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Abstract

Complex Hadamard matrices are biunitaries for spin model commuting squares. The cor-
responding subfactor standard invariant can be identified with the 1-eigenspace of the angle
operator defined by Jones. We identify the angle operator as an element of the symmetric en-
veloping algebra and compute its trace. We then show the angle operator spectrum coincides
with the principal graph spectrum up to a constant iff the subfactor is amenable. We use this
to show Paley type I1 Hadamard matrices and Petrescu’s 7 x 7 family of complex Hadamard
matrices yield infinite depth subfactors.

Jones introduced the basic construction of a finite index subfactor, N C M, in [Jon83| . Iterating
his construction yields the Jones tower of Il; factors

M =NCMy=McCM CMy,C---.

Taking relative commutants of these factors we may build the standard invariant of the subfactor
which consists of finite dimensional C*-algebras, {M/ N M,|i = —1,0, n=—1,0,1, ...}, inclusions
MiNM, c M'{NM,, M/NM, C M/ N M,1, and Jones projections {e,|n > 1}. Classifying
standard invariants and constructing exotic examples has been a multi-decade project that has
contributed to low-dimensional topology and many areas of mathematical physics. A summary of
this can be found in [JMST4], and for an introduction to subfactors see [JS97]. Jones axiomatized the
standard invariant of extremal subfactors as subfactor planar algebras in [Jon99]. Weaker invariants
of N C M can be constructed from the Bratteli diagrams of the standard invariant, called the
principal graphs of N C M.

In this paper we focus on subfactors generated from complex Hadamard matrices called spin
model subfactors. The principal graphs of subfactors for twisted tensor products of Fourier ma-
trices have been identified by Burstein as Bisch-Haagerup subfactors, but very little is known
about the standard invariants of spin model subfactors outside of this family (see and
BH96]). In [Jon99], Jones defined an angle operator, ©,, in the sense of [SW94], whose 1-
eigenspace is the standard invariant of the subfactor. We identify this angle operator as an ele-
ment of C*(M, ey, JM.J), the C*-algebra generated by M, ey, and JM.J on L?(M). Popa showed
in that C*(M,en, JMJ) admits a tracial state, 7, which is faithful iff the subfactor is
amenable. We then compute 7(07) in terms of the standard invariant and prove a correspondence
between the principal graph spectrum and angle operator spectrum. Since the angle operator has
finite dimensional representations we can compute elements of its spectrum.

Finally, we find non-algebraic integers in the spectra of angle operators for Petrescu’s continuous
family of 7 x 7 complex Hadamard matrices [Pet97] and Paley type 1 Hadamard matrices [Pal33].
Since the spectrum of finite graphs only contain algebraic integers, these subfactors are infinite
depth. Jones asked in [Jon99] if any complex Hadamard matrix yields an A, principal graph.
This question remains unresolved, but we conjecture that Paley type I1 Hadamard matrices yield
subfactors with A, principal graphs.



1 Preliminaries

We will work in a planar algebra called PSP defined in [Jon99] and [Jon19]. We first define the
spin planar algebra.

Definition 1.1. ([Jon99],[Jonl9]) A shaded planar tangle T consists of the following data:
(i) A smooth disc DT C R? called the output disc.
(ii) A finite collection of disjoint smooth discs Dt that lie inside Int(D7T) called the input discs.

(iii) A finite collection of disjoint smooth curves & that lie inside D" — Jpep, Int(D) such that
its boundary points belong to the input discs or the boundary of the output disc and all curves
meet discs transversely if at all. Elements of & are called strings of T'.

(iv) An assignment of shaded or unshaded to the connected regions of DT — (U D) U (U s)
©T GT
such that every string belongs to the boundary of a shaded region and an unshaded region.

(v) The boundary of each disc is broken into a finite number of components called the boundary
points of D, the points in (U,cg,. 8) N ID, and the intervals of D, the connected components
of 0D — e, - Bach disc has a single marked interval that we will denote with a 8. We will

assign to each disc D boundary data 0D = (np,+) where np := %#(boundary points of D)

and =+ indicates whether the marked interval is shaded.

Definition 1.2. ([Jon99],[Jon19]) A wunital shaded planar algebra P is a family of vector spaces
P, +,n € NU{0} with multilinear maps

ZT: >< P@D — PaDT
De®r

for every planar tangle T' such that:
(i) If 6 is an orientation preserving diffeomorphism of R?, then Zory(f) = Zr(f 0 0).

~ ~ i S
(il) Zros = Zr o Zg where Zp o Zg(f) = Zr(f) and f = { ZSJE;ZTZ)) ) ig i gs .

Elements of X Pyp are called labellings of the tangle T
De®r

Definition 1.3. In [JonI9] Jones defines the following planar algebra called the spin planar algebra.

Fix Q € N. Let Posﬁm =C, Posfm = C@ and Pig’é" = (C?)®" where elements in P;Zpim correspond

to a disc with 2n boundary points and n shaded intervals. Fix a basis B = {1, ,Q} on C@.

Vectors v € (C?)®" are a (unique) linear combination of simple tensors B®" = {®@"_,4;|5; € B},

v = Z Ubl;, vp € C. Then the following rules will equip these vector spaces with a unital shaded
beB®™"

x-planar algebra structure.

