\;I is an action of D(G). 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 D(G).

Proposition 2.10. Let M < B(Hy) be a G-YD von Neumann algebra with respect to actions G,@ ~ M. Let

UMG, UMS pe implementations of these actions on Hy with corresponding morphisms ¢m G, ¢y - Assume that

G MG MGG _ MG MG
(2.11) W[12] U[13] U[23] W[lg] - U[23] U[13] ’

Then there is an implementation UM of D(G) ~ M with the corresponding morphism ¢ such that
M M,G 7 M,G ~ ~
(2.12) UV =Up3Upsy s oMmc = ¢mbsepe):  dug = PM0ecp(o)-

Conversely, if ¢y implements D(G) ~ M, then ¢)M§GQD(G), qua@gD(G) implement the restricted actions G, G
M. These implementations and the associated representations satisfy (1)) and (2I12).
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Note that [ZIT]) resembles the YD condition.

Proof. Assume first that M is a G-YD von Neumann algebra with respect to actions implemented by U MG 17 MG
which satisfy (ZI1). Consider the unitary UM = U[l\fé?Ugé? € L*(D(G))®B(Hyp). It is a representation of D(G):

. M G M,GyrM,G7 M, G M, GG G M,G 7 rM,G7M,GyrM,Grx/G
(AD(G) QiU = W[32] U[15] U[35] U[25] U[45] W[BZ] - (W[23] U[15] U[25] U[35] U[45] W[2§])[13245]

G M,G+x7G M,G 7 M,Gr1/G M,Grx/G (MG M,G MG M,G
= (W[23] U[15] W[2§] U[35] U[25] W[ZB] U[45] W[2§])[1324s] - (U[15] U[35] U[25] U[45] )[13245]
M,G7M,Gr MGy MG M M

= U[15] U[25] U [35] U[45] - U[125] U[345]’
and it is immediate that UM implements the action o™ = (id ® ag)ag: D(G) ~ M. There is a non-degenerate
#-homomorphism ¢y : Cg(ﬁ(@)) — B(Hy) such that UM = (id ® ¢ ) (WP(®)). Using Equation @I0) we have

(id ® ¢nbse p(e)) (W) s (1A ® dnbae ey ) (W %)p2g) = (id © o) (WPE)) = UM
G G . . &

= U[l\fg] U[1\2/13] = (1d ® ¢M,G)(WG)[13] (1d ® ¢M7@)(WG)[23]-
Take w € L'(G),& € LY(G) and apply w ® & ®id to ZI3):

(2.14) orn06e (o) (@ @A) ) il e (@ ®id)WE) = b ((w ®iA)TE) py (@ @id)WE).

(2.13)

By choosing an appropriate net of functionals &; € Ll(@), we can assume that (©0; ® id)W@
M(Cy(G)) (|25, Proposition 4.2]), hence (214 implies
b p(e) (w ®id)TC) = ¢y ¢ ((w ®id) W)

for an arbitrary w € L*(G). By density we can conclude that QSMéGgD(G) = ¢m,c. Equation ¢M§@gD(G) = duée

— 1 strictly in
el

similarly follows from (2.I4)). This proves the first part of the proposition.

Next we prove the converse: assume that action D(G) ~ M is implemented by UM and ¢y. Define v =
ngaGgD(G), OmE = ngé@gD(G) and associated representations UMC UM-C We need to show that these implement
the restricted actions G, G ~ M, and that they satisfy (ZI2) and ZII).

First, applying id ® id ® éu to (ZI0) we see that UM = U[l\l/[é(]G'U[l\Q/Ié(]G’. By the definition of comultiplication on
D(G) we have

M,G7rM,Gy MGy M,G M M . M G . MG
U[15] U[25] U[35] U[45] = U[125] U[345] = (AD(G) ®id)U™ = W[32] (AGX@ ®id)(U )W[3’§]

G M,G7rM,G1rM,G M, GG 77M,GrxrG M,G 7 rM,GrxG M,G
= Wis2) Uiy Upas) Upas) Upasy Wisa = Upiay Wis2)Upss) Upasy Wiso Upas) -
MG ;MG
Ulis) > Upas)

indeed implement the restricted actions ag{, ag[. For m € M we have
(id®aM)ag (m) = (Ag,p(e) ®@id)a™ (m)
= (refccp©) ®1d) (WP E*) 1195 (1d @ éu) (W PO 3aympag (1d @ dnn) (TP 31 (76 bce p(e) © id) (WP E)) 193
= (id ® om) (WP O%) 19341 (6 bec p(e) ® o) (VWP )y (mebse p(e)y ® id) (WP O#) ggmyy
(m60sepc) ® 1d) (WP @) 1951 (606 p(e) ® ém) (VP ) 14 (1d ® ar) (VTP (O)) 34
= Ul (1d ® dnbeep(e)) (W) 1aymya (id ® dnbee pie) ) (W) g Ulyzas

which implies that action ag[ is implemented by ngéGg p(g)- This proves the claim for G. The reasoning for G is
analogous.

Cancelling and applying the flip on legs 2, 3 gives us ([2.I1]). Finally, we need to check that ¢, ¢y &

O

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 X e M(CO(I?]I)(@CO (@)) Let U be a representation
of G on Hyy, with the corresponding morphisms ¢y . Similarly let V' be a representation of H on Hy, with morphism
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ov. 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

XY = (¢v ® 9u)(X")E: Hy ® Hy — Hy @ Hu.

Remark 3.2. One can also introduce another version of braided flip operators, namely VX" = (VXY)*. These

unitaries correspond to bicharacter X* . so whether we work with UXV or UV is a matter of choice. In this

[21]
paper we will use only ¥ XV.

In the next section we will use operators Y XV to introduce the braided tensor product of von Neumann algebras
— this construction works well for a general bicharacter. If G = H and X =R 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 Rep(G) of unitary representations of G.

Lemma 3.3. Assume that G = H and X = R s an R-matriz. Then the unitary operator YXY is a morphism,
ie.
"XpgUeV) = (VeU) Xy
Proof. For w e L'(G) we have using equation (Z.)
(wRid®id)("Xphy(UeV)) = (¢v ® ¢0) (RS (w ®1d ® id) (U9 Viag))

= (pv ®@ ¢v)(R")D(w @ id ®id)((id @ ¢v) ()12 (id ® dv ) (W) 13))
= (pv ® dv)(R")S(v @ dv) (w @ id @ id) (W fi o) W fi5))
= (¢v @ 60)(R)(dv ® ¢U)(w ®id @ id)(W {5 W(iy)E
= (¢v ® ¢v)(w ®id @ id)(R 5 (id ® M)(WG»
= (¢v ® ¢v)(w ®1d ®id)((id ® AL, ) (W) Rjq)

= (

(

AU

(
v ® ¢v)(w®id @id) (W [12 [13)(¢V®¢U)( )
= (w®id®id)(Vi2)Upns)" X" = (w®id®@id)((V @ U)” X))

which proves the claim. O

Proposition 3.4. Assume that G = H and X = R is an R-matriz. Then the family of morphisms VXY (U,V €
Rep(G)) forms a braiding, i.e.

IXVET = (1[d@"X™)("XY ®id): Hy @ Hy ® Hw — Hy @ Hw @ Hy
and
VoV = (XY ®id)(id® VX"Y): Hy @ Hy @ Hyy — Hiy @ Hy @ Hy

for U, V,W € Rep(G). Together with the usual (trivial) associators and unit 1®1, this turns Rep(G) into a braided
monoidal category.

Note that the braiding on Rep(G) depends on the R-matrix, thus more precisely we should write that Rep(G, f{)
is a braided monoidal category.

Proof. Let us check the first relation:
(i@ X") (X" ®id) = ([d @ (dw ® ¢>U)(A R)E)((¢v ® du)(R)E ®id)
= (¢w ® 6v)(R o) (dv ® d0) R )iy Spoa1Zpzy = (6 ® dw @ ¢v) Rpzs Rira)) Zp2ai Sz
= (¢v ® ow ® du)(AL,, ®id)(R") 123 Sp10 (¢v@w ® 0v)(R")SpgZpg = UXVEW,
where we have used ¢vgw = (ov ® pw)A% B We check the second equality in a similar manner:
XV ®id)(id® " X"Y) = ((dw @ ¢v)(R)Z ®id)(id ® (¢w @ ¢v) (R )E)
— (¢pw ® du)(R" )21 (dw @ ov)(R" 1221 223 = (ow ® v @ ov)(Rp; [12 R[13]) [12]2[23]
= (ow @ o @ ¢v)(Id ® Aéop)(Au)Z[lz]E (¢W ® dvev)(R )2[12]2[23] = UoVxW,
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We already know by Lemma that YY" are morphisms (i.e. intertwiners):

"NXegnUeV) = (VeU) "Xy
This implies
("Xps)*(VeU) = U V)(7Xps)*

that is, (VXV)* is an intertwiner Hy ® Hy — Hy ® Hy.. Consequently VXV are isomorphisms in Rep(G). It is
left to check that the family {Y XV }y v is natural: take equivariant maps f: Hy — Hyr, g: Hy — Hy/. Then

9@ NYXY = (g® N(¢v ®bu)(RZ = (9v @ b ) RHIE(F ®@9) = VXY (f®9),
which ends the proof. O

4. BRAIDED TENSOR PRODUCT MXN

4.1. General setup. Let M € B(Hy),N © B(Hyx) be von Neumann algebras, G,H locally compact quantum
groups and X € M(Co(ﬁ) ® CO(@)) a bicharacter. Assume that we have (left) actions o™: H ~ M,a™: G ~ N
implemented by UM e M(Co(H) ® K(Hy)) and UN € M(Co(G) ® K(Hn)). Let én,dn be the associated #-
homomorphisms, i.e. UM = (id ® ¢m ) (WH), UN = (id ® ¢ )(WE); see Section 2

Out of this data we will construct a new von Neumann algebra MX N together with canonical embeddings ¢, tx
of M, N (Theorem [£9)). This construction does not depend on the way we represent M, N or implement the actions

(Proposition E4)). If X is an R-matrix, then MX N carries a canonical action such that iy, (N 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 UNXUM: Hy ® Hy — Hy ® Hy. It will

be convenient to change notation; understanding that we have fixed implementations of actions, we will write
NyM — UNXUM_

Definition 4.1. Define normal, injective, unital *-homomorphisms
i M am o i(m) = NxXM(I @m)(xM)*

(6 ® ¢ (X*)(m @ 1) (éu1 ® b )(X*)* € B(Hy & Hy),
in: Nanw—nx(n) =1®ne B(Hu ® Hy),

and o-woOT-closed subspace
(4.1) MXN = span” " {tm(m)in(n) | m e M,n € N} € B(Hy ® H).
The space MKN is called the braided tensor product of M and N.

Remark 4.2.

(1) The space MX N depends not only on algebras M, N, but also on the actions and the bicharacter X. 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 MXN if in (@) we take closure in different topologies; WOT or g-SOT* — this
follows from [44] Theorem 2.6 (iv)] and the double commutant theorem together with Theorem [0

The main result of this section is Theorem 9, which states that MX 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
MXN < B(L*(H))®@M® B(L*(G))®N, and show that the braided tensor product does not depend on the choice
of implementations.

Proposition 4.3. In B(L?(H) ® Hy ® L?(G) ® Hx) we have
Uﬁ§4"j 9\?[13] U[l\fzik (ena(m)en(n)) 2 U[l\flz] ??fig] U[1§4] = 9‘?[13] QM(m)[lz] ??[ﬁg]O‘N(n)[M]
for any m e M,n € N.
Proof. Take m € M,n € N and calculate
U X3 U (na (m)ew () o Uy X U g
(4.2) — UNS X3 UN5E (dm ® 6n) (X)) 2aymiz (S ® o) (X)) ympa Uy A5 Ul

(X
_ UN*XA UM* XAu XAu * UM XA* UN N
= Upz) X131 Ui2] (0m @ ON) (X)) 2410121 (0 ® N (X)) oy Ui A1 Uy (n)[341-
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Observe that

. prau . pru pru s Druyx M DU DT H pruyxrH
43) (Ag @)X = Ay Xy = Wi Aoy Whay = gy = WX Wi
. Hx prou _ pruyHs pru
= Wi A = A Wi A -

Applying to this equation id ® A]%iu ® id we obtain
H Hx ru pu or,u yx7H Hx ru orouyxrHk  pr,uk oru Hx r,u
Wis W i A Xy = A Wi Wik Xy = Ay Wik Ay A Wik Ay

hence using again (£3)

H Hx »7ru pu Hx »ru »ru Hx 7,0 Hx pu DU Hx »ru
Wi W5 A X = Wik Ana X WAy = WAy = AW Ay
or WE’;] 2?[153] = /'?[Tl;f]Wﬁ’;] /'?[Tl;f]* Using this we have

U[1\1/[2>]k (oM ® ¢N)(5(\u)[24] =([d®on® ¢N)(Wﬁ§] )?[153] )[124] = (1d @ dm ® ¢N)(??{{§Wﬁ”5] A[ng]*)[124]
= (I @ ¢n) (X g U} (id @ ) (A7)
Plugging this twice in ([£2]) we obtain
U S X3 Ul (e (m)ex (n)) oy Uy Xy Ul
= Ui 4131 (10 © ox) (X" )y U} (id @ on) (X7 gz (id @ on) (X7 g
Uy (d® ¢N)(9‘?T’u)*14] )?ﬁs] Ulsgya™ (n) (341

