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Abstract

As a generalization of DHR analysis, the superselection sectors are studied in the
absence of the spectrum condition for the reference representation. Considering a
net of local observables in 4-dimensional Minkowski spacetime, we associate to a set
of representations, that are local excitations of a reference representation fulfilling
Haag duality, a symmetric tensor C*-category B(2() of bimodules of the net, with
subobjects and direct sums. The existence of conjugates is studied introducing an
equivalent formulation of the theory in terms of the presheaf associated with the
observable net. This allows us to find, under the assumption that the local algebras in
the reference representation are properly infinite, necessary and sufficient conditions
for the existence of conjugates. Moreover, we present several results that suggest how
the mentioned assumption on the reference representation can be considered essential
also in the case of theories in curved spacetimes.
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1 Introduction

In a series of papers [ Bl [7], the first two of which are known as DHR analysis, Doplicher,
Haag and Roberts have shown that the properties of charges associated with a global
gauge group, like the Bose-Fermi alternative and the charge conjugation symmetry, find a
natural description in the superselection sectors of a net of local observables. The theory
was based on one important result obtained in a previous investigation [3]: the repre-
sentations of the net local observables, corresponding to such kind of charges, fulfill the
following property: they are local excitations of the vacuum representation. This property
was used in [, B] as the criterion for selecting a set of representations of a net of local
observables. The authors associate to this set a C*-category, in which the charge structure
arises from the existence of a tensor product, a symmetry and a conjugation. Finally it
has been shown by Doplicher and Roberts [7] that the unobservable quantities underlying
the theory, namely the fields and the global gauge group, can be reconstructed from the
observables.

At the present time it is not possible to apply this program in a curved spacetime
without a global symmetry. In this case, in fact, a notion corresponding to the spectrum
condition by which one could define a vacuum representation of a net of local observables
does not exist yet'. The DHR analysis is, however, well suited for treating this situation,
because no explicit use of Poincaré covariance is made. Moreover, the spectrum condition
is not fully used in the theory: only the Borchers property, a consequence of the spec-
trum condition [I], has a real role. In this paper we further generalize the theory. We
will consider the set of representations that are local excitations of a reference represen-
tation, which is not required to satisfy the Borchers property. Also in this case, a tensor
C*-category having a symmetry is associated with this set of representations. Then, the
subject of this paper will be the search for a criterion for selecting the relevant subcat-
egory of the theory: namely, the maximal full subcategory which is closed under tensor
products, direct sums and subobjects, and whose objects have conjugates.

In the usual setting of Algebraic Quantum Field Theory (see [I0] and references
therein), we consider a local net of von Neumann algebras SR over M* namely a cor-
respondence R : K 3 a — R(a) associating to an open double cone a of M* a von
Neumann algebra fR(a) on a fixed Hilbert space H, subject to the conditions:

a; Caz = R(a1) C R(az) isotony
ap Lays = R(a1) C R(az) locality

where the symbol | stands for spacelike separation and the prime for the commutant. The
algebra PR(a) is generated by all the observables measurable within a. For an unbounded
region S C M* there is an associated C*-algebra 9(S) generated by all the algebras 9i(a)
such that a € K, a C S. We denote by % the algebra associated with M*. As reference

!The superselection sectors of a net of local observables on an arbitrary globally hyperbolic spacetime
have been studied in [0]. Except when geometrical obstructions are present, the results of the DHR analysis
are reproduced. However, the reference representation used in this analysis is not characterized by physical
conditions, as the vacuum in the case of Minkowski space, but only by mathematical ones, suggested by a
study on the representations, induced by quasi-free Hadamard states, of the local algebras of a free Bose
field [I7]. In this connection see also [IJ].



representation of R we consider a locally normal, faithful, irreducible representation m,, on
an infinite dimensional separable Hilbert space H,, such that the net of local observables
in the reference representation

A:L>a— Ala) C A
where 20(a) = 7,(R(a)) and A = 7,(R), satisfies Haag duality, namely
A(a™) = 2A(a) Va € K

where at denotes the spacelike complement of a. Now, in the present investigation we
are interested in a set of representations of PR which is closed under direct sums and
subrepresentations, and whose elements are local excitations of m,. Without the Borchers
property, such a set of representations can be selected by a suitable generalization of the
DHR criterion. Precisely, we consider the representations 7w of R satisfying the following
relation: for each a € K there exists n, € N and an isometry V, : H, — H, ® C™ such
that

Vo -m(A) = m(A)®1,, -V, A € R(a") (1)

We denote by SC the set of the representations verifying this selection criterion.

We will associate to SC the tensor C*-category B(2) of the localized transportable
bimodules of the net. This category is closed under direct sums and subobjects. Moreover,
we will show the existence of a symmetry ¢, thus, a notion of statistics of sectors can be
introduced. However, since there might exist objects without left inverses, not all the
sectors of B(2A) fall into the DHR classes of sectors with finite/infinite statistics. The
study of the properties of objects having conjugates will provide that, apart from the
finiteness of the statistics, an additional condition, called homogeneity, is necessary for
the existence of conjugates. Under the assumption that the local algebras are properly
infinite, we will prove that the homogeneous sectors with finite statistics have conjugates.

The key result that will allow us to formulate the property of a homogeneous object
is that the superselection sectors theory of the net 21 is equivalent to the one of the
presheaf A+ : K 3 a — A(a)’. Namely, we will introduce the category B(2*) of the
localized transportable bimodules of the presheaf 21+: a bimodule p of A+ is a collection
of morphisms

ap : U(a) — B(H,) @ My, Va € K

compatible with the presheaf structure. We will show that this category is isomorphic to
B(20); in particular, any object p of B(2() admits a canonical extension to a localized trans-
portable bimodule p of the presheaf (Theorem EZ3]). Using this isomorphism, we introduce
the notion of presheaf-left inverse of p which generalizes the concept of left inverse for
unital endomorphisms of a C*-algebra to its extension p to the presheaf (Definition B).
However, the property of admitting presheaf-left inverses is not stable under equivalence
and depends on the double cone where the object is localized. Hence, we will say that p
is homogeneous whenever all the elements of its equivalence class [p] admit presheaf-left
inverses (Definition BI0).

The existence of a maximal full subcategory B(2)g, of B(2() with homogeneous objects,
closed under direct sums, tensor products and subobjects, and having finite statistics, will
be proved in Proposition Any object of B(21)g, is a finite direct sum of irreducible
objects p fulfilling the following conditions: there exists an integer d, an object v and an
isometry V' € (v, p*) such that



L e(y,7) = £1y;

2. VV* equals either Ay or Sy the totally (anti)symmetric projector in (p?, p?);

3. the extension 4 of v is a faithful morphism of the presheaf, that is 47 : A(a) —
B(H,) ® M, is a faithful morphism for each a € K.

B(2)g, is the relevant subcategory of the theory. Indeed, we will prove that on the one
hand each object with conjugates belongs to this category (Theorem ETl), and, on the
other hand, if the local algebras are properly infinite any object of B(2()g, has conjugates
(Theorem EE4). This last result suggests that it is reasonable to include proper infiniteness
of the local algebras A(a) as an axiom of the theory. This proposal is also supported by the
following facts: first, this property can be derived, in a particular case, from the existence
of conjugates (Theorem EZ); secondly, in a globally hyperbolic spacetime the algebras of
local observables of a multiplet of n Klein-Gordon fields in any Fock representation, acted
on by U(n) as a global gauge group, fulfill this property (this result is proved in [I5] and
it will be described in a forthcoming article).

The paper is organized as follows: in Section [ we introduce the categories B(2() and
B(2A+) and show that they are isomorphic; Section Blis entirely devoted to the construction
of the category B(20)gm,; in Section Hl we study the conjugation and derive the above stated
solutions; finally, Section B concludes the work. In Appendix [Al some definitions and
results on tensor C*-categories are presented.

2 The net and the presheaf approach to the theory, and
their equivalence

In this section we introduce the categories B(2() and B(2*) which are respectively the
categories of localized transportable bimodules of the net and of the presheaf. We show
how these categories are related to SC and that they are isomorphic?. We conclude by
introducing the notions of faithfulness and of double faithfulness for the objects of B(2().

2.1 The category B(A)

We show that there is, up to unitary equivalence, a bijective correspondence between SC
and the set Ay of the localized transportable morphisms of the net. After the observation
that the elements of A are bimodules of 2, the category B(2() is defined as the category
whose set of objects is Ay and whose arrows are the intertwiners of the elements of Ay.