(i) A state on a shaded planar tangle, T', is a map o : {connected shaded regions of T} — {1,..., Q}.

(ii) For each disc D € @7, a state o induces the following labelling of shaded intervals of D. Count
the shaded intervals of D in a counter clockwise direction starting after the marked interval.
Set op = @2 §; where the i'" shaded interval belongs to the boundary of a region labelled by
§; € B. If D has no shaded intervals then op = 1.



(iii) Given a shaded planar tangle T and a region r in T, define Rot(r) as follows: Remove input
disks with zero boundary points. Then give r a counter-clockwise orientation inducing an
orientation on the boundary of r which is a union of piecewise smooth curves. Define Rot(r)
as the rotation number of the oriented boundary of r.

(iv) Given a state o on a shaded planar tangle T', define

Rot(e) =[] (;Q)Rm(r) .

shaded regions
7 of

(v) Define (®7_,3;)* = @7 8,11 for @13 € Po5" and (@118;)* = @1 '8,—; ® &, for
®" 18; € P,ﬁp_l ™ then extend * to Pf: P by conjugate linearity.

(vi) Finally, we define the action of a tangle T with a labelling f € X Pg P by
De®Dr

Zr(f)=>_VQ" Rot(e) [[ F(D)opopr,

De®Dr

where np is the number of shaded intervals in the output disk, f(D) = Z f(D)yb for
beB®n
n =np, and an empty product is interpreted as 1.

For example, fix Q =5 and let 2 = 1 ® 2, y = 2® 3. Then we can evaluate the tangle

s 1Y e
()= D V5 (ﬁ) ﬂfa®aye®aa®d®c:—521®d®3.
) abed =

Jones defined another planar algebra, P*P™" also called the spin planar algebra, where the action
by tangles is nearly identical. It can be obtained by removing \/@"TRot(U) from the definition
above. We work with PSP in this paper since both of its loop parameters §, and J_ are equal and
the type II Reidemeister moves we will perform later have a cleaner presentation.

Proposition 1.4. ([Jon99/,[Joni9]) PP™™ is a shaded C*-planar algebra i.e. each P,“iﬁf" becomes
a C*-algebra with the multiplication tangle

2

$ $
Yy = @mm
adhedl

and the x-operation. Furthermore, PSP has loop parameters

6+::\/§-id and 6_::\/§-z'd.

Observe that Pi ﬁ_m, respectively P;Zp_i " have a normalized trace tr given by the tangles

1 3
i

tr(z)

D respectively  tr(r) = ——

where some shadings have been omitted and thick lines denote n parallel strings. We will use P,“Z ’:’E”

to denote these C*-algebras and in more complicated tangles we will omit the shading.



. ]
Definition 1.5. Define an inner product on P,,“i’:f" by the tangle ([ 7)g,;, = s (v )s called

the spin inner product. We will also use ||-[|g,;,, to denote the norm coming from this inner product
called the spin norm.

Observe that the spin inner product and spin norm are unnormalized versions of the trace inner
product and 2-norm from the trace. The spin inner product is more natural when constructing
orthonormal basis in PSP because it provides the right normalization for a cable cutting operation
we will define later.

Definition 1.6. ([Jon99],[Jonl9]) A @ x Q complex matrix, H, is called a complez Hadamard matriz
if HH* = QI and |H, ;| = 1 for all i,j. Define u = Z§j=1 Hiji®] € P;ﬁm and observe that u
satisfies the following equalities

) BT

Furthermore, these conditions are equivalent to « coming from a complex Hadamard matrix. Any
element u € PQS’ P satisfying these equalities is called a biunitary in PSP,

One might expect the first equality above to yield @ -id ps»in, but the action of the planar operad
2,+

on PSP absorbs the factor of Q). We encourage the reader to verify the equalities in PP, Observe
that these are equivalent to type II Reidemeister moves and so we will adopt notation from knot
theory for v and u*. Let

then we have the type I1 Reidemeister moves

VD00

We will also use the following notation to simplify the use of biunitaries. Let | T denote k

parallel strings with the left most string being oriented up and alternating orientations from left to

right. Similarly let !@ denote alternating orientations from right to left.

Proposition 1.7. [Jonl9] Let Pfﬁf" denote the C*-algebras defined by the multiplication tangle and

conjugation. Then there are injective unital trace-preserving *-algebra homomorphisms i, : Pf,pim —

Pfffi defined by in(x) = é ] and Pf,f)lf =~ Mgn (C), anpfrq’Jr = Mg (C)® Ag where A is the




algebra of diagonal matrices. Furthermore, the tower of algebras C = P(ff" C Pfﬁm - P;:T" C ...

is a basic construction with Jones projections €, o = ﬁ and traces induced by tr on the
)

planar algebra.