= UR 5031 (id ® o) (A7) 1410 (1) (12 (id ® o) (X4 A5 U B0 () g

Next observe that
Uf}ff] 9?[13] (id® ¢N)(??T’u)[14] = (d®id® ¢N)(W%§] 9?[12] 9?{1’%)[134] = (d®on® id)(Wﬁg] /@[13] /‘?ﬁ;] )[143]
= ([d®¢n ® id)(Wﬁg]W%;] 9\?[13]W%3])[143] = Xz (on ® id)(W@)[43] = X Upsays

hence
Ul X131 Ut (v (m)in (0)) 2 Ut Xy Upsag = XasyUpsa @™ (m) oy Upsg Xigpa™ (0) 341
= Xugjo™ (m)pg) s 0™ (0) 3
as claimed. O

4.2. Independence of implementations.

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

Let Gy,H; be locally compact quantum groups and X e Lw(ﬂ1)® Lw(@l) a bicharacter. Let o™M1: H; ~
My,aNt: Gy ~ Nj be left actions on von Neumann algebras M; < B(Hyp,),N; € B(Hy,) implemented by
UM = (id ® ¢y, )WHL UN1 = (id ® ¢n, )W 1. Next, let Go,Hy be locally compact quantum groups which
are isomorphic with G1,H;. More precisely, assume that there are #-isomorphismd] g : Cy(G1) — CY(Go),
O : C§(H;) — C§(Hz) which respect comultiplications. These isomorphism have reduced versions; #-isomorphisms
Oc,r: Co(G1) — Co(G2), Om,r: Co(Hy) — Co(Hs) satistying ng,0c = Ocr7G,, Tm,0m = Om,rmm, . We also have von
Neumann algebraic versions: normal #-isomorphisms v : L*(G1) — L*(G2), yg: L*(H;) — L*(Hy) which agree
with 0 ,, 0 on Co(G1), Co(Hy). See [8, Theorem 1.10, Theorem 3.3]. The isomorphism +g is implemented by the
standard unitary vg: L?(G;) — L%*(Gy), i.e. the unique unitary implementing vg: vg(z) = veavg (z € L?(Gy)),
respecting modular conjugation vgJg, = Jg,vs and standard positive cone vgBy., = P, — see [15, Theorem
2.3] and Appendix Similarly vy is implemented by the standard unitary vg. The corresponding dual maps
will be decorated with hats, e.g. éG,r: CO(@Q) — CO(@l). We have g = v, = vjj (Proposition [1.2). Let
Mj € B(Hm, ), N2 € B(Hn,) be von Neumann algebras isomorphic with My, Ny via 6p: M; — Ma, On: Ny — Na.

Assume that there is a bicharacter Xy € L (]ﬁlg)@ LOO(@Q) and actions o™2: Hy ~ Ms, a™N?: Go ~ N, and that
this structure is respected by the above isomorphisms: (GAH ® 9};,)2?; = /'?1“ and

™20y = (ve @ On)a™,  aMN20n = (v ® On)a.
In this situation we can form two braided tensor products, M; XN, < B(Hm, ®Hx, ) and Ms XN, < B(Hm, ®Hx,).
Proposition 4.4.

1We write 6 instead of 7 to avoid confusion with the reducing map.
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(1) There is a unique completely isometric isomorphism Y: My XN; — My X Ny which is a o-WOT homeo-
morphism and satisfies T (e, (m)in, (n)) = i, (O (m))en, (On(n)) for m € My, n € Ny.

(2) The space My XNy is closed under multiplication if and only if it is closed under adjoints. The same is
true for M, XINs.

(3) If one of the spaces My XNy, My X Ny is closed under multiplication, then so is the other. In this case T
s 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

Proof. For any m € Mi,n € Ny, we have by Proposition [4.3]
(4.4) Uﬁ;]* X3 U[1\1421]* (ev, (m)en, (1)) [24] U[1\1/121] X1*[13] Ugi] = Xin13] oM (Mm)2 X1*[13] oM (1)[34]
in B(L*(H,) ® Hy, ® L?(G;) ® Hy, ) and
(45)  Upiy ops U™ (ene (On (m)) i, (0n (1)) 24 Uy X Uy = Xopaan a2 (0n1(m) 12y Xy 502 (O () 341
in B(L?(Hz) ® Hu, ® L*(G2) ® Hy,).
Consider three mappings
Ti: My BNy 5 X - U Xipg U * X g U X Ul € BIL (Hr) @ Hu, @ L2(G1) ® Hy, ),

next
Ad(ve) ® O @ Ad(ve) ® Ox: B(L?(Hp))®M; ®B(L*(G1))®N; — B(L2(Hs))® My ® B(L?(Gs))® Ny
and finally
Y2 = Ad(UN3 555 Ulss) € Aut(B(L?(Hz) ® Hy, ® L2(G2) ® Hy, ).

Clearly all these maps are completely isometric and o-woT-continuous. Equation (£4]) shows that image of T
lies in B(L?(H;))®M; ® B(L*(G1))® N; — hence we can consider Y; as a map

Ti: My XN; — B(L*(H,)@M; @ B(L*(G1))@N; .
Before we go further we need to make another observation. By our assumption we have (QAH ® 5@)??2“ = ??1“
Applying reducing morphisms gives
(4.6) X1 = (Bur ®06,) X = (A ® )Xz = (B @ T6) Xa(0f ©8F) = (v ® vE) Xo(vs @ ve).
Consider the composition
T3 = T2(Ad(ve) ® Om ® Ad(vg) ® Ox)T1: My KNy — B(L?*(Hz) ® Hu, ® L?(G2) ® Hy,).

It is completely isometric and o-wOT-continuous, as a composition of such maps. Furthermore using (&4, ({0
and (L) we have

Y5 (e, (m)en, (7)) = T2(Ad(vr) @ fu ® Ad(vg) @ Ox) (Xipiz1a™ (M) ??f‘[lg]OéNl (n)[347)
(4.7) = T (Xopz) (vm @ Onr)a™M (m) 19 )?2*[13] (7e ® On) ™ (n)[34)
=Ty (/’?2[13]0‘1\/[2 (9M(7’1))[12]/"A‘/z*[w,]o‘l\]2 (QN(”))[34]) = (v, (B (m))en, (9N(”)))[24]-

Thus the image of T3 lies in C® B(Hy, ) OC® B(Hn, ). Let Tyq: My XN, — B(Hu, ®Hn,) be the map Y3 composed
with the #-isomorphism C&® B(Hy, ) QC® B(HN,) >~ B(Hy, )® B(Hn,). Then [@7) gives

Ta(enr, (m)en, (n)) = in, (On(m)) e, (O (1))
In particular (by o-wOT-continuity and closedness) we can consider T4 as a map
T4Z M1 ENl — M2 @NQ

which is o-wOT-continuous and completely isometric.

Reversing this construction, i.e. starting with My XN, we obtain a completely isometric, o-woOT-continuous
map T4: My XNy — M; KN, which is given by T4(ea, (On(m))in, (Ox(n))) = i, (m)en, (n). Clearly T4 and Ty
are each other inverses. Uniqueness is also clear. This proves the first claim.

Since (i, (m)in, (n))* = in, (R*)em, (M*), we have that if My XNy is closed under multiplication, it is also
closed under adjoints. Conversely, assume M; X N; is closed under adjoints. Since multiplication in B(Hy ® Hy)
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is separately o-woOT-continuous, we will have that M; KIN; is closed under multiplication if we can show that it
contains all products (ep, (m)en, (n))(em, (M)in, (M) with m,m € My, n, 7 € Ni. But

(ea, (m)en, () (en, (M), (7)) = ey (m) (ea, (MF)en, (n*))*en, (),

by assumption (ir, (M*)in, (n*))* € M; XNy and clearly M; XN is closed under left-multiplication by uy, (M1)
and right multiplication by ix, (N1). The proof for My X Ny is analogous. This proves the second point.

Finally, assume that M; X N; is a von Neumann algebra. By construction, Y4: M; KN; — B(Hwm, ® Hy,) is
x-preserving (it is a composition of maps which are clearly #-preserving). Take z = T4(y) € M2 XINy. Then we
have

¥ = T4(y)* = T4(y*) € T4(M1 ENl) = MQENQ .

This shows that My XNy 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 Y4) proves the converse. In this situation, T4
is a *-homomorphism by construction. U

4.3. Universal lift of an action G ~ M. In the proof of Theorem L9 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 € A** is a weak®-dense *-subalgebra
and A** has the following universal property: for every von Neumann algebra P < B(Hp) and a non-degenerate
x-homomorphism 7: A — B(Hp) with 7(A) < P, there exists a unique extension of 7 to a normal, unital =-
homomorphism 7'N: A** — P (|35, Theorem 3.7.7, Proposition 3.7.8]). Note also that M(A) 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 M(A) < A**.

Remark 4.5. Let us note that if A — M(B) is a non-degenerate *-homomorphism, then the normal extension
A** — B** and the strict extension M(A) — M(B) € B** agree on M(A) < 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

AL Co(G) 32— W (1 ®2)WE e M(CY(G) ® Co(G)).

Since W€ e M(C¥(G) ® Co(G)) can be seen as an element of CY(G)*® L*(G), we have a natural extension of
Ag" to a normal, unital *-homomorphism

ALY L*(G) 32— WO (1 @ 2)WE e CY(G)**®L™(G)

it follows from w*-density of Cy in at the co-domain is correct). Similar % admits an extension
it foll f *_density of Co(G) in L*(G) that th d in i t). Similarly, Ag" admit tensi
to a normal, unital *-homomorphism

Agu,VN: LOO(G) 31— WG(SC ® ]]_)WG* € LDO (G)@Cg((@)**

Next assume that G acts on a von Neumann algebra M € B(Hy;) and UM = (id® ¢n) W € M(Co(G) @ K(Hwm))
is a representation implementing the action o™. As mentioned above, we can extend uniquely the (non-degenerate)
#-homomorphism ¢y : Cf (@) — B(Hum) to a normal, unital #-homomorphism Cg(@)** — B(Hy). We denote this
extension by ¢YN. 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 *—homomorphisnE
(4.8) ™M M am — (Id® én) (WE)* (1@ m)(id ® oum ) (W) e CEG)* @M.

We can think of ™% as a universal lift of the action a™: G ~ M. Note that a priori, the above map lands in
C¥(G)**®B(Hwm), but in the next two lemmas we show that a™* indeed has the above codomain, does not depend
on the choice of implementation and satisfies a version of the action condition.

2Note that (id ® ¢n)(WE) is an element of M(CY(G) ® K(Hy)) S CY(G)*¥*®B(Hy), so the multiplication (ZH) makes sense in
CY(G)**®@B(Hy). We can also see W as an element of Cg(G)**@Cg(@)** but we have (id ® ¢n)(WC) = (id ® ¢yY)(WT), by
Remark
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Lemma 4.6. For we L'(G),m e M we have
(4.9) (id ® ) (WE)*(1 ® (w®id)a™ (m)) (id ® om) (W) = ((w @ id)AZ""™ @id)a™ (m)
in C¥(G)*®B(Hwm). Furthermore

oM (m) = (id ® om) (WE)* (1@ m)(id ® ¢m) (W) € CF(G)** @M.
Proof. The desired equation follows from a straightforward calculation:
(id ® ¢n) (W) (1 ® (w @ id)a (m)) (id @ éar) (W)
([d@w®id)((id® ¢M)(WG*)[13] M(m) 2z (1d ® ¢M)(WG)[13])
(id®w®id)((id ® ¢u)( WG*) 137 (id ® &) (TT %) 23131 (id @ ) (T ) 237 (id @ ona) (V) 137)
(id®@w®id) ((AF" @ dnt) (W) 213y 31 (A" ® b ) (W ) 2137)
= (w@id®@id) ((Ag" @ on) (W *)mps (Ag" @ on) (W©))
= (
= (

w®id @ id)(AL"N @ id) (([d @ o) (¥ Jmyz (id ® éu) (WF))
(w @A @id)a™ (m).
Recall ([22] Proposition 2.9]) that in the von Neumann algebraic context the Podles condition
span "o (M)(L?(G) ® 1) = L*(G)® M

is always satisfied. Consequently, M = 5pan V" {(p ® id)a™M(m)|p € L*(G),m € M}. The last claim easily
follows. g

Lemma 4.7. The map o™ satisfies
(1) (id® aM)aM* = (AL"N @ id)aM
(2) (id® aM*)aM = (AL“N @ id)aM
Moreover, o™ does not depend on the choice of implementation UM.
Proof. Take m € M and calculate
(id®aM)aM™(m) = (id ® ém) (T E*) 257 (id ® b)) (W) (1313 (id @ dna) (W) 137 (id @ hnt ) (W) (25
= (A" @ on) (W )mys) (AL @ o) (W) = (AL™ @id)a™ (m)
which proves the first claim. Since id ® o™ is injective, the last claim follows. Finally, we have
(ld® aM*)aM(m) = (id ® dm) (W) (231 (id @ dni) (W) 1371131 (1d @ ) (W) 157 (id © aa) (W) oy
= (A5" ® o) (W )y (AG" @ om) (W) = (Ag™™ @id)a™ (m).

