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9 THE PLANAR ALGEBRA OF A FIXED POINT SUBFACTOR

TEODOR BANICA

Abstract. We consider fixed point subfactors (P ⊗ A)G ⊂ (P ⊗ B)G. In the case
[A,B] = 0, which basically covers all known examples, we show that the planar algebra
of such a subfactor is of the form P (A ⊂ B)G, with G acting in some natural sense on
the “bipartite graph” algebra P (A ⊂ B). We comment on the possible Tannaka-Galois
duality arising from this result, and on the problem of “spatially” lifting this duality.

Introduction

Let N ⊂ M be an inclusion of II1 factors. The theory of “continuous dimension” of
Murray and von Neumann provides the good framework for measuring the size of M ,
viewed as N -module. This is a number in [1,∞], called index.

Jones proved in [20] that the index is “quantized”, its precise range being the set
{4 cos2(π/n)|n = 3, 4, 5, . . .} ∪ [4,∞]. Jones’ proof uses a positivity argument applied to
a certain representation of the Temperley-Lieb algebra, which appears naturally in the
context of the subfactor. It was later on realized that the index restriction is rather a
general property of a certain invariant associated to N ⊂ M , called planar algebra [23].

There are several questions arising from Jones’ work. Of particular interest are those
where both M,N are isomorphic to the Murray-von Neumann hyperfinite factor R:

(1) What are the possible values of the index, in the irreducible (N ′ ∩ M = C) and
hyperfinite case? This question, asked in [20], is still open.

(2) A finer question: what are the possible values of the associated planar algebra, in
the irreducible and hyperfinite case?

These questions are generally considered to be extremely difficult. In the non-hyperfinite
case, however, a whole series of results is available. Popa axiomatized in [27] the standard
invariants of subfactors, later on recognized by Jones in [23] as being the planar algebras.
Shlyakhtenko and Ueda proved in [29] that any number λ > 4 appears as index of an
irreducible subfactor of the free group factor L(F∞), then Popa and Shlyakhtenko proved
in [28] that any planar algebra can be realized by a subfactor of L(F∞).

These key properties of L(F∞) don’t extend of course to the general case. For instance
Vaes constructed in [31] an “exotic” II1 factor, having no non-trivial subfactors.
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Now back to the hyperfinite case, several general results are available here as well.
Popa showed in [26] that in the amenable case, the planar algebra completely determines
the subfactor. In the non-amenable case this is no longer true, due to a counterexample
constructed by Bisch, Nicoara and Popa in [13]. A whole series of examples, coming from
advanced mathematical physics, are available here. See Evans and Kawahigashi [16].

In this paper we will be concerned with a certain class of irreducible subfactors of integer
index, aimed to be hyperfinite. These are the fixed point subfactors, (P⊗A)G ⊂ (P⊗B)G,
where G is a compact quantum group acting on a II1 factor P , and on a Markov inclusion
of finite dimensional algebras A ⊂ B. Under suitable ergodicity assumptions on the
actions, we get indeed an inclusion of II1 factors, which is irreducible. In addition, when

the fixed point algebra PG is hyperfinite, as it is the case for instance when P = R ⋊ Ĝ
comes from a dual outer action on R, our irreducible subfactor is hyperfinite.

These subfactors were introduced some time ago in [1], [2], [3], and were further inves-
tigated in [4], [5], [6], [7], [8]. The list of examples includes:

(1) The group-subgroup subfactors.
(2) The discrete group subfactors.
(3) The projective representation subfactors.
(4) The finite index depth 2 subfactors.
(5) The subfactors associated to vertex models.
(6) The subfactors associated to spin models.
(7) Fuss-Catalan subfactors of integer index.
(8) Most examples of index 4 subfactors.

Summarizing, the fixed point subfactors provide a good framework for the study of a
big class of examples, in the case of integer index. Let us also mention that a number of
remaining examples, such as those studied by Bisch, Das and Ghosh [10], [11], Burstein
[14] and Das and Kodiyalam [15] are closely related to the fixed point subfactors.

The first purpose of this paper is to carefully review the construction of the fixed point
subfactors. We will simplify the original approach in [3], and we will do some missing
Perron-Frobenius work. Our key observation here will be the fact that, in order for
everything to work out properly, one has to make the assumption [A,B] = 0.

This assumption is of course a bit restrictive, theoretically speaking. However, at
the level of concrete examples of subfactors, no one is missed: in the above list, the
constructions 1-6 and 8 use A = C, and the construction 7 uses B = Cn.

We will prove under this assumption the following general result.

Theorem. The planar algebra of (P ⊗ A)G ⊂ (P ⊗ B)G is P (A ⊂ B)G, the algebra of
G-invariant elements of the “bipartite graph” planar algebra P (A ⊂ B).

The proof uses the computation in [3] of the higher relative commutants of the subfactor,
based on a version of Wassermann’s “invariance principle” in [32]. With this computation
in hand, the problem is to find the correct interpretation of the corresponding planar
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algebra, as subalgebra of the planar algebra P (A ⊂ B), constructed by Jones in [21]. In
the A = C case this problem was solved in [5], as a consequence of some more general
results, regarding the coactions of non-necessarily Kac algebras. Now in the case of an
arbitrary inclusion A ⊂ B, the situation is a priori much more complicated, due to the
subtleties with the partition function of P (A ⊂ B), constructed by Jones in [21]. However,
the assumption [A,B] = 0 simplifies everything, and we get the above result.