Proof. The Jones projections defined above clearly implement the conditional expectations for
P;Z e P;? V1", with respect to tr. We may identify the algebras P;z P by building matrix units
from simple tensors B®" = {®!"_,3;|8; € B}. Finally, a dimension argument then forces these inclu-

sions to be a basic construction. O

Proposition 1.8. The spin model commuting square and its basic construction are given by

Spin Spin Spin Spin
Ag C Mq(C) L e By I i
U U = U @] and U U
* Spin Spin Spin
C C HAQH C oo P v )

where 1, s given by

510
Yy (x) = $ for x € P;Zﬁ_m.
(]

Observe that v, is a trace preserving *-homomorphism on | J,, Pr‘i If" and so v, extends to a trace

—W.O0.
preserving *-homomorphism on M = J,, P,i ’j_m which gives us the index @ horizontal subfactor,
Y (M) = N C M, of the spin model commuting square. Similarly, the vertical subfactor P C R is

given by ¢,-(R) =P C R, R=J, Pfﬂm . We will use Ry, and M}, to denote the Jones towers
PCRCRiC---andNCMcCM C---.

Remark 1.9. [IS9T] Applying Ocneanu compactness to P C Ry, using the symmetric commuting
Pszn - Pszn
1,+ k+1,+ Spi Spi Spin
square, U u we find that P'' N Ry = (PE") N pu(PE™) inside PP, .

C  C PP

Observe that (Pff”)’ N PP s given by elements of the form sl forx € P]f]f". Therefore

k1,4
_ . . . N,
u(y) € P,ff;ﬁ belongs to (Pff_m)’ N i/zu(PkSim) iff there exists an x € P,f’lm such that|g g ) =
-

Definition 1.10. ([Jon99],[Jonl9]) We will call y € P]fzj:" flat with respect to w if there exists

T € P,f PI™ such that s g =| g where u is the biunitary used for the diagrams. The flat

3
elements with respect to u clearly form a unital subalgebra of P,f ’J’rm that we will denote by Py’ , .

Proposition 1.11. ([Jon99],[Jonld]) Py, and P{', are isomorphic to C and so P C R is an
extremal subfactor. Furthermore, Py’ is abelian.



Proof. dim(Py',) =1 is immediate since dim(Pégfn) =1.

Let y, and z, be the ¢ coefficients of x,y € C? = PSm". Consider the following state on the

flatness condition for x and y: g $* é This is equivalent to the equation gy, =

Uqr2q for all g,r € {17 Q} Since entries in u have modulus one, we have y, = z, for all ¢,r and
soyeC-1.
Finally, observe that P, Spin o =2 Ag®Aq and so Py _ is abelian. We also have an anti-isomorphism

pP oty Py — Pg' given by p? o+ (y) =g (. s |=s where p is the counter clockwise

&~

rotation tangle on P;f”. Therefore Py, = P’ N Ry is also abelian. O

Definition 1.12. Let 1®: P,f pin P,f fﬂ_ denote the trace preserving x-algebra morphism

®

s ()| |s . Observe that 1® extends to an injective trace preserving map

&

) WU}O . W’UJU
1®: U, P~ - M =, By . Hence we may define a von Neumann subalgebra

L=1&, "™ of M.

Remark 1.13. We have already shown that P’ N Ry_q = (Pff”)/ N wu(P,f,ﬁ_m) ~21® P,ip_m N
d)u(P,f:’f") and so |J,, P' N Ri " = NN L. Thus we have a quadrilateral of von Neumann algebras
N Cc M
U U . Let Ex and Ej be the trace preserving conditional expectations to N and L
NNL Cc L
respectively. In [SW94], Sano and Watatani defined the angle operator © = \/ExE En — Enx A EJ,
and showed that the spectrum o (©) is finite iff [M : NNL] < oo provided that M, N, L and NNL are
11, factors. This gives us reason to expect the spectrum of the angle operator to contain important
information about the higher relative commutants of P C R. We will use a slight variation of the
angle operator that is more convenient for a planar algebra description.

Definition 1.14. [Jonl9] Let N and L be as above. Then there are unique trace preserving
conditional expectations Ey and Ej. Define ©, = ExNEpEyx € B(L?(M)) as the angle operator.

Lemma 1.15 (Cable cutting). Let {b;}, C Pfﬁm be an orthonormal basis of PSpm with respect
to (| ) spins then

Proof Observe that = € PyP! T =~ Mg~ (C) has a faithful irreducible representation on § € P;Z 1_’:" by
€ = . Taking {b*} °, as a basis for Pfﬁf”, both sides of the equality above act by the
identity, hence they are equal. O

Proposition 1.16. Let {bi}iQ:1 C Pfﬁm be an orthonormal basis, then for x € Pkf;”Jr, En and Ej,
are given by the following diagrams:



Proof. First, tr(zy) = tr(En(z)y) for all y € ¢, (U, P,fim) follows from type I Reidemeister moves
and the loop parameters of PSP, Similarly, tr(zy) = tr(Ep(x)y) for all y € 1® |, P,f”im can be

shown from the cable cutting lemma and the loop parameters of PSP Finally, the angle
operator tangle follows from the tangles for Ey and Ej,. O

Definition 1.17. For a biunitary u define the operator 6,,: |, P,i’j:" — U Plff:" by the tangle

®
HU(x)zé ee .

Since 1, : L>(N) — L?(M) is an isometry and ©,1, = 1,0, 0, defines a bounded operator on
————|
U, P which we will identify as L2(N).

