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Classification of Quantum Graphs on My and
their Quantum Automorphism Groups

Junichiro Matsuda*

Abstract

Motivated by string diagrammatic approach to undirected tracial quan-
tum graphs by Musto, Reutter, Verdon [13], in the former part of this pa-
per we diagrammatically formulate directed nontracial quantum graphs
by Brannan, Chirvasitu, Eifler, Harris, Paulsen, Su, Wasilewski [7]. In
the latter part, we supply a concrete classification of undirected reflexive
quantum graphs on Ms and their quantum automorphism groups in both
tracial and nontracial settings. We also obtain quantum isomorphisms be-
tween tracial quantum graphs on M> and certain classical graphs, which
reproves the monoidal equivalences between SO(3) and S, and O(2) and
H.

1 Introduction

The notion of quantum graphs (called noncommutative graphs in [10]) was first
introduced by Duan, Severini, Winter [10] in terms of operator systems as the
confusability graph of a quantum channel in quantum information theory. As an
analogue of the fact that simple undirected classical graphs are irreflexive sym-
metric relations, Weaver [19] formulated quantum graphs as reflexive symmetric
quantum relations on a von Neumann algebra, which extends [10], and quantum
relations were introduced by Kuperberg, Weaver [12]. Following those works,
Musto, Reutter, Verdon [13] formulated finite quantum graphs as adjacency op-
erators on tracial finite quantum sets, and Brannan et al. [7] generalized them
for nontracial settings.

The key tool of [I3] are string diagrams formulated by Vicary [17], but it
should be treated with care if applied to nontracial quantum graphs in [7]. So
in the former part of this paper, we discuss the diagrammatic formulation of
nontracial quantum graphs.

Brannan et al. [7] also introduced the quantum automorphism groups and
bigalois extensions of quantum graphs in order to refine the notion of quantum
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isomorphisms between quantum graphs. The quantum automorphism group of
classical graphs was first introduced by Bichon [6, Definition 3.1] in a slightly
different way from [7]. The origin of the formulation in [7] is due to Banica [4]
Definition 3.2], following the quantum symmetry group of finite spaces intro-
duced by Wang [I8, Definition 2.3].

Although some abstract constructions of a quantum graph from others are
given categorically by Musto, Reutter, Verdon [I4] and algebraically by Bran-
nan, Eifler, Voigt, Weber [§], few nontrivial concrete examples of them were
known. This motivated the author to compute and classify undirected reflexive
quantum graphs and their quantum automorphism groups on the most basic
noncommutative algebra Ms as a first step.

This research was concluded during the MSc studies of the author and com-
pleted during the first term of his doctoral study. After completing the results
obtained in this paper, he found that Gromada [I1] independently studied par-
tially the same topic. Gromada classified undirected tracial quantum graphs
on My [I1] section 3.3] in an insightful way using Lie algebras and the corre-
spondence between the adjacency operators on tracial Ms and projections in
My ® M;p.

1.1 Presentation of results

In section 2, we review basic properties of quantum graphs and generalize the
string diagrammatic formulation in [I3] to nontracial cases. An important dif-
ference is that the tracial cases allow topological deformation of diagrams while
the nontracial cases do not allow deformation through a cusp. We compare
several properties of directed quantum graphs, in particular, an equivalence
between reality and complete positivity of quantum graphs is proved. As a
straightforward generalization of [I3] Proposition 5.19], we show that the cat-
egory of quantum automorphisms of a quantum graph is isomorphic to the
finite-dimensional representation category of the quantum automorphism group
algebra of the quantum graph. We also introduce the regularity of quantum
graphs, which helps the classification in the following sections.

In section 3, we directly compute the reflexive undirected quantum graphs
on Ms and classify them up to quantum and classical isomorphisms. In the
tracial case, they are regular and classified by their degree d € {1,2,3,4}. In
the nontracial case, they are not always regular but still have a similar form.

In section 4, we identify the quantum automorphism groups of the quantum
graphs on M> classified in section 3. In the tracial case, SO(3) and O(2) appear
as quantum automorphism groups. In the nontracial case, the quantum special
orthogonal groups SOq(3) and the unitary torus T = U(1) appear.

Observing the spectra, the regular tracial quantum graphs on Ms are isospec-
tral to regular classical graphs on four vertices, which implies the possibility
of quantum isomorphisms between them. Therefore we compute the bigalois
extension, the universal coefficient algebra of quantum isomorphisms between
quantum graphs introduced by [7, Definition 4.1], to find that they are indeed
quantum isomorphic. Since a quantum isomorphism of quantum graphs induces



a monoidal equivalence of their quantum automorphism groups by [7, Theorem
4.7), it follows that SO(3) and S;, O(2) and H, are monoidally equivalent
respectively. Although this is already known in quantum group theory [2 5], it
exhibits a new approach to monoidal equivalence using quantum graph theory.

Gromada [I1l Proposition 8.1] also obtains the same quantum isomorphisms
and monoidal equivalence differently using quantum Cayley graphs as a twist
of classical Cayley graphs.
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2 Basics in quantum graphs

Throughout this paper, we denote by (-)* the involution in a x-algebra, and by
(-)T the adjoint of an operator between Hilbert spaces.

2.1 Quantum sets

Let B be a finite dimensional unital C'*-algebra. B is equipped with the bilinear
multiplication map B x B 3 (a,b) — ab € B, which induces a linear multiplica-
tion operator m : B& B 5 a®b — ab € B by the universality of tensor product.
We identify € B with a linear map C 5 1 — z € B, in particular 1 denotes
the multiplicative unit in B and the unital *-homomorphism C — B.

Let ¢ be a faithful state on B, then (z,y)y = (y|z), = ¥ (y*z) denotes the
inner product on L?(B,v) = B. The subscript ¢ of the inner product is often
abbreviated if there is no concern of confusion. Via the Hilbert adjoint with
respect to (:|'),,, © € B induces ot = (x| = ¢(2*:) : B — C, and the algebra
(B,m, 1), a vector space B equipped with the multiplication m and the unit 1,
satisfying

associativity existence of a unit
(xy)z=2 (y 2) Vz,y,2 € B lz=x=z1VzeB
m(m ®id) = m(id ® m) m(l®id) =id=m({id®1)

induces a coalgebra (B, m', 1), a vector space B equipped with the comultipli-



cation m! and the counit ¢» = 11, satisfying

coassociativity existence of a counit
(m!' @ id)m! = (id @ m")mf (Y @id)m! =id = (id @ ¥)m' -

Following Vicary [17], we adopt the string diagram notation of operators,
which enables our visual understanding and topological calculation. For opera-
tors f : Hy — Hy and g : H; — H between Hilbert spaces, we associate Hilbert
spaces with strings, operators with nodes, and read diagrams from bottom to
top:

H H,
f N @ 7 g - @ '
Hy H,

The composition gf = gof : Hy — Hs and the tensor product f®g: Hy®@ Hy —
H, ® Hy are denoted by the vertical and horizontal composition of the diagrams
respectively, and the Hilbert adjoint f1: Hy — Hy by the vertical mirroring of
the diagram:

H,
& H, H, H,
wim gy 1o ® @ =@
Hy, H; H,

Hy

When a Hilbert space H and its dual H* or a C*-algebra B appear in a string
diagram, we draw H as an oriented string from bottom to top, H* as an oriented
string from top to bottom, and B as an unoriented string:

idy = . idye = . idp =
H H* B

We denote the coupling operators of H and H* and their adjoints by

C  f) C  fl) U*Zvimj H\j Yol @u;
H Hv®f H* Hf®v C 1 C 1
(2.1)

where {v;}; is an orthonormal basis (ONB) for H, and v = (v| = (v|-) € H*
for v = |v) € H. Note that we can naturally identify H ® H* with B(H) by



H® H* 5 |v) @ (w] — |v) (w| € B(H). Then (1)) is identified with the unit
map C> 1 —idy € B(H) and the canonical trace Tr: B(H) — C.

The operators (2] satisﬁes the following equalities, the so-called snake equa-
tion in [I3] section 2.2,

NH/WNH/%M

The canonical operators associated with (B, ) are denoted by

For simplicity we denote ym and mf1 without the vertical segment and node
as follows:

C C B B B B
/9\ _ m , mi1 = %/ _ U
B B B B C C

The linear extension of a flip map x ® y — y ® x is denoted by a crossing of the

strings >< .

The algebra and coalgebra structure of (B, m, 1, m, 1) is depicted as follows:

associative

/_>\ unital

m(m ®id) = m(id ® m) m(l®id)=id=m({id®1)
coassociati(y counital

(m' @ id)m' = (id @ m")m (Y @id)m! = (id @ )mt

The quintuple (B, m, 1, m',v) forms a Frobenius algebra:

Definition 2.1 (cf. Vicary [I7, Definition 3.2]). An algebra with coalgebra
structure is called a Frobenius algebra if the multiplication and comultiplication



satisfy the Frobenius equation:

A

(m ®id) 1d®mT =mim= (id ® m) mT®1d

By composing the unit and the counit, we also have the following snake
equation:

(2.4)

(Ym ®id)(id @ m'1) = id = (id ® ym)(m'l ® id)

Note that we may compute string diagrams by topological deformation via
Frobenius equality, snake equality, associativity, and coassociativity.

Definition 2.2 (Banica [3| section 1], Musto, Reutter, Verdon [13, Terminology
3.1], Brannan, et al. [7] Definition 3.1]). Let ¢ be a faithful state on a finite
dimensional C*-algebra B as above, and § > 0. The state v is called a J-form
on B if the following equality (so-called special in Vicary [I7]) is satisfied:

=62 ,ie, mm' =§%dp. (2.5)

And then we call (B, ) a quantum set.