Summarizing, we have a quite general correspondence between quantum groups and
planar algebras. The next problem would be to check the bijectivity of the correspondence,
then to “lift” it at the von Neumann algebra level, with a particular attention to the
hyperfiniteness issue. While the first question is known to be quite tractable, the second
one is in general a quite difficult problem, and at the technical level, the open questions
here abund. We will make full comments on this subject at the end of the paper.

The paper is organized as follows: 1 is a preliminary section, in 2-3 we discuss some
technical issues, in 4 we recall Jones’ construction in [21], and in 5 we prove the above
result. The final section, 6, contains a few questions and comments.

Acknowledgements. I would like to thank D. Shlyakhtenko and S. Vaes for several use-
ful discussions. This work was supported by the ANR grants “Galoisint” and “Granma”.

1. Fixed point subfactors

The fixed point subfactors were introduced in [3], as a unification of several basic
constructions of subfactors. These constructions use both groups and group duals, and
the natural framework for their unification is that of the compact quantum groups.

A compact quantum group G is an abstract object, having no points. However, the
algebra of complex continuous functions f : G → C does exist, and is denoted C(G). This
algebra C(G) is noncommutative, so in general it doesn’t have a “spectrum”.

The fact that G has no points is not really an issue, because most of its properties can
be recovered, with a bit of algebraic knowledge, from that of the algebra C(G).

In this paper we will be mainly using unitary compact quantum groups, of Kac type.
The axioms here, due to Woronowicz [33], [34], are as follows.

Definition 1.1. A unitary compact quantum group is described by a C∗-algebraH = C(G)
and a unitary matrix u ∈ Mn(H), whose entries generate H, such that:

(1) There exists a morphism ∆ : H → H ⊗H such that ∆(uij) = Σkuik ⊗ ukj.
(2) There exists a morphism ε : H → C such that ε(uij) = δij.
(3) There exists a morphism S : H → Hop such that S(uij) = u∗

ji.

The basic example is provided by the compact groups of unitary matrices, G ⊂ Un.
Here uij are the standard matrix coordinates, uij(g) = gij, and the maps ∆, ε, S as above
appear by transposing the usual rule of matrix multiplication (gh)ij = Σkgikhkj, the unit
formula 1n = (δij), and the unitary inversion formula u−1 = (u∗

ji).
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Another key example is provided by the duals Γ̂ of the finitely generated discrete groups,
Γ =< g1, . . . , gn >. Here we can consider the group algebra H = C∗(Γ), together with
the unitary matrix u = diag(g1, . . . , gn), and the maps ∆, ε, S as above can be defined on
Γ ⊂ H by ∆(g) = g ⊗ g, ε(g) = 1, S(g) = g−1, then extended to H by linearity.

In what follows we will be interested in the actions of compact quantum groups on finite
von Neumann algebras. Let us recall that a von Neumann algebra P is called “finite”
when it comes with a faithful positive unital trace tr : P → C.

Definition 1.2. A coaction of a compact quantum group G on a finite von Neumann
algebra P is a morphism π : P → C(G)⊗P satisfying (id⊗π)π = (∆⊗id)π, (ε⊗id)π = id,
and (id⊗ tr)π = tr(.)1. The coaction is called:

(1) Ergodic, if the algebra PG = {p ∈ P |π(p) = 1⊗ p} reduces to C.
(2) Faithful, if the span of {(id⊗ φ)π(P )|φ ∈ P∗} is dense in C(G).
(3) Minimal, if it is faithful, and (PG)′ ∩ P = C.

The basic example comes from the action of a usual compact group G on a finite von
Neumann algebra P . Here the coaction map is given by π(p) = (g → g(p)), and the
conditions in the statement are clearly satisfied. Note that in this case, the above notions
of ergodicity, faithfulness and minimality coincide with the usual ones.

We are now in position of discussing a key issue, namely taking the tensor product
of coactions. As explained in [3], it is impossible to give a fully satisfactory definition
here, because of the noncommutativity of C(G). However, it is possible to give a good
definition for the fixed point algebra of the “non-existing” tensor product of coactions.

Let C ′(G) be the algebra C(G), taken with the matrix ut = (uji). Observe that the
comultiplication of this algebra is ∆′ = Σ∆, where Σ(a⊗ b) = b⊗ a.

Definition 1.3. Let π : P → C ′(G)⊗ P and α : A → C(G)⊗ A be two coactions. The
fixed point algebra of their tensor product is

(P ⊗ A)G = {x ∈ P ⊗ A|Φ(x) = x⊗ 1}
where Φ : P ⊗A → C(G)⊗ P ⊗A is given by Φ(p⊗ a) = ((S ⊗ id)π(p))12α(a)13.

Once again, the basic examples come from the actions of compact groups. Here the
linear map Φ in the statement, which is actually always comultiplicative, is multiplicative
as well, and comes by transposition from the usual tensor product of actions.

Some other key examples, where Φ is not necessarily multiplicative, are discussed in
[3]. Let us mention here that the above notions are fully understood in the group dual

case G = Γ̂, and also in the case when H = C(G) is finite dimensional, and α = ∆.
In what follows we will be interested in the case where A is finite dimensional. Here we

know from the general theory that A must be a direct sum of matrix algebras, and that
tr appears as a linear combination of the corresponding block traces. However, we won’t
work at this level of generality, and we will use instead the following key definition.
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Definition 1.4. Any finite dimensional C∗-algebra A = ⊕Ai can be canonically regarded
as a finite von Neumann algebra, in the following way:

(1) The trace is tr(⊕xi) = (Σn2
i tr(xi))/(Σn

2
i ), where ni = dimAi.

(2) The Hilbert space on which A acts is the l2 space of tr.

