arXiv:2208.14009v2 [math.OA] 16 Jan 2023

WEAK EXPECTATIONS OF DISCRETE QUANTUM GROUP ALGEBRAS AND CROSSED PRODUCTS

ARNAB BHATTACHARJEE AND ANGSHUMAN BHATTACHARYA

Abstract. In this article we study analogues of the weak expectation property of discrete group C*-algebras and their crossed products, in the discrete quantum group setting, i.e., discrete quantum group C*- algebras and crossed products of C*-algebras with amenable discrete quantum groups.

In this article the notation ⊗ denotes the minimum tensor product of C*-algebras.

1. Introduction

The weak expectation property was introduced by Lance [8] in his study of nuclearity of (discrete) group C*-algebras. A weak expectation of a represented C*-algebra A ⊂ B(H) is a unital completely positive map Φ : B(H) → A^{′′} such that Φ|_A = id_A, where A^{′′} denotes the double commutant of A in B(H). A C*-algebra is said to have the weak expectation property if A admits a weak expectation for every faithful representation A ⊂ B(K).

We recall a few well-known facts about the weak expectation property. For a discrete group Γ, the weak expectation property of the reduced group C*-algebra C^∗_r (Γ) is equivalent to the amenability of the group Γ, see [8, 4]. Also, in general, the weak expectation property has poor permanence properties, unlike those of nuclearity, exactness and the quotient weak expectation property (see [7, 9, 4] for definitions, examples and permanence results). However, as a particular instance, where permanence does hold: it was shown in [2] that, under an amenable action of a discrete group Γ on a C*- algebra A, the C*-crossed product A ⋊ Γ has the weak expectation property if and only if so has A.

Let G be a compact quantum group and ^G denote the discrete quantum dual of G . The purpose of this article is to investigate the following in the context of the discrete quantum group ^G :

2010 Mathematics Subject Classification. Primary 46L06, 46L07; Secondary 46L05, 47L25, 47L90.

Key words and phrases. Discrete quantum groups, group algebras, crossed products, amenable actions, Weak Expectation Property. 1

1. Equivalence of existence of a weak expectation Φ : B(L^2(G )) → C^∗_r (^G )^{′′} and the amenability (or co-amenability) of ^G (or G ).

2. Permanence property for weak expectations of the crossed product A ⋊_α ^G and A, for amenable ^G .

While an answer to (1.) in full generality is yet to be discovered (owing to the non-traciality of the Haar functional of a general compact quantum group), a close analogue to the discrete group case is obtained by the existence of a special weak expectation, which we introduce in Definition 3.1 and call quantum weak expectation. Our definition of quantum weak expectation is motivated from [17]. See also [5]. We have the following theorem in this regard:

Theorem 1.1. Let G be a compact quantum group and let ^G denote the discrete quantum dual of G . Then C^∗_r (^G ) admits a quantum weak expectation if and only if ^G is amenable.

The permanence question in (2.) is completely settled and is analogous to the discrete group case. To achieve this, we use Skalski and Zacharias’ finite rank approximation results of the crossed product algebra by a discrete quantum group [11] and give an explicit constructive proof. In this case we have the following result:

Theorem 1.2. Let α be a faithful action of an amenable discrete quantum group ^G on a unital C^∗-algebra A, then A ⋊_α ^G has the weak expectation property if and only if A does.

Remark 1.3. From a natural perspective, Theorem 1.2 may be regarded as a complement to the permanence results in [11, Theorem 4.4] in the discrete quantum group setting, just as [2, Theorem(s) 2.1, 3.1] complements [4, Theorem 4.3.4] in the discrete group setting.

This article is organized as follows: in section 2 we briefly recall the necessary definitions and constructions required for our purpose. In section 3 we present the proof(s) of Theorem(s) 1.1 and 1.2.

2. Preliminaries

We briefly recall some definitions and notations used in this article. This section, by no means, aim to be a detailed recollection of facts. The readers are directed to the references cited herein for a comprehensive exposition to the subject matter.