A quantum set (B, ) is said to be commutative or symmetric (tracial) if B
is commutative or v is tracial respectively, which are formulated in diagrams as
below.

commutative symmetric (tracial)

}\A/\m

=y(ry) Vo,y€B
We often use 7 instead of ¢ in the tracial case.

Remark 2.3. The notion of d-form was introduced by Banica [3], and Musto et
al. [I3] defined quantum sets in the case where 1) is a trace. Finally, Brannan, et
al. [7] defined quantum sets as above. The definition in [I3] is mm! = idp, which
does not have 62, This is because the counit is normalized as (1) = 6% = |B]
in [13], whence m' in [I3] is our m'/62. Thus these formulations are equivalent.



Lemma 2.4. A finite set with the uniform probability measure corresponds to
a commutative quantum set via Gelfand duality. In particular 7 = Tr/n is a

d = /n-form on C".

Proof. Let X = {1,..,n} be an n-element set with the uniform probabil-
ity measure p. The pair (X, u) corresponds to the commutative C*-algebra
(C(X), [-dp) of (continuous) functions on X with a tracial state [-du via
Gelfand duality. Moreover (C(X), [ -du) is isomorphic to the n x n diagonal
matrix algebra (C™, 7 = Tr /n) with normalized trace via C'(X) 3 §; — e; € C"
where 4; is the indicator function of {i} C X and e; is the matrix unit of (¢,4)
entry. Since the multiplication m is given by e;®e; — d;5€;, the comultiplication
mt is given by e; — ne; ® e; because

1
(ej ® ek|mTei>T®T = (m(ej ®ex)les), = 7((ejer)"es) = E@-iaki
=n(ejlei), (exlei), = (ej @ ex|ne; @ ei) o -

Thus mmie; = m(ne; ® e;) = ne;, i.e., mm' = n ide.. Therefore 7 = Tr /n is

a 0 = y/n-form on C". O

Although a general quantum set (B,) is not symmetric, it satisfies the
following equality, so-called balanced symmetric in Vicary [17, Definition 3.10]:

VAT e

This directly follows from the snake equation (2.4) as

-2 A
Thus topological deformations through a cusp are not allowed in nontracial
cases, while they are allowed in the tracial case.

Put B = @, M, and v = Tr(Q -) = @, Trs(Qs -), where Tr = P, Tr,
is the canonical unnormalized trace given by the sum of diagonal entries or
eigenvalues, and Q = @, Qs € B. Note that @ is positive definite and Tr(Q) =
> Tre(Qs) = 1 if and only if ¢ is a faithful state. Since positive matrices are
unitarily diagonalizable, we may assume that @ is diagonal.

Let e;5 s be the matrix unit of (7, j) entry of s-th direct summand M,,, C B,
i.e., the matrix with entries 0 except for (¢, j) entry 1 of s-th direct summand.

Lemma 2.5. {¢;;. = €;;..Qs "/ | i,j < ns, s} forms an ONB for L*(B,1)).
Proof. Since {e;j s | i,j < ns,s} forms an ONB for L?(B,Tr), we have

(entrQr 1ei; sQ5%) = Te(QlenrQr/?) €1 sQ5 /%) = Tr(efy i) = 0550

St {1 it (i,5,5) = (k,1,7)

g . O
.8 0 otherwise

where



We sometimes describe operators with respect to the basis {e;; s = eij75Q;1/2}ijs
as indicated below.

Lemma 2.6. o 1= Zijs(Qi/Q)ijeijﬁs,

o e Q)

— —_— —1/2
o M éija® eny — 0rs(Qs ) kil

— ~1/2 — —
o mi: €ij.s Eu,’ugns (Qs / )vueiu,s @ €yj,s-

Proof. Simple computations show (€;; /1) = Tr( ;/Qeﬁys) =( ;/2)1-3-, P(eijs) =

1/2 172, o~ —— ~1/2 ~1/2 Z1/2
TY(QS/ €ijs) = (Qs/ )jis €ijs€hlr = €ij,sQs / ert.rQr 2= Ors(Qs / )jk€ilrs
and

—_——

<6/];;7 ® e/'u\l,/r|mTez/;,/s>w®w - <eku,revl,r|eij,s>¢ = <(Q;1/2)uvekl,r|eij,s>¢

_ (- 1/2 kl,r _ ~—1/2 kl,r
- (QS )uvéij,s — (Qs / )'Uuéij,s .

O

Remark 2.7. Brannan et al. [8, Lemma 3.2] uses another unnormalized or-
thogonal basis {fi; s = Q;1/2eij7sQ;1/2} for diagonal @ in order to simplify
the expression of m' and prevent the square root Q'/? from appearing in the
coefficients above. In this paper, we choose {€;; s} because we later use ma-
trix expressions of operators with respect to this ONB to compute quantum
automorphism groups.

Proposition 2.8 (Banica [3| section 1]). In this terminology, 1 is a §-form on
B if and only if Trs(Q; 1) = 62 holds for all indices s.

Proof. By Lemma [2.8] ¢ is a d-form if and only if it holds for all 4, j, s that

2~ o Z —1/2\ o o
] €ijs = mmTeijs =m (Qs / )vueiu,s & €vj,s

u,v<ng

= > (@5l Q5 )i

w,v<ng

= > (@ weigs = Tro(Q M eis,

v<ng

ie., Trs(Q; 1) = 62 for all s. O

Lemma 2.9. We have X =Q '()Q and »° =Q()Q".
Proof. Tt holds for z,y € B that
P(yx) = Tr(Qyz) = Tr(2Qy) = »(Q™'2Qy) = Y (2QyQ™")

Q Q] W~ @ |l

i.e.,



Comparing above with (28], we obtain ‘>< =Q1(")Q and ><’ =QHQ!
by the faithfulness of . O

Lemma 2.10. A §-form 1 on B satisfies 6> > |B| = dim B, with equality if
and only if i is tracial.

Proof. For ¢ = @, Tr(Qs ) as above, Cauchy-Schwarz inequality with respect
to Trg gives us

n? = (Try(Q;/2Q12))? < Try(Q5Y) Try(Qs) TP ED 2 1y Q).

Hence 1 = Tr(Q) > >, n2/6? = |B|/6? shows 6% > |B|, with equality if and
only if
Q;/2 = QSQS_I/2 = Qs = qsls

for some constant g5 for every s, i.e., ¥ is tracial. o

Proposition 2.11 (Banica [2, Proposition 2.1]). There exists a unique tracial
§-form T on B, and then 6* = |B|. T is explicitly given by T = P, I%*‘ITI“S
with Qs = %15. Moreover T is the so-called Plancherel trace, the restriction

of the unique tracial state of B(L?*(B,%)) via left reqular representation B <
B(L*(B, ).

Proof. Let 7 = @, Trs(Qs -) be a tracial é-form on B = @, M, . Traciality
implies Qs = ¢s15 for some g5 > 0 for each s, and hence 62 = Trs(Q;!) = g7 ns
by Proposition 2.8 Then

_ ZTrs(qsls) — quns = Zn§/62 - %7

therefore we have §° = |B| and Qs = H7Ls- [2, Proposition 2.1] states that

a tracial state 7 satisfies mm! = 6%id if and only if 7 is the ristriction of the
unique tracial state of B(L?(B,)). O

Remark 2.12. Since commutativity zy = yx implies traciality 7(zy) = 7(yx),
a commutative quantum set is the pair (C™,7) of an n X n diagonal matrix
algebra C" and its normalized trace 7 = Tr /n, which corresponds to the pair
of an n-element set and the uniform probability measure as in Lemma 2.4

In string diagram notation involution and adjoint are related via twisted
wires. The equality zf = = = ¢Ym(z* ® idp) shows the identity

@ hence @ (2.7)

This gives a characterization of x-preserving (also called real) operators in terms
of string diagrams.



Lemma 2.13. Let (B,v¢) be a quantum set. Then an operator f : B — B is
x-preserving if and only if the following equality holds:

@ <f> (2.8)

Proof. For z € B, f(z*)* is formulated in string diagrams as

*

fla) = =3 @ =3

Therefore f(x*)* = f(x) Va € B is exactly equal to the desired equality. O

Remark 2.14. Note that bending strings in the other direction can result in
different operators, like

@ - g Qe £,
@ = é@ B F Qe QT QT £ S

In particular, £ is not necessarily *-preserving even if f : B — B is *-preserving.
Indeed fT is -preserving if and only if

= fTv Le., f = (29)

is satisfied, but the RHS is not necessarily equal to *-preserving f = f((-)*)* as
above.

Proposition 2.15. Given x-preserving operator f : B — B, f1 is also -
preserving if and only if f commutes with ‘>< =Q1()Q.

Proof. If fT is also *-preserving, then (Z) and the adjoint of (28] shows

@ ;1 B

10



By bending the bottom string counterclockwise and the top string clockwise,

we obtain é D<<b

Conversely if f commutes with ‘>< , then we can go back to

-

In the case of B = B(H) for a finite dimensional Hilbert space H, operators
in B(H) = H ® H* can be expressed by strings of H and H* under the identifi-
cation H @ H* 3 |v) @ (w] ¢ |v) (w| € B(H). This identification is formulated
in string diagrams as

O

BH)>T < €cH®H"

Recall that the strings of H are oriented from bottom to top and those of H*
from top to bottom.

Proposition 2.16 (Musto, Reutter, Verdon [13, Definition 2.5]). By the iden-
tification above, the canonical operators of (B(H),T = Tpm)) is formulated in
string diagrams of H @ H* as follows:

e e N e\
idyg = , m= ST = = , ml = )
—~ |H|  |H]|

Proof. The equality about idy is by the identification. Since the multiplication
in B(H) is the composition, the equality about m directly follows from the snake
equation [22). Let {v;}; be an ONB for H. Then

= (oylvd = 8

shows the equality about 7. Note that H ® H* is equipped with the inner
product

(v1 ® w]|vo @ W) o~ = (V1ve) gy (Wlwh) e = (vilvo) gy (wolwi) g
= Tr (Jwy) (1] |vo) (wol) = Tr ((Jv1) (wi])T(Jve) (wo))
= ( (Jv1) (wa]) | (Jvo) (wol) )y

11



N
hence the diagram \ / is the adjoint of m with respect to Tr. Therefore

the adjoint of m with respect to 7 = Tr /|H| is as stated. O
Replacing H with L?(B, 1) = B, we have the same result for strings of B.