Applying the algebra isomorphism Ad LoH yields

'”Z,tv‘

Spin Spin
AQ C MQ(C) "/)u*(Pl,g- ) - PQ,?F
U @] = U @]
C C HAQH C c P

and so O, is the angle operator corresponding the vertical subfactor. Since

u used for crossing u* used for crossing
u used for crossing u* used for crossing



we can express O, with tangles where u is used to interpret crossings. Here we have these tangles
where u is used for the crossings and the middle k strings have alternating orientations

®

Ou (V- () = 5 {e = L (Bue ().

Proposition 1.18. 0(0y|psrin) = 0(0g|pspin) = o(Our|psrin) = 0(y=
k4 k,+ k,+

dim(P¥ ) = dim(P{*,) = dim(P",) for all k € N.

P;fffn) and dim(Py!,) =

Proof. Fix k € N and define a conjugation on P,f:’f” by € = Y icper &b where ¢ = Y icpek 5{7,

&, € C and B is the basis used to define the action of tangles on P Pi". Observe that 0, (¢) = 0z(€)

and so the eigenvalues of 6y|pspin and Oyl pspin coincide and the eigenspaces are isomorphic by
k,+ k,+

conjugation.
Define

u used for crossings

If 0,(§) = A and A # 0 then 0,7 (¢yu(&)) = Pu(0.(§)) = Apu(§). Furthermore, ¢, (§) # 0 since
O (P (8)) = Q04 (&) = QA # 0. This implies that U(9u|PI;9;LILn) and U(GuT|PI;Siin) coincide and there is

a bijection between eigenspaces. Therefore o(6y,|pspin) = &(Gﬂpspm) =5 (O,r | pspin) = 0 (0
k,+ k,+ k,+

pe)

and dim(P,) = dim(P{ ) = dim(P{") = dim(P}"",). O

2 Computation of 7(0,)

In [Pop94a) Popa constructed the symmetric enveloping algebra, M X M°P, for extremal subfactors
en

from C*(M, ey, JMJ), the C*-algebra generated by M, ey, and JM.J on L?(M) where J as usual
denotes the anti-linear isometry on L?(M) given by J(z) = 2%,z € M C L*(M). Popa’s construction
of the symmetric enveloping algebra and the existence of the trace 7 on C*(M,exn, JMJ) play a
key role in this section. We will show that the spectra of 6, and I'T* coincide when N C M is
an amenable subfactor in the sense of [Pop94b], where I denotes the principal graph of N € M
written as a V(Tepen) X V(Foaq) matrix. Note that in [KS99], Kodiyalam and Sunder showed that

I(‘)* 1(; and /8* 18 have the same spectrum with zero as the only possible exception where
A is the dual graph.



Theorem 2.1. [Pop94d] An extremal hyperfinite subfactor N C M is amenable iff |T||> = [M : N]
where I' is the principal graph of N C M.

There are several equivalent notions of amenability for subfactors or their standard invariants
due to Popa (see [Pop94a],[Pop94b]).

Theorem 2.2. [Pop99] There is a unique tracial state, T, on C*(M,en, JM.J) and the correspond-
ing trace ideal, I,, is the unique maximal ideal of C*(M,en,JMJ). Furthermore, N C M is
amenable iff C*(M,en, JMJ) is simple.

We will first define a collection of operators in C*(M, ey, JMJ) using the planar algebra formal-
ism. Then we will use this formalism to compute the value of 7 on these operators. These operators
will be defined on the dense subspace of L?*(M) given by J,, P,i ’f " then extended uniquely by con-

tinuity. Vectors & € [, P,f T" will be arranged with their marked intervals on the right and strings

at the left. Then the actions of z € P,iﬂm c M, Jy*J e JP;ZT”J CJMJ,and ey on £ € Pfff:+
are given by

$ g ]
(2 e 1
JCf:_@'@g $ Jy*JE = 6N§=ﬁ

3
This is well defined since 7., commutes with the inclusion maps ix(§) = l$ by type II
®

Reidemeister moves.

Proposition 2.4. The linear operators w, for x,y € Pfff” extend uniquely to bounded operators
on L*(M) also denoted by 7.,. Furthermore, these bounded operators belong to C*(M,en, JM.J).

Proof. Let {b;}?, be an orthonormal basis of Pf P Then

for ¢ € PP

QerinjjeNgzﬂbi,bjgz k+1,+

and so m,p, € C*(M,en,JMJ). Let iy,iz,...,i, and ji,jo,...,jn be indices taking values in
{1,2,...,@Q} then

no1 Spi
pin
Q7 T, by, T for £ € P,

i2 1bj2 T ﬂ-b%n 7bjn£ = k+1,+




8 q q 3 q q

Since elements of the same form as x for different indices i1, ..., i, form an orthogonal basis of P;Z ’ﬁ",
we obtain 7, , € C*(M, ey, JMJ) for any x,yeP,‘Zﬁf". O
Lemma 2.5. Fiz n,l € N and let z,y € Pffjﬁ". Define the linear operator pyyi: U, Pksf;?+ —

Spin
Uk Pk+2l,+

Spi
Pryi€ = ¢ls| Jforée Pkf;?+1,+'

Then py . extends uniquely to a bounded operator on L*(M) with
HPac,yJ”B(L?(M)) < \/aHl"”spm ||stpm-