The canonical trace has of course some alternative descriptions. For instance it is the
unique trace making C ⊂ A a Markov inclusion, or it is the unique trace making mm∗

proportional to the identity, where m : A⊗A → A is the multiplication. See [3].
In what follows all the finite dimensional algebras, usually denoted A,B, . . . will be

endowed with their canonical traces. We have the following result, from [3].

Proposition 1.5. Let π : P → C ′(G) ⊗ P be a minimal coaction, and let α : A →
C(G)⊗ A be a coaction on a finite dimensional algebra. The following are equivalent:

(1) The von Neumann algebra (P ⊗ A)G is a factor.
(2) The coaction α is centrally ergodic: Z(A) ∩AG = C.

Summarizing, we know so far how to construct the algebras (P ⊗A)G, and we know as
well when they are factors. So, in order to construct the fixed point subfactors, we just
have to consider an inclusion of such factors, coming from an inclusion A ⊂ B.

Before doing so, let us go back to the various requirements on A,B, and clarify what
are the “admissible” inclusions A ⊂ B. The result here, from [3], [4], is as follows.

Proposition 1.6. For an inclusion A ⊂ B, the following are equivalent:

(1) A ⊂ B commutes with the canonical traces.
(2) A ⊂ B is Markov with respect to the canonical traces.

In what follows, we will call “Markov” the above type of inclusion. These inclusions
are of course of a very special type, for instance they are subject to the “triviality of the
index” condition [B : A] = dimB/ dimA ∈ N. We will come back to this subject in
sections 2-3 below, with a number of structure and classification results.

Let us collect now all the above results in a single one, as follows.

Theorem 1.7. Let α : P → C ′(G)⊗ P be a minimal coaction on a finite von Neumann
algera, let A ⊂ B be a Markov inclusion of finite dimensional algebras, and let β : B →
C(G)⊗ B be a coaction which leaves A invariant, and which is centrally ergodic on both
A and B. Then (P ⊗A)G ⊂ (P ⊗ B)G is a subfactor, of index [B : A] ∈ N.

We refer to [3] for more details regarding this result, and to [2], [3], [4], [7] for a number
of concrete examples of such subfactors, corresponding to the list in the introduction.

2. Markov inclusions

We recall from section 1 that the inclusions A ⊂ B which can be used for constructing
a fixed point subfactor must be “Markov”, in the sense that they must commute with the
canonical traces. In this section we present a detailed study of such inclusions.
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Let us begin with some basic definitions, from [18].

Definition 2.1. Associated to an inclusion A ⊂ B of finite dimensional algebras are:

(1) The column vector (ai) ∈ Ns given by A = ⊕s
i=1Mai(C).

(2) The column vector (bj) ∈ Nt given by B = ⊕t
j=1Mbj (C).

(3) The inclusion matrix (mij) ∈ Ms×t(N), satisfying mta = b.

To be more precise, each minimal idempotent in Mai(C) splits as a sum of minimal
idempotents of B, and mij is the number of such idempotents belonging to Mbj (C).

Proposition 2.2. For an inclusion A ⊂ B, the following are equivalent:

(1) A ⊂ B commutes with the canonical traces.
(2) We have mb = ra, where r = ||b||2/||a||2.

Proof. The weight vectors of the canonical traces of A,B are given by τi = a2i /||a||2
and τj = b2j/||b||2. By plugging these values into the standard compatibility formula
τi/ai =

∑
j mijτj/bj , we obtain the condition in the statement. �

Observe now that the equations mta = b and mb = ra produce together the equation
mmta = ra, which gives an eigenvector for the square matrix mmt ∈ Ms(N).

In order to further process this information, we will need some basic Perron-Frobenius
theory. We recall that given any matrix n ∈ Ms(N), the eigenvalue of maximum abso-
lute value, called Perron-Frobenius eigenvalue, is unique, positive, and of multiplicity 1.
Moreover, the corresponding eigenvectors, called Perron-Frobenius eigenvectors, are all
multiples of a vector having positive entires. See [18].

Lemma 2.3. Let A ⊂ B be a Markov inclusion, with inclusion matrix m ∈ Ms×t(N).

(1) r = dim(B)/ dim(A) is an integer.
(2) ||m|| = ||mt|| = √

r.
(3) || . . .mmtmmt . . . || = rk/2, for any product of lenght k.

Proof. Consider the vectors a, b, as in Definition 2.1. We know from definitions and from
Proposition 2.2 that we have b = mta, mb = ra, and r = ||b||2/||a||2.

(1) We have mmta = ra, so by Perron-Frobenius we get ||mmt|| = r. But from r ∈ Q

and (mmt)ka = rka for any k ∈ N, we get r ∈ N, and we are done.
(2) This follows from the above equality ||mmt|| = r, and from the standard equalities

||m||2 = ||mt||2 = ||mmt||, for any real rectangular matrix r.
(3) Let n be the length k word in the statement. First, by applying the norm and by

using the formula ||m|| = ||mt|| = √
r, we obtain the inequality ||n|| ≤ rk/2.