Corollary 2.17. By an identification

B(L*(B,v)) 3 T ¢ @ € B® B,

the canonical operators of (B(L*(B, 1)), 7ps)y = Trp(p) /|B|) is formulated in
string diagrams of B ® B as follows:

| 1 N
ldB: / s mB(B): / \ s TB(B):E K , mTB(B):|B| \ / .
N

Proof. The statement directly follows from the previous proposition by the iden-
tification

=Sl B S e - - Y

holds for an ONB {b;} for L?(B,), m' with respect to Tp(B) is as stated. [

The balancing loop in the trace is caused by the discrepancy between the
inner products (-|-)vy 5, and (|)ygy on B(L?*(B,1)) = B ® B. If we replace

)\ with "\ | then we obtain a nontracial B(L?(B,1)).

Corollary 2.18. By the same identification B(L?(B,v)) = B® B as in Corol-
lary[Z17, o =672 "\ is a 6%-form on B(L*(B,v)) with cannonical operators

—
idB: \J,mB(B): / \,1/)—52(\,7’)’”3(8)_52\ /
R

Proof. The unit and the multiplication are those in Corollary 2.I7 In the same
way as Proposition 2.16, we have (:|') 525 = (‘|)ywy, and hence ¢ is faithful and

m;(B) with respect to @Z is as stated. Since O = 42, {bv is a state and we

have mB(B)m;(B) = (62)2idB(B). O

12



Note that mB B — B ® B with mp(p) as above is a *-homomorphism
that corresponds to the left regular representation of B (cf. Vicary [I7, Lemma
3.19, 3.20]). If we identify L?(B,)* with the left tensorand B instead of the
right one, then mTB corresponds to the right regular representation. The Frobe-
nius equality (23) means that the left and right regular representations are
*-homomorphisms.

2.2 Quantum graphs

Recall that a simple (i.e., without multiple edges) finite classical graph is a
pair (V, E) of finite vertex set V and edge set E C V x V, and the adjacency
operator of (V, E) is the matrix A € My (C) = B(C(V)) such that the (v,w)
entry Ay, = 1if (v,w) € E and A, ,, = 0 otherwise, where My (C) denotes
the matrix algebra whose raws and columns are indexed by V. This notion of
adjacency operator is generalized on quantum sets as follows.

Definition 2.19 (Musto, Reutter, Verdon [13] Definition 5.1], Brannan et al.
[7, Deﬁnition 3.4]). We define a quantum adjacency operator on a quantum set

(B, ) as an operator A : B — B satisfying Schur idempotence
%D fe, m(A® Aym' = 624 (2.11)
and then we call G = , or simply A, a quantum graph on (B, ).

We say that a quantum graph (B, v, )
o self-adjoint if A is self-adjoint AT =

o self-transpose if @ @ @ @
o real (x-preserving) if Ab* = (Ab)* Vb € B (Lem&m = @ )

o undirected if A is real and self-adjoint.
o reflexive if =62 |, and irreflezive if =0.

Remark 2.20. In the classical case (C", 1), Schur product f e g of operators
frg € M,, = B(C") is defined as the entrywise product. In fact it is realized as

feg=m(f®gm! /s

13



That is why the condition (ZIT)) is called Schur idempotence. Since a matrix
is Schur idempotent if and only if it is {0, 1}-valued, quantum graphs A on
(C™, 1) are exactly equal to the adjacency operators of classical multiplicity-
free graphs on n vertices. Then A is always real because A is real-valued and
% is just a complex conjugate, and A is undirected if and only if the graph
(V, E) is undirected, i.e., any edge (v,w) € E has its opposite (w,v) € E. It
seems natural to call the graph symmetric instead of self-transpose, but it is
confusing with symmetricity (traciality) of a quantum set, so we use the term
self-transpose. A classical graph is called reflexive if it has all self-loops (v, v) for
v € V, and irreflexive if it has no self-loop. Thus the reflexivity is characterized
by the Schur product of A and idc¢n, which outputs the diagonal entries A, ,.

Remark 2.21. The notion of quantum adjacency operator is first introduced
by Musto, Reutter, Verdon [13, Definition 5.1], who defined undirected quantum
graphs on tracial quantum sets. Following [I3], Brannan et al. [T, Definition
3.4] defined undirected quantum graphs on general quantum sets. The weakest
definition assigning only Schur idempotence appears in Brannan, Eifler, Voigt,
Weber [8] Definition 3.3].

Lemma 2.22. Let (B, v, A) be a quantum graph. Every couple of the following
three conditions imply the other. Equivalently, all couples of the following are
equivalent to each other.

(1) A is self-adjoint;

(2) A is self-transpose;

(3) A is real.

In particular, A is undirected if and only if (1), (2), and (3) hold.
Proof. (1)(2) = (3) We have

(@)
Thus A is real.

(2)(3) = (1) By using the Hilbert adjoint of real condition, we have

Thus A is self-adjoint.
(3)(1) = (2) We have

@@@@.

Thus A is self-transpose. O

14



Recall that an operator A : B — B’ between C*-algebras is called posi-
tive if it preserves the positive cone consisting of positive semidefinite elements
A(BT) c B *. and called completely positive if its amplification A ® idas, :
B® M, =2 M,(B) - B'"® M, = M,(B’) is positive for arbitrary positive
integer n. We can deduce the following equivalence from Schur idempotence.
Proposition 2.23. Let G = (B,v, A) be a quantum graph. TFAE:

(1) A is real;

(2) A is positive;

(3) A is completely positive.

Proof. (3) = (2) Obvious by definition. (2) = (1) Since the positive cone
BT of B spans the subspace B*® of self-adjoint operators, A(B™) C B implies
A(B*®**) C B%*, i.e., A is real.

(1) = (3) Assume that A is a real quantum graph on (B,). Then
A ®idyy, is also a quantum graph on (B ® My, ¥ ® 7y, ) for arbitrary n, and
it is real since the involution is tensorandwise (b ® z)* = b* ® * in B @ M,.
Replacing (B @ My, ¥ ® Ty, A®idys,) by (B, 9, A), it suffices to show that

A is positive. We take an arbitrary € B and check that A(z*x) is positive
semidefinite:

Decomposing the identity string in the middle of the diagram into idp =
S, |bs) (bi] by an ONB {b;}}Z] for L2(B, 1)), we obtain

=62 Al'b)A(bje) = 677 Y A(bix) " A(bx) > 0.

Therefore A is positive. O

Recall that the indegree (resp, outdegree) of a vertex of a classical directed
graph is the number of edges into (resp. out of) the vertex, and the graph is
called d-regular if the indegrees and outdegrees of all vertices are equal to d.
Note that indegree and outdegree coincide and are called the degree if the graph
is undirected. Recall also that a classical graph is d-regular if and only if the
adjacency operator A and A" have the constant function 1 as an eigenvector of
eigenvalue d. This notion can be generalized for quantum graphs:
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Definition 2.24. A quantum graph G = (B, 9, A) is d-regular if
Al = d1 and %A = dy)
are satisfied, and then d is called the degree of G.

Here we exhibit typical examples of quantum graphs.

Example 2.25 (cf. Brannan et al. [7, Remark 3.6]). e Let (V, E) be a sim-
ple classical graph, and A : C(V) — C(V) the adjacency matrix. Then
(C(V),1,A) is a quantum graph.

e Let (B, %) be a quantum set. The (reflexive) complete graph on (B, ) is
given by A = §%4(-)1, which is an undirected reflexive §2-regular quantum
graph. Indeed the definition of the unit and counit shows

S-4ru- b (4)-4 9 -

In classical caces |B|7(-)1 = Tr(-)1 is the matrix with all entries one,
which is the reflexive complete graph. By Proposition [2.26] the irreflexive
quantum complete graph is A = §%¢(-)1 — idp.

e Let (B,) be a quantum set. The trivial graph on (B,) is given by
A = idp, which is an undirected reflexive 1-regular quantum graph. This
follows from the specialty (2.35]) and snake equation (24]). The trivial graph
is the reflexive complement (defined in Proposition [2.28) of the complete
graph. In classical cases, the trivial graph is the graph with only the
self-loops. Its irreflexive counterpart as in Proposition 2:26lis A = 0.

Proposition 2.26. Irreflexive real quantum graphs Aies on (B,1) have one
to one correspondence with reflexive real quantum graphs Ayet via

Airrcf + 1dB = Arcf-
Thus their spectra satisfy Spec(Airret) + 1 = Spec(Ayet).

Remark 2.27. The correspondence between reflexive and irreflexive quantum
graphs also holds for self-transpose quantum graphs. Its proof is the same except
the replacement of real condition by self-transpose condition.

Proof. Let A = Ajpref be an irreflexive real quantum graph on (B, ). We show
that A, = A+1idp is a reflexive real quantum graph. The reality of A and idp
shows that Ayer is also real by linearity. The reflexivity follows by

= @ 4 @ (irrCﬁ:cxivc) 04 62
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We have by the irreflexivity that

Hence it suffices to show that the final term m(idg ® A)m' is zero. Indeed
reality and irreflexivity implies that

@ (re:all) - (lrrefl;lee) 07

where the third equality follows from topological calculation using the coas-
sociativity, associativity, snake equation (24) and Frobenius equation (Z3).
Therefore A = Airrer + idp is a reflexive quantum graph. Similarly given
reflexive quantum graph A,ef, it follows that Aj e = Ayer — idp is an irreflexive
quantum graph. The equality of their spectra follows from

Mdp — Ajpref = ()\ + 1)1(13 — A YA eC.