We will also need a version of the Podle$ condition for the universal lift o™-®
Proposition 4.8. For any action a™: G ~ M we have m”*(cg((@)** ® 1)aM¥(M) = CY(G)**®@ M.
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 [Il, Proposition 3.6])
(4.10) span " {(z @ YWE(1 @) | 2 € CH(G)*™, b e B(L(G))} = C4(G)*@B(L(G)).
We calculate the left hand side as follows, using in the 3rd equality that WC is a unitary in B(L*(G))®B(L*(G)):
spam " {(z @ YWE(1®b) | & € CY(G)™, b e BL(G)))
= span " {(id ® id @) (Wiiy Wiiybpy) | @ € BLA ()b € BL*(E))}
(4.11) = span*” {((d@id@w WG;;, W[13 [23 1(b® a)pa)) |we B(L*(G))x,a,b e B(L*(G))}
WG;;, W[13 (b®a)ps)) | w € B(L*(G))x,a,b € B(L*(G))}
= span " {(id @ id ® w) (a3, W%’g b Wiig) | w e B(L*(G))x, a,b € B(L*(G))}

(
(

—span” {([d®id®w
(

= span ™" {(id ® w ® id) (aps Wi bps) W) | € B(L*(G))s, a,b € B(L*(G))}.

)
)
)
)
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Now, recall that regularity at the von Neumann algebraic level is always satisfied:
span ” Ol {(id ® w)(EIW®) | w € B(L*(G))«} = B(L*(G)),

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

span” ™" {(a @ HWE (1 ®b) | a,b € B(L*(G))}
= span " (| @ WE(1L @ [()(]) | €., ¢, € L*(G)}
= 5pan " {S(1 @ [N (EWE) (L ® [({x]) | €1, ¢, € L2(G)}
=span” " {£((ld ® w)(EW®) ® a) | w € B(L*(G))«, a € B(L*(G))}
= X(B(L*(G))®B(L*(G))) = B(L*(G))®B(L*(G)).
With this we continue (£I1):
span " {(z @ YWE(1®b) | 2 € CY(G)**,be B(LA(G))}
= span " {(id @ w ® id)((a ® b) (231 W(i5)) | w € B(L*(G))x, a,b € B(L*(G))}
= span " {(id @ w)(W®) ® b | w € B(LA(G))«,b € B(LA(G))} = C4(G)*@B(L*(G))

which proves ({&I0). Consider the map RY% acting on C%(G) and its double dual, denoted R{*™. Tt is the unique
normal extension of R to Cy(G)** — C{(G)** and it is bijective, linear, #-preserving and antimultiplicative.

Applying (see Remark [2.2)) Ré’VN ® Ja(-)*Jg and the flip to (EI0) we obtain

Spa" (6@ 1)(RY © jg) (WO)a1) (1®10) | 7 € CY(6)**, b € BLA(G))} = BL(G))&C} (6)**
Since (R ®j@)(WG)[21] = V©, applying the adjoint gives
(4.12) span " {(1@2)VE*(b@ 1) | w € CJ(G)*,be B(L*(G))} = B(L(G))®C}(G)**

Using the weak Podle$ condition for o™ (|22, Corollary 2.7]), Lemma [L.7] and equation ([£IZ), we can prove the
Podles condition for o™

span " (CH(G)*™* @ 1)a™ (M)
ZWW*{(:C@]].)OA “((w®id)a™(m)) | z € CY(G)**, w e B(L*(G))4, m € M}
= span ™ {(w ®id @ id) () (AN @ id)aM (m)) | z € CE(G)**,w € B(LA(G))x, m € M}
w®id ®id)((b® 22 Vg™ (m)pa Vs | b€ BILY(G)), x € C§(G)*™,w € B(L*(G))«,m € M}
w®id ®id) (M (m) sz V5 b)) | b€ BILA(G)), x € CH(G)**,w € B(L*(G))x, m € M}
Mm) a3 (b® 2)igy | be B(LA(G)),x € C§(G)**,w € B(L*(G))x, m € M}
—span® {2 ® (w ®id)aM(m) | z € C4(G)**,w € B(L2(G))x, m € M} = CL(G)*@M.

— span " {

( (
( (
— span " {( (
( (a

)
=spﬁ“’*{ w®id®id)

O

4 4. M @N is a von Neumann algebra. As before, let G, H be locally compact quantum groups with bicharacter
X e L°(H)® L*(G) and actions on von Neumann algebras o™ : H ~ M, aN: G ~ N. Represent M € B(Hy),N ©
B(Hy) and let the actions be implemented by UM = (id ® éum)WH, UN = (id ® én)WE. Lemma gives us
a non-degenerate x-homomorphism ®: Cy(G) — M(C“(A)) which commutes with comultiplications, such that
X = (® ®id)WE. The main result of this section is the following theorem.

Theorem 4.9. MXN < B(Hy ® Hy) 4s a von Neumann algebra.

We note that Proposition 4] shows that MXN does not depend on the choices of implementations (only on
the actions H ~ M,G ~ N and the bicharacter pY ). Before we prove Theorem [£.9] we need to establish several
auxilliary results. First, using the bicharacter X we introduce an action G~ M.

Consider the dual morphism to ®, which is a non-degenerate *-homomorphism ®: Cy(H) — M(C“(@)) c
C“(@)** uniquely characterised by (®®id)W©° = (id®<f>)WH (see [30, Corollary 4.3]). By the universal property of
the double dual (see Section@3), we can extend ® to a unital normal *-homomorphlsm VN . G (H)** — C“(G)**
Similarly, we extend the reducing map to a unital normal *-homomorphism 7T C“(G)** — LOO(G). Next define

af = (wéNqﬂN ®id)aM*: M - L?(G)QM.
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By construction, ag[ is a unital normal s-homomorphism.

Proposition 4.10. We have that ag[ defines an action G~ M and

~

X (m) = (3@ ® ) (W) * (1@ m) (g ® @ o) (V™)
for m e M.
Proof. Seeing (id ® ¢p) (VW) as an element of C¥(H)**® B(Hy;) or M(C¥(H) ® K(Hm)), we have by Remark
(NN @id) ((id ® on) (W) = (5@ @ ) (W)
(to see this, apply an arbitrary normal functional to the right leg) and
ol (m) = (mNeN @id) ((id ® ém) (W) * (1. @ m) (id @ on) (W)
= (762 ® on) (W) * (1@ m) (5 ® @ éu) (W)

for m € M. This also shows that a}\él is injective. Next we check the action condition: for an arbitary m € M we
calculate

(Ag ®@id)ag (m)

= (8¢ ®id) ((me® ® $a) (W) * (L@ m) (m5 @ © dn) (W)

= (mg cf> cf>®¢ )(W[13]W[23]) (1®@1®@m)(r, ‘I)®7T ‘I)®¢M)( 13]W[23])

= (5@ ® o) (W)g) (1 ® @ dna) (W) iy (L@ T @ m) (e @ @ dn) (W) 131 (1@ ® o) (W) g
= ([d®a f%f ag (m)

O

Next we record a general lemma, which we will use in the case of action a¥. 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 of : K ~ P.
We have

B(L*(K))®P = span " {(T ® 1)a’ (p) | p € P, T € B(L*(K))}.

Proof. Clearly we have 2, we need to show the converse inclusion . The Podle$ condition for af (|22, Proposition
2.9]) reads

(4.13) L¥(K)®P = span " {(z ® 1)a’ (p) | # € L*(K),m € P}.

Take T € B(L(K)), p € P. By [49, Proposition 2.5] we can choose elements z; € L¥(K), ;5 € L°(K) (i € I,1 <
k < K;) such that Zszl Zi kT k — T, with convergence in o-woOT. Next, for i € I,1 < k < K; we can by ([@I3)
S

find @i x50 € LK), piesi € P(j € Jiks 1 SUS Ligy) so that 37254 (w50 © 1)aF (pie.sa) — Tik ®P again
ik

in o-wOT. We obtain

K; Lk, j
T®p=o- WOT lim Z Zik @ 1L)(zi ) @p) = 0- WOT lim Z o-WOT-lim 2 ZTikTikii ®La (pi,k,j,l);
k=1 €Tk =1
which ends the proof. O

Our proof of Theorem 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 o¥: G ~ N.
Consider the crossed product von Neumann algebra, defined as

=G x N =5 " {(Z@1)aN(n) | 2 € LY(G),n e N} € B(L}(G))®N

(see [47, Definition 2.1, Lemma 3.3]). On this von Neumann algebra we have an action oN" : G°P ~ N* uniquely
determined by

N (@) =10aN(n), N EF®1)=A,(@)®1, (neN,FeL*(G)).
It is implemented by
(4.14) W @1 = (id® (re ® 1)) WE” = L®(G)®B(L%(G) ® Hx)
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(A7, Proposition 2.2], see also [27, Section 4]). The action aN" is sometimes called the dual action. We can
consider the bidual crossed product N** = G i (G x N) € B(L*(G) ® L*(G))®N, which is equipped with the
dual action aN"" : (GP)"°P ~ N**_ Observe that on B(L?(G))®N we have the obvious G-action aB(L"(ENON _
(x ®id)(id ® o) (where Y is the flip map). The biduality theorem states that

U: B(L2(G))®N 3z — (WE®1)(id ® o) (2)(WE* @ 1) e N**

G

is a well defined isomorphism. Furthermore, V[21

] ®1isa aBIA(6)® N—cocycle, hence we can define the action

B OON _ Aq(VEE © 1)aB1@8N. G ~ B(LY(G)®N

ND<I><

which is isomorphic to the bidual action « in the sense that

(4.15) N (W(2)) = (jeRs ® U)o EON () (2 e BLA(G)®N).

Note that (G°)"°P = G°" and Ad(ug) = jeRg: L*(G) — L*(G°") is the von Neumann algebraic version of
isomorphism G ~ G’ (see [27, Section 4] and Section [2).

B2 @)ON GBS E)EN

In order to work with the actions « we need their concrete implementations.

Lemma 4.12.
(1) The representation U[1\1]3] € L*(G)®B(L(G) ® Hy) implements oB CION 4nd the corresponding map is
PBr2@)eN = 1 ® on.
(2) The representation Ugg]vgl] e L?(G)®B(L*(G) ® Hx) implements aE(LZ(G))&)N and the corresponding
map is pp(r2G)eN,+ = (JgleTs ® ON)AL.

Proof. Take x € B(L*(G))®N. We have
2 R .
B (G))®N(x) _ (ld®aN)(x)[213] _ U[l\lléxix[%]U[l\lIg]’
hence U[1\1]3] = (id® (1 ® ¢n))WE implements oBE*ENON Moreover,

B(L%(G))®N
o2 N @) = VE U s Ul Vi

N
so the unitary U[1\1]3]V(Fé1] implements the action aE(L (EDON  We need to check that it is equal to (¢M®B(L2(G)),+ ®

id)(V®) (which will also show that it is a representation). This follows from a straightforward calculation:
Ullg) Viz = Ul (Rs ® 5ig) (W) 12y = (1 ® o) (W) 1151 (id ® sjig Re g ) (W) 129
= (id® (g Reme ® on) AL W = (A @ dp(2@nen,+) .
O
Proof of Theorem [{.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. L N
Claim 1. If (N,aN) = (G’ x N,aN ) is the dual action for some left action aN: G’ ~ N, then MXN is a von

Neumann algebra.
Proof of Claim 1. By Proposition 4] we can freely use the implementation of the action oN on L*(G) ® Hy as

in (ZI4), hence
MBIN = 5pan "1y (M) (N)
= 5pan 7" { (¢n ®1d) (X" 121 ((m ® 1) ® 1) (¢ ®id) (X™ ") (1 @) | m € M, n € N}
< B(L2(M) ® L3(G) @ L2(N)).