A morphism p : A — B(H,) ® M, is said to have multiplicity n, and to be localized
in o if for any a € K, a L o then

p(A)=A®1,, p(1) VA € A(a).

We denote by A the set of localized morphisms and by A(o) the subset of those morphisms
which are localized within o. Given p,0 € A, the set (p, o) of the intertwiners between p
and o is the set of the operators T' € B(H, @ C™, H, ® C") such that

2The relevance of sheaves of von Neumann algebras in the theory of superselection sectors was pointed
out for the first time by J.E. Roberts [T3] who showed a correspondence between sectors and some Hermitian
bimodules over a sheaf of von Neumann algebras on Minkowski space.



Tp(l) =T =0(1)T and Tp(A) =0c(A)T VAe

A localized morphism p is said to be transportable if for each o there exists 7 € A(o) and
a unitary U € (p, 7). We denote by Ay the set of localized transportable morphisms and
by A¢(0) the subset of those morphisms which are localized in o.

The following lemma is an easy consequence of Haag duality and of the localization
property of the elements of As.

Lemma 2.1. Let p € A(0). Then the following assertions hold:
a) for each a € K, o C a we have p(A(a)) C A(a) @ M,,,;
b) if o € A¢(o1) and T € (p,0), then T has values T; j in U(a) V a € K, oUo; C a.

Studying SC is equivalent to studying A because there exists, up to unitary equiva-
lence, a bijective correspondence between the representations satisfying SC and the mor-
phisms in A;. In fact, for each m € SC there is a corresponding set of localized trans-
portable morphisms defined as follows

pa(A) = Vi, (A)V, Aed, aekl

where {V, }.ex is a set of isometries associated with 7 by (Il). Conversely, given p € A
then
7(A) = plms'(4)  Aem

is a representation belonging to SC.

In order to associate a category with Ay, and hence with SC, we need to introduce
the tensor C*-category B of bimodules of the C*-algebra 2 [6]. The objects are bimodules
of &, namely the morphisms p : %l — A ® M, , with multiplicity n, € N. The arrows
between two objects p, 7 are the intertwiners 7' € (p, ) with values in 2, ie. T;; € 2.
The composition law between the arrows is the usual rows times columns product, and
it is denoted by “”. The identity arrow 1, of an object p is the projection p(1). The
adjoint “+” is defined as p™ = p on the obJects and TJr = T}, for each T' € (p, 1),
where * denotes the involution of 2. The tensor product “x7 1s defined by using the
lexicographical ordering. Namely x is defined on the objects as

100( )i,j = p(U( )i27j2)i17j1 where i =1+ npiQ J=n+ npj2
(observe that po has multiplicity n,ns), and
(T X S) 1, = TZ1 kp(Slhh) k,j1 where =11+ nﬁ2i2 J=n+ np1j2

for each T € (p1,p2), S € (01,02). The identity object ¢ of the tensor product is the
morphism ¢(A) = A for each A € 2. Since 2 is irreducible ¢ is irreducible. Finally, one
can easily checks that B is closed under direct sums and subobjects.

Now, returning to the problem of stating what category is associated with A, we notice
that A¢ is a subset of the objects of B because of Lemma ETla, and that by Lemma EZT1lb
the set of the intertwiners between p, o € Ay is equal to the set of the arrows between p and
o as objects of B. The category B(2A) of the localized transportable bimodules of 2 is the
full subcategory of B whose objects belong to Ay. B(2A) is closed under tensor products,
direct sums and subobjects, and the identity object ¢ is irreducible. In conclusion, B(2()
is the category associated with A that we were looking for. The superselection sectors of
the theory are the unitary equivalence classes of the irreducible objects of B(2l).



2.2 The category B(2A")
The presheaf 20+ associated with the net 21 is defined as the correspondence
A K > a— Aa)

where for a C b the restriction 2A(b)’ — 2(a)’ is given by the inclusion (b)’ C (a). A
morphism p of A+ is a collection 4p : A(a) — B(H,) ® M,,, a € K, of morphisms with
a fixed multiplicity n,, fulfilling the relations:

@) W) = p1) Vack
b) if aCb then ,p[AD) = up (compatibility)

In a way similar as has been done for the net, the notion of localized transportable mor-
phism of the presheaf can be introduced. A morphism p of 20+ is said to be localized in o
if

op(A) = A®1,, p(1) VA € (o)
We denote by A+ the set of localized morphisms and by A* (o) the subset of those mor-
phisms localized within o. Given p,6 € A+, the set (p,d) of the intertwiners between p
and ¢ is the set of the operators T' € B(H, @ C™,H, ® C") such that

Tp(1)=T=0(1)T and Tap(A) = o(A)T VA€ Aa), Vae K

A localized morphism p is said to be transportable if for each a € K there exists 6 € A*(a)
and a unitary U € (p,5). By Af we denote the set of localized transportable morphisms
and by A{ (o) the subset of transportable morphisms which are localized within o. Finally,
we call the category of localized transportable bimodules of A+, and denote it by B(A+),
the category whose set of objects is A, and whose set of arrows between p,6 € Af is
(p, ). Clearly, B(2+) is a C*-category closed under direct sums and subobjects.

Proposition 2.2. Let p € A be localized in o.

a) For each a,b,c € K, ¢ L a,b we have 4p [ A(c) = pp | Alc)

b)Ifce K, c Lo, then 4p(A) =A®1,,- p(1) VYAcUc) andVaec K, a Lc.
¢) ap(A(a)’) C A(a) @ M, for each a € K, o L a.

d) Given 6 € Af(b) and T € (p,0) then T; ; € A(a) for each a € K, oUb C a.

Proof. a) Since the spacelike complement of a double cone is pathwise connected in M?*,
there is a path p, contained in c¢*, joining a to b. As 2(c) is contained in the commutant
of the algebras associated with each double cone of the path, the proof follows from
the compatibility of the morphisms. b) Notice that ¢ L o,a. Then, by a) we have
aP(A) = ,p(A) for each A € 2A(c). Since p is localized in o, the proof follows from the fact
that A(c) C 2A(0)’. ¢) is postponed to the next section. d) follows from b). O

Some comments are in order. First, the proposition does not hold in a 2-dimensional
Minkowski spacetime because the spacelike complement of a double cone is not pathwise
connected. Secondly, the statement a) does not depend on the double cone where the
object is localized. Thirdly, notice that, once o € K is fixed, the correspondence

{aeK|alo}sa — Aa) (2)

is a presheaf of von Neumann algebras and, if p € A{ is localized in o, then also the
correspondence
{aeK|alo}da — (Ql(a)'@an)p(l) (3)

6



is a presheaf of von Neumann algebras, because p(1) € (a)’ ® M, for each a € K, a L o;
here (2A(a)’ ® M,,,),1) denotes the reduced algebra p(1)(2(a)’ ® M,,)p(1). Then, as a
consequence of Proposition [ZZc, the collection {,p | a € K, a L o} is a presheaf morphism
from @) to @). In the following we will refer to the presheaves ([£]) and (@) as, respectively,
the domain and the codomain of p as an element of the set A{ (o).

2.3 The isomorphism between B(2(*+) and B(2A)

The relation between B(2(+) and B(2() is deeper than the one suggested from their def-
inition: in fact they are isomorphic. The key point of the proof consists in proving that
each element of Ay admits an extension to a morphism of the presheaf. In order to prove
this we need to introduce the cohomological description of the theory of superselection
sectors developed by J.E. Roberts [12] (see also [I4]). By using the same reasoning of that
paper, it is possible to introduce the category of 1-cocycles of the net and show that it is
equivalent to B(2A). However we limit ourselves to describing the way the set Z}(2) of
1-cocycles of the net and Ay are related.

Having fixed a double cone o and p localized in o, for each a € K let us choose a set of
unitary arrows V,, € (p, 7,) where 7, is localized in a and p = 7,. Defining

Zap = Vo - Vng a,be k. (4)
and observing that z., € (75, 7,), we have the I-cocycle identity

a) Zab: Zbe = Zac a,b,ce
and that
b) zaa = Ta(1) aek
¢) zap has values in A(d)  a,b,d€ K, aUbCd

A collection of partial isometries {Zgp }qpex satisfying a)—c) is called a I-cocycle of A. A
different choice of the set V,, a € K yields a cohomologous cocycle. Conversely, we can
associate with each z € Z}(2) an element of A;. Note that for each a,b € K, a L b we
have

P(A) = zop - TH(A) - 260 = Zob - A @ 1y, - 2o A € Aa). (5)

Then by replacing z with Z in the r.h.s. of (Bl one gets a transportable morphism localized
in o.