Proposition 2.28. Let (B,1, A) be a real reflexive quantum graph. Then
A =idp + 6*P(-)1 — A

is also a real reflexive quantum graph on (B,1), the so-called reflexive comple-
ment of A.

Proof. Since idp, 621(-)1, and A are real reflexive quantum graphs on (B, ),
linearity shows that A° is also real and reflexive. We have by distributing the
unit and the counit that

O

po =] 4ot
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Since A—idpg is an irreflexive real quantum graph by Proposition2.26] we obtain

:52 + 64 $ :52.

2.3 Quantum isomorphisms

Definition 2.29 (Musto, Reutter, Verdon [I3] Definition 3.11, 4.3]). A quantum
function (H,P) : (B',¢') = (B, ) between quantum sets (B,) and (B’,v’)
is a pair (H, P) of a finite dimensional Hilbert space H and a linear operator
P:H®B — B’ ® H denoted in string diagrams by

N - e @

(2.12)

which respectively means that P preserves the unit, multiplication, and involu-
tion. A quantum function (H, P) is called a quantum bijection if it also satisfies

o el - Tl e

which respectively means that P preserves the counit and comultiplication. If
|H| =dim H = 1, then a quantum function (resp. quantum bijection) (H, P) is
called a classical function (resp. classical bijection).

Remark 2.30. In the case of |H| = 1, we may forget the oriented strings of H.
Then ([ZI2)) exactly says that

P(1) =1, P(x)P(y) = P(zy), P(z*)* = P(z) Vx,y € B,

ie,, P: B — B’ is a x-homomorphism. Similarly (2.13) says that P : B — B’
is a cohomomorphism. This is why (H, P) is called classical if |H| = 1.

Note that the quantum function (H,P) : (B',¢') — (B,®) and ‘homo-
morphism’ P : B® H — H ® B’ have opposite direction. This is based on
the Gelfand duality, where a set function f : X — Y corresponds to a unital
*-homomorphism - o f : C(Y) — C(X).

18



Remark 2.31. Alternatively we may consider

Pﬁ >§ :B—- H®B @ H*~ B @ B(H)

(cf. [I3| proof of Theorem 3.28]). Then (H, P) is a quantum function if and only
if P: B— B'®@B(H)is a - homomorphlsm. Note that HQ B'®@ H* = B'® B(H)
is equipped with the following operators by Proposition

N
Voidy = \&), m= /A\\\ v =7 (0 ’"T"H'W'

Thus indeed ZI2) formulates that P is a *-homomorphism. Although string
diagrams like /" do not work well for infinite dimensional H, the formulation

in terms of P is valid. The formulation of quantum isomorphisms by Brannan
et al. [7, section 4] is derived from this viewpoint.

Remark 2.32. By the snake equations (24]), the #-preserving condition in
(2I2) has an equivalent formulation:

e - el e

Definition 2.33 (Musto, Reutter, Verdon [I3| Definition 3.18]). Let (H, P), (H', P’) :
(B',¢") — (B,v) be quantum functions. An intertwiner f : (H P)— (H', P
is an operator f : H — H’ satisfying

o

The category QSet of quantum sets is defined as a 2-category that consists of
e Objects: quantum sets (B, );
e l-morphisms: quantum functions (H, P) : (B’,¢') — (B,v);
e 2-morphisms: intertwiners f : (H, P) — (H', P’).

Given quantum sets (B, 1), (B’, 1), we define the category QBij((B’, ¢’), (B, 1))
as a category consisting of

e Objects: quantum bijections (H, P) : (B',¢') — (B,v);
e Morphisms: intertwiners f : (H,P) — (H', P').
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Lemma 2.34 (Tracial case by Musto, Reutter, Verdon [I3, Theorem 4.8]). For
a quantum function (H, P) : (B',¢') = (B,), TFAE:

(1) (H,P) is a quantum bijection;
(2) P is a unitary operator.

Proof. (1) = (2) By the involution and multiplication preserving conditions
in (ZI2) and the counit preserving condition in (ZI3)), we have

prmm@%mupdm

Similarly by the involution and unit preserving conditions in (2.I2]) and the
comultiplication preserving condition in ([2I3]), we have

L ANRIE

Therefore P is unitary.
(2) = (1) Since P is a unitary quantum function, we have

@ | | e a

By postcomposing PT and taking the adjoint, we obtain (ZI3):

NS Y

Next, we show the comultiplication preserving condition in ([2.13]). Considering
the composition of P and the adjoint of (ZI3]), we have

0 N |
- g% e e |1
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By postcomposing P and taking the adjoint again, we obtain ([2.13):

Therefore (H, P) is a quantum bijection. O

Definition 2.35 (Musto, Reutter, Verdon [13, Definition 5.11]). Let G =
(B,y,A) and G’ = (B’,4¢', A’) be quantum graphs. A gquantum (resp. clas-
sical) isomorphism (H P) G’ — G is a quantum (resp. classical) bijection
(H,P): (B¢ — ) satisfying

KA

Quantum graphs G, G’ are said to be quantum (resp. classical) isomorphic if
there is a nonzero quantum (resp. classical) isomorphism (H, P) : G’ — G.

Remark 2.36. Quantum isomorphism is denoted by =,. Recall that we as-
sume H to be finite-dimensional. If quantum graphs are quantum isomorphic
via possibly infinite dimensional H, then they are said to be C*-algebraically
quantum isomorphic (=2c-) in Brannan et al. [7, Definition 4.4]. The authors of
[ also defined quantum commuting isomorphism (=4.), and algebraic quantum
isomorphism (=4+). For quantum graphs, =,, =,.=~c-<= 4« ([1, Corollary
4.8]).

Since quantum bijections are unitary, finiteness of |H| implies |B| = |B’|
for (B,y,A) =2, (B',¢',A"). It is shown in [7, Example 4.13] that there are
C*-quantum isomorphic quantum graphs with distinct dimensions, hence our

~

&, is strictly stronger than =¢-.

Definition 2.37. Given quantum graphs G,G’, the category QIso(G’,G) of
quantum isomorphisms is a category that consists of

e Objects: quantum isomorphisms (H, P) : G’ — G;
e Morphisms: intertwiners f : (H,P) — (H', P').
We denote QIso(G,G) by QAut(G).

Remark 2.38. Since tensoring with zero annihilates everything, any couple of
quantum graphs have a trivial quantum isomorphism 0 = (P = 0, H = 0).

Remark 2.39. Let G = (B,y,A),G' = (B',¢', A’) be quantum graphs, and
{e;}m,,{e}}i_, be ONB’s for L?(B,v),L*(B’,¢') with |B| = m,|B'| = n.
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Note that a quantum isomorphism (H, P) : G' — G can be described by opera-
tors PF € B(H) as follows:

Then P : B — B’ ® B(H) as in Remark 231 is explicitly described as Pe; =
>4 €k ® PF. In this setting P is a unital *-homomorphism since P is a quantum
function, and the matrix (PF)y.; € M, ,,(B(H)) is unitary since P is a quantum
bijection (hence unitary by Lemma Z34), and PA = (A’ ® idB(H))ﬁ since P is
a quantum isomorphism. Note that m,n need not be equal if we allow infinite-
dimensional H. By considering universal such P}’s, we reach the notion of the
quantum automorphism group of a quantum graph as below and the bigalois
extention between two quantum graphs introduced in [7, Definition 4.1], which
we later use in section 4.

Definition 2.40 (Woronowicz |20, Definition 1.1], [2I], Definition 1.1]). A com-
pact quantum group (CQG) is a pair (A, A) of a separable unital C*-algebra A
and a x-homomorphism A : 4 — A ® A, so-called comultiplication, satisfying

(coassociativity) (A ®id)A = (ida ® A)A;
(cancellation property) (A®1)A(A) and (1®A)A(A) are dense in A®.A.

Definition 2.41 (Brannan et al. [7, Definition 3.7]). Let G = (B, ¢, A) be a
quantum graph and fix an ONB {e;}; for L?(B, ). The quantum automorphism
group of G is a CQG Qut(G) = (C(Qut(G)), A) defined as follows:

e The group algebra C(Qut(G)) is the universal unital C*-algebra generated
by the coefficients uf of a unitary u = (u¥)r; € M,(C(Qut(G))) that
makes the operator

p:BBeinek@)uf€B®O(QUt(g))
%

a unital *-homomorphism satisfying p A = (A ® id)p. This p and u are
called the fundamental representation;

e The comultiplication A : C(Qut(G)) — C(Qut(G)) ® C(Qut(G)) is defined
as a *-homomorphism satisfying

kE _ k J
Au; = E uj @ uj.
J

We have additional operators associated to C'(Qut(G)), a counit € and antipode
S defined as a #-homomorphism € : C'(Qut(G)) — C and a homomorphism
S C(Qut(G)) — C(Qut(G))°? satisfying

eui-c = Oik; Sui»c =uy, .
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Then (C(Qut(9)), A, e, S) satisfy
(A ®id)A = (id ® A)A;
(e ®id)A = (Id ® €)A;
m(e ®id)A )1 =m(id ® e)A.

id
e(-

Such a quadruple (C(Qut(G)), A, ¢, S) is called a Hopf *-algebra.

The authors of [I3] investigated the relationship between the category QAut(G)
and the quantum automorphism group Qut(G) for classical graphs, but they did
not introduce the quantum automorphism group of quantum graphs. Here we
show the straightforward generalization of the following theorem.