Compact quantum groups. [14, 15] A C*-algebraic compact quantum group is a pair G = (A, Δ), where A is a unital C^∗-algebra, and Δ : A → A ⊗ A is a unital ∗-homomorphism such that:

• Δ is coassociative: (Δ ⊗ id) ∘ Δ = (id ⊗ Δ) ∘ Δ • span((1 ⊗ A)Δ(A)) = A ⊗ A = span((A ⊗ 1)Δ(A))

We denote the equivalence classes of irreducible representations of the compact quantum group G by IrrG .

Discrete quantum groups. [10, 13, 15] The Pontryagin dual of a compact quantum group G is a discrete quantum group denoted by ^G . The discrete dual ^G (C*-algebraic version) is a pair ^G = (c_0(^G ), ^Δ) or (vonNeumann algebraic version) ^G = (ℓ^∞(^G ), ^Δ) where:

c_0(^G ) = ⨁ α∈IrrG B(H_α), ℓ^∞(^G ) = ∏ α∈IrrG B(H_α) and ^Δ is the comultiplication on c_0(^G ) or ℓ^∞(^G ). If ^G = Γ (discrete group) then we have the respective algebras as c_0(Γ) and ℓ^∞(Γ).

Regular representation. The multiplicative unitary W ∈ B(L^2(G ) ⊗ L^2(G )) associated with the discrete quantum group ^G is such that: ^Δ(x) = W^∗ (1 ⊗ x)W ,

where ^Δ is the co-multiplication of ^G . Let ^ω ∈ ℓ^1(^G ) := ℓ^∞(^G )_∗. The left regular representation ^λ : ℓ^1(^G ) → B(L^2(G )) of ^G is defined by: ^λ(^ω) = (^ω ⊗ id)W . The reduced discrete quantum group algebra is defined as: C^∗_r (^G ) := ^λ(ℓ^1(^G )).^{||·||B(L2(G))} By Peter-Weyl theory, we have C^∗_r (^G ) = A where G = (A, Δ). Further, for compact quantum groups, we have ℓ^∞(^G ) ⊂ B(L^2(G )) as a von-Neumann subalgebra (see [14, 15, 6, 3] for details).

Amenability. [1, 16, 12, 3] An invariant mean m on ^G is a state m ∈ ℓ^∞(^G )^∗ satisfying m(^ω⊗id) ^Δ = ^ω(1)m. A discrete quantum group ^G is said to be amenable if there exists an invariant mean on ℓ^∞(^G ). This definition of amenability of ^G is one of the many equivalent ones in the literature (see the references mentioned above for equivalent definitions and other details).

Actions and crossed products. [13, 3, 11] A (left) action of a discrete quantum group ^G on a C^∗-algebra A is a non-degenerate ∗-homomorphism α : A → M(c_0(^G ) ⊗ A) satisfying ( ^Δ ⊗ id_A) ∘ α = (id_{c0(^G )} ⊗ α) ∘ α and such that α(A)(c_0(^G ) ⊗ 1) is dense in c_0(^G ) ⊗ A. Here we assume A ⊂ B(H).

The reduced crossed product of A by the action α of the discrete quantum group ^G is the C^∗-subalgebra of B(L^2(G ) ⊗ H) generated by α(A) and C^∗_r (^G ) ⊗ 1. The reduced crossed product algebra is denoted by A ⋊_{α,r} ^G . We omit the definition of the universal crossed product (denoted by A⋊_α ^G ) as for amenable actions of ^G , the reduced and the universal algebras coincide.

3. Proofs of the Main Results Notation. We follow the notations as given below (which are in contrast with those in [11]): The co-multiplication of the discrete quantum group (^G , ^Δ) is given by the multiplicative unitary W , i.e. ^Δ(·) = W^∗ (1 ⊗ ·)W .

The following definition is motivated from [17]. Recall that, we have l^∞(^G ) ⊂ B(L^2(G )) and L^∞(G ) = C^∗_r (^G )^{′′} . In what follows, we denote the center of a von-Neumann algebra M by Z(M).

Definition 3.1 (Quantum weak expectation). Let ^G be a discrete quantum group. A quantum weak expectation is a unital completely positive map

Φ : B(L^2(G )) → C^∗_r (^G )^{′′}

such that Φ(x) = x for every x ∈ C^∗_r (^G ) and satisfying Φ(ℓ^∞(^G )) ⊂ Z(L^∞(G )).