Theorem 2.3. The categories B(A*) and B(2A) are isomorphic.

Proof. First we define the extension functor E : B(2A) — B(2A*). Let p € A be localized
in o, and let z be the 1-cocycle defined by (#l). We set

Zoa - A® 1n, * Zao A € Aa)
T T € (p,0)

For each a € K, ,E(p) is a normal morphism of 2(a)’ and ;E(p)(1) = p(1). If a C b then
for each A € 2((b) we have:

aE(p)(A) = 200 A® ln, a0 = ZobZba - A® Lo, - Zba%bo = bE(p)(A)



because the coefficients of zp, belong to 2(b). Moreover, ,E(p)(B) = B ® 1,, - p(1) for
each B € (o) because z,, = p(1). Hence E(p) is a morphism of the presheaf and it is
localized in o. It is worth observing that, by (Bl), we have

E(p)(A) = 2oa - A® 1y, - Zao = p(A) A€ Aa").

Thus, ,E(p) is a normal extension of p to 2A(a)" and it is unique because, by Haag duality,
2(a*) is weakly dense in 2A(a)’. After this observation it is easy to see that T' € (E(p), E(0))
and consequently that E(p) is transportable.

We now pass to define the restriction functor R : B(24*+) — B(A). Let p € Af.
Given a € K, we take b € K, a C b+ and define

R()(A) = ()  AeUa)
R(S) = S S e (p,6)

R(p) is a morphism of 2(a) and R(p)(1) = p(1). By the Proposition Z2a R(p) does not
depends on the choice of b L a and, for this reason, it is compatible with the net 2.
Hence it is extendible by continuity to a morphism of 2. If p is localized in o then, by
Proposition ZZ2b, E(p) is also localized in o. The proofs both that R(p) is transportable
and that S belongs to (R(p),R(d)) are straightforward and, therefore, we omit them.
Finally, observing that R(p) is the restriction of the components of p to the algebras of
double cones, it easily follows that R o E = idg(g) and Eo R = idB(QlJ-)‘ O

Concerning the functors E and R introduced in the previous theorem, from now on
we will use the following notation: we will denote by p the extension E(p) of p € Ay;
conversely, we will denote by o the restriction R(d) of 6 € A{.

As a first consequence of Theorem 23 we prove Proposition Z2c. Given p € A (o),
let z be the 1-cocycle, defined by (@), associated with p. Let a € K, a L o. Then for
each A € A(a) and B € (a) we have 4p(B) - A® 1y, = zoa - B® 1y, * 2ao - AR 1,
= Zoa - B® 1, - Ta(A) - Zao = 2oa " Ta(A) - B® 1,,, - 240 = A - 4p(B), where the inclusion
74o(A(a)) C A(a) ® M, has been used. This completes the proof.

Secondly, a tensor product can be easily introduced on B(2(+):
At 3 p,0 — pRa e A where pX6= po
(ﬁl,ﬁg),(&l,ﬁg)9T,S—)T|X56(ﬁ1®6'1,ﬁ2®&2) where TXS= TxS
A useful property of X is shown in the following

Proposition 2.4. Let p € Ay(a), 0 € Ay(b). Ifce K, aUb L ¢ then
(pBo)(A) = cpleo(4))  AeUc)

Proof. Without loss of generality we prove the statement only in the case of objects with
multiplicity equal to one (namely endomorphisms, in general not unital, of the algebras
2(a)"). Let z,z be two 1-cocycles associated with p and o respectively. First we observe
that (p R o)(A) = c(po)(A) = Zoe X Zpe * A+ 2eo X Zep. Taking d,e, h € K such that
dle dUeCe¢ and bUe Ch, h L d, then for each A € A(c)" we have

(PR ) (A) = 2oa2dec X ZveZec * A - ZedZdo X ZeeZeb

= Zod X Zbe " Zde X Zec " A+ Zed X Zee * Zdo X Zeb = Zod X Zbe * A+ Zdo X Zep



where the last equality holds because zg. X Zec € 2A(c). Observing that z,q X Zpe =
20d°Td(Zbe) = Zod* Zbe, because Zp. € A(h), and that, by Proposition ZZ2c, .o (A(c)") C A(c),
then it follows that z,q X Zpe - A Zdo X Zeb = Zod * (Zbe* A-Zeb) * 2do = ap(e0(A)) = cp(co(A)),
where we used the fact that 7,4 is localized in d. This completes the proof. O

2.4 Faithfulness and Double Faithfulness

Our aim is to identify the relevant subcategory of B(2A). A first step toward the under-
standing of this problem is made in this section.

Definition 2.5. We say that an object p of B(2() is:
i) faithful if it is a faithful morphism of 2.

ii) doubly faithful if its extension p is a faithful morphism of the presheaf, namely, for
each a € K, ,p is a faithful morphism of the algebra (a)’.

Since an object p of B(RA) is the restriction to the local algebras of its extension p,
double faithfulness implies faithfulness. The converse is, in general, false as can be easily
seen by the following proposition.

Proposition 2.6. Let p be an object of B(U) and let us denote by [p] the equivalence class
of p. The following assertions hold:

a) p is faithful if, and only if, for each o,a € K, o L a and for each T € [p] localized in a,
the central support of 7(1) in A(o) @ M, is equal to 1 ® 1, ;

b) p is doubly faithful if, and only if, for each o € K and for each o € [p] localized in o,
the central support of o(1) in A(0) @ M, is equal to 1 ® 1, .

Proof. b) Since the extensions p and ¢ of p and o are equivalent and o is localized in o,
for A € 2(0) we have ,p(A) =0 < ,0(A4)=0(1)- A®1,, =0, and the proof follows
from the definition of central support. The assertion a) follows in a similar way. O

Without any further assumptions on the structure of local algebras, and in particular
on their centers, we have no way to conclude that these two properties are fulfilled. Notice
that properties like the Schlieder property® or the simplicity of 2, which are weaker than
the Borchers property and imply the faithfulness, cannot be deduced from the hypotheses
we have made on the local algebras. Thus, we have to accept the possible existence both of
nonfaithful objects and of not doubly faithful objects. Since double faithfulness will turn
out to be necessary for the existence of conjugates, in the following, not doubly faithful
objects shall have to be excluded from the analysis.

Direct sums, tensor products and equivalence preserve (double) faithfulness:

Proposition 2.7. The following assertions hold:

a) if p € Ay is doubly faithful = each o € [p] is doubly faithful;

b) if p1,p2 € Ay are doubly faithful = p1 © p2 and p1pa are doubly faithful.
The same assertions hold for faithfulness.

Proof. a) follows from the fact that if o € [p] then 6 € [p]. The proof of statement
b), concerning the direct sum, is obvious. Given a € K, let by,by € K, by,by L a and
let V; € (pi,0;) be unitary such that o; is localized in b; for i=1,2. For A € A(a)’
by Proposition B, we have ,(p1 X p2)(A) = V¥ x Vot - o(o1 Roo)(A) - Vi x Va
V1+ X V2+ < 401(q02(A)) - V1 x V4 and the proof is now completed.

Ol

3The net 2A has the Schlieder property if given a,b € KC, a L b and A € A(a), B € A(b) then A- B =
0 < A=0or B=0.



3 Statistics and selection of the relevant subcategory

This section is entirely devoted to showing how the relevant subcategory of the theory can
be selected. We will find it convenient to work in the net approach, that is to say with
B(21); nevertheless, to introduce the notion of a homegenous object of B(2(), we will have
to rely on the presheaf approach. Homogeneity will turn out to be one of the properties
characterizing the objects of the relevant subcategory.

We start by proving the existence of a symmetry €. Afterwards, we introduce the
notions of net-left inverse, presheaf-left inverse and homogeneity. We prove that each
doubly faithful simple object is homogeneous. After having introduced the category of
objects with finite statistics, we conclude by showing how the relevant subcategory can be
selected using doubly faithful simple objects.

3.1 Symmetry

When a tensor C*-category has a symmetry e (see definition in appendix) it is possible
to introduce, as in DHR analysis, a notion of statistics of sectors. Briefly, one first notes
that for each object p, by means of ¢, there is an associated unitary representation ey
of the permutation group of n-elements P(n), with values in (p", p"). If p is irreducible,
the statistics of the sector [p] is the collection of the unitary equivalence classes of the
representations € as n varies. In this section we show that B(2() has a symmetry € and,
therefore, an associated notion of statistics of sectors.