For the converse inequality, assume first that k is even. Then n has either a or b as
eigenvector (depending on whether n begins with a m or with a mt), in both cases with
eigenvalue rk/2, and this gives the desired inequality ||n|| ≥ rk/2.
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Assume now that k is odd, and let ◦ ∈ {1, t} be such that n′ = m◦n is alternating.
Since n′ has even length, we already know that we have ||n′|| = r(k+1)/2. Together with
||n′|| ≤ ||m◦|| · ||n|| = √

r||n||, this gives the desired inequality ||n|| ≥ rk/2. �

Theorem 2.4. A matrix m ∈ Ms×t(N) is the inclusion matrix of a Markov inclusion if
and only if ||mmt|| ∈ N. If so, these Markov inclusions can be found as follows:

(1) Let (αi) ∈ Ns be the smallest Perron-Frobenius eigenvector of mmt.
(2) Let A0 ⊂ B0 be the inclusion having matrix m, and vectors a = α, b = mtα.
(3) Then the Markov inclusions are those of type Mk(C)⊗ (A0 ⊂ B0), with k ∈ N.

Proof. For the first assertion, in one sense this follows from Lemma 2.3. For the remaining
assertions, let r ∈ N, and let m be a matrix satisfying ||mmt|| = r.

We know from Perron-Frobenius that mmta = ra has exactly one solution, modulo
scalars. Moreover, since r ∈ N, by linear algebra this solution can be chosen with rational
coefficients, and by multiplying by a suitable scalar, we obtain a vector as in (1).

Consider now the inclusion A0 ⊂ B0 constructed in (2), having inclusion matrix m. Let
us prove that A0 ⊂ B0 is Markov. By using Proposition 2.2, all that we have to check is
the equality r = ||b||2/||a||2. But this can be proved as follows:

– the inequality ||mta|| ≤ ||mt|| · ||a|| reads ||b|| ≤ √
r||a||, so r ≥ ||b||2/||a||2.

– the inequality ||mb|| ≤ ||m|| · ||b|| reads r||a|| ≤ √
r||b||, so r ≤ ||b||2/||a||2.

Summarizing, we have proved the first assertion of the theorem. For the second asser-
tion, fix k ∈ N, and consider the algebras A = Mk(C) ⊗ A0 and B = Mk(C) ⊗ B0. The
corresponding vectors are a = kα and b = kmtα, and from b = ma we deduce that the
inclusion matrix is indeed m. Moreover, since we have ||b||2/||a||2 = ||α||2/||mtα||2 = r,
we deduce from Proposition 2.2 that our inclusion is indeed Markov.

Conversely, let A ⊂ B be a Markov inclusion having inclusion matrix m.
By combining Proposition 2.2 and Lemma 2.3 we obtain that the corresponding vectors

satisfy mta = b and mb = ra. Now since these equalities give mmta = ra, we deduce that
a is a Perron-Frobenius vector of mmt, and because of the normalization made in (1), we
obtain a = kα, for a certain number k ∈ N.

Since we have as well b = kmtα, this shows that A ⊂ B is obtained from A0 ⊂ B0 by
tensoring with a matrix algebra Mk(C), and we are done. �

Summarizing, the Markov inclusions A ⊂ B are classified, up to a multiplicity k ∈ N,
by a rectangular matrix m ∈ Ms×t(N) satisfying ||mmt|| ∈ N. In the reminder of this
section we study such matrices m, that we call “Markov inclusion matrices”.

Proposition 2.5. The Markov inclusion matrices are stable by the following operations:

(1) Transposition: m → mt.
(2) Iteration: m → mmtmmt . . .
(3) Direct sum: (m,m′) → m⊕m′.
(4) Tensor product: (m,m′) → m⊗m′.
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Proof. All the assertions follow from definitions. Note that the iteration operation corre-
sponds to Jones’s basic construction; this will be further discussed in the next section. �

In general, the classification of Markov inclusion matrices looks like a quite difficult
linear algebra problem. As an illustration, let us explore the case s = 1, 2.

Proposition 2.6. We have the following results:

(1) m = (p1 . . . pt) is always a Markov inclusion matrix.
(2) m = (p1q1 . . .

pt
qt ) is Markov iff (Σp2i − Σq2i )

2 + 4(Σpiqi)
2 is a square.

Proof. The first assertion is clear from mmt = Σp2i ∈ N. For the second assertion, let m
be a two-row matrix as in the statement. The matrix n = mmt is given by:

n =

(
Σp2i Σpiqi
Σpiqi Σq2i

)

The norm of n is equal to its biggest eigenvalue, given by:

λ+ =
1

2

(
(Σp2i + Σq2i ) +

√
(Σp2i − Σq2i )

2 + 4(Σpiqi)2
)

We recognize under the square root the expression in the statement. Since the parity
of this expression is the same as the parity of Σp2i + Σq2i , this gives the result. �

Summarizing, all row and column matrices are trivially Markov, and in the simplest
non-trivial case, namely s = t = 2, we are lead to the following question:

Question 2.7. When is (a2 + b2 − c2 − d2)2 + 4(ac+ bd)2 is a square?

Finally, let us mention that a more convenient classification invariant might be actually
the index of the inclusion, r = ||mmt||. In the case where this index belongs to the
discrete series, r = 2, 3, 4, some results should come from the general theory in [18].

3. The Jones tower

In this section we go back to the formalism in section 1, and we discuss the computation
of the Jones tower and of the standard invariant of a fixed point subfactor.

Let us first recall some basic facts, from [18].

Definition 3.1. Associated to an inclusion A ⊂ B, with matrix m ∈ Ms×t(N), are:

(1) The Bratteli diagram: this is the bipartite graph Γ having as vertices the sets
{1, . . . , s} and {1, . . . , t}, the number of edges between i, j being mij.

(2) The basic construction: this is the inclusion B ⊂ A1 obtained from A ⊂ B by
reflecting the Bratteli diagram.