Now we give the proof of Theorem 1.1 below.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. First, assume that C^∗_r (^G ) admits a quantum weak expectation Φ : B(L^2(G )) → C^∗_r (^G )^{′′} such that Φ(a) = a for every a ∈ C^∗_r (^G ) satisfying Φ(ℓ^∞(^G )) ⊂ Z(L^∞(G )). Let h be the Haar state on the compact quantum group G . Consider the restriction of the state h ∘ Φ on B(L^2(G )) to ℓ^∞(^G ), and let m := h ∘ Φ|_{ℓ∞(^G )}. We will show that m is a left invariant mean on ℓ^∞(^G ). It is sufficient to prove that m((^ω ⊗ id) ^Δ(x)) = ^ω(1)m(x) for every ^ω ∈ ℓ^1(^G )_+, x ∈ ℓ^∞(^G )^+_1 . To show this, we explicitly use the structure of ℓ^∞(^G ), the structure of the associated unitary W and the assumption that the set IrrG is countable.

Fix ^ω ∈ ℓ^1(^G )_+ and x ∈ ℓ^∞(^G )^+_1 . Recall that, for the discrete quantum group ^G = (ℓ^∞(^G ), ^Δ), there exists a family of central, mutually orthogonal, finite dimensional projections (z_α)_{α∈}Irr_G such that

ℓ^∞(^G ) = ∏ α∈IrrG ℓ^∞(^G )z_α = ∏ α∈IrrG B(H_α) and 1_{B(L}2_{(G ))} = ∑ α∈IrrG z^α (in SOT). Let ^ω^α(·) := ^ω(z^α·). Then ^ω = ∑ ^ω_α and ^ω_α(y) = tr_α(β_αz_αy) for any y ∈ ℓ^∞(^G ), some β_α ≥ 0 and with tr_α being the normalized trace in B(H_α). We have ‖^ω‖ = ∑ tr_αβ_α < ∞. Next, let ϵ > 0. Choose a finite subset F ⊂⊂ IrrG such that the functional

^ω_F := ∑ α∈F ^ω_α satisfies ‖^ω − ^ω_F ‖ <^ϵ_2 . Note that, ^ω_F ≤ ^ω and supp ^ω_F = z_F := ∑ α∈F z_α. The multiplicative unitary W has the form ⨁ α ∑ i_α,j_α e^α_{iα,jα} ⊗ a^α_{iα,jα} , where e^α_{iα,jα} are appropriate matrix units and a^α_{iα,jα} ∈ C^∗_r (^G ). Now, consider the expression (^ω_F ⊗ id) ^Δ(x). Using the fact that (z_α ⊗ 1)W = W (z_α ⊗ 1) and the expression of the co-multiplication ^Δ, it is clear that (^ω_F ⊗ id) ^Δ(x) = ∑ α,α^′∈F ^ω_F ((e^α_{iα,jα} )^∗(e^{α′}_{iα′ ,jα′} ))(a^α_{iα,jα} )^∗x(a^{α′}_{iα′ ,jα′} ). Observe that, the sum on the right hand side of the equation above is finite. Consider the extension of the operator ^Δ to B(L^2(G )) by the recipe T −→ W^∗ (1 ⊗ T )W for T ∈ B(L^2(G )). By slight abuse of notation, we continue to denote this extension by ^Δ, where the appropriate definition is applicable depending on the argument of this operator. The fact that Φ is a weak expectation, the expression (^ω_F ⊗ id) ^Δ(x) has finitely many terms in the summation formula and using the extended definition of ^Δ we have Φ ∘ (^ω_F ⊗ id) ^Δ(x) = (^ω_F ⊗ id) ^Δ(Φ(x)), since C^∗_r (^G ) lies in the multiplicative domain of Φ by virtue of the bimodule property of Φ from Definition 3.1. This equality leads to the following computation:

m((^ω_F ⊗ id) ^Δ(x)) = h ∘ Φ((^ω_F ⊗ id)(W^∗ (1 ⊗ x)W )) = h((^ω_F ⊗ id)(W^∗ (1 ⊗ Φ(x))W )) = h((^ω_F ⊗ id)(1 ⊗ Φ(x))) = h(^ω_F (1)Φ(x)) = ^ω_F (1)(h ∘ Φ(x)) = ^ω_F (1)m(x), where the third equality is due to the condition of quantum weak expectation i.e., Φ(ℓ^∞(^G )) ⊂ Z(L^∞(G )). To finish off this direction of the proof we have the estimate: |m((^ω ⊗ id) ^Δ(x)) − ^ω(1)m(x)| ≤ |m(((^ω − ^ω_F ) ⊗ id) ^Δ(x))| + |m((^ω_F ⊗ id) ^Δ(x)) − ^ω(1)m(x)| ≤‖m‖‖((^ω − ^ω_F ) ⊗ id) ^Δ(x))‖ + |^ω_F (1)m(x) − ^ω(1)m(x)| ≤‖^ω − ^ω_F ‖‖ ^Δ(x)‖ + |(^ω_F (1) − ^ω(1))m(x)| ≤ ϵ 2 + ϵ 2 = ϵ, as x ∈ ℓ^∞(^G )^+_1 and the first part of the third inequality is a well-known fact. Since ϵ was arbitrary we have the desired result.

Conversly, assume that ^G is amenable. Then by [17], G is quantum injective (c.f. [17, 3] for definition) i.e., there exists a conditional expectation E : B(L^2(G )) → L^∞(G ) such that E(ℓ^∞(^G )) ⊂ Z(L^∞(G )) which by definition is also a quantum weak expectation. □

Remark 3.2. In the proof of Theorem 1.1 given above, observe that the non-traciality of the Haar functional of a general compact quantum group is of no consequence owing to the nature of the quantum weak expectation. Indeed, the Haar functional may as well be replaced by any positive functional in L^∞(G )^∗ to yield the same result. Further, if G is of the Kac-type (i.e. the Haar functional is tracial), then the assumption of the existence of an ordinary weak expectation is enough to establish the existence of an invariant mean on ℓ^∞(^G ). However, by [17], even in this case, the existence of a quantum weak expectation is guaranteed.

Remark 3.3. The results of [17] hold in the general context of locally compact quantum groups. As mentioned earlier, our definition of the quantum weak expectation is motivated from the notion of quantum injectivity. However, due to the lack of an explicit description of the von-Neumann algebra structure of L^∞(^G ), Peter-Weyl duality and the structure of the associated unitary W in the locally compact quantum group setting; our proof of Theorem 1.1 holds true only in the context described in the statement of the theorem.

Next, we give the proof of Theorem 1.2.

Proof of Theorem 1.2. Let ^G be an amenable discrete quantum group and A ⊂ B(H_A) be the universal representation of A on its universal Hilbert space H_A. Assume that A has the weak expectation property. Since we have ^G to be amenable, henceforth we simply denote the unique crossed product by A ⋊_α ^G as the reduced and universal crossed products are the same.

The faithful action α yields a canonical copy of A inside the crossed product algebra by α(A) ∼= α(A)(1_{C∗r (^G )} ⊗ 1) ⊂ A ⋊_α ^G [11, Remark 2.5.]. So we have the following faithfully represented inclusions: α(A)(1_{C∗r (^G )} ⊗ 1) ⊂ A ⋊_α ^G ⊂ B(L^2(G ) ⊗ H_A). Denote (for ease of notation) the universal representation of A ⋊_α ^G by π on the universal Hilbert space H_u of A ⋊_α ^G . Since A has the weak expectation property, there exists a ucp map Φ_A : B(H_A) → A^{′′} such that Φ_A(a) = a for all a ∈ A. Next, consider the representation π_0 : A → B(H_u) defined by π_0(a) = π(α(a)) and denote its normal extension to A^{′′} by π^{′′} : A^{′′} → B(H_u). We have the von-Neumann algebraic inclusion π^{′′}(A^{′′}) ⊂ π(A ⋊_α ^G )^{′′}.