We start by recalling a result from [6]. Let (n,m) denote the set of m x n matrices
A with values A; ; in 2. Then, there exists a map 6 : n,m — 6(n,m) € (nm,mn) with
values 6(n,m); ; in C, that verifies

O(m,m1)-A®B = B A-0(n,nqy) (6)

for each pair A € (n,m), B € (n1,m;) with commuting values, that is to say [A; ;, B ;] =
0, where (A ® B); ; = Ai, j, Bi,.j» is the lexicographical order product.

The proof of the existence of a symmetry ¢ is based on the following

Lemma 3.1. Let p; € A¢(o;) fori = 1,2, 0 € A¢(a;) for i = 1,2, such that 01 L aq,
02 L ay. ForT € (p1,p2), S € (01,02) we have

H(ng,m2) TxS = 8%xT- G(nl,ml).
where ny,no, m1, Mo denote, respectively, the multiplicities of p1, p2,01 and oo.

To prove the statement we need three preliminary lemmas.

Lemma 3.2. Let p € A¢(0), 0 € Ay(a) such that o L a. Ifbe K, o,a L b and A € A(D)
then we have 6(n,m) - po(A) = op(A)-0(n,m).

Proof. Notice that po(A) =1,® 1, - A®1,, and 0p(A) = 1, ® 1, - A® 1,,, because of
localization of p and 0. As 1, and 1, have commuting values, by (@) we have the proof. [

Lemma 3.3. Let p1,p2 € Ay(0), 01,02 € A¢(a) such that o L a and let T € (p1,p2),S €
(01,02). Then we have O(ng,mo) -T®S = ST -0(ny,my).

PTOOf. (TXS),'J = Til,kpl(siz,jz)k,jl :Til,jlsig,jg = (T®S/)i7j. Similarly SXT = S®T.
Since the values of T' and S commute, the proof follows by (@l). O
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Lemma 3.4. If p € A¢(0), 0 € A¢(a) such that o L a then 8(n,m) € (po,op).

Proof. Foreach b € K, oUa C b let us take aj, 01, ¢,d € K such that 01,a1 L b, (oUo;) C d,
(aUay) C cand d L ¢. Moreover, let U € (p,p1), V € (0,01) be unitaries and p; € Ag(o1),
o1 € A¢(ar). For A € A(b) by Lemma B2 and Lemma B3 we have

O(n,m) - po(A) =0(n,m)- (U" xV7T):pro1(A)- (U x V)
= (VT xU")-0(n1,my) - pro1(A) - (U x V)
= (VT xU") -o1p1(4) - 0(ny,mq) - (U x V)
= (VT x U -o1p1(A) - (V xU)-0(n,m) = ap(A) - 0(n,m).

O

Proof of Lemma[Zdl. We use a standard deformation argument. Let U € (o03,01) be
unitary with o3 € A¢(ag) and (a3 Uaj) L o;. By Lemma O(ni,m1) - 1, x U =
U x1, -0(ni,ms). Setting S; =5 -U we have that 0(nq, ma)-T x Sy = S1 xT-6(n1,ms)
if, and only if, f(ng,mo) -T x S = S x T -0(ny1,m1). Similarly we can move the support?
of p1 without changing the statement of the lemma. If the number of spatial dimensions
is bigger than 1, by a finite number of displacements of the supports we can reduce the
problem to the trivial situation of the Lemma O

Theorem 3.5. The category B(2) has a unique symmetry € satisfying
e(p,o) = 0(n,m)
whenever p and o are localized in mutually spacelike double cones.

Proof. Let us observe that if ¢ is a symmetry satisfying the relation in the statement,
given two unitaries U € (p,p1), V € (0,01) such that p; € A¢(o1), 01 € A¢(ar) where
01 L a1, then we have 6(ny,m1)-U xV =¢e(p1,01) - UxV =V xU-e(p,0). According
to this observation we define

e(p,o) = VI xUT-0(ny,my)-UxV. (7)

The definition of ¢ does not depend on the choice of U, V. Indeed, given two unitaries
Ui € (p,p2), Vi € (0,02) such that ps € A¢(02), o2 € A¢(az) where oo L a9, then by
Lemma B we have 0(ng, mo) - (U1UT x ViVT = (ViVT x U UT) - 6(ny, my). Hence

(V1+ X U1+)'9(’I’L2,TTL2)'(U1 X Vl) :V+ X U+-9(n1,m1)-U>< V.

We now prove that ¢ is a symmetry for B(2(). Let S € (p,7), T € (0,) andlet W € (7,71),
R € (B, 1) be unitaries such that 7 and f; are localized in spacelike double cones. By
Lemma Bl we have 6(l1,k1) - (WSUT) x (RTV*') = (RTV*) x (WSU™) - 8(mq,n1),
therefore, multiplying the r.h.s. of this identity by BT x W™ and the Lh.s. by U x V we
obtain:

e(r,B8) - SxT=TxS-e(p,o).

Now, by using () we have

e(p,0) -e(o,p) =V x U -0(n1,m1) -1 x 1y - 0(mi,ng) -V x U
= V+ X U+ -H(nl,ml) . H(ml,nl) VxU = 1op-

4By support we mean the double cone where the object is localized.
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Finally, let X € (,71) be unitary, such that 3 € A¢(b1) where by L 01 and (by Uo1) L a;.
Observing that §(ni,m1) x 1, -1, x 0(ly,m1) = 6(n1ly, m1) we have

€(p70)X1’Y'1p X€(’7,0‘) =
=Vt xU" x1y)-0(n1,my) x 1, - (U xV x 1,)-
(1, x VExXT) 1, x0(l,my) - (1, x X x V)
=Vt xU"x X)) 0(n1,my) x Ly, - 1, x 0(ly,mq) - (U x X x V)
= (VT xUT x X)) 0(nily,m1) - (U x X x V) =¢e(py,0).

This completes the proof. O

3.2 Net-left inverses, presheaf-left inverses and homogeneity

The net-left inverse of an object of B(2A) is the obvious generalization of the concept of
left inverse of unital endomorphisms of a C*-algebra to the case where p is a morphism of
the net.

Definition 3.6. A net-left inverse ¢ of an object p € A; is a nonzero completely positive
normalized linear map ¢ : (% ® M, ),1) — 2 fulfilling the relation

p(B-p(4)) = ¢(B)-A
for each A €2, B € (A®M,,),1)-

Clearly the faithfulness of the objects is necessary for the existence of net-left inverses.
It is less obvious to see that it is also sufficient. The physical idea used in DHR analysis to
show the existence of left inverses for unital endomorphisms, which is based on a charge
transfer chain to infinite, can be suitably adapted to our case. Unfortunately it does not
work. The reason is clear: as the objects are nonunital morphisms it is not possible to
check whether the chain has a trivial limit or not. However, there is another idea that
can be used to prove the existence of net-left inverses. Notice that a net-left inverse of
p is also a linear map extending p~' to the codomain algebra (% ® M,,),1) of p. Such
an extension can be obtained by generalizing, to our case, an argument used for unital
endomorphisms [§].

Proposition 3.7. Each faithful object has a net-left inverse.

Proof. Let p € Ay be faithful and let € H,. Then we can define a state w as w(A4) =
(2, p71(A)Q2) for A € p(2). Since the inclusion p(A) C (A®M.,,),(1) preserves the identity,
there is a state w’ of the algebra (A®M,,, ) (1) which extends w. Let (#', 7', Q') be the GNS
construction associated with w’ and let us define VAQ = 7/(p(A4))Q for A € A. As A is
irreducible and w’ is an extension of w, V : H, — H' is an isometry fulfilling the relation
VA = 7'(p(A))V for A € 2. Now, by setting p(A) = V*7'(A)V for A € (A @ M,,),1),
one easily checks that ¢ is a net-left inverse of p. O

A left inverse (see the definition in appendix) is uniquely associated with a net-left
inverse of an object p. To show this we will need to represent an element E € (po, p7) as
a ng X ny matrix with values [E]; ; in (A® M,,,),1) (see appendix for more details).
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Proposition 3.8. Let ¢ be a net-left inverse of an object p. Then there exists a unique
positive normalized left inverse ® of p verifying for each o, 7 € Ay the relation

o (E)ij = @([Elij)  E€(po,pr) (8)
fori=1,...n, j=1,...,n4.