Take m € M,7,¢ € L*(G), let 2 = (id®w,,¢)(WE*) be the associated element of L™ (G) = L*(G°P) and let {£x} e
be an orthonormal basis in L*(G). Observe that

DU, G DU, G G Du,rk Su,r G  PpU,T% puU,r
X[12]*W[2§] = (X[13]*W[23])[132] = (W[zg] X[12]*X[13]*)[132] = W[2§]X[13]*X[12]*-



16 KENNY DE COMMER AND JACEK KRAJCZOK

Using this twice, we can write v (m)in(z ® 1) in a different way:

wi(m)in(z®@1) = (¢>M®1d)(?5“)[12](m®]1®1)(¢M®1d)(?f“) 1 (id ® wn, ) (W) 2y

= (¢m ®@id) (X% )1 (¢M®1d®wn<)(2([“”"] Wi ey
= (&m ®1d) (A7) pagmpy (du @ 1d @ wy ) (WG A3 i sz
(416 — (d@id@w) (¢M®1d (7 )1y WS g (S @ i) (2 T*)[lg]) o @I
= ([d®id @ wy,) (Wi (om ®1d®1d)(2€“3;c[w) (o ®id) (X" )[13])[12](¢M@id)()gu,r)?u]

=) (id @ w6, ) (WE) 27 (dn1 @ i) (X™ )12 (id ® we, )

AeA
(631 @id)(X*")mpyy(dnr @ id) (X7)*) ) (Sm1 ©1d) (X" )iy
(the above series converges in 0-woT). Observe that
(én ®1d) (X" )mpy) (fm ®1id)(X"7)*
= (onP @id)(WH)(m @ 1)($n® @id)(W")*

(4.17) — (m ®@ e ®) (W) (m @ 1)(du ® g ) (WH)*
= (M@ ® oa)(WH)* (1@ m) (me® @ ém) (WH)) )
O‘g( )[21]5

which belongs to M® L* (@) (Proposition L.10]). Hence
(id @ we, ¢) ((dm @ id) (X" )myy) (dy @ id) (X™7)*) = (we, ¢ ®id)a}! (m) € M.
We can thus continue (£I0) as follows:
im(m)in(z ® 1)

ws) = D (A ®@wp.e,) (W) 3 (@ 1) (X7 1) (wey ¢ @ id)al (m) 1y (dm @ id) (K™ )y
. AEA

= Z LN((id®wﬁ7§>\)(WG*) ® ]l)LM((wE»C ®1d)ag[(m))
AeA
Next we consider elements of N = G’ x N of the form a ( ) for # € N. Using a (?L) e L®(G)®N and
(pm ®1d)(X™“") € B(HM)®L®(G) we have

(019) an(m)in (N (7)) = (ém ®id) (B )1y (m ® 1 ® 1)(61 @ i) (X7) 50N (1) 23

— ¥ (71) o3 (91 @) (") 1) (M @ 1@ 1) ($m1 @ id) (L") = i (@ (7)) (m0).
Since N = G/ x N = span “ "V {(z ® ]l)a (7) | % € N,z € L*(G)}, any clement of N can be approximated (in
0-wOT) by sums of elements of the form ((id ® wy ¢)(W®*) ® 1)a™N (7). Using equations [AIS), EI9) we have

(ta1(m) ex (((id @ wy ) (WE) @ 1)aN (7)) *
= (D) o ((1d @ wye, (W) @ 1) g ((we, ¢ ® id)adl (m)) en (@™ (7))

AeA

= (X (4@ w6 ) (W) © 1) (0™ (1)) int (e, ¢ i) (m)) ) *

AEA
= Y in((wee, ®id)al (m*)) ox (N (7%) (I ® we, ) (WE) @ 1)) € MEN.
AEA

Hence we can conclude that_M@N is closed under taking adjoints. In Proposition 4.4l we have checked that this is
enough to conclude that MXIN is a von Neumann algebra. This proves Claim 1. (|

Now we go back to the situation where aN, oM are arbitrary left actions. Recall that quantum groups G and

G'? = G°P' are 1somorph1c at the von Neumann algebraic level via Ad(uc) = joRe: L(G) — L¥(G'*?). Observe
that (G'")" = (G) . Out of bicharacter X € LOO( )® Loo( ) we construct new bicharacter

(id® ja Ra)X € L (H)®L™((G'™)").
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Claim 2. The braided tensor product (M, a™M)R(N**, aN"")  constructed with the bicharacter (id ®j@R@))?,
is a von Neumann algebra.

ND<I><

Claim 2 follows immediately from Claim 1, since (N**, aN" ") is a dual action.

In the rest of the proof we will work only with the actions of H, G and the bicharacter X.
Claim 3. (M, ™R (B(L*(G))®N, aE(LZ(G)@N) is a von Neumann algebra.

Proof of Claim 3. The biduality theorem tells us that the bidual action N G~ N¥¥ and the action
aE(LZ(G)@N: G ~ B(L*(G))®N are isomorphic (using the canonical isomorphism G ~ G’?), see ([I5). Conse-
quently Claim 3 follows from Claim 2 and Proposition &4l Indeed, we keep the same quantum group H, but pass
to the isomorphic quantum group G ~ G’°” and von Neumann algebra B(L*(G))® N ~ N** using isomorphisms
which map between the bicharacters X and (id® j@R@)?? . O

Claim 4. (M, aM)X(B(L?(G))®N, aBE*©)ON) ig 4 von Neumann algebra.
Proof of Claim 4. We will show
(4.20) (M, eMB(B(LA(G))® N, aBE@EN) — (M, oMR(B(L(G))@N, o (8N

(as an equality of subspaces in B(Hy ® L?(G) ® Hy)) which reduces Claim 4 to Claim 3. Using Lemma we
have a concrete description of these braided tensor products as

o) (M, o™ EI(B(L(G)@ N, P ENON)
= 5pan " {(pm ® ¢N)(Xu)[13 (1] (ém ®¢N)(Xu)[13 (T ®n)23) | meM, T e B(L*(G)),n € N}
and
(M, ™)R(B(L*(G))@N, a2 (IEN)
(422)  =s5pan” ™" "{(ém ® (jgRamg ® on)AL) (X" )my1)(dm @ (g Ramg ® on)AL)(X™)* (T @ n)23)
| meM,T e B(L*(G)),n e N}
Take a generating element in @22) for m € M, T € B(L*(G)),n € N and calculate
(om ® (JgRama ®¢N)A“)(Xu)m[1 (¢M ® (JgRame ® ¢N)Au)(9(u) (T ®n)23
= (ém ® 6x)(X") 131 (b @ Jig Rame) (X" gy (dum ® jg R Wq;,)()(u)[lg (om ®¢N)(Xu)[13 (T ®@n)[23)-

Using ([L.I1) we have

(4.23)

(ém ® jg Rgma) (X™) rzymn) (éu ®j@R@7T@)(XAu)F12]
(4.24) = (1 ® jig Rg) ((om @1d) (X" ) gy (dn @) (X™7)f )
= (jgRg @ id)agy (m)p2r) € MOL™(G)'
The last containment allows us to write (jgRz ® id)ag[(m)[gl] = DierMi ® 2 for some m; € M,z € Loo(@)’
(convergence in o-woOT) and consequently continue [@23)) as
(oM @ (g R, & ® ON)AL) (X )mpy (ém ® (jg Rame ® ox)AL)(X")* (T @ n) o)
= (¢m ® 6x) (XY 13y (i @ 7)) 19 (S ® ¢N)(??u)f<13] (T'®n)23)

el
= (6 ® &N (X™) [137mu(1) (b1 @ 68) (X5 (F4T @ ) 23)-
=

This shows the inclusion 2 in (Z20).
Conversely, take as before m € M, T € B(L?(G)),n € N and consider a generating element of @21,

(4.25) (M@ (X™)13ym 1) (M @ DN ) (X 3y (T @) 23) = (M @ DN) (X" 13) (M@ T) 1127 (dm @ DN) (X)) 5731
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Thanks to Lemma [Tl for the action ozA , upon applying adjoint, flip and automorphism Ad(ug), we can write
m®T as

m@T = > (jaRz ®id)a} (m;) 21 (1 ® T})

jedJ

(convergence in o-woT) for some T; € B(L*(G)), m; € M. Consequently, using again [@24) we continue ([@2Z5):
(oM ® on) (X )[13 mp(ém ® én) (X i3y (T @ 1)p2s)
= 2 dn ® o) (X sy g Re ® id)ad (m;) 21 Tz (M ® ¢N)(??“)f‘13]n[3]

jed
= Z (6 ® Ox)(X*) 137 (dn ® g Rgme ) (X" azgmya (6w ®j@R@W@)(£u)?12] (oM ® ¢N)()?u)f<13] (T; ®n)(23)
jed
= 2 oM ® (jaRamg ® on)A )(9?”) (oM ® (jaRamg ® én)A )(g?u)*(Tj ® n)[23]
jed
which clearly belongs to [£22)). We conclude that the two vector spaces (£21]) and [22) are equal. O

Claim 5. MXN is a von Neumann algebra.

Proof of Claim 5. We have established in Lemma [£.12] that the morphism associated with action aBIL*(@)ON jg
1 ® ¢n. Consequently, Claim 5 tells us that the subspace

(M, o")B(B(LA(G))@N, P (ENEN)
= 590 7" (dm ® ) (X) 1y (Em ® ON) (X5 (T ® 1) a3y | m € M, T € B(L*(G)), n € N}
is a von Neumann algebra in B(Hy ® L*(G) ® Hy). Upon applying the flip map to the first two legs we see that
span " {(w @ ) (X 23mp2) (En ® ON) (X)) (T @ )1s) | m € M, T € B(L*(G)),n € N}
is a von Neumann algebra in B(LQ(G) ® Hy ® Hy). This space is clearly equal to
span” VO T ®x | T € B(L*(G)), 2 € MR N}
and Claim 5 follows. O O

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 H; € H,G; € G are locally compact
quantum groups with quantum subgroups, and that X e L*(H)® LY (G ) Xy € L®(H;)®L®(G,) are bicharacters
such that X' = (Y, cH ® Y6, c6) (A1), Assume that we have actions ol : H ~ M, af : G ~ N and corresponding
restricted actions a%ﬁ = (aﬁl\ﬁ[)[Hl, agl = (ag)[Gl. Next, represent M, N on some Hilbert spaces and let ¢n, o
be implementations of the actions of H, G. Recall that qﬁMHAngH and ¢N§G1gG implement actions of Hy, Gy (see
Section [). In this situation, we can form two braided tensor products: MX 5 N with respect to the actions of G, H

and bicharacter ??, and MEQI N with respect to G, Hj, ??1.
Proposition 4.13. We have ME)? N = ME)& N with an equality of canonical embeddings of M, N.

Proof. Observe first that the universal lifts pY “, )?1“ of bicharacters satisfy
(4.26) X" = (O,cn © g, <) (X1).

Indeed, both of the above unitary operators are bicharacters and are lifts of X , hence the claim follows from the
uniqueness part of [30, Proposition 4.7]. Now the equality MM N = MKX & N is an immediate consequence of
definitions. O

4.6. Concerning the bicharacter Let G, H be locally compact quantum groups, X € LOO( )® LOO( )

P

[21]
bicharacter and M, N von Neumann algebras equipped with actions H ~ M, G ~ N. Then X [21] e L®(G)® L™ (H)
is a bicharacter (Remark Z4) and we can consider two braided tensor products, MK N and NX 3« M. To avoid
el

Xy 0 Xk

ambiguity, let us denote the corresponding embeddings by LM, LN and vty M
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Proposition 4.14. The map
v %

vl Y Y XQI ‘Qﬂ;l
MK 5N 3:i{(m)eg (n) — " (m)e* (n) e NK s M.

e

extends to a well defined x-isomorphism.

Proof. Choose arbitary representations of M, N and implementations ¢y, ¢ of the actions. By definition, for
m € M,n € N we have

AR (n) = (63 © o) (") (m @ 1)(én1 ® o) (T)* (1@ 1) € ME N.
Applying Ad(((bM ® ng)(??“)*) and the tensor flip to this element gives
o

(1@ m)(6x ® bn0) (B25) (1. ® 1) (o ® o) (Bikay) = ™ (m)ig™ (n) € NFgy M,

Ao
which proves the claim. O

5. Maps oN MXN

Let H, G be 1oca11y compact quantum groups acting on von Neumann algebras H ~ M,M,G N N,N, and
X e LOO( )@LOO( ) 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 [R.3] shows
that the braided tensor product of non-equivariant maps might not exist.

Proposition 5.1. Let 9;: M — I\N/I, ¥9: N — N be maps which are normal, completely bounded and equivariant.
There exists a unique normal linear map

191 X 192! MgN S LM(TI’L)LN(H) — L~(191(m))LN(192(n)) € MEN

It is completely bounded with |91X0s]|cp < |91 eb|P2]co- If 91, P2 are unital / completely positive / #-homomorphisms
/ completely isometric, then so is ¥ X ¥a.

In the next section (Corollary [6.4]) we prove a result concerning equivariance of 91 X 5.

Proof. Since elements of the form ty(m)in(n) span a w*-dense linear subspace in MX N, uniqueness of 9, X 05 is
clear. Choose arbitrary implementations UM, UM, UN, UN of the actions. By Proposition 3] we have
(5.1) Ui X Uflay (v (m)in(n))2ag U[lQ]X[13]U[34] = X3 M (m) g X0 (0) 341
for any m € M, n € N. Define
T:: M|Z|N3:C>—>:L'[24]€B( ( )@HM®L( )@HN),
which is a normal, injective #-homomorphism. Consider the composition
Ad(UNS R UNE) T MEIN - B(L2(H))@ M®B(LY(G))®N,

which is again a normal, injective #-homomorphism. Equation (5.1) shows that it has the correct codomain. Next
we compose with id ® 91 ® id ® 92, which is a well defined normal CB map. Indeed, it can be defined as the dual
to the CB map id ® (1) ®id ® (92)s on B(L*(H))+®M.® B(L*(G))+®Ny ([IZ, Corollary 7.1.3]). On generators

we have
(id @ 191 @ id @ 192) Ad(U[l\SIzj .)/6\'[13] U[l\l/IQT)Tl (LM (m)LN (n))

= XA[lg] (ld ® 191)CYM (m)[lg] .i\'[ﬂig] (ld ® 192)0(N (n)[34]

= Ry @™ (01 (1)) 12y Bt 0N (93 (1) o) € BILA(H))BNG BLA(G)) &N
as 01,05 are assumed to be equivariant. Composing with Ad( ]X[* ]U[KI ]) gives that

Ad(U[12] X[’ig]U PId® 01 ®id ® ¥2) Ad(U 34] X[13] U[12] )T

defines a map
(5.2) MXN — B(LQ(H) ®Hyx ® LQ(G) ®Hg): tm(m)in(n) — (Lf1\7[(191(m))L1qI (192(71)))[24].