Proof. We will verify this inequality by obtaining an upper bound of |{pz 1€ | 7) ey, | for & and n

in a dense subset of L?(M). Let &,n € Pk,s _f;? 41,4+, then due to the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and
unitarity of the first diagram below

<pl‘,y,l£ | 77>S'pin = % £ % % n|$

5 /2 @ 1/2
Q)
@
S [ E % 77* $ y* $ n1$ S \/6”1.”51)271 ||yHSp'Ln HfHSp'Ln HnHSp'Ln
2,

Since the tracial inner product is a normalization of (- | -)g,,,, we have

<pm,y,l§ ‘ 17>tT1VI g Hx”szn ||yHSp1,n ||§Ht’r‘]\4 ||n||trju

for all £, 7 in a dense subset of L?(M). Therefore p,,; extends uniquely to a bounded operator with
Hpcc,yyl”B(L?(M)) < \/@HSEHSPW ||stp1',n' 0

10



on
Lemma 2.6. Let {bi}gl be an orthonormal basis of Pf’ﬂm with respect 1o (- | ) g i, then Z bib; =

" i=1
. d in .
VQ idps,
This lemma follows from the cable cutting lemma and the loop parameters for PP,

Proposition 2.7. Let 7 denote the unique continuous trace on C*(M,en, JM.J) constructed in
|Pop99]. Then for z,y € P;?fim and anyl € N

1
|T(7vai‘/)| < ﬁ HGZ* (x)Hszn Heff (y)HSpin '

20+1 i
Proof. Let {b;}2," be an orthonormal basis of P52 . Since 7 is a trace

21,4+
Q2+t 1 N « Spin
T(may) = 200, WT(@J@ T bt Jb;J). Tet € € Uy PSP, then

1
> i I b Ib JE = Y ——
4142 7 ;! Ty~ J 41+2
Vet VT

3
$ 8
Qi Q¥+t 1 I:bi | %
0=
$

1
3N E] @Peg*(mwz*(yw-

41+2

3

—/
Since 7 is norm continuous and using Lemma the proposition follows. O]
dim(N' N M,,_
Proposition 2.8. 7(07) = im( Qi n-1) formn > 1.

Proof. Let {bi}?zl be an orthonormal basis of Pf f ™ then by Proposition m

1

Q
1 .
0,6 = A 7 — Y b for &€ P
3 oiv; D ‘° Q= bibi€ §E€ D+

11



and so ©, € C*(M,ey,JMJ) and 7(0F) is well-defined. Similarly, if {bi}iQ:n1 is an orthonormal
basis of P;ZT" then

Qr

n 1 Spin
S - G Mg foree B
=1

Let d,, = dzm(Pfh_) and choose an orthonormal basis, {f;}", of Pf{;_ and an orthonormal basis,
n__ * 1 in . s
{bj}?zl dof (PY,)" NPY™. Since the fi’s are flat, 7y, 7, = vVQ (f: | fi) spin €N = VQen and so

dn Qn_dn . Qn_dn
n 1 1 dim(N' N M,_1) 1
T((_)u) = Qn+1/2 ZT(ﬂ.fri7fi)+Qn+1/2 Z T(ﬂ-bijj) = Qn+1 +Qn+1/2 Z T(Trbijj)'
i=1

j=1 =1

. 2
It suffices to show that 7(m,,,) = 0. By Proposition |7 (70, 0,)| < Hefﬁ(bj)HSpm for any
[ € N. Since the b;’s are orthogonal to the eigenspace of 8, corresponding to the eigenvalue
A = 1 and Oy«|psein is a positive, diagonalizable operator with norm less than or equal to one,
n,+

H%*(bj)HSpm < (1 — )t for some 0 < & < 1. Therefore 7(m, 5,) = 0. O

Theorem 2.9. o(I'T*) C U, 0(Qbu|psrin) with equality iff N C M is amenable where I' is the
n,+
principal graph of N C M.

Proof. Observe that ©, = eyO,ex and so O, belongs to the corner algebra exC*(M,en, JMJ)en
which is faithfully represented on ey L?(M). Using the unitary, 1, : L?>(N) — exyL?(M), defined in
Proposition we may represent ey C* (M, en, JMJ)ex on L?(N) by X: exC* (M, en, JMJ)en —
B(L?(N)), Mz)& = rap,é. Set S = MenC*(M,en, JMJ)ey) C B(L?(N)) and define a tracial
state 7: S — C, 7(z) = Q1 (¢,xpk). Since Y,k = en, Outhy = by, and T(ey) = tryy, (en) = é
dim(N' N My,,_1)

n

then 6, € S and 7 is a normalized trace with 7(0}) = for all n > 0.

Let T be the principal graph of N C M. I'T* defines a bounded linear operator in B(L?(V (T'eyen)))
where L?(V(Tepen)) has the even vertices as an orthonormal basis. C*(1,IT*) comes with a state
¢(x) = (04 | dx) where J, is the indicator function on the distinguished vertex of I'. Frobenius reci-
procity in the fusion algebra of N C M implies that ¢ is faithful. By the Riesz-Markov-Kakutani
representation theorem, ¢ (resp. 7) induce unique positive Radon measures, d¢ (resp. d7) on the
spectrum of TT™* (resp. Q6,,). Since these spectra are compact subsets of [0, @], we may consider d¢
(resp. dT) as positive Radon measures on [0, Q] by d¢(E) = d¢(E N o(T'T*)) (resp. for d7). Since
o((TT*)™) = dim(N' N M,,—1), the moments of d¢ and d7 are equal,

Q Q
/ Adp(N) = / A"d7(N) for allm >0
0 0

and so by the Stone-Weierstrass theorem these measures define the same continuous linear functionals
on C([0,Q]). Then by faithfulness of ¢

o(I'T™) = supp(d¢) = supp(d7) C o(Q.).