Proof. The proof of the uniqueness follows once we have shown that the relation (8) defines
a left inverse of p. So, let @ be the set of the linear maps ®, . for o, 7 € A¢ defined by ().
® is obviously normalized, and it is positive because ¢ is completely positive. In the rest
of the proof the relations ([AZf),([A7) and (A-]) will be used. Let A € 2 and E € (po, p7),
then

(o (E) - 0(A))ij = @([Elik) - 0(A)r; = @([Elik - p(o(A)r,5))
= @[ E-p(o(A)) lij) = e[ p(T(A)) - E ]ij) = (T(A) - @6+ (E))i ;-

Hence @, (F) € (0,7). Given S € (a,0), T € (5, 7), then we have

Popg(l,xTT-E-1,x8);;=¢(l,xTT-E-1,x5];,;)
= o(p(Th) - [Elka - p(S15)) = Tify - o([Elkp) - Sij = (TF - @7 (E) - S) e

In a similar way one can show that @,z (X X 1) = @, (X) x 1, for X € (po, pr). This
completes the proof. O

Summing up, faithfulness is a necessary and sufficient condition for the existence of
net-left inverses. Moreover, for each net-left inverse there is an associated left inverse of
the object. It is worth observing that this excludes neither the existence of nonfaithful
objects with left inverses nor the existence of objects without left inverses.

We now turn to the presheaf-left inverse.

Definition 3.9. A presheaf-left inverse of an object p in Ay(o) is defined as a collection
¢ =1{ap: (Aa) @M,,),q) — Aa) |ack, al o} of nonzero completely positive
normalized linear maps verifying the relations:

) ap [ (D) @My,),0) = b4, Vbe K, blLo, aCh

i) ap(B-ap(4)) = ap(B)- A, VA€ Ua), B e (Ua) ®@My,)y)-

It is worth observing that the definition of presheaf-left inverse depends on the double
cone o where the object p is localized. This is so because the inclusion ,p(2(a)’) C
(A(a)’ @M, ) p(1y is verified only for double cones a which are spacelike separated from o.
Morever, notice that by () and @), a presheaf-left inverse of p € A¢(0) can be seen as
a linear map from the codomain of p € A{ (o) onto its domain which is, by relation i),
compatible with the presheaf structure and fulfills relation ii).

Now, if p € A¢(o) has a presheaf-left inverse then each o € Ay(b) equivalent to p,
with o C b, has a presheaf-left inverse. In fact, given a unitary U € (p, o), the collection
of linear maps defined as ,o(U*BU) for B € (A4(a)’ ® My, )y 1) and for each a L b is a
presheaf-left inverse of o. This argument cannot be applied to the elements of [p] localized
in double cones which do not contain o. Hence, in general, having a presheaf-left inverse
is not a property of the equivalence class of the object. This leads to the following
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Definition 3.10. We say that an object p of B(2() is homogeneous if each element of its
equivalence class has presheaf-left inverses, namely if for each a € K, any o € [p] localized
in a has, as an element of A¢(a), a presheaf-left inverse.

Concerning homogeneity and existence of presheaf-left inverses, in this section we will
limit ourselves to the following remark. If p € A¢(0) has a presheaf-left inverse, then ,p
is a faithful morphism for each a L o. This does not imply the double faithfulness of p.
Double faithfulness occurs when p is homogeneous. Conversely, it is not clear whether in
general double faithfulness it is enough both for the existence of presheaf-left inverses and
for homogeneity. We only know that this happens in the particular case of doubly faithful
simple objects (see next section).

As a consequence of the definition of presheaf-left inverse we have the following

Proposition 3.11. Let ¢ be a presheaf-left inverse of p € Ay(0). Then there exists a
unique net-left inverse ¢ of p such that for each a,b € K and b L a,0 we have

p(A) = pp(4) A€ (Ua)@My,) ) 9)

Proof. Since a* N o* is pathwise connected, the compatibility of ¢ implies (in the same
way as in Proposition Z2a) that the relation () defines a net-left inverse of p. O

The relations (@), (§) yield a correspondence between presheaf-left inverses and left
inverses. Namely, given a presheaf-left inverse ¢ of p € A¢(0) we have

{presheaf-left inverses of p € A¢(0)} 3 ¢ @ @ @—> O € {left inverses of p} (10)

We denote by (@) the left inverse defined by relation () and call it the left inverse
associated with ¢. Notice that for each E € (p, p) we have

@) (E) = 4p(E) VaCo" = .p(E)=c-1 VYaekK,alo

because of the irreducibility of ¢.

We conclude this section by studying how the correspondence ¢ — () behaves under
the categorical operations. Let ¢,1 and @9 be presheaf-left inverses of p, p1, p2 € A¢(0)
respectively. Given two isometries W; € («, p;) for i = 1,2 verifying I/VlVVlJr +W2W2+ = 1,,
and given an isometry V' € (3, p) (VV T = E ), the linear maps ¢10p, $1B°ps for s € [0, 1]
and ¢ defined as

a(p1092)(A) = o1 (ap2([A])) A€ (Ql(a), ® anm)pzm(l) (11)
o (91 ®° @2)(B) = s a1 (Wi BW1) + (1=5) apa(Wy' BW2) B € (A(a)’ @ My, )a(1) (12)
a#”(C) = ap(B) Lap(VCVT) if 4p(E) # 0 C e (A(a) @My, )1y (13)

for each a L o, are, respectively, presheaf-left inverses of psp1, a and 5 as elements of
A¢(0). The definitions ([[Il) and (I2) entail that the existence of presheaf-left inverses
and the homogeneity are stable properties under tensor products and direct sums. This
cannot be asserted for subobjects because ¢ exists only if the scalar ,p(E) # 0. Now,

note that the same constructions we have made for presheaf-left inverses can be made for
the associated left inverses I(¢), I(¢1) and I(P2) (see (AT, (A2) and ([(A3)). One can

14



easily show that the correspondence ¢ — () is compatible: for each o,7 € Ay we have

(Up1) 0 U(P2)) 5, = U(P1 0 P2)0r (14)
(Up1) ®° U(P2))y, = U(P1 B P2)or Vs € [0,1] (15)
l(@)m = U@")o,r if 1(4).,.(E) #0 (16)

These relations allow us to work with the more tractable associated left inverses rather
than with the presheaf-left inverses. In particular, by ([[H) the existence of the presheaf-left
inverse ¢ for the subobject 5 € A¢(0) is equivalent to the condition I(¢),,(E) # 0.

3.3 Simple objects

In this section we study the simple objects of B(2(), namely objects characterized by the
following property: v € Ay is simple if e(v,7) = X, - 1,2 where x, € {1,—1}. In this
section we show that each doubly faithful simple object is homogeneous.

Let us start by noting that if v € Ay is simple then each element of [] is simple. Now,
if v has a left inverse ® then the following properties are equivalent
D, (e(r,7) = %1, <= ~yissimple <<= (7*,7°)=C-1p.

(see Proposition [A6]). Moreover the 1.h.s. and the r.h.s. relations imply that v is irre-
ducible. Hence when a simple object v has a left inverse we can say that [y] is a simple
sector.

Progress now results from studying the structure of the faithful simple objects.

Lemma 3.12. Let v € Ay(0) be a faithful simple object and let ¢ be a net-left inverse of
v. For each b € K, o L b and for each unitary U € (o,7) such that o is localized in b we
have

o(p(B)) = Ut-B-U  Be (A0)@My)y)-

In particular ¢ | (A(a) @ My), ) is injective for each a € I, o C a.

Proof. In the proof the relations (AH),[A7) and (AZ8) will be used. Observing that
1, ® B = o(B), because o L b, we have

[lo ® Blij = o(Bi;) = Ut V(Bij) - U
= U 9((11)ig) - V(Bts) - 1((14)s3) - U =[UT x 1y - y(B) - U x 1y]i5
By using this identity we have
B®1l, =
=0(ng,ny) - 1o @ B-0(ny,ng) = 0(ngyny) - UT x 1y - y(B) - U x 1y - 0(ny,ng)
=e(0,7) U x 1y y(B) - U x1y-e(y,0) = 1, x U - e(7,7) - ¥(B) -(7,7) - 1, x U
=1, xU"-yB) -1, xU
In conclusion we have
o(p(B))i; = ¢(B) - a(1)i; = ¢(By(a(1)i;)) = ¢([B @ 1o ;)
= o([Ly x Ui - [v(B)lt,s - [1y x Uls ) = o(y(U,) - v(Bs) - v(Us )
=(U"-B-U)y,
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Theorem 3.13. Let v be a simple object. If vy is faithful, then v : 2 — (A @ M), () is
an isomorphism and v~' is the unique net-left inverse of .