Thus we see that in fact we can take (MEN)[M] as the codomain of the above map. We define ¢; X 5 by

composition of (B.2) with the canonical isomorphism (I\N/[EN)[M] — MXN. In this way we have defined a normal,
linear map ¥; X 15 with CB norm bounded above by |91]|cs|P2(eb (as this property holds for tensor products).
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Clearly if 11,95 are unital, then so is 97 X ¥5. If 91,195 are CP then so is ¢; X 9 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], 91,92 are completely isometric if, and only if (1), (J2)s are complete quotient mappings.
By [12], Proposition 7.1.7] id ® (¢1)x ® id ® (J2)4 also is a complete quotient mapping, hence id ® ¥ ® id ® ¥2 is
completely isometric. O

Remark 5.2. If wy € My, wn € Ny are faithful, invariant states, then one can show that wy X wy is a faithful
normal state on MXN. We prove this in our next work concerning standard structure for MX N ([I1]).

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

e P has w* CPAP (or is semidiscrete) if there exists a net (¥;);e; of unital, normal, finite rank CP maps
P — P such that ¥; — id in the point-w*-topology (see [4, Definition 2.3.3] and [5, Lemma 2.1]).

el

e P has w* CBAP if there exists a net (;);es of finite rank, normal CB maps P — P such that 9, — id

el

in the point-w*-topology and sup;c; [|¥:[er < +00. The smallest bound A.p(P) for this value is called the
Cowling-Haagerup constant of P ([4, Definition 12.3.9]).
e P has w* OAP if there exists a net (1¥;);es of finite rank, normal CB maps P — P such that (¢; ®id)x —u
1€

weak™ for all Hilbert spaces H and € PQ® B(H). In other words, ¥; — id in the stable point-w*-topology

el

(see [I7, 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 ¥; are equivariant (in Corollary [R5 we show that we cannot completely abandon the
equivariance condition). Let H ~ M; G ~ N, X 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 9; € CB°(M)(i € I),v¢; € CB°(N)(j € J) to be
equivariant. Then MEN also has the relevant approzimation property.

Proof. Consider normal, CB maps 9J; K, (i € I, j € J) on MK N, defined in Proposition 5l They are finite rank.
Indeed, for any m € M, n € N we have

(i B s) (na (m)e (1)) = eaa (Fi(m))n (15 (n))

hence the claim follows from the definition of MXIN and the fact that finite dimensional subspaces are weak*-closed
(40, Theorem 1.21]). Taking into consideration properties of ¥; X v; proved in Proposition 1], it is enough to
check that the identity id € CB?(MX N) belongs to the stable point-w*-closure of {d; K, | i € I,j € J}. Fix a
Hilbert space H, z € (MXN)®B(H) and w € (MXN)® B(H))x.

Let T: MRN — B(L*(H))® M®B(L*(G))®N be the injective, normal *-homomorphism given on generators
by Y(e(m)in(n)) = Xz (m) X["ig]aN(n)[M] (Proposition [43]). Note that for m € M,n e N, T € B(H)

(T ®id)((¢; W 1p;) @id)(em(m)en(n) @ T)

??[13]04M(19i(m))[12] )?[ﬂig]O‘N(wj () ®@T
= X[l?)] (ld ® le)aM (m)[12] X[ﬂig] (ld ® ’lbj)aN (n)[34] ® T
(id ® ¥; ®1d ® ¥; ® id) (X1z10™ (M) 12 X i gy (0)[34) @ T)
([d®¥; ®id ®1; ®id)(T ®id) (um(m)in(n) @ T),

hence by continuity
(5.3) (T ®id)((¢: W) ®id)(y) = ([d @ ¥ ®id @ ¢; @id)(T ®id)(y)
for all y € (MXN)®B(H). Observe that for this calculation we needed the assumption that 9;,1); are equivariant.

An analogous reasoning shows

(5.4) (T®id)((¥; Xid) ®id)(y) = (id ® ¥; ®id ® id ® id)(T ® id)(y).

Next, note that ¥ ®id is an embedding of (MXN)® B(H) into B(L?(H))®@ M@ B(L*(G))® N® B(H), hence we can
find a normal functional & on B(L*(H))@M & B(L*(G))® N ®B(H) such that w(y) = &(Y ®id)(y). Fix i € I and
calculate

w(((¥ Byy) @id)z — (¢ Kid) ®id)z) = (T ®@id) (((¢¥; K ;) @id)z — ((¥; Kid) @ id)z)
=3((([d®ideid®¢; ®id)(([d®¥; ®id®id®id)(Y ®id)z) — ([d®V; ®id ®id ®id)(T @ id)x) - 0,



BRAIDED TENSOR PRODUCT OF VON NEUMANN ALGEBRAS 21

since (id ® id ® id ® ¥; ® id)jes converges to the identity in the point-w*-topology ([I7, Proposition 1.7]). This
shows that ¥; X 1, — ¥; K id in the stable point-w* topology. Similarly we check that ¥; K id — id in the
E.

el
stable point-w*-topology, hence id € CB?(M X N) belongs to the stable point-w*-closure of {¢; K1, |i€ I,j € J}
as claimed (c.f. the proof of [9, Theorem 7.16]). O

. ACTION ON BRAIDED TENSOR PRODUCT AND CANONICAL QUANTUM SUBGROUPS OF G

Let (G, f{) be a quasi—triangular locally compact quantum group, i.e. G is a locally compact quantum group and
ReL*(G)®L™ ( ) is an R-matrix. Define two weak*-closed subspaces

L; = 5pan” "' {(id @ w)R | w € LY(G)} = L*(G),
Ly = 5pan” " {(w ®id)R | w € LY(G)} < LY(G).
It is not difficult to see that L, Ly are in fact unital *-subalgebras, i.e. von Neumann subalgebras of L™ (@) Then

using the bicommutant theorem we see that Re L1 ®Ls. In fact, L1, Lo are globally invariant under the unitary
antipode and scaling group, and satisfy

A@(Ll) cl; ®L1, A@(LQ) C Lo ®L2

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

L*(Gy) = L1, L*(Gs) = Lo,
with comultiplications of @1, @2 restrictions of the comultiplication of G. Denote by
Yeico: LP(G1) = LP(G), ye.co: L?(G2) —» L(G)

the formal inclusion maps; we see that they make Gi,Gs into quantum subgroups of G. In particular, any action
of G can be restricted to G; or Go. As usual, we will denote by 6g,cg,fc,cc the associated strong quantum
homomorphisms.

Remark 6.1. In the special case when G = D(H) is the Drinfeld double of a locally compact quantum group
H we have Gy = H and G = H. Indeed, this is an immediate consequence of the definition of R-matrix:
R = (31 sy @ et sy (WE) (Proposition 7).

We can see the unitary R in four different ways: as an element of LOO( DOLZP(Gy), L*(G)®LZ(G),
( )® LOO( 9) or LOO( )® LOO( ). Let us denote by R12,R1,R2,R this operator, considered as an element

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

(z,cc ®id)(R1,) = Ry,
(6.1) (i ® Oz,cc) (Rys) = Ry
(Og,cc ®id)(RY) = R = (1 ® fg,c6) (Ry).

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

Lemma 6.2. For I € Cg(@l) ye C“(@g) we have
(id®05,26)A% 7 (2) = Ry (id ® s, 6) AL, (3 R,
(Beacc @A) AL () = R, (fc,cc ®id)AL (y)Rz :

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

(id ® id ® 16,<c)(id ® A%ﬁ)(WGI) = Ripog (id ® (id ® 16,c6)Ag, ) (WS )ﬁf[Qg]

or equivalently

~ . ~ %
(6.2) Wﬁlg] (id ® v, gG)(WGl i3] = Ripes)(id ® e, gG)(WGl )[13]Wﬁ12] Rif23)-
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Applying id ® id ® ATA’“ gives
WG1 id® O, cc) (W& )41 (id @ Y6, c6) (WE ) [13]
= R;[zzq Rijog)(id ® O, <) (W) 147 (id @ 16, cc) (WS )3 Wity R1[23]ﬁT[u*]'
Combining this with (6.2]) we get
WG1 (id® GGch)(WGl) 14)(i1d ® 16, 26) (W )13
= R1[24]ﬁ1[23] (id ® fg, <) (W© )[14]R1[23]Wﬁ12] (id ® Y6,26) (WO ) 13) ﬁ:[;::]
= Ripq (id ® e, <) (W) 1y W R (1 (i @ 16, <) (WE sy,

hence after cancelling of (id ® 15, cc)(W®! )13) and cutting of the third leg we get

~ AT . ~ AT UK
(6.3) Wiy (d ® O, 26) (W) 137 = Ryjs(id © Oz, 26) (W) g W3y Rifag)-
Applying id ® ATA’“ ® id we have

AT, UR

ATU AU . ~ A UK s
Wﬁlg]WGl (1d ® 9G1 CG)(WGl )[14] = R1[24] R1[34] (1d ® bg, gG)(WGl )[14]W[ ]W[121R1[34] R1[24]
and similarly combining this with (6.3) we arrive at

3 0 1 /Y : n 1 1 Hu*
Wﬁlz] (d® eGlgG)(WG )[13] = R1[23] (id® eGlgG)(WG )[13]W(ﬁ2]R1[23]
or equivalently
. . ~ U0 SUu . . ~ u 1 A uk
(id ® (id ® b, EG)A@; p)(WGl) = R1[23] (id ® (id ® b, EG)A@l )(WG )R1[23]-
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 ﬁlg, ﬁl, ﬁg, R. Proposition [£.13] tells us that we do not risk running
into an ambiguity by writing simply MXN. For example, assume that M carries an action of G; and N an action
of G, then we can define the braided tensor product using the bicharacter f{l. We could also restrict the action
G ~ N to Gy and define MX N using ﬁlg — 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 [y introduced in Section

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

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

(2) If Gy ~ M,G ~ N, then there is a unique action Gy ~ MXN such that the embeddings of M,N are
Gy -equivariant (considering the restricted action G1 ~ N). If the representations UM, UN implement the
actions on M,N, then UM @ (UN lg,) implements the action on MKXN.

(3) If G ~ M,Go ~ N, then there is a unique action Go ~ MXN such that the embeddings of M,N are
Ga-equivariant (considering the restricted action Go ~ M). If the representations UM UN implement the
actions on M,N, then (UM|g,) @ UN implements the action on MK N.

Note that in cases (1), (2), (3) braided tensor product is constructed using respective bicharacter R, Ry, Ro.

Proof. Notice first that if there is an action on MXN 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 (1)). We claim that the map
(6.4) MMN 3z — (UM UMN*(1®2)(UM @ UY) e L(G)QMXN)

is well defined, and that the embeddings of M, N are equivariant; then (G4]) is the desired action of G. Take
m € M,n € N. We have

(6.5) UMeUN)*(1®@w(n ))(UM@UN):U[ UL (L ® L ® Uiy U
)®

= Ull5(1®1®@n)U[5 = ([d®w)a™(n) € L?(G)RMEN).
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Next, using the universal version of (2.7,
(UM @UN)* (1@ en(m) (UM @ UN) = UNKUN: (6 ® dn)(R™) 23112 (931 ® ) (R ) Uy U,
(1d @ i @ &) (VT 55 VT 25 R mgz (id @ 61 ® o) (Riag WEQ]WF 5))

= (Id® ¢u ® ¢>N>(<1d ® A"p><wG*>R[23]>m[2 (id ® drr ® o) (Rpgg) (id @ AZ) (W)
( )

= ( i3

(6.6)

wk

id® oM ® on ( (231(1d ® Ag )(WG*))m[z] (id ® oM ® én)((1d ® Ag ) (W )ﬁps])
om @ on)(R 1\1/[2*U [13]"[2] Uiz Uiy (6m ® ¢N)(f{u)f§3]
= (id® )™ (m) e LOO(G)®(M@N).

Equations ([@.3]), (6:6) prove that (6.4]) is well defined and that the embeddings ¢y, tx are equivariant.
(Case (2)). Define the map

(6.7) MEN 5z — (UM (UN1g,)*(1®2) (UM e (UNg,)) € L (G1)®MEN).

As in case (1), we need to show that this map is well defined and that the embeddings of M, N are equivariant.
Recall that the restricted action G; ~ N is implemented by UN lg, and ¢nbg,cc (Section ). A calculation
analogous to (6.3]) shows that ¢y is equivariant. Next, using Lemma [6.2]

Mo (UM Gl))*(1®LM( m)) (UM © (UN1g,))

= (UN] ¢ )13 [12 ] (dm ® ¢N)(R1) 231M 2] (PM ® ¢N)(R1) (23] U[l\flz](UN [G, ) [13]

= ([d®@ém ® ¢N)((1d ® (id® 9Gch)AOP )(ITE*) R1[23])7”[2 (id ® oM ® ¢N)(R1 23 ([d® (Id® 9GICG)AOP )(W))
= (¢ ® &n) (R) )23 (1A ® ¢ © ¢N9G1CG)(Wﬁ§TWﬁ§T) (2(ld @ om ® ¢N9G1§G)(W[13]Wﬁ12])(¢M ® on)(Ry )2s]
= (&m ® &n) (R)) s U5z Uy (6 ® 6x) (R) oz = (id @ inn)a™ (m) € L (G)@MEN),

which proves the claim. Case (3) can be proven in an analogous way. a

Corollary 6.4. Let M,I\N/I,N,N be von Neumann algebras and ¥;: M — I\N/I,ﬁg: N - N normal, completely
bounded maps.