If N C M is amenable then, due to Popa, 7 is also faithful yielding equality of the spectra. If
N C M is not amenable then ||T]|> < [|Q6,] = Q and so their spectra cannot be equal. o(Q6,) =
U, U(Q9u|Psp+m) remains to be shown.

12



U., J(QGU\PS;::") C 0(Q8,,) is trivially true. Now let r ¢ o(Q#6,,) and observe that H

_
dist(r,c(Q0,))

1
r— Q0
. . . Spin p.. . Spin
by continuous functional calculus. Since 7 —Q0,, maps P, bijectively onto P,'[",

1 1
(r— QG“”PS‘T" r— Q0,
and so o(I'T*) = |J,, 0(Q0u] psrin). O
Y n,+

then . Since Q9u|Psp+1:n is diagonalizable, r ¢ (J,, U(Q9u|Psp+m),

Spin
PN

This provides us with two computational tools. First, if we already know a spin model subfactor
is amenable then we can compute elements in the spectrum of its principal graph. Second, since the
spectrum of a finite graph is contained in the algebraic integers, we may prove that a spin model
subfactor is infinite depth by finding non-algebraic integers in the spectrum of Q8,,.

3 Applications

First, we consider continuous families of complex Hadamard matrices, u;. Such a family yields a
continuous family of angle operators 6, | pSwin for each n > 0. This will imply that infinite depth

subfactors are a generic feature of continuous families of complex Hadamards. For a von Neumann
algebra, A, let (A); denote the unit ball and let

D(A,B) = sup{ inf |la—z|, inf ||b—z||la€ (A); and b€ (B)l}
z€(B)1 z€(A)

denote the Hausdorff metric between two von Neumann algebras, A, B C B(H). Then in [Phi74],
Phillips shows that if D(A, B) < &(< 75) then Z(A) = Z(B). The isomorphism ¢: Z(A) — Z(B) is

given by ¢(p) = q where ¢ is the unique central projection in B such that ||p — q|| < =. Furthermore,
if D(A,B) < 25618 and A is a type I von Neumann algebra then A and B are unltamly equivalent.

See also [Chr79| for similar results for type II; von Neumann algebras using the trace norm instead
of the operator norm.

Lemma 3.1. Let Ay C Ay C Ay C B(H) and By C By C By C B(H) be finite dimensional
C*-algebras with unital inclusions. Suppose there exists a projection e € As N By implementing the
unique conditional expectations Eﬁ; and Eg& with respect to their Markov traces. Further assume
that Ay = {Ay1, e}, By = {By, e} and that D(A;, B;) < goeg for i = 0,1,2. Then the bijection
between minimal central projections above induces an isomorphism between FA CAit1 gnd TBiCBit
and commutes with the map p — pe for p € Z(Ay), sending p to a minimal central projection in As.

Proof. Observe that the inclusion matrix for Ag C Ay, is given by T40CA1 = (v, ), o min. central proj.

where vp 4 =0if pg =0 and v, 4 = ‘/% otherwise. Thus, if D(Ag, Byg) and D(A;, By) are
sufficiently small then the centers of A; and B; can be identified. Furthermore,
D(pqAipq, p(pq)Bip(pq)) < 29618 for any p € Z(Ap) and g € Z(A;). This implies that the inclusion
matrices for Ag C A; and By C Bj are isomorphic. The same argument applies to the other
inclusions.

The last claim follows from the observation [|pe — ¢(p)el| < [lp — o (p)| < 3- O

Proposition 3.2. Let H: R — Mg(C), t — H;, be a continuous family of complex Hadamard
matrices. Then one of the following is true:

1. The corresponding principal graphs are equal for all t € R.

2. There are uncountably many t € R such that the corresponding subfactors are infinite depth.
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Proof. Given t — H;, let t — wu; be the corresponding biunitaries. Then for all fixed n > 0,
t = QOby,|psrin is a continuous map to positive finite dimensional matrices. Since the spectra of
n,+
positive matrices vary continuously in the Hausdorff metric, if ¢ = o(Q0y,|psrin) is not constant
n,+

then uncountably many ¢ yield infinite depth subfactors.