(3) The Jones tower: this is the tower of algebras A ⊂ B ⊂ A1 ⊂ B1 ⊂ . . . obtained
by iterating the basic construction.
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Assume now that a compact quantum group G acts on a Markov inclusion A ⊂ B, as
in section 1. Then G acts on the whole Jones tower for A ⊂ B, with the action being
uniquely determined by the fact that it fixes the Jones projections. See [3].

Proposition 3.2. The Jones tower for a fixed point subfactor (P ⊗ A)G ⊂ (P ⊗ B)G is
(P ⊗A)G ⊂ (P ⊗B)G ⊂ (P ⊗ A1)

G ⊂ (P ⊗B1)
G ⊂ . . .

Proof. The idea is to tensor P with the Jones tower for A ⊂ B, then to remark that the
Jones projections for this new tower are invariant under G. Together with the abstract
characterization of the basic construction in [18], this gives the result. See [3]. �

Proposition 3.3. The relative commutants for the Jones tower N ⊂ M ⊂ N1 ⊂ M1 ⊂ . . .
associated to fixed point subfactor (P ⊗ A)G ⊂ (P ⊗ B)G are given by:

(1) N ′
s ∩Nt = (A′

s ∩ At)
G.

(2) N ′
s ∩Mt = (A′

s ∩Bt)
G.

(3) M ′
s ∩Nt = (B′

s ∩At)
G.

(4) M ′
s ∩Mt = (B′

s ∩Bt)
G.

Proof. As explained in [3], this follows from a suitable quantum group adaptation of
Wassermann’s “invariance principle” in [32], which basically tells us that “when computing
the higher relative commutants, the part involving the II1 factor P dissapears”. �

We use now the fact that for a Markov inclusion, the basic construction and the Jones
tower have a particularly simple form. Let us first work out the basic construction.

Proposition 3.4. The basic construction for a Markov inclusion i : A ⊂ B of index
r ∈ N is the inclusion j : B ⊂ A1 obtained as follows:

(1) A1 = Mr(C)⊗A, as an algebra.
(2) j : B ⊂ A1 is given by mb = ra.
(3) ji : A ⊂ A1 is given by (mmt)a = ra.

Proof. With notations from the previous section, the weight vector of the algebra A1

appearing from the basic construction is mb = ra, and this gives the result. �

For the reminder of this section we fix a Markov inclusion i : A ⊂ B. The symbol j
will denote the inclusion appearing in the above statement.

Proposition 3.5. The Jones tower A ⊂ B ⊂ A1 ⊂ B1 ⊂ . . . associated to a Markov
inclusion i : A ⊂ B is given by:

(1) Ak = Mr(C)
⊗k ⊗A.

(2) Bk = Mr(C)
⊗k ⊗B.

(3) Ak ⊂ Bk is idk ⊗ i.
(4) Bk ⊂ Ak+1 is idk ⊗ j.

Proof. This follows from Proposition 3.4, with the remark that if i : A ⊂ B is Markov,
then so is its basic construction j : B ⊂ A1. �
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Proposition 3.6. The relative commutants for the Jones tower A ⊂ B ⊂ A1 ⊂ B1 ⊂ . . .
associated to a Markov inclusion A ⊂ B are given by:

(1) A′
s ∩As+k = Mr(C)

⊗k ⊗ (A′ ∩A).
(2) A′

s ∩Bs+k = Mr(C)
⊗k ⊗ (A′ ∩B).

(3) B′
s ∩As+k = Mr(C)

⊗k ⊗ (B′ ∩A).
(4) B′

s ∩Bs+k = Mr(C)
⊗k ⊗ (B′ ∩B).

Proof. The assertions (1,2,4) follow from Proposition 3.5, and from the general properties
of the Markov inclusions. As for the third assertion, observe first that we have:

B′ ∩A1 = (B′ ∩B1) ∩A1 = (Mr(C)⊗ Z(B)) ∩ (Mr(C)⊗A) = Mr(C)⊗ (B′ ∩ A)

This proves the assertion at s = 0, k = 1, and the general case follows from it. �

Observe now that relative commutants in Proposition 3.6 are in general not stable
under the action of G. We will overcome this problem in the following way.

Definition 3.7. We say that a Markov inclusion A ⊂ B is abelian if [A,B] = 0.

In other words, we are asking for the commutation relation ab = ba, for any a ∈ A, b ∈
B. Note that this is the same as asking that B is an A-algebra, A ⊂ Z(B).

Observe that all inclusions with A = C or with B = Cn are abelian. This is important
for the purposes of the present paper, because, as already pointed out in the introduction,
all known examples of fixed point subfactors appear from abelian inclusions.

Proposition 3.8. With the notation B̃k = Mr(C)
⊗k⊗Z(B), the relative commutants for

the Jones tower A ⊂ B ⊂ A1 ⊂ B1 ⊂ . . . of an abelian inclusion are given by:

(1) A′
s ∩As+k = Ak.

(2) A′
s ∩Bs+k = Bk.

(3) B′
s ∩As+k = Ak.

(4) B′
s ∩Bs+k = B̃k.

Proof. This follows by comparing Proposition 3.5 and Proposition 3.6, and by using the
fact that for an abelian inclusion we have Z(A) = A, A′ ∩ B = B, B′ ∩ A = A. �

We are now in position of stating and proving the main result in this section. This is
an improvement of the previous theoretical results in [3], in the abelian case.

Theorem 3.9. The relative commutants for the Jones tower N ⊂ M ⊂ N1 ⊂ M1 ⊂ . . .
associated to an abelian fixed point subfactor (P ⊗ A)G ⊂ (P ⊗ B)G are given by:

(1) N ′
s ∩Ns+k = AG

k .
(2) N ′

s ∩Ms+k = BG
k .