Proof. Let ~ be localized in o. For each a € K, o C a, let U € (0,7) be unitary such
that o is localized in a double cone spacelike separated from a. Observing that ¢((2(a) ®
M), (1)) = 2(a) then by the previous lemma we have

o(p(AYB)) = UtATBU = UTATUUTBU
= 0(p(A)" - a(p(B)) = o( p(4)"¢(B) )

A, B € (U(a)®M,),q). Since o is faithful, p(A* B) = ¢(A)*@(B) that is, ¢ is a morphism.
It is surjective and injective therefore ¢ = ' on (2U(a) ®My,),(1). Now, the proof follows
by continuity of ¢. O

Corollary 3.14. Let v be a simple object. Then ~ is doubly faithful if, and only if,
~ is homogeneous. In particular if v € A¢(o) is doubly faithful, then {,y : 2A(a) —
(A(a)’ ® My, )y), a L o} is a presheaf isomorphism and 4~ = {a7v™', a L o} is the
unique presheaf-left inverse of v € A¢(o).

Proof. Let us assume that « is localized in 0o € K. It is only a matter of calculation to
check that, for each a L o, o7 ' (U(a") ® My, )1y € A(a)’. Applying o7 to this inclusion
and observing that, by Proposition Z2.c, ov(%(a)’) C (A(a)’ @ My, ),) we have

(RA(a") @My, )y1y € a7 (U(a)) S (A(a) © My, )ya)-

Passing to the weak closure, by Haag duality, we have ,y(2(a)") = (U(a) @ My, )y1)-
This implies that {47 : 2(a)’ — (A(a)' ® M., )y(1), @ L o} is a presheaf isomorphism and
that 47!, defined as above, is the unique presheaf-left inverse of v € A¢(0). Since double
faithfulness is stable under equivalence, each element of the equivalence class of v admits
presheaf-left inverses. Hence, v is homogeneous; the converse statement is contained in
the observation following Definition O

3.4 The category of objects with finite statistics

The only known way to classify the statistics of sectors of a tensor C*-category with a
symmetry, is the one followed in DHR analysis and based on using left inverses. But
this procedure might not be applicable to all the sectors of B(2() because, as observed in
Section B2l we cannot exclude the existence of objects without left inverses. Disregarding
the sectors associated with this kind of objects, we could proceed as in DHR analysis and
classify the statistics of the sectors as finite or infinite. However, we will see that objects
with conjugates have finite statistics; henceforth we will confine ourselves to this case.

Let Aq,Sq € (p?, p?) be the (anti)symmetrizer associated with sg.

Definition 3.15. We say that an object of B(2() has finite statistics if it is finite direct
sum of irreducibles p fulfilling the following conditions: there is a 3-tuple (d,~, V') where
d is an integer, v is a faithful simple object and V' € (v, p?) is an isometry satisfying one
of the following alternatives:

B) VV*t = A4 or F) Vvt = S,.

We denote by A¢ the set of the objects with finite statistics and by B(2()s the full subcat-
egory of B(2() whose objects have finite statistics.

16



The finiteness of the statistics is stable under equivalence. Moreover, each object
p € A¢ has left inverses. By definition of A¢ and by ([AZ2) it is enough to prove this in
the case where p is irreducible. Let (d,7,V’) be the 3-tuple associated with p. Since 7 is
faithful, it has a left inverse ®, Proposition B71 Then

\I’U’Q(X) = CI>0,ﬁ(V+ X 15 : 1pd71 xX-Vx 10) X e (pO’, pﬂ) (17)

defines a left inverse of p.
Our definition of objects with finite statistics is equivalent to the usual one, as the
following propositions show.

Proposition 3.16. Let p be irreducible. Then the following assertions are equivalent:
a) p has finite statistics;
b) each left inverse W of p verifies the relation ¥, ,(e(p,p)) =A-1, #0

Proof. b) = a) follows directly from DHR analysis, [0, Section III]. We show a) = b) only
in the case B). In a similar way, one can easily check that this holds in the case F') as
well. Furthermore, it is possible to prove, as in DHR analysis, that if ¥ is a left inverse of
p such that ¥, ,(e(p, p)) = A-1, then the real number A is an invariant of the equivalence
class [p]. Hence, the proof follows once we have shown the existence of one left inverse
verifying the relation in the statement. In order to prove this let (d,~, V) be the 3-tuple
associated with p, and let ® be a left inverse of . Moreover, let ¥ be the left inverse
of p defined by using ® in ([[[). p being irreducible then ¥, ,(s(p,p)) = A-1,. We now
prove that A # 0. To this aim, we need some preliminary observations. First, we recall
the following formula [ Lemma 5.3]:

Uri(Ag) =d™ - (1=XNA=20)--- (1= (d=1A) (¥

where W° is the left inverse of p? given by the d-fold composition of ¥. Secondly,
\I/;gvpd (e(p?,p?)) = A?- 1,4 because of ([(Ad). Thirdly, if ¥7¢(Aq) # 0, then

@J,T(F) = (V9 (Aa) )t Wod (Vx1: - F- V*F x1,) F € (yo,v1)

defines a left inverse of v such that

Xy 1y = Dyy(e(r,7)) = (P74(Aq)) " - W54 (VT X 1y -2(7,7) - V X 1)
= (LP4(Aq)) " VUG u(e(p p)VT = (¥74(Aq)) - A 1y (%)

because £(7,7) = X - 1,2. Now the proof that A # 0 proceeds as follows. If A\ were equal
to 0, then ® would be well defined because, by (), WPd(Aq) = d!"'. This leads to a
contradiction because, by (+x), we should have x, -1, = 0. O

Proposition 3.17. The following assertions hold:
a) B(2A)¢ is closed under tensor products, direct sums and subobjects;
b) p € Ay <= has a standard left inverse ®, that is ®, ,(c(p,p))* =c-1, > 0.

Proof. a) The closedness under direct sums and subobjects is obvious by definition of
B(2A);. Once we have shown that given two irreducibles p,o with finite statistics each
subobject of po has left inverses, the closedness under tensor products follows as in DHR
analysis. For this purpose, let ®, ¥ be two left inverses of p and o respectively. By
Proposition [AX4] the left inverse ¥ o ® of po is faithful. Hence each subobject of po has a
left inverse defined by [A3)). b) (=) follows as in the DHR analysis. (<) By Proposition
any standard left inverse is faithful. Therefore each subobject of p has left inverses.
The rest of the proof follows as in DHR analysis. O
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3.5 The selection of the relevant subcategory

In the previous section, in order to exclude objects without conjugates, we introduced
the category B(2()¢. With the same motivation, we can affirm that this is only a prelim-
inary step since properties like (double) faithfulness and homogeneity might fail to hold
in B(2A)¢. Observing that homogeneity implies the other two properties, we show in this
section how to select the maximal full subcategory of B(2(); with homogeneous objects,
closed under tensor products, direct sums and subobjects. We claim here but will prove
in the next section that, this is the relevant subcategory.

To understand the problem we are facing, we recall that homogeneity might not be sta-
ble under subobjects (see the observation related to ([[3))). Consequently the category we
are looking for does not correspond, in general, to the subcategory of B(2()¢ whose objects
are homogeneous. However, this category can be selected by adding further conditions.

Definition 3.18. We denote by Ag, the subset of A; whose objects are finite direct sums
of irreducibles p fulfilling the following conditions:

a) p has finite statistics;

b) given the 3-tuple (d,~, V') associated with p, the simple object 7 is doubly faithful
(or, equivalently, homogeneous).

We denote by B(2(), the full subcategory of B(21)¢ whose objects belong to Ag,.

Notice that the property of belonging to Ag, is stable under equivalence. Now, the
next proposition shows a useful characterization of the irreducible elements of Ag,, while
the subsequent one proves the main claim of this section.

Proposition 3.19. Let p be irreducible. Then the following assertions are equivalent:
a) p € Am;
b) p is homogeneous and belongs to As.

Proof. a) = b) Given (d,~, V) be the 3-tuple associated with p, where ~ is homogeneous.
Let us assume that p and v are localized in the same double cone o. Let 47 be the
presheaf-left inverse of v € A¢(0) defined by Corollary B4l Setting

ap(A) = oy (VT ap (A) V) A€ (AUa) ® My, (18)

for each a € K, a L o, we have that the set ¢ = {,p, a L o} is a presheaf-left inverse of
p € A¢(o). Since each element of [p] belong to A, p is homogeneous. a) < b) Let (d,~, V)
be the 3-tuple associated with p, where in this case  is faithful. The proof follows once we
have shown that v is homogeneous. Let us assume that p and « are localized in the same
double cone o and let ¢ be a presheaf-left inverse of p € A¢(0). By Proposition the
left inverse [(¢) of p associated with ¢ satisfies the relation I(¢), ,(e(p,p)) = A-1, # 0.
Combining this with Proposition [AZ4] we obtain that {($)°d is a faithful left inverse of p?.
We now notice that [(¢)°¢ = [(¢°¢) because of ([[dl), where ¢° is the presheaf-left inverse
of p¢ € Ay(0) given by the d-fold composition of ¢. This entails that [(¢°¢), ,(VVT) #£ 0
and, by ([3), that v € A¢(o) has presheaf-left inverses. Since, by transportability, this
argument can be applied to each element of [v], v is homogeneous. O

Proposition 3.20. The following assertions hold:
a) B(2)g, is closed under tensor products, direct sums and subobjects, and its objects are
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homogeneous;
b) B(20)m is the mazimal full subcategory of B()¢ closed under subobjects and whose
objects are homogeneous.