Theorem 2.42 (Musto, Reutter, Verdon, [I3, Proposition 5.19]). If G is a
classical graph on (C™, 1), then we have an isomorphism of categories

Repg, (C(Qut(9))) = QAut(G)

where Repg,, (C(Qut(G))) is the category of finite dimensional *-representations
of the C*-algebra C(Qut(G)), and QAut(G) is the category of quantum auto-
morphisms on G.

Theorem 2.43. If G is a quantum graph on (B,1), then we have an isomor-
phism of categories

Repg, (C(Qut(9))) = QAut(9)

where Repg,, (C(Qut(G))) is the category of finite dimensional *-representations
of the C*-algebra C(Qut(G)), and QAut(G) is the category of quantum auto-
morphisms on G.

Proof. As is explained in Remark 2339 the CQG algebra C(Qut(G)) is gen-
erated by the universal coefficients of a unitary u = (uF) that satisfies ex-
actly the same relation as the unitary P = (PF) of a quantum automor-
phism (H,P) on G = (B,1,A). Therefore given a quantum isomorphism
(H,P) in QAut(G), the universality of C(Qut(G)) shows the existence of a
x-representation 7p : C(Qut(G)) > uf — PF € B(H). Conversely a x*-
representation 7 : C(Qut(G)) — B(H) defines operators P} = 7(u¥), which
induces a quantum automorphism Pr =} |ex) Pk (e;|. By construction, it is
trivial that P,, = P and 7p, = . For quantum automorphisms (H, P), (H', P’),
an operator f : H — H’ is an intertwiner (H, P) — (H', P’) in QAut(g) <—

(f@idp)P = P'(idp ® f) <= fr(ul) = fPF = Pif = a'(ub)f (Vi k)
— fn() =7'()f < [ is an intertwiner 7 — 7’ in Repg, (C(Qut(G))).
Therefore the intertwiners also coincide. O

Since finiteness of |H| is not used in the proof of Theorem 2.43) if we allow
‘QAut(G)’ to include infinite dimensional quantum isomorphisms as in Remark

239 then Rep(C(Qut(G))) = < QAut(G)’ is obtained.
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3 Quantum graphs on M,

3.1 Tracial quantum graphs

Let (B = @, M,,,7) be a quantum set with the unique tracial \/|B|-form
T = \_éfl P, ns Tr,. We always assume that quantum graphs are undirected in
this chapter.

Let A = (Afj:)f;f:;:; be a reflexive quantum graph on (B, 7) parametrized
as

AT = (erlAeis) Sie, A=Y lemr) AL (i

ijsklr

where {e/zvjs = 1/|n£eij75} is an ONB for L?(B, 7). Thus A is a self-adjoint

(ARLT — A;glsr) operator satisfying the following;:

17,8
. 1 kv,r svl,r kl,r
Schur idempotent <= o ;Aiu,s Auj,s = Az‘j,sv (3.1)
: 1 k
reflexive <= - ; AD = dur; (3.2)
undirected (self-transpose) < Afjlsr = AlbS (3.3)

where the RHS of these equivalences are quantified by Vi, j, s, k, [, 7.
Note that these relations are independent for different pairs (r, s) and (17, s').

3.2 Tracial quantum graphs on M,

Let A = (Aff)f;jg be a quantum adjacency matrix on (Ms, Tr /2) with respect

to the orthonormal basis {e;; = \/ieij}. Then

(ARPALL + AR AL + Al ALl + ABFA3L) =AY Vi gk l=1,2;  (3.4)

DN | =

1
B} (A + A7) =6 Vi k=12 (3.5)
AT =AM = Al Vigki=1,2.  (36)

By the latter two conditions (B5)(@6]), A is of the following form where
z,p € Rand y,z € C:

A A A A P ¥ y w
A AR AR AB| |y 2-p =2y
Al AR A3 AL ) |l F 0 2-p -7
AR AR AR A3 T =y -y p
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Regularity A1 = d1 holds for some d € R if and only if

dl = A(611 =+ 622)

= (Af1 + Agz)enn + (Aff + Ag3)erz + (A]] + A3 )ean + (AT + A% )enn
=(p+a)en + @ —7Yez+ (y —ylear + (x + pleaz = (p+ )1,

i.e., this is automatically p + = = d-regular.
If y = 0, then we have Spec(A) = {p £t z,2 — p+|z|}.

Theorem 3.1. A reflexive quantum graph A on (Ma,T) is classical (and quan-
tum) isomorphic to exactly one of the following d-regular quantum graphs.

1
d=1) Trivial graph Ay =idp = ! 1 , Spec(A;) ={1,1,1,1}.
1
2
d=2) Ay=| Y o | Svec(ds) = {2.2.0.0).
2
1 2
d=3) A3 = 1 1 , Spec(A3) = {3,1,1,—1}.
2 1
2 2
d = 4) Complete graph Ay =47(-)1 = 0 0 , Spec(A4) = {4,0,0,0}.
2 2

Proof. By Schur idempotence ([B.4]), we get the following equations:

2p=p"+yl*+ 2 -p) + 1y (3.7)
22-p)=p2-p) - W +p2-p) -y = @-1D2-p) = 38
20 = |y + 22 + |y|* + |2 (3.9)
2=y’ tazt+y’+zr = (1-2)z=y° (3.10)
2y=py+yr—y2—-p) +7z (3.11)

By B3) and BI0), we get p € [1,2] and (p — 1)(2 —p) = |y|* = |1 — 2|z
Hence

GBI < (p-1+2-p)?=12=1 (automatic)
B «— (l—z|+2])’=1 <= [1—z|+]|z|=1
y =0, 1s automatic, < p=1or 2, an =
o] If 0 i i 1 2 d
(1-2)z=0.
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o If z =1, then |z| = 1 by (B9).
e If 2 =0, then |1 —z| = 1 by (89, hence z =0, 2
Therefore we have the following table under y = 0:

|p|:1: | z | d=p+=zx | Spec(A):{p:I::z:,2—p:|:|z|}|

1[00 1 {1,1,1,1}
11T 2 {2,0,2,0}
1]210 3 {3,—1,1,1}
2100 2 {2,2,0,0}
211 [T 3 {3.1,1,-1}
21210 1 {4,0,0,0}

where T = {z € C | |2| = 1}.
[1] If y # 0, (BI0) implies z # 0 and hence
BID < (z—22-py+72=0 2 (@—22-p)y’ + sz =0
= (-2 -p)(1-2)+(p- D2 —p)s=0

— (-B-p)a—(2-p)=0<+= z=3—-por2—p (3.12)

By B38), we may put y = 0+/(p — 1)(2 — p) for some 6 € T. Then BI0) implies

2 _ _
P pb-De-p)
1—=z 1—x

Ifx=2—pin BI2), then d=p+ 2 =2 and

—1)(2 —
2292(1) )( p):92(2—p):92(4—d—p),
p—1
which satisfies B9): |1 —z| +|z| = (p — 1) + (2 — p) = 1, hence all conditions
are satisfied.
If 2 =3 —pin I2), then d =p+ a2 =3 and

—1)(2 —
p—2
which satisfies B9): |1 —z| +|2| = (2 —p) + (p — 1) = 1, hence all conditions
are satisfied.

Therefore we obtain two families of quantum graphs for each d = 2,3
parametrized by (p,0) € (1,2) x T under |y| = /(p — 1)(2 — p) # 0:
p 0yl Ll 2-p
0 2 — 6%(2 — —6
d=2) A%) = Olyl ~ 2-p 2-p) byl
’ Olyl 6 (2-p) 2—-p -0y
2—-p 0Oyl —0ly| p
p 0yl Lol 3
0 2 — 6%(1 — —6
d=3) A% = Oyl 2-» (I=p) —flyl
’ Oyl 6 (1—-p) 2—-p -0y
3-p  —flyl —0ly| p
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If we take the limits p — 1 or 2, these graphs converges to y = 0 cases above.
Hence we may include them as p € [1,2].

Those graphs {Az()dz) | 8 € T} arising from the sign 6 are mutually isomorphic
via inner automorphism of Ms by ug = ((1) g)
Lemma 3.2. It follows that

A = ad(up) ALY ad(ue). (3.13)

Proof. The adjoint action ad(ug) (CCL Z) = ug (CCL Z) uy = (;C 9db) has a

diagonal unitary matrix expression

with respect to the ONB (e11, €12, €21, €22). Hence
1 0 1 0

ad(ug)Aad(ug) = = A
0 1 0 1

is the entrywise product of A and

1 6 6 1
6 1 0% 0
99 179
1 6 6 1
Therefore we have Az()')ié)) = ad(uz)Agﬁ ad(ug). O

Moreover those graphs {Az(fg | p € [1,2]} are also mutually isomorphic via

1 2 — 5 I
inner automorphism of M, by v, = — \/1 tv2op \/1 2-p :
V2 \-V1-V2=p V1+V2-p

Lemma 3.3. [t follows that

ad(v,,

3 3 2 « 2
VAP ad(v,) = AP and  ad(v)AY, ad(v}) = AT (3.14)
Proof. ad(vp) has a unitary matrix expression

1+v2—-p Vp—1 p—1 1—y2-p
ad(v)zl —vp—1 1+vV2—-p —-(1-+v2—-p) vp—1
P -vp-1 —(1-v2-p) 1+2-p p—1
1—-v2-p —/p—-1 —/p—1 1+v2-p
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with respect to the ONB (é11, €12, €21, €22), and we can directly compute (B.14]).
Abstractly v, is a unitary matrix such that ad(v,) maps the eigenvector

-1 0 . . (3) . —V2—-p p-1
( 0 1) for the eigenvalue —1 of A;] to the eigenvector ( =T V2P

for the eigenvalue —1 of Az(fi. Since Spec(ASi) = {3,1,1,-1} and ad(v,)
also preserves the eigenvector 1, for the eigenvalue 3, the orthogonality of
eigenspaces implies