Now suppose that ¢t + 0(Q0.,|psein) is constant for all n > 0. Since the spectrum is constant

n,+

psein ), the 1-eigenspaces, Pu”+ C PST”, vary continuously in the metric
n,+ >

n7

and O’(eut |Pfgjzn) = U(Qu:

D(A, B) defined above. Letting Ny C M; denote the spin model subfactor from wu;, the previous
lemma implies that

Sen = {t € RITN*“M* is isomorphic up to depth n to I'N=<M:}
is an open subset of R for all n. By connectedness S, , = R for all n and so (1) is true. O

Example 3.3. In [Pet97] Petrescu constructs a continuous family of inequivalent 7 x 7 complex
Hadamard matrices given by

Aw At W W W w1
At A W Wb W w1
w Wwodw dw? ow W1
H = WwBowh At A w Wl
w3 w3 w w wt w1
w w w3 wd oW w1
| 1 1 1 1 11 1]

where w = €™/3 and X € T. Letting u be the corresponding biunitary in PSP™, 70y| psvin has an
2,+

etgenvector given by

[ 0 0 1 -1 LIm(Ow) HIm(\)  ZIm(w)
0 0 -1 1 EIm()@) glm(/\) fIm()\w)
V3 V3 V3
1 —1 21 .
1 -1 0 0 ﬁlm()\) %Im()\w) %Im(kw)
€= -1 1 0 0 %Im()\) \_/—%Im(Aw) _—;Im()@)
%fm(/\w) %{m(/\w) ﬁlm()\) ﬁlm(/\) 0 2Re()) —2Re(\w)
1%Im(/\) ﬁlm(/\) E[m()\i) ??Im()\i) 2R6(>\)7 0 —2Re(A\w)
i %Im()\w) %Im()\w) ﬁfm()\w) ﬁfm()\w) —2Re(Mw) —2Re(\w) 0 |

7

1 ,
with eigenvalue = where € € P;ﬁm by the identification § =37, .,

from this continuous family is infinite depth.

Ei,j% ® 7. Thus every subfactor

This eigenvector was found numerically in Matlab and verified using the Symbolic Math Toolbox.
The Matlab code used can be found in the appendix.

Example 3.4. Let p be a prime and m € N such that p™ = 1 mod 4. Then the Galois field of order
qg=p™", Fy, has a quadratic character

0 ifa=0
x(a) = 1 ifa="b% for some b e F,\{0} .
-1 ifa#b* for any b € F\{0}

Let jn,m be the n x m matriz of ones, I, the n x n identity matriz, and define the ¢ X ¢ matriz,
Ko p = x(a—0b), indexed by F,. Then the 2(q+1)x2(q+1) Paley type I1 Hadamard matriz ([Pal33])

is given by
0 4 1 1 1 -1
R S Y A

14



Letting u be the corresponding biunitary from H and Q = 2(q¢+ 1), Q9u|PQSTn has an eigenvector
0 0 1 0
=[x )l 4]

Since q is a prime power congruent to 1 mod 4, X is not an algebraic

2

(¢+1)*
integer and so Paley type 11 Hadamard matrices yield infinite depth subfactors.

with eigenvalue \ =

Proof. Since the type I Paley Hadamard matrices are more easily expressed using tensors, we will
work in a tensor product of planar algebras as defined in [Jon99]. Letting PP denote the spin
planar algebra with @ spins, it can be shown that PSP+l g pSpin2 o pSpin,2(a+1) By g bijection,

{i@}‘z =1,.,q+1,j= 1,2} > {I%‘k =1,...,2(qg+ 1)} We will also identify matrices with the

2-box spaces of PSP via (ai,j)gjzl =i i ji® ]
Define the 2 x 2 and ¢+ 1 X ¢ + 1 matrices

11 . 1 -1 _ 0 Jig - 0 0
H+_|:1 1] H_|:1 1:| J_[jq,l 0 :| L_|:jq,1 O]

1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0
pf 0] =] 8 1] ra[0, 0 ] ma 5[0 0]
Then H = I[;1 1 @ H_+J®H +S® Hy and £ = S® D. Since ¢ = 1 mod 4, K is symmetric,

and so H = H* = H” = H and ¢ = ¢* = ¢7 = £, This implies that orienting strings and marked
intervals for £ are unnecessary. To evaluate Q0,,(§), we first compute

Pu(§) =g $(

[~ ]
(-

For each intersection of strings we must substitute in H. Since H is a sum of three simple tensors,
¢ (&) decomposes into a sum of 3* tangles with disks filled by the terms S® D, I,.1 ® H_, J® H,
or S® H,. The following identities force all but eight of these terms to be zero.

1 _ $ §
(i) g1 = ‘

Va+l

Due to (#v), terms of ¢,,(§) without I,41 ® H_ are zero. By (i), terms with two or more I;41 @ H_’s
are zero due to (i7), (4i7), (iv), or (v) depending on the placement of I,41 ® H_ terms. Thus all
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nonzero terms contain one instance of I, 41 ® H_. Due to (i), terms with exactly one I,41 ® H_
and one J ® H disks are zero. (iii) further restricts how J ® Hy and S ® Hy can be arranged to
yield nonzero terms. Therefore the only nonzero terms are

and their conjugates. These terms can be evaluated directly and yield

4 2(¢— 1) T
W) =——-T®D+———=(JoD+LoE-L"®E).
Pu(€) q+1®+q+1(®+® ® E)

Letting

we must evaluate ¢ (T ® D), ¢} (J ® D), ¢(L ® E), and ¢,(LT ® E). Fortunately T, J, L, and
E satisfy similar identities to S and D forcing most of the terms in ¢} to be zero. Only one term
requires a nontrivial fact of K which we highlight here. It can be shown that K2 = ql, — j, 4
using basic properties of IF, and x. We use this identity to evaluate the following term appearing in
63(T ® D).

g 1 -1] 1 1 -1]_ 1 1 -1
_(q+1)3/2}®{1 —1} q+15®[1 —1}_ q+15®{1 —1]

The remaining terms can be evaluated using similar techniques with the identity, Kj,1 = 0, and we
list the results below.