Proof. a) The closedness under direct sums and subobjects is obvious. Let p1,p2 € A,
be two irreducibles localized in the same double cone o. Since p1, p2 are homogeneous,
both the direct sum and the tensor product of these two objects are homogeneous (see
observation related to ([II), (). It remains to be proved that each subobject of pjps is
homogeneous. Since p; and po are homogeneous objects with finite statistics, the proof
follows by the same argument used in the proof of the implication a) < b) of the previous
proposition. b) Let C be a category fulfilling the properties written in the statement.
Since each object of C is a finite direct sum of homogenous irreducible objects with finite
statistics, the proof follows from Proposition O

4 Conjugation

This section concludes the investigation of Sections Pl and Bl We start by recalling the
definition of the conjugate of an object. An object p has conjugates if there exists an
object p and a pair of arrows R € (1,pp), R € (¢, pp) satisfying the conjugate equations:

R'x1,-1,xR =1, , R*x1,-1,xR = 1,
Conjugation is a property which is stable under equivalence, tensor product, direct sums

and subobjects [I1].

The next result proves the assertions we have been claiming throughout this paper:
Theorem 4.1. Fach object of B(2) with conjugates belongs to B(A), .

Proof. Given p, plocalized in o, let R, R be a pair of arrows solving the conjugate equations
for p and p. Then by setting

P,-(X) = (R"R)™ - (Rt x 1, 13 x X - Rx 1) X € (po, p7)

for each 0,7 € A, we get a left inverse ® of p. Since it is always possible to choose R, R
in a way that ® is standard [I1], by Proposition BI7b p has finite statistics. Now, the
set of linear maps defined as

a(P(A) = (R+R)71 : (R+ : a_(A) : R) A€ (Ql(a)/ ® an)p(l)

for each a L o, is a presheaf-left inverse of p € A¢(0). As conjugation is stable under
equivalence, each element of [p] has presheaf-left inverses. Thus p is homogeneous. Finally,
since conjugation is stable under subobjects, Proposition B2l b completes the proof. O

Theorem Bl states that all the relevant objects of the theory belong to B(2()gm,. We
claim that B(2()g, is the relevant subcategory of the theory. In fact, as we will prove
later, each object of B(2()g, has conjugates under the assumption that the local algebras
are properly infinite, and there are several reasons for considering this assumption as an
essential property of the reference representation:

First, in an arbitrary globally hyperbolic spacetime the algebras of local observables
of a multiplet of n Klein-Gordon fields in any Fock representation, acted on by U(n) as a
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global gauge group, fulfill this property (this result is proved in [I5] and will be described
in a forthcoming article).

Secondly, it turns out to be a necessary condition in the following particular situation

Theorem 4.2. Let p,p be two conjugate objects with multiplicity equal to one. If p is not
a simple object, then A is a net of properly infinite von Neumann algebras.

The proof is based on the following

Lemma 4.3. Let 0,7 be two conjugate objects localized, respectively, in 01,09 € K. If o,
T have multiplicity equal to one, then each nonzero orthogonal projection E € (o,0) is
equivalent to 1 on A(a) for each a € K, 01 Uoy C a.

Proof. We recall that an object with multiplicity equal to one is an endomorphism, in
general not unital, of the algebra 2(. Let V € (7,0) be an isometry such that V-V = E.
The subobject 7 is an endomorphism of 2 localized in o1, and 7(1) = E. Given a pair of
arrows R, R solving the conjugation equations for o and &, let us define S =V x 15-R €
(t,77). By [I1, Lemma 2.1] S # 0, hence S’ = S -t~'/? is an isometry, where ST-S5 =¢-1.
Then 1 ~ §-S8'" <75(1) <7(1) < 1. Hence E ~ 1 on 2(a). O

Proof of Theorem .3 Let us assume that p and p are, respectively, localized in o1, 02,
and let a € K, 01 Uoy C a. By [2 Proposition 3] it is enough to show that 2(a) is
properly infinite. Notice that p? is reducible because p is not simple, Proposition [A.G
Hence there is a nonzero orthogonal projection E € (p?,p?) such that E # p?(1). By
Lemma p*(1) ~ 1 ~ (p*(1) — E) ~ E on A(a). If Tr were a finite normal trace of
2(a), then the previous relation should entail the equality Tr(1) = Tr(p*(1)) = Tr(E)
= Tr(p*(1)) — Tr(E), which is possible if, and only if, Tr(1) = 0. O

In spite of this theorem, we cannot assert that a general requirement on the reference
representation for the existence of nontrivial conjugate objects is that the local algebras
are properly infinite. A counterexample of this assertion can be found in [I6]. The results
obtained in that paper, however, do not affect the hypothesis of considering the local
algebras 2A(a) properly infinite as an essential property of the reference representation
because we are interested to applications deriving from models of quantum fields theory,
while that paper concerns quantum statistical mechanics and the local algebras are defined
on a lattice.

Theorem 4.4. If A is a net of properly infinite algebras, then B(A)g, is the full subcategory
of B(21) whose objects have conjugates.

Proof. By virtue of the Theorem EJl we only have to prove that each object of B(2()g,
has conjugates. The existence of conjugates in B(2()g, is equivalent to the existence of
conjugates for its simple objects. In order to prove this, let us consider an irreducible
object p of B(2)m, and let (d,~, V) be the 3-tuple associated with p. If 4 has a conjugate
v and T € (¢,77y), T € (1,77) solve the conjugate equations for v and 7, then by setting

p=3p"" R =13xV-T R = (p,p) R,
one can easily checks that R and R solve the conjugate equations for p and 5. Now, let v

be a simple object of B(2l)g, localized in o. Since « is doubly faithful, by Proposition ZZ6lb
~(1) has central support 1® Ly, in A(0)®M,,,. Since the local algebras are properly infinite,

there exists an isometry V : H, — H, ® C™ with values V; in (o) for i = 1,...,n,,
such that VV* = ~(1). So, v1( ) = V*y( )V is automorphism of 2 localized in o and
transportable. Hence, as in DHR analysis, it turns out that ;" is a conjugate of y. O
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5 Conclusions

We have shown that in a tensor C*-category associated with a set of representations of
a net of local observables which are local excitations of a reference representation, the
charge structure, in the sense of DHR analysis, manifests itself even when the Borchers
property of the reference representation is not assumed. What it is essential is that the
local algebras are properly infinite in the reference representation.

The main problem we have solved, has been to identify the subcategory carrying the
charge structure of the theory, that is the subcategory whose objects have conjugates.
Apart from the finiteness of the statistics, the sectors of this category are characterized by
a new property called homogeneity. The key result allowing us to formulate this property
has been that the theory can be equivalently studied using both the net and the presheaf
approach.

As mentioned at the beginning, the superselection sectors of a net of local observables
on globally hyperbolic spacetimes have been studied under the assumption that the refer-
ence representation fulfills the Borchers property [9]. We observed that this assumption
has been verified only for certain models [I7]. The results here suggest that it is reason-
able to include the proper infiniteness of the algebras of local observables in the reference
representation as an axiom of the theory. In this case the charge structure of the the-
ory is carried not by the subcategory whose objects have finite statistics but by the one
generated by the homogeneous sectors with finite statistics.

A Some notions and results on tensor C*-categories

We introduce the definition of a tensor C*-category and prove some results concerning
left inverses and simple objects. The last part of this section is devoted to exposing some
relations concerning the notation introduced in Section The references are [0, [I1].

Left inverses, symmetry and simple objects

Let C be a category. We denote by p, o, T, etc.. the objects of the category and the set of
the arrows between p, o by (p, o). The composition of arrows is indicated by “” and the
unit arrow of p by 1,. Sometimes, if no confusion is possible, we will omit the symbol “.”
when we will write the composition of arrows.