(1) G~ M, 1\7[ N, N and 191, ¥9 are G-equivariant, then ¥, X ¢ is G-equivariant.
(2) If G; ~ M, M G ~ N, N ¥ is Gp-equivariant and 15 is G-equivariant, then ¢; X 5 is Gi-equivariant.
(3) G~ M, M Gy ~ N, N 1 is G-equivariant and 5 is Ga-equivariant, then 17 X 45 is G-equivariant.

Proof. We prove (1), the proof of the remaining assertions being analogous. Take z € M,y € N. Denote by
M, iN the embeddings into MXIN and by ¢+, 13 the embeddings into MXN. The claim follows from the following
calculation on generators:

M (9 895) (enr (@)en () = BN (155 (91 (2)) 05 (92(9)) = (1d ® t57) @™ (91 (2)) (id ® 15 )2 (92 (1))
= (ild® Lmﬁl)aM (2)(id® LNﬁQ)O[N(y) = ([d® (1 K ) ((id ® LM)aM () (Id® LN)aN (y))
= (id ® (¥ K 2))a™MEN (1p1(2)en (9)).
O

The coherence property proved in Proposition [£.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 (1) of Proposition [6.3] gives us a canonical action G ~ MX N, which can be restricted to G,
or Ga. We can also consider restricted actions G; ~ M or Gy ~ N, then parts (2) and (3) of Proposition [63]
give us respectively: an action G; ~ MXN on the braided tensor product constructed using Rl, and an action
G2 ~ MXN on the braided tensor product constructed using Rg

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

(1) G1 ~ MKRIN is the restriction of G ~ MKN to Gy,
(2) Go ~ MXN is the restriction of G ~ MXN to Gs.
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Proof. Choose UM, UN, implementations of actions G ~ M,N on some Hilbert spaces Hu, Hx. According to
Proposition 6.3} the action G; ~ MXN is implemented by (UM I,) @ (UN lg, ), hence claim (1) follows from

(UM1e,) @ (UN1g,) = (UM g, )z (UN 16, )13 = (id ® pmfle, ce ® dnbe,cc)(id @ Aé’fp)(w@l)
= (id® (ém ® oN) AL 05, c6) (W) = (UM @ UV,

Case (2) is analogous. O

Next we want to prove an associativity of braided tensor product; MX(NXP) = (MXN)XP. The minimal
situation when both sides of this equality make sense, is when M, N, P are von Neumann algebras equipped with ac-
tions Gy ~ M,G ~ N, Gy ~ P. Then we have canonical actions Gy ~ N@P, Gy ~ MXN and the second braided
tensor product is well defined. Choose arbitrary representations and implementations of actions on Hy, Hy, Hp,
then both MX(NXP) and (MXN)X P are subspaces of B(Hy ® Hy ® Hp).

Proposition 6.6. The von Neumann algebras MX(NXP) and (MXIN)XP in B(Hy ® Hx ® Hp) 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 MKX(NXP), MXN)XP also in another way; using
respectively RQ, R, and R R,. In this situation (the obvious modification of) Proposition [G.6] still holds, by
Propositions [£13] 6.8l A similar remark applies when N carries an action of G or both M, N are equlpped
with an action of G.

(2) When G ~ M (or G ~ P or both), then Proposition equips the iterated braided tensor product with
a canonical action of G2 (or G; 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[6.8. The action G, ~ NX P is implemented by (UN |, )@U" = (id®(¢N§G2gg®¢p)A%’°p)\N@2,
hence ¢y gp = (¢N9G2CG ® (bp)A" P, Using this and ([6.1) we have
ME(NEP)
= 5pan """ {(6m ® by g p) Riz)min) (6 © b p) (Ri) *pa) | m e M,w € NEIP}

=span” " {(¢m ® ¢N9G2CG ® ¢P)(R12 [12] R12[13 ym (¢M ® ¢NGGQCG ® ¢P)(R12[13]R12[12])9U[23]
| meM,ze NXP}

= 5pan " " { (¢ ® dnlg,cc ® ¢P)(f{11L2[12] IA{11L2[13])77”L[1] (om ® ¢nOg,cc ® ¢P)(ﬁ71l;[13]ﬁ71l;[12])

(éx ® ép) (Ry) (231712 (dn ® 6p)(Ry)yaypys) | m € Myn € N,p e P}
=span” " {(¢m ® I ® ¢P)(ﬁ71l[12] IA{11L2[13])77”L[1] (M @ I ® ¢P)(ﬁ11§[13] ﬁ?[ﬂ;m)

(N ® ¢P)(ﬁg)[23]n[2] (N ® QbP)(ﬁg)Eg]p[?)] |meM,neN,peP}

and on the other hand, since G; ~ MXN is implemented by UM @ (UN[¢,) with ¢, = (oM ® ngHGlcg)Aé’Op
(MEN)X P
= 5pan (G n ® 0p) Ri)ypz) (S n ® ¢p) (Rya)*pps) | y € MEIN, p € P}

O ~ AU AU ~ A~ Uk A UK
= 5pan """ {(¢m ® énbg, e ® ¢P)(R12[23]R12[13] )y[21(dm ® onbg,ce ® ¢P)(R12[13]R12[23] )P[3]
| ye MKIN,p e P}

= 5pan " {(pm ® onfc,cc ® ¢P)(R12 23]R12 13) (dm @ ¢N)(R1)[12]m[1 (oM ® ¢N)(R1)[12]”[ 2]

(oM ® ¢N9G1gG ® ¢p)(R12[13]R12[23] )prz) | meM,neN,pe P}
=span” """ {(¢m @ Pn ® ¢P)(ﬁ5[23]ﬁﬁ2[13]ﬁ71l[12])m[l] (oM ® ¢N)(ﬁ71l)>[k12]n[2]

(oM ® dN ® ¢P)(ﬁ?§[131ﬁ;[*23] )p3) | meM,neN,peP}.
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Observe (using Lemma [6.2)) that we have a version of the Yang-Baxter equation (c.f. Proposition [23)):
R2[23]R12[13]R1[12] = (i[d®0g,cc ® id)(R12[23]R12[13])R1[12] = (ld®6bg,cc ® id)(Aéylop ® id)(R12)R1[12]

~uk AU
1

= ﬁ?[u] (id ® é\GlgG ® id)(Aél ® id)(ﬁﬁz)Ruu]R [12] = ﬁ?[u] (id ® é\GlgG ® id)(ﬁ%[w] ﬁ?2[23])
= ﬁ?[u] ﬁ??[l:%] f{12L[23]-
Using this twice, we further have
(MEN)X P
=5pan” " {(¢m ® oN @ ¢P)(ﬁ?[12]ﬁ?2[13]ﬁ;[23])m[l] (oM ® ¢N)(ﬁ?)>[k12]"[2]
(oM @ N ® ¢P)(ﬁ?;[13]ﬁ;[*23] )p3) | meM,neN,peP}
=span” """ {(¢m @ Pn ® ¢P)(ﬁ¥[12]ﬁ?2[13])m[1] (oM ® N ® ¢P)(ﬁ11l;k[13] ﬁ?[ﬁz])
(oM ® dN ® ¢P)(ﬁﬁ[m]ﬁ;[m]ﬁg[%]ﬁ?[*u])n[Q] (oM ® dN ® ¢P)(ﬁ11§[13]ﬁ;;23] )p3) | meM,neN,pe P}
=span” " {(pm @ oN @ ¢P)(ﬁ71l[12]ﬁ?2[13])m[1] (oM ® dN ® ¢P)(f{11§[13] IA{11L[*12])
(én1 ® dx ® bp) (Roposy Riaiay gz (dm ® dn @ ¢P)(ﬁg[13] ﬁ;[*m] )pi3) | m e M,neN,pe P}
=span” " {(pm @ on @ ¢P)(ﬁ?[12]ﬁ?2[13])m[1] (Pm ® dN ® ¢P)(f{?;k[13] ﬁ?[ﬁz])
(oM ® PN ® ¢P)(ﬁ;[23])”[2] (oM ® N ® ¢P)(ﬁ;Ek23] )pi3) | meM,neN,pe P},

which shows equality MMX(NX P) = (MK N)X P. Note that our calculation shows that generators in both descrip-
tions are equal; we have an equality of embeddings. O

Corollary 6.8. For a finite family My,..., M, (n_ > 2) of von Neumann algebras equipped with actions of G, we
can define their braided tensor product M; - --KM,. It is a von Neumann algebra equipped with embeddings
i, : My » My - XM, (1 <4< n) and the unique action of G such that ty, (1 <4 < n) are equivariant.

In other words, we can define M; X - - - IM,, 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 (G,f{) be a quasi-triangular locally compact quantum group and (M_,,w_,)(n € N) G-von Neumann
algebras together with chosen faithful, normal, G-invariant states. In this section, we will define infinite braided
tensor product @;zoo(M_n, w_p). This will be a von Neumann algebra carrying a canonical action of G, together
with equivariant embeddings.

Represent M_,, in the standard way on L*(M_,) and let Q_, be the unique unit vector in the standard
positive cone, such that w_,(m) = (Q_,|mQ_,) for m € M_,, ([I5, Lemma 2.10]). Let H be the infinite tensor
product ®}_.(L*(M_,),Q_,), see [46, Section 1 XIV]. For N € N, consider M_yX---KIM_; represented on
L2(M_y)®---®L*(M_,) and its amplification

Py ={1%°®z|ze M_yH---BIM_1} € B(®,_,(L*(M_,),Q_,)).

The sequence (Py)%_; is increasing. Indeed, this follows directly from the definition; one of the generators of
M—N—lg(M—N@' . -gM_l) is 1 ®x for x € M_N@- . -@M_l.

Definition 7.1. We define the infinite braided tensor product of the family (M_,,,w_,) (n € N) as

og-WOT

o0
Moo Mo, w_n) = | J {182 @2 |z e M_y K- HM_y} S B(®)_s (L2(M_,), 2_)).
N=1
Next, for 1 < k < K we define embeddings
(7.1) g M_psz— 19°® LM:SEMEM’I (x) e @i:w(M_n,w_n)

X -XM_,

where Lﬁ:: is the canonical embedding of M_j, into M_x X---KM_; (see Corollary G.5).

Remark 7.2.
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(1) If the action G ~ M_,, is trivial for all n € N, then @;zw(M_n,w_n) coincides with the usual infinite
tensor product, compare Example BTl (the same is true, if G is classical and R = 1). Consequently, the

structure of the von Neumann algebra @izoo(l\/[,n, w_y) depends on the choice of states w_,, ([46, Section
X1V]).

(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

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

Lemma 7.3. The embeddings t_i (k € N) are well defined.

Proof. Fix 1 < k < K. We want to show that +_; does not depend on K. This is an easy consequence of Corollary
6.8 as follows:

XX 1 X..X X X...X 1 _ L XX 1
oy M () = [ B ) MOV BN () @R ) Mk BN

for x € M_y. O

Proposition 7.4. There exists a unique action of G on E;:w(M_n,w_n) which makes the embeddings v_y, (k € N)
equivariant.

Before we prove this proposition, we need a lemma concerning standard implementations. We can be more
general: let o : H ~ N be an action of a locally compact quantum group on a von Neumann algebra, p strictly
positive, self-adjoint operator affiliated with L*(H) and w an n.s.f. weight on N which is p-invariant (see [47]
Definition 2.3]). Assume furthermore Ag(p) = p ® p, or equivalently Ag(p®) = p ® p* (t € R). Represent N
on its standard Hilbert space L?(N), identified with the GNS Hilbert space H, for w. Let UN be the standard
implementation of action, i.e. the one introduced irlJ [47, Definition 3.6]).

Lemma 7.5. Forne N, and v € N, such that Ay(x) € Dom(p'/?) we have aN(n)(y ® 1) € Nugw and
(7.2) UN*(p' Ay (2) ® Ao (1)) = Aygu (™ (n)(z @ 1)).

In particular, if w is a G-invariant faithful normal state on N and Qn € H,, is the unit vector in the standard
positive cone which implements w, then UN (£ ® Qn) = € ® Qx for £ € L*(H).

Proof. The first part can be proved by first establishing the existence of a unitary representation satisfying (7.2)
along the lines of [I3l Théoreme 2.9], and then by reasoning analogous to [47, Proposition 4.3] (which is exactly
our claim for p = §!). For the second part, if p = 1 and w = wgq,, then for z € N, we have

UN*(Ap(2) ® ) = UM ¥ (Ay(2) @ Aus(1)) = Apgu (@™ (1)(z @ 1)) = Ay(2) ® O,

and the claim follows by approximation. a

Proof of Proposition[74]. The images of the maps t_x(k € N) generate the whole von Neumann algebra, hence

uniqueness of the action G ~ Eil:oo(M_n, w_y) is clear. We need to show its existence. In the rest of the proof, legs
of L(G)®@B(®)_ (L*(M_,),Q_,)) will be numbered by 1,..., -3, -2, —1. Let UM-» € L*(G)®B(L*(M_,)) be

M_

the standard implementation of the action a™-". We claim that the sequence of unitaries (UMZAJ’V] Y ])ﬁz 1

[1, [1,—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 © € L?(G) ® (®}_(L*(M_,),Q_,)), the sequences (U[l\l/lzfjv] . 1\1/[_11 @)
and (U [1\1/1 111>]k - U [1\1/1 f;ﬁ@)ﬁﬂ are Cauchy. Since we are dealing with bounded sequences, it is enough to c0n51der

vectors in a linearly dense subset, so take © = £® (---®Q_p_1 ®() for some £ € L*(G), ke N,( e L’ (M_,) ®---®
L2(M_1). In this case, both sequences are eventually constant. Indeed, for N > k we have using Lemma [7.5]
M_ M- M_ M_g 1 M_
U[l —N N]©T [1 —1] 0= U B Nl T U[1,—kk—1] (U[l,—kk] o [1 —1 ER( - ®N0 41 ® O))
U[1 —k] [1,71](§®("'®Q—k—1®0)-

In particular, this shows that (U[l\fiN N UMfl]@) ﬁ:l is Cauchy. Similarly, using again Lemma [7.5]

UL U2 = U Up J (O 2 UM €@ (- @ 2 1))

= Uy [“ffk]* (E® (- ®Qk-1®)).