(3) M ′
s ∩Ns+k = AG

k .

(4) M ′
s ∩Ms+k = B̃G

k .

Proof. This follows from Proposition 3.3 and Proposition 3.8. �
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4. Planar algebras

In this section and in the next one we reformulate the general results from the previous
section, in terms of Jones’ bipartite graph planar algebras [21].

A “k-box” is by definition a rectangle in the plane, with sides parallel to the real and
imaginary axes, having 2k marked points on its sides: k on the upper side, and k on the
lower side. The points are numbered 1, 2, . . . , 2k, clockwise starting from top left.

Definition 4.1. A (k1, . . . , kr, k)-tangle consists of the following:

(1) Boxes: we have an “input” ki-box, one for each i, and an “output” k-box. The
input boxes are all disjoint, and are contained in the output box.

(2) Strings: all the marked points are paired by strings, which lie inside the output box
and outside the input boxes, don’t cross, and have to match the parity.

(3) Circles: there are also a finite number of closed strings, called circles.

The tangles can be glued in the obvious way, and the corresponding algebraic structure
is the planar operad P. With this notion in hand, a planar algebra is simply an algebra
over P. Or, in more concrete terms, we have the following definition.

Definition 4.2. A planar algebra is a graded vector space P = (Pk), with multilinear
maps T : Pk1 ⊗ . . .⊗ Pkr → Pk, one for each tangle, compatible with the gluing operation.

All this is perhaps a bit too abstract, so let us describe right away a very concrete
example. This is the planar algebra of a bipartite graph, constructed by Jones in [21].

Let Γ be a bipartite graph, with vertex set Γa ∪ Γb. It is useful to think of Γ as being
the Bratteli diagram of an inclusion A ⊂ B, in the sense of Definition 3.1.

Our first task is to define the graded vector space P . Since the elements of P will be
subject to a planar calculus, it is convenient to introduce them “put into boxes”.

Definition 4.3. Associated to Γ is the abstract vector space Pk spanned by the 2k-loops
based at points of Γa. The basis elements of Pk will be denoted

x =

(
e1 e2 . . . ek
e2k e2k−1 . . . ek+1

)

where e1, e2, . . . , e2k is the sequence of edges of the corresponding 2k-loop.

Consider now the adjacency matrix of Γ, which is of type M = (0mt
m
0 ). We pick an

M-eigenvalue γ 6= 0, and then a γ-eigenvector η : Γa ∪ Γb → C− {0}.
With this data in hand, we have the following construction, due to Jones [21].

Definition 4.4. Associated to any tangle is the multilinear map

T (x1 ⊗ . . .⊗ xr) = γc
∑

x

δ(x1, . . . , xr, x)
∏

m

µ(em)
±1x

where the objects on the right are as follows:
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(1) The sum is over the basis of Pk, and c is the number of circles of T .
(2) δ = 1 if all strings of T join pairs of identical edges, and δ = 0 if not.
(3) The product is over all local maxima and minima of the strings of T .
(4) em is the edge of Γ labelling the string passing through m (when δ = 1).

(5) µ(e) =
√
η(ef )/η(ei), where ei, ef are the initial and final vertex of e.

(6) The ± sign is + for a local maximum, and − for a local minimum.

In other words, we plug the loops x1, . . . , xr into the input boxes of T , and then we
construct the “output”: this is the sum of all loops x satisfying the compatibility condition
δ = 1, altered by certain normalization factors, coming from the eigenvector η.

Let us work out now the precise formula of the action, for 6 carefully chosen tangles,
which are of key importance for the considerations to follow. This study will be useful as
well as an introduction to Jones’ result in [21], stating that P is a planar algebra.

Definition 4.5. We have the following examples of tangles:

(1) Identity 1k: the (k, k)-tangle having 2k vertical strings.
(2) Multiplication Mk: the (k, k, k)-tangle having 3k vertical strings.
(3) Inclusion Ik: the (k, k + 1)-tangle like 1k, with an extra string at right.
(4) Shift Jk: the (k, k + 2)-tangle like 1k, with two extra strings at left.
(5) Expectation Uk: the (k + 1, k)-tangle like 1k, with a curved string at right.
(6) Jones projection Ek: the (k + 2)-tangle having two semicircles at right.

Let us look first at the identity 1k. Since the solutions of δ(x, y) = 1 are the pairs of
the form (x, x), this tangle acts by the identity:

1k

(
f1 . . . fk
e1 . . . ek

)
=

(
f1 . . . fk
e1 . . . ek

)

A similar argument applies to the multiplication Mk, which acts as follows:

Mk

((
f1 . . . fk
e1 . . . ek

)
⊗
(
h1 . . . hk

g1 . . . gk

))
= δf1g1 . . . δfkgk

(
h1 . . . hk

e1 . . . ek

)

Regarding now the inclusion Ik, the solutions of δ(x0, x) = 1 being the elements x
obtained from x0 by adding to the right a vector of the form (gg), we have:

Ik

(
f1 . . . fk
e1 . . . ek

)
=

∑

g

(
f1 . . . fk g
e1 . . . ek g

)

The same method applies to the shift Jk, whose action is given by:

Jk

(
f1 . . . fk
e1 . . . ek

)
=

∑

gh

(
g h f1 . . . fk
g h e1 . . . ek

)

Let us record some partial conclusions, coming from the above formulae.
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Proposition 4.6. The graded vector space P = (Pk) becomes a graded algebra, with the
multiplication xy = Mk(x ⊗ y) on each Pk, and with the above inclusion maps Ik. The
shift Jk acts as an injective morphism of algebras Pk → Pk+2.