C is said to be a C*-category if the set of the arrows between two objects (p,o) is a
complex Banach space and the composition between arrows is bilinear; there is an adjoint,
that is an involutive contravariant functor % acting as the identity on the objects; the norm
satisfies the C*-property, namely ||[R*R|| = ||R||? for each R € (p, o). Notice, that if C is
a C*-category then the set of the form (p, p) is a C*-algebra for each p.

Assume that C is a C*-category. An arrow V € (p,0) is said to be an isometry if
V*V = 1,; a unitary, if it is an isometry and VV* = 1,. The property of admitting a
unitary arrow, defines an equivalence relation on the set of the objects of the category.
We denote by the symbol [p] the unitary equivalence class of the object p. An object o is
said to be irreducible if (o,0) = C1,. C is said to be closed under subobjects if for each
orthogonal projection E € (p,p), E # 0 there exists an isometry V € (3, p) such that
VV* = E. C is said to be closed under direct sums, if given p; i = 1,2 there exists an
object a and two isometries W; € (p;, ) such that Wi W) + WolWy = 1,.

A strict tensor C*-category (or tensor C*-category) is a C*-category C equipped with a
tensor product, namely an associative bifunctor ® : C x C — C with a unit ¢, commuting
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with «, bilinear on the arrows and satisfying the exchange property, i.e. (T®5)-(T"®S") =
TT' ® SS’ when the composition of the arrows is defined. To simplify the notation we
omit the symbol ® when applied to objects, namely po = p ® o.

From now on, we assume that C is a tensor C*-category closed under direct sums,
subobjects, and the identity object ¢ is irreducible.

A left inverse U of an object p is a set of nonzero linear maps ¥ = {¥, . : (po, p7) —>
(o,7)} satisfying

i) Vo r(1,0T X 1,08 =TV, (X)S* T € (r,7), S € (0,0
1) Won (X 8 10) = Uor (X) © 1 X € (po, pr)
V¥ is said to be positive if ¥, , is positive Vo € C; faithful if ¥, , is positive and faithful
Vo € C; normalized if ¥, ,(1,) = 1,.
From now on by left inverse we mean a positive normalized left inverse.

Lemma A.1. Let ¥ be a left inverse of p. The following relations hold:
a) Voo (R)" = Wyo(RY), RE€ (po,p);
b) Voo(R*R) =W, s(R)-¥oy(R), RE(po,py)

Proof. a) By polarization of the identity the assertion holds for the C*-algebra (ps3, p3) for
each object 8. For the general case, let R € (po, py). Since the category is closed under
direct sums the exists an object § and two isometries V € (o,5), W € (v, ) such that
VV*+WW* = 1g. Since ¥53(1,0W -R-1,0V*)* = Vg 31,0V -R*-1,W*), we have
VU, o (R)*W* = V¥, (R*)W* therefore ¥, ,(R)* = ¥, ,(R*). The statement b) follows
from the following inequality: 0 < ¥, , (R — 1,® Vs,(R))* - (R — 1,0 ¥Y,,(R))) =
Voo(R*R) — ¥, o(R*)Vs(R) O

A first consequence of this lemma is the following
Lemma A.2. Let ¥ be a left inverse of p. Then V is zero if, and only if, ¥, ,(1,) = 0.

Proof. (=) is trivial. (<) Let R € (po,py). Since ¥, ,(R*R) < ||R|*Pss(1p) =
|R|I*(¥,,.(1,) ® 1), we have ¥, ,(R*R) = 0. By Lemma [AJlb ¥, ,(R) = 0. O

Let ¥, W' W2 be, respectively, left inverses of p, p1, pa. Let a be the direct sums of
p1 and py and let 3 be a subobject of p. Hence there are two isometries W; € (p;, «) for
i = 1,2 such that 1, = WiW7 + WaW5 and there is an isometry V € (f,p) such that
VV* = E. Then the sets U o W2, W! ©% U2 for s € [0,1], and W7 defined by

(\Ill o \1’2)077( ) = \Iltlf,'y(\llzga,pz'y( )) (Al)
(01 &% 92),,() = sUL (Wi @1, () W © 1)
+ (=80 (W5 01,-()-Wa®l,) (A2
Vo ()= (Wu(E) " Yo (Ve ly - () Viels)  if W, (E)#0 (A.3)
are, respectively, left inverses for pop1, o and . Let us observe that UF is defined if
VU, ,(E) # 0. Hence, for an object the existence of left inverses does not imply the existence
of left inverses for its subobjects.

A symmetry € in the tensor C*-category C is a map

0bj(C) 2 p,o —> £(p,0) € (po,0p)
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satisfying the relations:

i) e(p,o) TS = ST -<(t,B) i1) e(p, ag* (o, p)

iii) e(p,70) = 1, @e(p,0) elp,7) @1,  iv) (p,0)-e(o,p) = lop,

where T' € (7,p), S € (8,0). By ii) —iv) it follows that e(p, ) = (¢, p) = 1, for each p.

From now on we assume that C has a symmetry €.

Proposition A.3. Let ¥ be a left inverse of p. Then,
[Cpp(R*R) @1 = [[R-(Typ(clp,p) @ 1o)|* R E (po,p7).

Proof. By using the properties i), iii) of ¢ we have RFRR® 1, = 1, ® e(p,0) - €(p,p) ®
lo- (1, ® R*R) -e(p,p) ® 15 -1, ® (0, p). Using this relation and Lemma [AJla we have
Vo o(R*R) @1, = (e(p,0) - Ypo,p0(e(p, p) @ 16) - BY) - (R - Wy po(e(ps p) ® 15)) - €(0, p)),
that implies the inequality written in the statement. O

Let us now recall that given two left inverses ®, ¥ of p and o respectively, then the
following relation holds ([I4}, Section 3.2.6, Lemma 6]):

(W0 ®)pop0(e(pa, po)) = Py p(e(p; p) X Vo,0(e(0,0)) (A.4)

Proposition A.4. Let ®, U be two left inverses of p and o respectively. Assume that
U, ,(e(p,p) =Xp- 1, and Yy 5(e(0,0)) = Ao - 1o where Ay, A\e € R.If XN, # 0 and Ay # 0,
then W o @ is faithful.

Proof. Using the relation ([Adl) we have (¥ o ®),4 ,0(e(po, po)) = ApAs - 1,6 # 0. The
proof follows from Proposition O

An object v is said to be simple if e(7y,v) = x41
unitary, x, € {1, —1}.

42. Since e(v,7) is self-adjoint and

Lemma A.5. Let v be simple. Then:

a) " is simple for each integer n. Moreover, if vy has left inverses then:
b) each left inverse of 7y is faithful;

c) ™ is irreducible for each integer n.

Proof. a) follows from the property iii) of the symmetry. b) follows from Proposition
c¢) By a) it suffices to prove the statement for . Let us assume that + is reducible.
Then there exists an orthogonal projection E € (v,7) such that £ # 1,. Moreover
0# E® (1, - E) € (v*7°). In fact, since each left inverse W of v is faithful, ¥, ,((1, —
E)®FE) = c E wherecl, =V, ,((1,—E)) # 0. By virtue of this fact we have E® (1, —F) =
Xy €(7,7) (E® (1, —E)) =xy((1, - E)®E)-(v,7) = (1, — E) ® E which gives rise to
a contradiction. O

Proposition A.6. Let W be a left inverse of v. Then the following properties are equiva-
lent:
a) Uy, (e(v,7)) = £1, b) v is simple ¢) v* is irreducible.

Proof. a) = b) By Lemma [A3 W is faithful. Since (1,2 Fe(v,7)) € (v*,7?) is positive, we
have 1,2 = £¢(v,7). b) = c) follows from the previous lemma. c) = a) is obvious. [
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The notation introduced in Section

Given p € A, let us consider, for each pair 0,7 € A¢, a bounded linear operator T €
B(H, @ C" H, @ C*"7) with values T; ; in 2, and such that Tpo(1) =T = pr(1)T.
Such an operator can be represented as an n xn, matrix with values [17; ; in (A®M.,,, ) 1),
that is

Thy - [Thn,
T = : : : where T);; € (&A@ My,) ) (A.5)
[T]nT,l o I:T:InTynO'
andi=1,--- ,n, and j =1, --- ,n,. The following relations hold:

o if p,o € Ay then
lpo(A)lij = plo(A)iy;)  dj=1-n, VAeXA (A.6)
o if e (p,p), E € (7,0) then
[FxEli; = F-p(Eij;) i=1-",n;,j=1-"ng (A7)
e if G € (pr,po), L € (po, pB) then
[L-Gli; = [Llik-[Gle; i=1-,nr j=1--,ng (A.8)
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