3More precisely, because we want UN to be a representation of H, we take the adjoint of the unitary from [47].



BRAIDED TENSOR PRODUCT OF VON NEUMANN ALGEBRAS 27

We can conclude that there is a unitary U such that U[ x U[M ', —— U in soT*. Using the bicommutant

N 1 11 N,

theorem, we easily see that U € L (G)®@B(®L_ (L*(M_,),Q_,)). 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 € N and x € M_j. Using Corollary [6.§ we have

U*(1® g (2))U = soT—lim U 1% .. U[1 TA@ k(@)U Ny Up 2y

N -1
=aMm“'ml(L,,;kg“'”*(w))ﬂ,_k,__,_ - <ld®LM VBN Mok () oy = (1 ® ) (M (),
This shows that the map
_ .

XM, w_p) 32— U*(1Q®2)U € L*(G)®(X,,_ . (M_p,w_p))

is well defined, and defines an action G ~ Eil:oo(M_n, w_y) for which the embeddings ¢_(k € N) are equivariant.
O

Remark 7.6.

(1) It follows from the proof of Proposition [} that if UM~ are the standard implementations of actions

M-vn. G ~ M_,, then the action G ~ Eil:w(M_n,w_n) is implemented by the unitary representation

(7.3) sOT*— lim Uy -+ Ul =) € L2 (G)@B(®h—os (L7 (M), Q).

N—

(2) If G is a classical locally compact group, we can take R = 1 as the R-matrix. In this case Proposition [74]
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 MXN and normal functionals w,v for which one cannot define functional “w X v”. 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 ]HI ~ M;G ~ N be locally compact quantum groups acting on von Neumann algebras,
and X € L*(H)® LOO( ) a bicharacter. Recall that to construct the braided tensor product, we choose arbitrary
representations M € B(Hy ), N € B(Hy) and implementations UM = (id ® ¢n)WH, UN = (id ® ¢n) W of these
actions. Then

MEN = 5pan " " {(¢m ® ¢x)(X")(m © 1) (ém ® ¢n) (X")* (L ®n) | m e M,n € N} € B(Hy ® Hy),

which is a von Neumann algebra independent (up to canonical isomorphism) of the above choices. If the action
H ~ M is trivial, then we can take ¢y to be the counit, and by Remark we obtain MXN = M®N. Similarly,
if the action G ~ N is trivial, then MXIN = M®N. The same conclusion holds for X* = 1 and arbitrary actions.

8.2. Example 2. Let H ~ M,G ~ N be locally compact quantum groups acting on von Neumann algebras, and
X e L°(H)® L*(G) a bicharacter. Assume that the action G ~ N is inner. More precisely, let UN = (id ® ¢n)WE
be a representation s.t. UN € L®(G)®N and oN(n) = UN*(1 ®n)UYN is an action of G on N. In other words, the
action o is cocycle equivalent to the trivial action ([47, Definition 1.5]). For example, we can take UN = WG and
N = LOO(@) or N = B(L*(G)). Represent N on Hy, M on Hy and let UM = (id ® én) W™ be an implementation
of the action a™: H ~ M.

Proposition 8.1. In this situation we have MXN = M®N, as an equality of subsets of B(Hy ® Hx).
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Proof. Recall that X* = (& ® id)W® = (id ® )W (Lemma[ZH). First we perform an auxilliary calculation
MEN = 5pan "™ { (¢m ® on) (X")(m @ 1) (ém ® én)(X*)* (1@ n) | m € M, n € N}
= 5pam N (fm ® on D) (W) (m © 1) (91 @ onB)(WH)*(1 @) | m e M,n e N}
— 5pan bw¢®%4vﬂﬂu®mxm@®¢mﬂw%m®lhm|meMnem
= 5pan VO { (o N @ id) oM (m) (n ® 1)) gy | M€ M, € N}

o-WOT {

Note that ¢yN®'N: C&(H)** — N, hence using the universal version of the Podles condition (Proposition IR) we
can continue

MXN = span” \’VOI{((¢VN¢VN ®id
= m"“"o"‘{((qb‘&N(I)VN ®id) (M (m)(z® 1)) (n® ]1)) | m € M,z € Cj(H)**, n e N}

)M (m) (@K N ()n ® 1)) 1,y | m e M,z € CH(H)**,n e N}
)

= m”‘“’m‘{((qf&N&)VN ®id)(z®@m) (n®1) )[21 | me M,z e C{(H)**, ne N}
)

= span"'wo'l‘{m(@(b‘l(]N(i)VN( z)n |meM,ze Cy(H)**, ne N} = M®N.

By Proposition [4.14] a claim similar to Proposition [R.I] holds if H ~ M is inner.

8.3. Example 3. Let M,N be von Neumann algebras equipped with actions oM: R~ M, o¥: R ~ N, and
X = WE e L°(R)QL®(R) be the Kac-Takesaki operator. Then MK 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 o™ in an
arbitrary way. Next, represent N on L?(R)® N via the (injective) normal map o, and take for the implementation
of the action o the unitary W¥® 1 = (id ® (73 ® 1))(W™). Then for m € M,n € N we have

mi(m)in(n) = (om ®@1d)(WH)[121(m @ 1® 1)(pm ® id)(WH)i 0™ (n) 1251 = M (m)parja™ (n) 2).

Hence we see that, up to passing between left and right actions, MX N is isomorphic with the crossed product of
Houdayer. This construction was used in [I9] to produce an uncountable family of pairwise non-isomorphic type
ITT; factors which are non-full, and have the same 7 invariant [I9, 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 “wXv” of equivariant functionals is always well defined (Proposition 5], it might not exist without
the equivariance assumption (see Proposition [8.3)).

Let us identify R with R via the pairing (¢, 2) = e2™€_ For a € R, let (R, R,) be a quasi-triangular (classical)
locally compact quantum group R with an R-matrix ﬁa(f, n) = 2™ (¢ n e f&) For n € —N, consider M,, =
L%(T), for T < C the unit circle, with the usual faithful normal state w, = ST given by integration with respect to
the normalised Lebesgue measure. Fix the action a™»: R ~ M,, given by rotation, i.e. o™= (f)(x,\) = f(\e?™®)
forz e R,\e T, f € M,, = L®(T), and observe that the state w,, is invariant. Let UM" e L*(R)® B(L?(T)) be the
standard implementation and ,, = 1 € L*(T) the positive unit vector which implements w;,.

We have a “diagonal” action of R on the (non- or trivially- braided) infinite tensor product M = &, (M, w,)
(see [46] Definition 1.6 XIV]). Indeed, take a = 0, then Ro = ]l and M is equal to the infinite braided tensor
product @ni_w(Mn, wy,) and the canonical embeddings My, — &n, o (M,,,wy,) are the usual embeddings onto k’th
tensor factor (Definition [[.I} Remark [T.6). Proposition [[.4] gives us an action a™: R ~ M for which embeddings
are equivariant; this is the diagonal action. Furthermore, by Remark we know that oM is implemented by
representation

UM = sor*—lim Ul -+ Up_y € L (R)®B(®5 1o (L2 (M,,), 24,)).

N [1 _1]
—o0

Let N=M =®,,_ 700(Nn,1/n) be another copy of ®
mented by UM.

Wl (L®(T),§,) with the same diagonal action of R imple-

Fix now a € R\Q. We will be interested in the braided tensor product MX M, constructed using the above
structure. Let us denote by ¢!, :? the canonical embeddings of M into MX M. Since a is irrational, we can choose
ki = 0 and ko, k3, ... € N such that the numbers €27 (n € N) are pairwise distinct. For N e N, let 0 < dx <
be small enough so that the arc Qx = {€*™ | =6y < s < §y} S T satisfies

(8.1) e 2k A e O = & (1< n#n < N).

L
2N
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Set A € L®(T) to be the identity function, define gy = N: A*n and for N e N, K e—N
N n=1

(8.2) Fnix =197 ®1g, @ 12KV e M, Gy =197 @ gy @ 1®UKI7D e M.

Lemma 8.2. For every N € N,K € —N, we have |Fy k| = [loy| = |Gnxll = |gn] = 1, wk(lay) € [0, %],
wr(gn) = 5 and | (Fn,x)*(Gr k)| < -

Proof. The first claim is straightforward: |Fn x| = |[lay| =1 and |G x| = |gn]| = 1 follows from evaluation at
1. Next, wr(lay) < % follows from oy < ﬁ and

N
kn
=%ZJ-)\ dy= 4.

To calculate the norm of Ll(FN,K)LQ (GN,K) it will be most convenient to use Proposition L3l Denote by L}v the
embedding of My, = L®(T) onto the k’th tensor factor, for the first copy of M = &, % (L*(T),w,) and similarly
2 for the second copy of M. We have

~ ~ %k
| (Fn.)* (G )| = [Rapis o™ (Fiv ) pz)Raps o (G s

where the second norm is calculated in B(L*(R)) @ M®B(L*(R))®M. Since aM(Fy k) = (id ® 1k )aMx (1g,) €
LOO(R)(;@(@*I (M,,,wy,)) has non-trivial factors only on legs 1, K (and 1 on the remaining legs), and similarly

n=—uo

MGy k) = (1d® %)M (gy), we have in fact

~ A~k
(8.3) | (Fn ) * (G k)| = [Raps o™ (lay ) pzyRapia o™ (93) s |

A~k ~
= o™= (Lay ) p2iRapiz ™™ (93) 34 Raps I

with norm calculated in B(L?(R))® Mx @ B(L?(R))® M. Next we identify Ry p150M (9n) 34 Raprg)- To do this,
let us introduce the Fourier transform Fg defined via Fg(f = SR @ f(z) dz, which is a unitary identification
between L?(R) and L? (f&) (1n abstract setting, it is taken as the identity). Under this correspondence, AR e vN(R)
is mapped to (-, zy € L®(R) and (¢,-) = €2™¢* € L*(R) to /\]R € vN(R) [I4, Page 102] (we write additional
superscripts to avoid confusion). Using this identification we see that

Ro(1®€)Ra > Ry @A)Ra = ReRa(, =6 + (1@ X)) = (. —a) @ XF ~ N @ (6, € WR)IDL™ (R)
for £ € R, hence as aMx (X)) = (1,-)® X, we obtain

*

N
Rapiz)o oMK (gN)[34 =+ Z R [13] Ak )i341Ra[13]

N N
=~ 2 af13]((kns S A )[34 al13] = % Z ®<kna'>®)\k")[134]-

n=1

We can plug this into (83):

N
| (Fnx) P (Grg)ll = | Z “(Lay )21 Mg, © Kny > @ X134
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To calculate this norm, take any h € L*(R) ® L*(T) ® L*(R) ® L*(T) with norm 1. Using (8I)), we can bound

2
| % Z M (1o, )21 (N, ® (s ) @ N )13y ()|
al 2
- #J- f J- J‘Z O‘MK(lﬂN)[m]()\IEkn®<kna'>®)\k")[134](h)‘ (z, Ay, p) dpdydrdz
RJITIRIT [
N ' )
= ﬁf f f J\Z Loy (AP ) (AE ® (o, ) @ N ) 1341 () (2, Ay, p)|” dpdy dA da
RJITIRIT [
N ) 5
= ﬁf f f J\Z Loy (A" )k, y)p"m h(x — akn, Ay, p)|” dpdy dAda
RJITIRIT [
N ) 5
-1 f f f f\Z Loy A2k )y o, A, y, p)[* dp dy dA da
RJITIRIT [

N
T 2
= ﬁf f f f M 1 riatn 0 AT (R 0" B, Ay, p)| dpdy dAda
rRJIT IR JT

= NLJ- f f f L ezmiann 0 AT ) A2, A, y, p) | dpdy dhdz < gz |h]3 = &>
RJIT JRIT
This ends the proof. O

With this lemma in hand, we can prove the following interesting property of M X M; recall that !, :? denote the
canonical embeddings M — M X M.

Proposition 8.3. There are bounded, normal functionals p,v € My such that there is no k € (MXM)* with
K (@) (y)) = pla)v(y) for z,y € M.