For the discrete quantum group ^G = (c_0(^G ), ^Δ), there exists a family of central, mutually orthogonal, finite dimensional projections (z_i)_{i∈I} such that c_0(^G ) = ⨁ i∈IrrG c^0(^G )z^i and 1^{B(L2 (G ))} = ∑ i∈IrrG z^i (in SOT). If F is a finite non-empty subset of IrrG , then z_F = ∑ i∈F z_i ∈ Z(c_0(^G )) ⊂ B(L^2(G )) is a finite rank orthogonal projection and z_F B(L^2(G ))z_F = B(z_F L^2(G )).

Let {e_p}^m_{p=1} be an orthonormal basis of the finite dimensional Hilbert space H_F := z_F L^2(G ). In what follows, we adopt notations which are similar to those used in the proof of [11, Theorem 3.1.] if not the same.

Define a ucp map ϕ_F : B(L^2(G ) ⊗ H_A) → B(H_F ) ⊗ B(H_A) by

ϕ_F (y) = (z_F ⊗ 1)y(z_F ⊗ 1)

for y ∈ B(L^2(G ) ⊗ H_A). Note that, for y = α(a)(x ⊗ 1) ∈ A ⋊_α ^G one has

ϕ_F (α(a)(x ⊗ 1)) = (z_F ⊗ 1)α(a)(z_F xz_F ⊗ 1).

Next, we consider the unitary operator in B(L^2(G ) ⊗ H_u) given by: ~W := (id ⊗ π)(W ⊗ 1)

and for ξ ∈ H_F , define the operator ~V_ξ ∈ B(H_F ⊗ H_u, H_u) given as a row matrix by: ~V_ξ = [λ̃(^ω_{ξ,e1} ) · · · λ̃(^ω_{ξ,ep} )] where λ̃(^ω_{ξ,ej} ) = (^ω_{ξ,ej} ⊗ id)~W ; j = 1, . . . , p. From [11, Theorem 3.1.] we know that ~V_ξ is a co-isometry. Let id_F denote the map id_{B(HF )}.

Define a ucp map Θ_ξ : B(H_A ⊗ L^2(G )) → π(A ⋊_α ^G )^{′′} by the formula:

Θ_ξ := R_{~Vξ} ∘ (id_F ⊗ π^{′′}) ∘ (id_F ⊗ Φ_A) ∘ ϕ_F

where R_{~Vξ} (T ) = ~V_ξT ~V^∗_ξ for T ∈ B(H_F ⊗H_u) and Φ_A is the weak expectation.

It is clear from the definition of Θ_ξ and the fact that λ̃(^ω) ∈ π(A ⋊_α ^G )^{′′} for any ^ω ∈ ℓ^1(^G ), that range Θ_ξ ⊂ π(A ⋊_α ^G )^{′′}. Now, we compute the image of α(a)(x ⊗ 1) ∈ A ⋊_α ^G under the action of Θ_ξ below:

Θ_ξ(α(a)(x ⊗ 1)) = (R_{~Vξ} ∘ (id_F ⊗ π^{′′}))((z_F ⊗ 1)α(a)(z_F xz_F ⊗ 1)) = R_{~Vξ} ((id_F ⊗ π)((z_F ⊗ 1 ⊗ 1)((id ⊗ α)α(a))(z_F xz_F ⊗ 1 ⊗ 1))) = π((V_ξ ⊗ 1)(z_F ⊗ 1 ⊗ 1)((id ⊗ α)α(a))(z_F xz_F ⊗ 1 ⊗ 1)(V^∗_ξ ⊗ 1)) = π(α(a)(T_{ωξ} (x) ⊗ 1)), where V_ξ is the operator as defined in the proof of [11, Theorem 3.1.] and T_{ωξ} is the convolution operator on C^∗_r (^G ). The last equality is a direct consequence of [11, Equation (3.1)].

Since ^G is amenable, by Tomatsu [12], there exist a net of finitely supported vectors {ξ_j }_j ⊂ L^2(G ), i.e. z_{Fj} ξ_j = ξ_j for all j and F_j ⊂⊂ I, such that T_{ωξj} (x) → x for all x ∈ C^∗_r (^G ). Let {Θ_{ξj} }_j be the net of ucp maps defined above corresponding to the net of vectors {ξ_j }_j and let Θ := pt.wk. − lim_j Θ_{ξj} .