4 4 2
(T®D)=-———8®D ¢(J@D)=——8S®D ¢ (LOE)=—S®@D=—¢-(L"@F
¢, (T ® D) | du( ) | bu( ) | du( )

42
Combining these computations yield @6, (£) = ﬁ{ . O
q
In [Jon99] Jones shows that Paley type I Hadamard matrix subfactors either have Temperley-
Lieb 2-box spaces or are depth two. In particular, the Paley type I Hadamard matrices of dimension
12 and 24 have Temperley-Lieb 2-box spaces. Similar examples are explored in [Lia95]. Since the

16



Paley type I and type I 12 x 12 Hadamard matrices are equivalent, the unique 12 x 12 Hadamard
matrix yields an infinite depth subfactor with a Temperley-Lieb 2-box space. From numerical com-
putations we expect this to be true for Paley type I Hadamard matrices as well. Since Paley type
IT Hadamard matrix subfactors are infinite depth we suspect they have Temperley-Lieb standard
invariants, hence A, principal graphs.

Conjecture 3.5. Paley type I1 Hadamard matriz subfactors have Temperley-Lieb standard invari-
ants.
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Appendix A

t=sym( 't ’); %This symbol stands for lambda.
w=sym (exp (1i*pi/3)); %w is the 6th primitive root of unity.
u= [tsxw txw'4 w5 w'3 w'3 w'l 1;
txw™4d txw w3 whH w3 w'l 1;
w5 w3 conj(t)sw conj(t)sxw'4d w1l w3 1;
w'3 w'5 conj(t)xw'4 conj(t)xw w'l w3 1;
w3 w3wwwd4dwbh 1;
www3d w3 wbwi4d 1;
111111 1]./sqrt(7);
Eigenvalue=sym('1/497);
EigenvectorArray=[0 0 1 —1 (1/sqrt(3))*imag(t*conj(w)) (—1/sqrt(3))ximag
(t) (1/sqrt(3))*imag(t*w);
00 —11 (1/sqrt(3))*imag(t*xconj(w)) (—1/sqrt(3))=«imag(t) (1/sqrt(3)
)*imag (t*w) ;
1 =100 (1/sqrt(3))=*imag(t) (—1/sqrt(3))*imag(t*w) (—1/sqrt(3))=
imag(txconj(w));
—1 100 (1/sqrt(3))«imag(t) (—1/sqrt(3))*imag(t*w) (—1/sqrt(3))=*
imag(txconj(w));
(1/sqrt (3))*imag(t*xconj(w)) (1/sqrt(3))«imag(txconj(w)) (1/sqrt(3))=
imag(t) (1/sqrt(3))*imag(t) 0 2xreal(t) —2xreal(txconj(w));
(—1/sqrt (3))ximag(t) (—1/sqrt(3))ximag(t) (—1/sqrt(3))=imag(txw)
(—=1/sqrt (3))*imag(t+w) 2xreal(t) 0 —2xreal (t*w);

(1/sqrt (3))*imag(t*w) (1/sqrt(3))*imag(t+w) (—1/sqrt(3))=*imag(t*conj
(w)) (—1/sqrt(3))*imag(t*xconj(w)) —2xreal(t*xconj(w)) —2xreal (txw
) 0];

Eigenvector=sym( e’ ,[49 1]);

for al=1:7 %Since we are representing everything on P_{2,+}"{Spin} we
use 2—digit base 7 numbers for rows and columns.
for a2=1:7
Eigenvector (al+7«(a2—1),1)=EigenvectorArray (al,a2);
end
end %The definition of the profile matrix can be found in [Jon99].
AngleOp=sym (A’ ,[7T"2 7°2]); %The angle operator as represented
on P_{2,+}"{Spin}.
for al=1:7
for a2=1:7
for bl=1:7
for b2=1:7
r=sym(0) ; %r is a running total for each entry of the
profile matrix (Defined in [Jon99]).
for m=1:7
r=r+u(m, bl)*conj(u(m,b2))*conj(u(m,al))*u(m,a2);
end
AngleOp (al+7+(a2—1) ,b1+7%(b2—1))=T+rxconj(r);
end
end
end
end

Test=7xAngleOpxEigenvector —Eigenvalue.x Eigenvector; %If Test is zero
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39

40

41

42

43

44

45

46

47

48

49

then 1/49 is an eigenvalue of T7xAngleOp.
Substitutel=subs(Test,real (t),(t+conj(t))/2);
Substitute2=subs(Substitutel ,imag(t) ,(t—conj(t))/(21));
TestExpanded=expand (Substitute2);
Substitute3=subs (TestExpanded,txreal (t) ,(1/2)*(t"24+1));

Substituted=subs(Substitute3 ,txconj(t),1); %Here we make several

substitutions utilizing
if any(Substituted™=’0")
EigenvectorTest=false;
else
EigenvectorTest=true;
end
clear al a2 bl b2 m r

|t|=1 and expand terms.
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