Proof. For N € N, let Fyn _n,Gsv _y be the functions defined in ([82]). Since |1q
states p_n,v_y € L(T) such that p-n(la,y) = 1 von(gsn) = 4.
series

SN | = llgs~|l = 1, we can find

Define functionals p, v via norm convergent

_ —1
Z S ®Wn 1 @@ ®p1eMy, V= Y o @ua 1@ ® - ®vogeM,

n=—0o0

and assume by contradiction that there is x € (MXM)* as in the claim (note that we do not assume that r is
normal). Then using Lemma

(8.4) |5 (H (Fsr )22 (G )| < 81| (Fsn -y )i (Gsn —n)| < 22
and on the other hand, as p,,wy, v, are states, using again Lemma [8.2]

“(Ll(F5N,—N)L2(G5N,—N)) = p(Fs~v _N)V(Gsv )

-N —1 -N —1
= (D) sp-nlon)+ D ghw-n(a)) (D) shvenlon) + D) srrw-n(gn))
n=-—o n=—N+1 n=-—o n=—N+1
-N —N —N —-N
> () gwr-von) () gv-nlom) = () zw3) (X g73) = 7
n=—0o n=—0o n=—0o n=—0u
which contradicts (84) and ||x| < +c0. O

8.5. Example 5. In this subsection we show how one can realise crossed products as braided tensor products.

Let M < B(Hy) be a von Neumann algebra with an action a™: G ~ M of a locally compact quantum group
G, and let UM = (id ® ¢n1)(WE) be an implementation. Consider the bicharacter X = W€ ¢ L*(G)®L*(G). On
L*(G) we have a translation action Ag: G ~ L*(G), hence we can consider the braided tensor product L*(G)XM
defined using this structure.

Proposition 8.4. The von Neumann algebras L™ (@) KM and G x M are unitarily equivalent.
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Proof. Note that the action Ag is implemented by WwE = (id® Wg)W@. By definition

P(G)RM = 5pan ™" {(m¢ ® ¢m) (WO)(2 ® 1) (76 ® 6n) (WE*) (1@ m) | & € L(G),m e M}
and conjugating by the unitary (7¢ @ ¢n)(VWE*) gives

span "OT{(2 ® 1) (e ® n) (W) (1 @ m) (e ® ¢m) (W) | & € L*(G),m e M}
= 5pan” " {(Z@ DUM*(1 @ m)UM | 2 € L(G), m € M}
— 5pan” " {(Z@ 1)aM(m) | £ L°(G),me M} = G x M.

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

Corollary 8.5. There exist braided tensor products of the form LOO(@)@M with the following properties:

(1) L*(G) is of type II, M is of type I and L*(G)XM is of type I,

(2) L (@) is of type III, M is of type I and L™ (@)EM is of type I,

(3) L*(G) and M have w* CBAP but L*(G)XM doesn’t have w* CBAP,

(4) L (@) and M are factors, but Lw(@)@M has diffuse center, in particular is not a factor.

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

Proof. Tt is well known, that if G acts on L*(G) with respect to the translation action Ag, then G x L*(G) is
isomorphic with the type I factor B(L?(G)). This proves existence of examples (1) and (2), when we take for G an
appropriate classical group. Concretely, for type II; take the free group on two generators Fb, for 11, the product
group Fy x (ax +b), where (ax +b) is the “ax +b” group (see [14, Page 260]), and for types III (0 < A < 1) e.g. the
examples constructed in [43] (in the case of types Il III) 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 SL(2,Z) and Z? 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 x B(H) with diffuse center, for a Hilbert space H and a locally compact group
G such that LOO(C:') = vN(Q) is a factor. O

8.6. Example 5. Let T be the circle group and D(T) = T x Z its Drinfeld double, which is a quasi-triangular
quantum group with R-matrix R = (yzep(r) @ yrepr))W' = W%TQB] (Proposition 27). Set M = N = L*(T), fix
¢ € T and equip M, N with actions

MoTAM: o =Ar, o) : ZAN: ()N = F(CFN)

and let o't Z ~ M, off: T ~ N be the trivial act1ons Since T,Z are classical, the Yetter-Drinfeld condition is
met and by Proposition 20 we obtain actions o™, a™N of D(T). For the implementation of the action o}l we can
take the identity, and for the implementation of the trivial actions the respective counits. We let UN-Z, ¢n,z be the
standard implementation of o). By Proposition 210l we obtain implementations ¢u, ¢n of the actions of D(T).
In this situation, we can consider two braided tensor products MXN, NX M, both constructed with respect to R.

Proposition 8.6. MXN is equal to the tensor product M®N = LP(T)® L*(T), while NKM is isomorphic with
Z x N. In particular, if ¢ = €*™@ with v € R\Q, then NXM is isomorphic with the injective 11y factor and
MXN % NXM.

Compare this result with Proposition [4.14]

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

MBEN = 5pan """ {(¢m @ 6n)(R)(f @ 1) (om @ ¢x)(R1)* (1@ ) | f € M, g e N}
= 5pan """ {(i[d @ er ® £2 ® dn,2)(Wing) ) (f @ 1) (i[d ® e7 ® 62 ® dn,2) (W) ) (1 ® 9) | f € M, g € N}
=span’ ""{f®g | feM,ge N} = M®N.
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If we take the braided tensor product with swapped factors, we get
NEM = span” """ {(¢x © du) (R) (g ® 1) (éx @ bu)(R)*A® f) | g€ N, f € M)
=5pan """ {(e2 ® ¢n,z ®id ® 1) (Wing) ) (f ® 1)(e2 ® dnz ®id ® e1) (W) )* (1 ® 9) | f € M, g € N}
= span " {(on .z @ id) (W) (f ® 1)(¢n 2 ®1d)(WH)*(L®yg) | f € M, g€ N}.
If we apply the flip, we get the isomorphic von Neumann algebra

(8.5) span ” " {(id ® on 2) (W) * (1® f)(id ® ¢n,2)(WH) (g ® 1) | f € M, g € N}.

Since M = N = L*(T) = L*(Z), we recognise in ([83H) the crossed product Z x N.

Assume now that ¢ = e?™® with x € R\Q. Then it is well known that the action Z ~ L*(T) (called the
irrational rotation) is free and ergodic, hence Z x L*(T) is a factor [46, Corollary XIII 1.6]. It is type II; by [46]
Theorem XIIT 1.7] and injective by [46], Theorem XV 3.16]. O

9. APPENDIX

9.1. Implementation of an isomorphism.

Let G,H be isomorphic locally compact quantum groups. As explained in subsection 2] this means that we
have compatible isomorphisms 6: C4(G) — C¥(H), 6,: Co(G) — Co(H), v: L*(G) — L*(H) which respect to
the comultiplications. By taking the dual morphism, we get isomorphisms : Cu(H) — C¥(G), f,: Co(H) —
Co(G), 3: LP(H) — L®(G). Since our von Neumann algebras L*(G) = B(L*(G)), L*(H) = B(L?*(H)) are
in standard position, by [45, Theorem IX 1.14] there is a unique unitary v: L*(G) — L?*(H) which satisfies
Juv = vJg, vBy, = P, and implements v in the sense that y(x) = vav* (z € L*(G)). Similarly, there is a unique
unitary 9: L?(H) — L?(G) which implements 7 and satisfies Jgv = vJg, VP, = Py, Here pg is the left Haar
integral on G and Py, < L*(G) 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 € Ny, and w € LY(K) such that (w® id)WX e N
Then (Apy ()| Ay ( (0 @ I)WE )} = w(z®).

Proof. Define the subspace ¢ = {v e L'(K) | Ie=0¥yem,, [V(y*)| < CAg,(y)[}, and similarly its dual version

j\g Ll(]IA{). By the construction of the dual Haar integral [27, Page 75|, we have that {(v ® id)WX | v e ¢}
forms a o-s0T* x | - || core for A, and (A, (2)|Ap, (v ®id)WE)) = v(2*) for z € N, ,v e . Consequently we

—~

can find nets w; € # (iel), ©;€ #Z(j € J) such that
(wi @ )WH 2225, (@)WY, Ay, (@i ®Id)WS) — Ay ((w @ id)W*)
€ €

and

R o-sor* ~ . K
(& ®id)W* %’ 2, A (&) ®IWH) o7 Do (2).

Using this, we calculate
B @) | Ay (@ @TOWH)) = ity (A (@ @ T)WF) | A (i @ I)WS)),
IR TIET (A o K i T (5 ) K T Tim o K
= lim lim w; (((©; @ I)W)*) = lim i (&; ® wi) W** = lim lim &; ((wi @ 1d)W*)

— 1lim&; ((w ® id)WE) = lim (@ @ 0, ) WE* = lim@( (&; ® id)WK) = T(z) = w(z*).
jeJ JjeJ gedJ

Proposition 9.2. We have 0 = v*.

Proof. Observe first that oy o v is a n.s.f. weight on L®(G) and for z € L*(G)*,w € L*(G)* we have, using the
strong form of left invariance [27, Proposition 3.1]

i 07 ((w®id)Ag (7)) = pu((Wr™! ®@id)Ar(v(#))) = wy™ (1)eu(v(x)) = w(B)pu(y(@)),
which shows that ¢p o v is left invariant. Uniqueness of Haar integrals [50, Theorem 3.5] gives ¢ > 0 such that
om0 = t"%pg. In particular v restricts to a bijection My, — N, and vy o0 0?6 = g¥% oy (s € R). Define

vt LA(G) — LA(H): vohpe(2) = thyp, (4(2)) (o € M),
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One easily sees that vy is well defined and extends to a unitary map. We claim that v9 = v. For z; € M, such
that 21 € Dom(o /2) oﬁg(z)* € M, we have

JavoA g (1) = tAg (0775 (7(21))") = tAg (v(0f5(21)")) = voJe Ay (21).
Density of the space of vectors Ay, (z1) 41, Theorem 10.20] shows Juvg = voJg. For zs € L¥(G),z3 € N, we
have

V(@2)thpy (V(w3)) = tApy (V(2223)) = vox205v0Ap (73) = voT2vgt Ay, (T3)

which shows y(z2) = voz2vd, i.e. vo implements +. Finally, by [41, Equation (3), page 355] we have
¢ = {x‘]GAGDG('T) | T e gﬁ%@ N mﬁﬂ@*}

and similarly for *B,,. Consequently
vomﬂ; = {UOxJGASDG (:L') |1' € mtp@ N mtpa*} = {V(SC)JHUOASDG(:C) | TE mtp@ N m@@@*}
= {7(@)Juluy (v(z)) |2 € Ny N mapc*} ={yJud,y(v) |y € Ny, 0 ms@m*} = Pos-

Uniqueness of the standard implementation [I5] Theorem 2.3] allows us to conclude vp = v. An analogous argument
gives

(9.1) VA, (Y) = A (V1)) (Y€ Ny,)

wy € LY(H) we have

for some 7 > 0. Next, for z3 € N,
(w1 ®id)(WH)tAy, (v(23)) = tAp, (w1 ®id)Am(y(3))) = tAp, (7((w1y ®id)Ag(x3)))
= VAo (W17 ®1d)Ag(23)) = v(w1y ® id)(W)Apg (23) = v ((wr ®id)(WH)) v vA g (3)
= v7((w1 ®id)(WH))v*tAy, (v(23)),
hence (w; ®id)(WH*) = vy ((w1 ® id)(WH*))v*. A density argument shows that v* implements 7.
Take 7 € My,
we calculate

<vAw(ﬂ?)lvAwG(z)>=<Aw@(f?)|/\%(x)>=@(:?*) =B H@)*) = (A, GTI(@ ))\AW((WOV@)M)WH»
= (A, T @N[As ( (@ @I WE)) ) = (A, (7 ItAW 7)) = {7 A, (@) |0 ()

Density of the space of vectors of the form Ay (x) shows vA, (Z) = t7'A,.(371(Z)). Equation (@I gives
=t~ 1 —1 *

and z € Ny, of the form z = (HRid)WE (see the previous lemma or [27, Page 75]). Using Lemma

Ay, (7HR)) = r‘lﬁ*AW (Z), hence again by a density argument we find v = v*. Taking norms gives

t=r=! and v = 5* as claimed. O

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 — M ® L*(G) 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 oa™: M — L*(G)®M is a left action, then
xa: M — M®L*(G°P) is a right action of G? on M, and (ju ® Rg)xaMjy : M?? — M?®L*(G) is a right
action of G on M (jp: M — M is the canonical #-linear, antimultiplicative map which can be spatially realised
as jm = Ju(-)*Jym when M € B(L?(M)) and Jy 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 € M(K(Hy) ® Co(G))
satisfying (id ® Ag)U = Upg1Upis)- Any such U can be written as U = (¢y ® id)V® for a non-degenerate #-

homomorphism ¢y : Cj ((é) — B(Hyp) (G G’ is the “right dual”). Then we say that U (or ¢y) implements the
right action a: M G if M € B(Hy) and a(m) = U(m ® 1)U* (m € M).

Let us (partially) indicate how our results change when passing to right conventions First, with a bicharacter
X e LOO( )®L°°( ) we associate its right version X' = (Ja ®j@)(2§)* e L*(M)Q@L*(G). It has the lift X* ¢
M(C 0( )® Cg( )). Next, in the right setting, the definition of braided flip operators and braided tensor product
change. Let U = (¢y ®id)VHE, V = (¢y ®id)V® be right representations, then we define

UXY = (dy ® ¢u)(X")*: Hy ® Hy — Hy ® Hy.
If M~ H,N G are right actions implemented by UM = (¢ ®id)VE, UN = (¢x ®id)VE, then one defines
MXN = span” ™" {ip(m)en(n) | m € M, n € N}
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where (writing Ny¢M = UT U™
mi(m) =m @1 (meM), w(n)="XMn@L)XM)* = (du ® ¢n)(X*)* (1@ n)(dm ® ¢x)(X") (n € N).
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