Proof. The fact that the multiplication is indeed associative follows from its above formula,
which is nothing but a generalization of the usual matrix multiplication. The assertions
about the inclusions and shifts follow as well by using their above explicit formula. �

Let us go back now to the remaining tangles in Definition 4.5. The usual method applies
to the expectation tangle Uk, which acts with a spin factor, as follows:

Uk

(
f1 . . . fk h
e1 . . . ek g

)
= δghµ(g)

2

(
f1 . . . fk
e1 . . . ek

)

As for the Jones projection Ek, this tangle has no input box, so we can only apply it
to the unit of C. And when doing so, we obtain the following element:

Ek(1) =
∑

egh

µ(g)µ(h)

(
e1 . . . ek h h
e1 . . . ek g g

)

Once again, let us record now some partial conclusions, coming from these formulae.

Proposition 4.7. The elements ek = γ−1Ek(1) are projections, and define a representa-
tion of the Temperley-Lieb algebra TL(γ) → P . The maps Uk are bimodule morphisms
with respect to Ik, and their composition is the canonical trace on the image of TL(γ).

Proof. The proof of all the assertions is standard, by using the fact that η is a γ-eigenvector
of the adjacency matrix. Note that the statement itself is just a generalization of the usual
Temperley-Lieb algebra representation on tensors, from [23]. �

A careful look at the above computations shows that the following phenomenon appears:
the gluing of tangles always corresponds to the composition of multilinear maps.

This phenomenon holds in fact in full generality: the graded linear space P = (Pk),
together with the action of the planar tangles given in Definition 4.4, is a planar algebra.
We refer to Jones’ paper [21] for full details regarding this result.

Let us go back now to the Markov inclusions A ⊂ B, as in section 3. We have here the
following result from Jones’ paper [21], under the assumption that A is abelian.

Theorem 4.8. The planar algebra associated to the graph of A ⊂ B, with eigenvalue
γ =

√
r and eigenvector η(i) = ai/

√
dimA, η(j) = bj/

√
dimB, is as follows:

(1) The graded algebra structure is given by P2k = A′ ∩ Ak, P2k+1 = A′ ∩ Bk.
(2) The elements ek are the Jones projections for A ⊂ B ⊂ A1 ⊂ B1 ⊂ . . .
(3) The expectation and shift are given by the above formulae.
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Proof. As a first observation, η is indeed a γ-eigenvector for the adjacency matrix of the
graph. Indeed, by using the formulae mta = b, mb = ra,

√
r = ||b||/||a||, we get:

(
0 m
mt 0

)(
a/||a||
b/||b||

)
=

(
γ2a/||b||
b/||a||

)
= γ

(
γa/||b||
b/γ||a||

)
= γ

(
a/||a||
b/||b||

)

Since the algebra A was supposed abelian, the Jones tower algebras Ak, Bk are simply
the span of the 4k-paths, respectively 4k + 2-paths on Γ, starting at points of Γa. With
this description in hand, when taking commutants with A we have to just have to restrict
attention from paths to loops, and we obtain the above spaces P2k, P2k+1. See [21]. �

5. Invariant algebras

In this section we state and prove the main result. Let us begin with a reformulation
of Theorem 4.8, in the particular case of the inclusions satisfying [A,B] = 0.

Proposition 5.1. The “bipartite graph” planar algebra P (A ⊂ B) associated to an abelian
inclusion A ⊂ B can be described as follows:

(1) As a graded algebra, this is the Jones tower A ⊂ B ⊂ A1 ⊂ B1 ⊂ . . .
(2) The Jones projections and expectations are the usual ones for this tower.
(3) The shifts correspond to the canonical identifications A′

1 ∩ Pk+2 = Pk.

Proof. The first assertion is just a reformulation of Theorem 4.8 in the abelian case, by
using the identifications A′ ∩ Ak = Ak and A′ ∩Bk = Bk coming from Proposition 3.8.

The assertion on Jones projections follows as well from Theorem 4.8, and the assertion
on expectations follows from the fact that their composition is the usual trace.

Regarding now the third assertion, let us recall first from Proposition 3.8 that we have
indeed identifications A′

1 ∩Ak+1 = Ak and A′
1 ∩Bk+1 = Bk. By using the path model for

these algebras, as in the proof of Theorem 4.8, we obtain the result. �

In order to formulate now our main result, we will need a few abstract notions, coming
from the results in [5]. Let G be a compact quantum group, as in section 1.

Definition 5.2. Let P1, P2 be two finite dimensional algebras, coming with quantum group
coactions αi : Pi → C(G)⊗ Pi, and let T : P1 → P2 be a linear map.

(1) We say that T is G-equivariant if (id⊗ T )α1 = α2T .
(2) We say that T is weakly G-equivariant if T (PG

1 ) ⊂ PG
2 .

Consider now a planar algebra P = (Pk). The annular category over P is the collection
of maps T : Pk → Pl coming from the “annular” tangles, having at most one input box.
These maps form sets Hom(k, l), and these sets form a category. See Jones [22].

Definition 5.3. A coaction of G on a planar algebra P is a graded algebra coaction
α : P → C(G)⊗ P , such that the annular tangles are weakly G-equivariant.
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This definition might seem a bit clumsy, and indeed, it is so: due to a relative lack of
concrete examples, this is the best notion of coaction that we have so far. In fact, as it
will be shown below, the examples are basically those coming from actions of compact
quantum groups on Markov inclusions A ⊂ B, under the assumption [A,B] = 0.