#\ (3 3
ad(vp)Az(,)i ad(vp) = Agi (3.15)
By the correspondence between a quantum graph A and its reflexive com-
plement as in Proposition 228
A¢:=1idp + |B|T()1B — A,

we do not need the latter equality in ([B.I4]) for the proof of Theorem B.1] be-
cause the complement preserves isomorphism classes of quantum graphs, and
the graphs of degree 2 and 3 are mutual complements. But here we show (B14)
explicitly. In this case

e - d
(A))e =id +4r()1 — AY)

p,0
1 0 2 2 P 0yl Oly|
3 1 Lo _| ol 2-p 0*(4—d—p)
1 0 Oyl 07 (4—d—p) 2-p
0 1 2 2 d—p —0ly| —0ly|
3—p —0ly| —0ly| 2—d+p
| Ol Pl —0°(4—d—p)  Oly|
—blyl -0 (4-d-p) p—1 Olyl
2—d+p Oyl Olyl 3-p
5—d
:Aé_%)_e, (3.16)

where the last equality follows from p—1 = 2—(3—p), 2—d+p = (5—d)—(3—p),
and —(4 —d—p) =4—(5—d) — (3 —p). Note that the complement and the
conjugation by ad(u) for unitary u € B commute as

ad(u")A%ad(u) = ad(u”) ad(u) 4+ |B|r(u - v*)u*1u — ad(u*) A ad(u)
=id 4 |B|7(-)1 — ad(u™)A ad(u)
= (ad(u*)Aad(u)), (3.17)
thereby

ad(v,) AP ad(vr) "2 ad(v,) (Afjll) ad(v?)

p,—1 P

P

€D (ad(vp)A(g) ad(v*)) ‘
(

ad(vyu* ) A®) ad(u,lv;;))

28

d—p

—0ly|

—0ly|
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\/1—¢T \/1+¢—

(ad( )A(31 ad(vpu— 1))C

and since u_qv ( Vit ~V1- _ ) = vpu_1,

ad(u” ) Ag iad(u 1))C

=
@(A ) 28 @)

O

Therefore up to inner automorphism, there is a unique reflexive quantum
graph on Ms for every degree d € {1,2,3,4}. Since an inner automorphism is
a classical isomorphism (1-dimensional quantum isomorphism) and Spec(G) is
invariant under quantum isomorphism, the complete system of representatives
for the classical and quantum isomorphism classes of quantum graphs on M is
given by the following.

|p|z|z=y|d=p+a|Spec(G)={pta,2—p=£]z]}|

1]0] 0 1 {1,1,1,1}
210 0 2 {2,2,0,0}
121 0 3 {3,—1,1,1}
212 0 1 14,0,0,0}

Recall that G above are of the form

P Yy Y x P 0 0 x
a- Y 2—p z -y| |0 2-p 0 0
“ly z 2-p -y| |0 0 2—p 0’
r =y —y P x 0 0 P
therefore the table indicates the quantum graphs in the statement. o

Therefore reflexive quantum graph on Ms can be d-regular for d € {1,2, 3, 4}.
Hence irreflexive quantum graph on Ms can be d-regular for d € {0,1,2, 3}.

3.3 Nontracial quantum graphs on M,

By unitary diagonalization, a faithful state on Mj is a unitary conjugate of one
1
of the Powers states wy = Tr(Q -) where ¢ € (0,1] and Q = T2 (é (;)
Note that wy; = 7as,, hence we may assume ¢ € (0,1).

Lemma 3.4. The Powers state w, is a § = q-+q~*-form on M. Hence (Ma,w,)
18 a quantum set.

Proof. Tt follows from Proposition 2.8 that
?=Te(Q7 ) =(1+¢)(1+q¢ ) =(g+q )"
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s 0\
Note that we have Q) = (q() q15) .

Let e;; be the (i, ) matrix unit in M. By Lemma 25 {e;; = e;;Q™/?};;
forms an ONB for L?(Ms,w,). Explicitly these are
e11 = 1+ ¢%e1r = v/qdein; e12 = /1 +q2e12 = \/q dera;
€21 = 1+ q2es1 = \/qdeon; ez = /1 +q 2exn = /q desn.

Then we have
_ —~ _ _ —~ —~ —~ —1/2—
1= (q6) " 2en1 + (¢716) " %en; m(es; @ ep) = ij/ €il;
miei; = (@0) e @ ex; + (4719)' e @ ex;5 wq(eij) = Q;
For a quantum graph (Mz,w,, A), we put Afjl = (e Ae;;) and
A AL Ay Ay
I
ook e
ATT AT Ay A3
Rewriting the diagramatic definitions as equations of the coefficients, this oper-
ator A is:

a) self-adjoint if and only if Afjl = A_}jl

b) real if and only if A} = A_é’i ;-/262;;/2 1213/2 lll/2.

¢) Schur idempotent if and only if 62Af} =3 Quu’? ;vl/QAf;’Azlj
= qOAN AL + AR ALl + AR AT + ¢ ARG AZ.

(2

d) reflexive if and only if §20F = Y QulAr = g0 ARl + ¢~ 15 AN,

U

Theorem 3.5. An undirected reflexive quantum graph (Ma,wq, A) with q €
(0,1),6 = g+ g~ is exactly one of the following.

1 0
1) The trivial quantum graph A; = idg = 1 1 , which is 1-regular
0 1
with Spec(A4) = {1,1,1,1}.
qg o
0

2) Ay = , which is irregular with Spec(A) = {q¢~16, ¢4, 0, 0}.

qé
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3) A; = L 1 , which is irreqular with Spec(A) = {1+4,1,1,1 — ¢}.
1) 1
q 6 1)
4) The complete quantum graph Ay = §%w,(-)1 = 0 0 , which
1) qo

is 62-reqular with Spec(A) = {§2,0,0,0}.
Proof. By (a) and (b) we put

@ @ 773 ()
p=An = Al t=A5 = A= AR

() (®) ®)
y=aB YR o=l VAR az

@73 ®) o1 @ 7 ®
y=A1 = Aff = ¢Al) = ¢4} = ¢ Ap;

@ For ) 14 @ g )
Yy = A3 = A3 = gAY = g AT = g AR

2= AR Y AR Y 2a

Then y = ¢?y,y =q 2y, z=¢*’2and 0 < ¢ < 1 imply y =y’ = z = 0. Thus
Lo Al Az A Az oot oo o
A2t A2 AL 0 0 t 0
Aol ) ooy

where p,t,p’,x € R. By (d): 66F = qA¥! + ¢ 1 A2, we have

S=qp+q't; d=qt+q P (3.18)
By (ci): 6AK = qAH ALL + Al ALL + AR A2 + =1 A2 AZL, we obtain
(ci) dp=ap’+q 't (cl3) Ot =qpt+q 'tp'
(cB) o' =qt® +q7p” (ci}) 6z = 22

Substituting (B.I8) for ¢ in (cii),
op = qp® +q(6 — qp)* = q(p* + 6* — 2¢0p + ¢*p?)
02 — (¢! +2q)0p + (1 + ¢*)p* = 0.
Since 1+ ¢% = ¢6, division by § deduces
(8 +q)p+qp* = (8 —qp)(1—p) = 0.
Thus @I8) implies
(p,t,p") = (1,1,1),(¢7 16,0, ¢f). (3.19)
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These solutions also satisfy (c13) and (c33). Independently (ci}) shows x = 0, 4.
Therefore undirected quantum graphs are the four graphs in the statement:

(putaplvx) :A1(1717170)7 A?(q_16707q670)7 A3(1717176)7 A4(q_16707q675)'

Now A is d-regular if and only if (¢d)/?

of eigenvalue d for A:

1nm, = ger1 + eaz is an eigenvector

q pg+x q
0 0 0
A 0o 0 =d 0l’
1 xq+p 1
ie.,d=p+q 'z =2xq+p. Thus A, is l-regular, A, is §%-regular, and A, A3
are irregular. O

4 Quantum automorphism groups of quantum
graphs on M,

4.1 Quantum automorphism groups of tracial (M, 7, A)

For each d = 1,2, 3,4, let G4 = (Ma, T, A4) be the d-regular quantum graph as
in Theorem 3.1

Theorem 4.1. The quantum automorphism group of the 1-reqular (trivial) or
4-regular (complete) quantum graphs on (Ma,T) is the special orthogonal group
SO(3):

Qut(G1) = Qui(Ga) = SO(3).

Proof. Since the quantum automorphism group of trivial and complete graphs
are the quantum symmetry group Qut(Ma, 7) = (Agut (M), A) defined by Wang
[18, Proposition 4.2], the statement follows directly from the computation by
Sottan [I6, Theorem 5.2].

Concretely [16, Theorem 5.2] shows

C(Qut(Ms, 7)) = C(SO(3))
=C* <S, T, R normal, commuting’ST = —R%|S|+|T| = 1>

with compatible comultiplication. This is the universal coefficient algebra with
fundamental representation with respect to (é11, €12, €21, €22):

1-K —-R —-R* K
C S I -C
O T S* -~
K R R 1-K
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where K = R*R+T*T,C = SR* — RT. The generators S,T, R correspond to
the coordinate functions s, t,r of SO(3) subgroup of SU(3) as follows:

s T V2(rt — s7) P
v*SO(3)v = t 5 V2T —r3) |j i C L CSUB)
Var Var sl P
1 1 1 0
wherev=—1|—-1 ¢ 0 | € U(3) and
2\o0 0 v2
s T V2(rt — s7) R(s+t) —S(s+1t) 2R(rt — sT)
vl t 5 V2T —13) | v =[S(s—t) R(s—t) 23(rt—sT)
Vor VoE s =t 2Ry 287 Is|® — [t|?