Then Θ : B(L^2(G ) ⊗ H_A) → π(A ⋊_α ^G )^{′′} and Θ|_{A⋊α ^G} = π. By virtue of the injectivity of B(L^2(G ) ⊗ H_A), we have a weak expectation ~Θ for the universal representation π of A ⋊_α ^G , which proves that A ⋊_α ^G has the weak expectation property.

Conversely, suppose A ⋊_α ^G has the weak expectation property. By injectivity of the map (action) α there exists a conditional expectation from A ⋊_α ^G onto A [11, Lemma 2.2]. Therefore, A has the weak expectation property. This concludes our proof. □

Acknowledgement

The authors gratefully thank the anonymous referee for a very careful reading of the first submitted draft of this paper, pointing out some mistakes/discrepancies in the notations used and providing several helpful suggestions which improved the overall presentation of the article.

The first named author is supported by the second named author’s Science and Engineering Board (DST, Govt. of India) grant no. ECR/2018/000016. Both authors gratefully acknowledge the generous funding from SERB.

The authors hereby declare that they have no conflict of interest.

References

[1] Bédos, E.; Murphy, G. J.; Tuset, L. Amenability and co-amenability of algebraic quantum groups. II, J. Funct. Anal. 201 (2003), no. 2, 303-340.

[2] Bhattacharya, A.; Farenick, D. Crossed products of C^∗-algebras with the weak expectation property New York J. Math. 19 (2013), 423-429.

[3] Brannan, M. Approximation properties for locally compact quantum groups, Topological quantum groups, 185-232, Banach Center Publ., 111, Polish Acad. Sci. Inst. Math., Warsaw, 2017.

[4] Brown, N. P.; Ozawa, N. C^∗-algebras and finite-dimensional approximations. Graduate Studies in Mathematics, 88. American Mathematical Society, Providence, RI, 2008.

[5] Crann, J. ; Neufang, M. Amenability and covariant injectivity of locally compact quantum groups Trans. Amer. Math. Soc., 368 (1), 495-513, 2016.

[6] Franz, U. ;Skalski, A. ;Soltan, .P. M. Introduction to compact and discrete quantum groups Topological quantum groups, Banach center publications, Vol. 11, 2017.

[7] Kirchberg, E. On nonsemisplit extensions, tensor products and exactness of group C*-algebras. Invent. Math. 112 (1993), no. 3, 449-489.

[8] Lance, C. On nuclear C*-algebras, J. Functional Analysis 12 (1973), 157-176. [9] Ozawa, N. About the QWEP conjecture, Internat. J. Math. 15 (2004), no. 5, 501-530. [10] Podleś, P.; Woronowicz, S. L. Quantum deformation of Lorentz group, Comm. Math.

Phys. 130 (1990), no. 2, 381-431.

[11] Skalski, A.; Zacharias, J. Approximation Properties and entropy estimates for Crossed Products by actions of amenable discrete quantum groups J. London Math. Soc. 82 (2010), no. 2, 184-202.

[12] Tomatsu, R. Amenable discrete quantum groups J. Math. Soc. Japan 58 (2006), 949- 964.

[13] Vaes, S. ; Vergnioux. R. The boundary of universal discrete quantum groups, exactness, factoriality Duke Math. J. 140 (1) 35 - 84, 2007 [14] Woronowicz, S. L. Compact matrix pseudogroups, Commun. Math. Phys. 111 (1987), 613-665.

[15] Woronowicz, S. L. Compact quantum groups Symétries quantiques (Les Houches, 1995), North-Holland, Amsterdam 1998, 845-884.

[16] Bédos, E. ; Tuset, L. Amenability and co-amenability for locally compact quantum groups Internat. J. Math. 14 (8), 865-884, 2003.

[17] Soltan, P. M.; Viselter, A. A note on amenability of locally compact quantum groups Canad. Math. Bull. 57 (2), 424-430, 2014.

Department of Mathematics, IISER Bhopal, MP 462066, India (Present Address) Mathematical Institute of Charles University, Prague, Czech Republic 18675

Email address: bhattacharjeea@karlin.mff.cuni.cz

Department of Mathematics, IISER Bhopal, MP 462066, India Email address: angshu@iiserb.ac.in