For the moment, however, let us remain at the generality level of Definition 5.3.

Proposition 5.4. If G acts on on a planar algebra P , then PG is a planar algebra.

Proof. The weak equivariance condition tells us that the annular category is contained
in the suboperad P ′ ⊂ P consisting of tangles which leave invariant PG. On the other
hand the multiplicativity of α gives Mk ∈ P ′, for any k. Now since P is generated by
multiplications and annular tangles, we get P ′ = P , and we are done. �

Let us go back now to the abelian inclusions. We have the following key lemma.

Lemma 5.5. If G acts on an abelian inclusion A ⊂ B, the canonical extension of this
coaction to the Jones tower is a coaction of G on the planar algebra P (A ⊂ B).

Proof. We know from Proposition 5.1 that, as a graded algebra, P = P (A ⊂ B) coincides
with the Jones tower A ⊂ B ⊂ A1 ⊂ B1 ⊂ . . . Thus the canonical Jones tower coaction
in the statement can be regarded as a graded coaction α : P → C(G)⊗ P .

We have to prove that the annular tangles are weakly equivariant. For this purpose,
we use a standard method, from [5]. First, since the annular category is generated by
Ik, Ek, Uk, Jk, we just have to prove that these 4 particular tangles are weakly equivariant.
Now since Ik, Ek, Uk are plainly equivariant, by construction of the coaction of G on the
Jones tower, it remains to prove that the shift Jk is weakly equivariant.

For this purpose, we use the results in section 3. We know from Theorem 3.9 that the
image of the fixed point subfactor shift J ′

k is formed by the G-invariant elements of the
relative commutant A′

1∩Pk+2 = Pk. Now since this commutant is the image of the planar
shift Jk from Proposition 5.1, we have Im(Jk) = Im(J ′

k), and this gives the result. �

Proposition 5.6. Assume that G acts on an abelian inclusion A ⊂ B. Then the graded
vector space of fixed points P (A ⊂ B)G is a planar subalgebra of P (A ⊂ B).

Proof. This follows from Proposition 5.4 and Lemma 5.5. �

We are now in position of stating and proving our main result.

Theorem 5.7. In the abelian case, the planar algebra of (P ⊗ A)G ⊂ (P ⊗ B)G is the
fixed point algebra P (A ⊂ B)G of the bipartite graph algebra P (A ⊂ B).

Proof. Let P = P (A ⊂ B), and let Q be the planar algebra of the fixed point subfactor.
We know from Theorem 3.9 that we have an equality of graded algebras Q = PG.

It remains to prove that the planar algebra structure on Q coming from the fixed point
subfactor agrees with the planar algebra structure of P , coming from Proposition 5.1.
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Since P is generated by the annular category A and by the multiplication tangles Mk,
we just have to check that the annular tangles agree on P,Q. Moreover, since A is
generated by Ik, Ek, Uk, Jk, we just have to check that these tangles agree on P,Q.

We know that Q ⊂ P is an inclusion of graded algebras, that all the Jones projections
for P are contained in Q, and that the conditional expectations agree. Thus the tangles
Ik, Ek, Uk agree on P,Q, and the only verification left is that for the shift Jk.

Now by using either the axioms of Popa in [27], or the construction of Jones in [23],
it is enough to show that the image of the subfactor shift J ′

k coincides with that of the
planar shift Jk. But this follows from the argument in the proof of Lemma 5.5. �

6. Concluding remarks

We have seen that under suitable assumptions, the planar algebra of a fixed point
subfactor (P ⊗A)G ⊂ (P ⊗B)G is the fixed point planar algebra P (A ⊂ B)G. This result
suggests a whole list of problems, which can be summarized as follows:

(1) Is any subalgebra of P (A ⊂ B) of the form P (A ⊂ B)G? This happens in the
cases C ⊂ Mn(C) and C ⊂ Cn, as shown in [1], [6]. These verifications are based
on Woronowicz’s results in [34], and the same technique should probably apply to
the general case A = C. However, the general abelian case is quite unclear.

(2) Is any subfactor having planar algebra P (A ⊂ B)G a fixed point one? This is a
fundamental question, with the first results going back to an old paper of Goldman
[17], which proved that this is the case in the index 2 situation. For an exploration
of some more general situations, we refer here to Izumi’s paper [19].

(3) Is there a “hyperfinite” lifting of the above dualities? By using dual actions as
in [2], the main problem here, well-known and difficult, is whether every discrete
quantum group has an outer action on the hyperfinite II1 factor. For an overwiew,
we refer here to the papers of Bichon, De Rijdt and Vaes [9] and Vaes [30].

(4) Is there an extension covering all “group-theoretic” subfactors? The point here is
that the list in the introduction covers most examples in the integer index case,
but some of the remaining examples, e.g. those studied by Bisch, Das, Ghosh in
[10], [11] are not exactly of this form, so a “unification problem” appears.

Let us also mention that a quite delicate problem that is still left is that of finding the
good interpretation of the planar algebra of a fixed point subfactor, in the non-abelian
case. The present paper, which was kept as general as possible, contains of course some
useful ingredients for dealing with this problem, but the answer remains very unclear.

Finally, we have as well the following general question: what can be said about an
arbitrary subfactor of integer index? The general techniques here are very limited, and
basically reduce to the observation that the fundamental results of Pimsner and Popa in
[24] are subject to some simplifications in the case of integer index. In addition, we have
here the categorical results of Pinzari and Roberts in [25], plus Vaes’ result in [31], which
can be regarded as being a quite technical Goldman type theorem.
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