Since 4; = id, Ay = 47(-)1 commute with u, we have Qut(G;) = Qut(Gs) =
SO(3). O

Theorem 4.2. The quantum automorphism group of the 2-reqular or 3-regular
quantum graphs on (Ma,T) is a subgroup of SO(3) that is isomorphic to the
orthogonal group O(2):

Qut(G2) = Qut(Gs) = O(2)

Proof. Since G = G5, we have Qut(G2) = Qut(Gs). It suffices to compute
C(S0O(3)) / (Aau = uAs). Then Asu = uAs implies

1-K -R —-R* K 1-K 0 0 K
0 0 0 o | | ¢ o0 -cC
0 0 0 o |~ ¢ o0 -c |
K R R 1-K K 00 1-K

hence C' = R = 0. Since C = SR* — RT, the additional relation is R = 0. Then
ST = —R? = 0, and |S| + |T| = 1 implies |[S| = 1 or |T| = 1. Therefore it
follows that

t 0 0 0t 0
Qut(Ga) = 0 ¢t 0],[{t 0 0 ||t=1
0 0 1 0 0 -1
(a/(L'u) T 0 -
£z 9 Vecom) o,
where v is as in the proof of Theorem [4.1] O

4.2 Quantum automorphism groups of nontracial (Ms, w,, A)

For each d = 1,2,3,4, let G4 be the quantum graph on (Ma,w,) for ¢ € (0,1)
with adjacency operator A4 as in Theorem
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Theorem 4.3. The quantum automorphism groups of the trivial and complete
graphs G1,Ga are the quantum special orthogonal group SOq(3):

Qut(G1) = Qut(Ga) = SOy(3).

Proof. Similarly to Theorem 1] the quantum automorphism group of triv-
ial and complete graphs are the quantum symmetry group Qut(Ma,w,) =
(A2 (M), A) defined by Wang [I8, Proposition 4.2], and hence the statement

follows from the computation by Soltan [16, Theorem 4.3].
Concretely [16, Theorem 4.3] shows that

C(Qut(Ma,w,)) = C(SO,4(3)) = C* (A, G, L)

is generated by the universal coefficients of the fundamental representation with
respect to (€11, €12, €21, €22):

1-¢?K —A —qA* qK

(K qC L —¢G -C
U= (UZJ) - C'* -G L* _qilc*
qK g A A* 1-K

where K = A*A+G*G,C = ¢ 'LA* +¢?AG*. By Podle$ [15, Proposition 3.1],
their defining relations are the following;:

L'L=(1-K)(1-q¢?K) LL*=(1-¢K)(1-¢'K) G'G=GG" = K>
A*A=C*"C=K-K? AA* =CC* =K —¢'K* A’ =q'LG

LG = ¢*GL LA = ¢’AL AG = ¢°GA
LG* = ¢*G*L A'L=q'(1-K)C LK = ¢*KL
GK = KG AK = ¢*K A CK = ¢*KC
AC =CA

Since 4; = id, A4 = 6%w,(-)1 commute with u, we have Qut(G;) = Qut(Gs) =
S0,(3). 0

Theorem 4.4. The quantum automorphism groups of Go, Gs are the torus sub-
group T of SO4(3):

Qut(gz) = Qut(gg) =T < SOq(3)

Proof. Since G = G5, we have Qut(G2) = Qut(Gs). It suffices to compute
C(SO(3)) / (Aau = uAs). Then Asu = uAs implies

¢ '(1-¢*K) —q'A A K ¢ '(1-¢*K) 0 0 ¢’K
0 0 0 0 B c 0 0 —qC
0 0 0 0 - g tc* 0 0 —-C ’
*K A gA* q(1-K) K 0 0 ¢(1-K)
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hence A = C = 0,K = ¢?K. Then K = 0by 0 < g < 1, and G *G =
K — A*A = 0 implies G = 0. Therefore we have

C(Qut(Ge)) = C* (L|L*L = LL* = 1) = O(T)

where the last isomorphism is via L — z = (idy : T — C). Note that the
comultiplication A of Qut(Gz) is now characterized by

AL)=—-qCRA+LRL+G®¢G —q¢'AC=L®L,
which is isomorphic to the unitary torus T = (C(T), A : z — 2z ® z). Therefore
QUt(g2) =T. O

4.3 Quantum isomorphisms between quantum graphs on
M, and C*

Recall that a regular undirected reflexive classical graph on four vertices is
isomorphic to one of the graphs G/, = (C*, 7¢c4, A’)) of degree d = 1,2,3,4 as in
Table .11

Table 4.1: Regular reflexive graphs on four vertices up to permutation

d=1 d=2 d=3 d=4
Gy
100 0 1100 1011 111 1
w0t oo 1100 01 1 1 111 1
allo 0 1 0 0011 1 110 1111
0001 0011 1101 1111
Spec {1,1,1,1} {2,2,0,0} {3,1,1,-1} {4,0,0,0}

By the identity of their spectra, we can expect the quantum isomorphism
between Ggq on (Ma, 7 = Tr /2) and G on (C* 7ca = Tr /4), and indeed this is
the case.

Recall that {€;; = v/2e;;}7,_, is an ONB for L*(M,,7) and {é, = 2e,}7_,
is an ONB for L?(C*%, 7¢4) where e;;, e, are matrix units.

Before considering concrete quantum isomorphisms (H, P) : G’ — G for some
H, we compute the relations of the universal coefficients of quantum isomor-

phisms:

(B',¢', A") be

Definition 4.5 ([7, Definition 4.1]). Let G = (B, %, A),G' =
2(B’,4"). The bigalois

quantum graphs and {e;}, {e}} be ONB’s for L?(B, ), L
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extention from G’ to G is the *-algebra O(GT(G’,G)) generated by the universal
coefficients (PF) that make

P =" let) Pf (e : B— B'© 0(GT(G,9))
ik

a quantum isomorphism as in Remark[2.39] i.e., P is a unital *-homomorphism,
the matrix (PF) is unitary, and PA = (A’ ® idp)P.

3

Recall that such (PF) is unitary if and only if P satisfies the counit and
comultiplication preserving conditions by Lemma 2.34l If both G and G’ are
trivial A”) = idg(), then the compatibility with adjacency operators PA =
(A’ ®idp)P is trivial. If both G and G’ are complete A() = 5(')2¢(’)(-)1B(,),
then the compatibility with adjacency operators follows from the compatibility
with unit and counit if § = ¢'.

Lemma 4.6. If both G and G' are real reflexive quantum graphs equipped with
§ = &' -forms 1,7’ then O(GH(G',G)) = O(GT(G'“,G°)) holds for the reflezive
complement G¢ = (B, v, A° = idp + 6% ()1 — A).

Proof. Since G and G’ are real reflexive, G¢ and G'“ are real reflexive quantum
graphs by Proposition 228 Since § = §’, we have

PA® — (A ®idp)P = —PA+ (A’ ®idp)P.
Thus O(G*(G',G)) = O(G*(G", G)). O
Proposition 4.7. The bigalois extension Oq = O(G (G, Ga)) is given by

SpSESy = Sr, SpSE+SES, =1,
Q—OPJ«&£M%&§jﬂ$&—ZEiﬁVﬂ,>,
SES, = —=85%85:5/S, Vr # s
o / SpSESy =Sy,
Oy =03 =41 S _ _ = *- <Sl S3| SpSF+85%S,. =1 >
+S3=83+5,=0 ’ r r A
(118 =5+5=0 SS1 + 5555 = 1
which arise as the universal coefficients of quantum isomorphism P : Ms —

C*® Oy in the following way:

4 4
__ S5 _ - Sy
P€11=E er ® —; P€12=E er ® —;

r=1 \/§ r=1 \/§

. Sz ! 5%S
Pesi =) 6 ® Pep =Y 6o 12", (4.1)
r=1 \/§ r=1 \/§

Note that the first two defining relations mean that each S, is a partial
isometry where its source and range are mutual orthocomplements.
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Proof. Let (P5)7S2, be the generators of O = Oy that make P = > i 1€7) P (ed5] -

ij)i,j<2
M, — C* ® O a quantum isomorphism. The coefficients satisfy the following

relations by (Z12), I3):

(unit) Plpy, =1ca ® 1o, s0 1y, = \%(5{1 + €22) and 1cs = £ 3, €, implies
V2(Pl + P) =10 Vr. (4.2)
(multiplication) P(e;jjer) = P(ei;)P(er), 50 €ijer = V23 165 and (€, mea =
2 (e;| ® (é;] implies

V20,x P = 2P} Pl Vi, j, k1,7, (4.3)
(involution) P(e;;")* = P(e;;) implies

PL* =P Yijr. (4.4)

ij
(counit) 7caP = 7p, ® 1o, s0 Ta, = %((eﬁlﬂ + (ex2|) and 7ca = %ZT (ér]
imply

S VR =Y VaP, =2, Y V2P, =) V2P; =0.  (45)

(comultiplication) m&P = mo(P ® P)m}fw27 S0 m}\beﬁi} =V2(eq ®ex; +
¢i2 ® e3;) and (6| ® (€[)mf = 26, (6] imply

2P}, = V2(PL P} + PhPy;) Vi, jr; (4.6)
0= PP+ Pyl Vi g,rs(r#s).
Put S, = v/2P},, then [@4) and [@3) show
Sy = \/§P2’”1, SrS = \/§P2T27 SpSE = \/§P1T1.

and
(S:Sr)2 = 2P2sz2rz = S:Srv (STS:)Q = 2P{1Pf1 = STS:-

Thus every S, is a partial isometry S,S}S, = S, with source projection \/§P2’”2
and range projection v/2Pf,. By ([&2), these two projections are mutual ortho-
complement

SrSr + 8.5 = 1p.

By (&3], we have

> 8rS.=> 8,8 =2 Y S =0
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Since we have
>SS =) (1-8:8)=4->_ 515,

the equality > S,.S; = 2 is redundant. Now (8] follows from (E.3):

' T s s m ' s '
\/i(PnPlj+Pi2P2j) = P, + P, =2Fj.

Multiplying @) by v/2Ps; from left and by \/§Pjr2 from right reduces (@) to
0= P5\ Ply + PsyPyy = S5 S, + S25:5:S,,
and multiplying by their adjoints recovers [@7)). Hence S*S, = —S*S5,5%S,.
Since both G; and G} are trivial graphs, the above are all the defining rela-
tions of O;. Since Afll) = Agl) ,Ag/) = Ag) and both 7y, and 7¢c4 are 2-forms,
we have Oy = 01,03 = Oy by Lemma [£.G
In the case of O, subtracting P from PAs; = (A, ® idp)P gives P(As —

idpyr,) = (A" — idee) ® idp)P. By matrix presentation with respect to the
ONB's,

(P)(Az2 —idar,) = (A3 — idca)(P))

S157 S1 ST SiS: 1 0 01 0 O S187 S1 ST 5SS
S255 Sy S5 S5S5% -1 {1 0 0 o0 S285 S S5 S35
S3S83 Ss S3 5353 -1 o 0o o0 1 S3S3 S3 S3 5353
S4S; Si S;  SiSs 0 1 0 0 1 0 S4S; Sy S; SiSa

S187 =81 —=S7 SiS: S255 So S5 555

S285 =Sz =83 S3S:| [S1ST S1 ST SIS

S3S5  —S3 —S% S3Ss | | S4S; Si Si SiSs

S54S7 —Sy =S SiSi 5353 Sz S3 5353

Hence Sy = —51,8; = —S3, and Oy = Oy /(S; + S9 = S5+ S; =0). Then
Zi:l S¥S, = 2 reduces to

Si‘Sl =+ S§53 =1p,

and Zle S, = 0 follows automatically. Finally S}S, = —575,5;S, is auto-
matic for {r, s} = {1,2},{3,4}, and the rest {r, s} follows from

—SfSng‘Sg = —SfSl(l — stl) = O;
St S5 = 57939555 = (1 — 5157)S5 = 0.
O

In order to show quantum isomorphism, we construct a nonzero *-representation
of the bigalois extension on a Hilbert space.

Theorem 4.8. The bigalois extension Oq (d = 1,2,3,4) admits a two-dimensional
x-representation w: Oy — M defined by

W(Sl)Z(g (1)>, W(Sz)Z(g _01>; W(SS)ZG) 8>, 7T(54)=(_01 8)
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Proof. Tt suffices to show that 7 is a *-homomorphism for d = 2 because Oy =
O3 is a quotient of @1 = O4. By definition 7(S,) is a partial isometry with

orthogonal source and range, C ((1)> and C ((1)), which span C2. Trivially
m(S1) + 7(S2) = 7(S3) + w(S4) = 0 is satisfied, and we also have

(1) m(S1) + 7(S5) 1 (S3) = <é 8) + (g g’) .

Thus 7 defines a unital *-homomorphism Oy — Ms. O

Corollary 4.9. For every d = 1,2,3,4, the quantum graph Gq on (M, T) and
the classical graph G!; on four vertices are quantum isomorphic.

Proof. By definition, a *x-representation of the bigalois extension on a finite
dimensional Hilbert space H is equivalent to a quantum isomorphism between
the quantum graphs via H. In other words (&1l with S, replaced by 7(S,.) is a
quantum isomorphism (H = C?,7(P)) : G — Ga. O

Definition 4.10 (Brannan et al. [7, Definition 3.11]). Quantum groups G, G’
are said to be monoidally equivalent if their representation categories Rep(G)
and Rep(G') are unitarily monoidally equivalent as strict C*-tesor categories,
i.e., there is an fully faithful essentially surjective functor Rep(G) — Rep(G’)
that preserves the trivial representation, composition, involution, and tensor
product of intertwiners.

Brannan et al. [7, Theorem 4.7] proved that a quantum isomorphism be-
tween quantum graphs induces a monoidal equivalence between their quantum
automorphism groups. Applying this to our result, we obtain the following.

Corollary 4.11. (1) The special orthogonal group SO(3) is monoidally equiv-
alent to the quantum symmetric group Sy .

(2) The orthogonal group O(2) is monoidally equivalent to the hyperoctahedral
quantum group Hy < S .

Proof. (1) Note that Qut(G) is the quantum symmetric group S}, whose al-
gebra C(S]) is generated by the universal coefficients of a 4 by 4 magic unitary
u, i.e., a unitary matrix whose entries are projections, mutually orthogonal and
summing up to 1 on each row and column. It follows from G; =, G that
Qut(G1) = SO(3) is monoidally equivalent to Qut(G;) = S; .

(2) By Banica, Bichon, Collins [5, Definition 2.1], Qut(G)) is the hyperoctahe-
dral quantum group H;™ < S], whose algebra C(H") = C(S]) / (Abu = uAb)
is generated by the universal coefficients of a magic unitary

p1r q1 P2 G2
g1 P11 q2 P2
P3s 43 Pa 44
43 P3 44 P4
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It follows from G =, G} that Qut(G2) = O(2) is monoidally equivalent to
Que(Gh) = Hy O

In the case of d = 1,4, we can also construct a quantum isomorphism using
the symmetry of the 24-cell and four-dimensional hypercube.

Theorem 4.12. The bigalois extension O4 (d = 1,4) admits a four-dimensional
x-representation p : Oq — My defined by

0 0 0 0 -1 3 -1 1
V2 -3 -1 -1 -1 2l 0 0o o0 o0
PE="1 0 o o ol PEI=T 3 4 g
3 -1 -1 -1 -2 0 -2 2
2 -2 0 2 -1 -1 1 3
V2|1 -1 3 1 V2|2 2 -2 0
P = 1o o o of P8=% 1 1 -1 3
-1 1 3 -1 0 0 0 0
We have a conceptually easier presentation of p(S,)’s:
s 0 7 0
2 [ -1 2 (-1
pS1) == | g 1 oo 0)+? 5 [0 1 1 1);
1 -1
s 1 7 -1
2| o 2 (o0
p(S2) = — | 0 10 0)+? @01 =)
0 -2
s 0 v 2
2 (1 2|1
p(S3) = = | (0 o0 1 0)+? o | =1 0 1);
1 -1
s -1 7 -1
2| o 2| 2
p(S1) = | ) 0 o0 o0 1)+? L@ 1 =10
0 0

The four vectors in p(S,) are mutually orthogonal and normalized by the
coefficients. Put these orthonormal vectors w,., e,, w:-, e, so that we have

roybro
p(Sy) = wyel + wlhelt.

The row vectors e;- in the second term correspond to a mutually orthogonal
choice of the diagonal lines of the surface cubes of the hypercube. And the two
row vectors e,., ey span the plane L, containing the two parallel diagonal lines
of the opposite surface cubes as in Figure Il The two column vectors w,., w;-
span its orthocomplement L:-, which is the plane containing one of the four
hexagons given by a partition of the 24 vertices of the 24-cell as in Figure [4.11

Proof. Since the four vectors in p(S,.) are orthonormal, p(S,) is a partial isom-
etry p(Sy)p(Sr)*p(Sy) = p(Sy) satistying p(Sr)p(S:)* + p(Sr)*p(Sy) = 1. We

40



Figure 4.1: Positions of L, in a hypercube and L} in a 24-cell

€1

%
Ly ¢2 Lj

e:

The hypercube is [0, 1] centered in R*. The 24-cell is the convex hull of
{*ei + €;}iz;. For simplicity the 24-cell is drawn only on the hyperplanes of
the first coordinate x1 = %1, 0, which are octahedrons and a cuboctahedron.

have by direct computation that Zlep(Sr) = 0. Since p(S;)*p(S,) is the
projection onto the plane L, = Ce, + Ce;-, we obtain Ele p(S:) p(S,) =2
because the raw vectors {e,}, and {e;}, are both ONB’s for C*. Finally it
suffices to show

By direct computation, we obtain

p(Ss)p(Ss)*p(Sy) = (wswz + wslwsrf)(wrei + wy LT)

= (w, wl) (fﬁsi'ffuié <<$l||lzuui>>> (eej*>

and similarly
p(Ss)p(Sr)*p(Sy) = (wsel + wsLesLT)(erei + erLerlT)
_ 1y [ lesler) <65|6%> ei
= e w) ({2 1) ().
Since {e,},, {e+}r, {w,}r, {w;-}, are chosen to be ONB’s, we have
(esler) = <€sL|€rl> = (ws|wy) = <wsL|er> =0

for all s # 7. Thus it reduces to show (ws|w;) = — (egle;) for all s # r. It
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indeed holds that

1
1L 1

w|w) = ——= = —{e1le r=2,3,4);

(w1 |w;) 7 (ealer) )
1 1

(wa|wy) = BV (ealex); (walwy) = B (ealey)  (r=1,3);
1 1

(ws|wy) = Y (eslez); (wslw)) = B (esley)  (r=1,4);

1 1
(ws|wz) = B (ealez); (walw) = BV (ealey)  (r=1,2)
Therefore p defines a *-homomorphism O; — Mjy. O

Concluding Remarks

For future perspective, it is natural to consider the classification of general di-
rected quantum graphs on M, and to ask which quantum subgroup of SO4(3) =
Qut(Ms,w,) is obtained as a quantum automorphism group of them. Such a
classification will help us to approach a quantum graph version of the Frucht
property: whether a quantum group acting on a quantum graph is isomorphic to
the quantum automorphism group of some quantum graph. Its classical graph
version is discussed by Banica, McCarthy [1] with several counterexamples.

Since we introduced the regularity of quantum graphs, it is natural to ask
whether the spectrum of a regular quantum graph can characterize its properties
(connected, bipartite, expander, etc.) similarly to classical cases. It is the next
step to investigate the connectedness of quantum graphs on M, introduced by
Chévez-Dominguez, Swift [9].
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