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QUANTUM CELLULAR AUTOMATA AND CATEGORICAL DUALITIES OF

SPIN CHAINS
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ABSTRACT. Dualities play a central role in the study of quantum spin chains, providing insight into
the structure of quantum phase diagrams and phase transitions. In this work we study categor-
ical dualities, which are defined as bounded-spread isomorphisms between algebras of symmetry-
respecting local operators on a spin chain. We consider generalized global symmetries that cor-
respond to unitary fusion categories, which are represented by matrix-product operator algebras.
A fundamental question about dualities is whether they can be extended to quantum cellular au-
tomata on the larger algebra generated by all local operators that respect the unit matrix-product
operator. For conventional global symmetries, which are on-site representations of finite groups,
this larger algebra is simply the tensor product of algebras associated to individual spins in the
chain. We present a solution to the extension problem using the machinery of Doplicher-Haag-
Roberts bimodules. Our solution provides a crisp categorical criterion for when an extension of a
duality exists. We show that the set of possible extensions form a torsor over the invertible objects
in the relevant symmetry category. Our approach recovers existing results from the literature when
applied to quantum cellular automata that respect a conventional global symmetry.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Quantum cellular automata (QCA) are a class of quantum operations that capture the funda-
mental properties of unitarity and locality [Wat95, Far20, Arr19]. The problem of classifying QCA
up to finite depth unitary circuits has been the focus of much attention [GNVW09, SW04, FHH19,
FH20, Haa21, Haa22], due to both the fundamental nature of QCA and their wide ranging applica-
tions. These include invertible quantum phases of matter [FHH20, JM21], floquet quantum dynam-
ics [GNP21, PFM'16, PFVP17, PVF18, PM17, ZL21, AHLM23], many-body localization [LE24],
unitary tensor network operators [CPGSV17, SSBC18, PC20, PTSC21, RWW20], and simulations
of quantum field theories [ANW11, FS20, BM20].
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Thus far, most work has focused on QCAs embodied by bounded-spread automorphisms on
standard quasi-local operator algebras of spin systems A = ®gznMy(C), formed by taking the
tensor product of finite qudit degrees of freedom on the sites of a lattice. This has led to a full
classification of QCAs in one spatial dimension [GNVWO09] and partial classifications in higher
spatial dimensions [FH20, Haa21, Haa22]. There is a closely related problem of understanding
dualities, which in this context are mathematically described by bounded-spread isomorphisms
between subalgebras of the usual quasi-local algebra that interchange quantum phases of matter.
Classification problems in this direction remain largely open (see [AMF16, TW19, CCH21, KOZ22,
LDOV23, Jon24, JL24, BDSNY24| for recent progress), and it is these dualities in one spatial
dimension that form the primary focus of this work.

Dualities arise naturally in the presence of a global symmetry C ~ A, which may correspond to a
group, (weak) Hopf algebra, or fusion category. If a pair of Hamiltonians has symmetric local terms,
then these lie in the algebra A¢ C A of symmetric operators. In this work, we use the term duality
to formally denote a bounded-spread isomorphism between subalegbras of symmetric operators A€
under some global symmetry which exchange Hamiltonians but may not extend to bounded-spread
automorphisms of the whole quasi-local algebra A, also known as QCA. The motivating example
for this class of dualities is due to Kramers and Wannier, originally introduced in the context
of classical statistical mechanics [KW41]. The bounded-spread automorphism implementing KW
duality acts on the symmetric subalgebra of operators on a chain of qubits that commute with the
global Z; symmetry represented by [[, oF. The action of the Kramers-Wannier (KW) duality can
be specified on a set of generators of this Zo-symmetric operator algebra via the map of — o7 ;07
and 070}, | — of.

In recent years, there has been significant interest in extending results from the setting of
conventional global symmetries, which are represented by tensor products of single-site unitary
operators, to categorical global symmetries, which are represented by matrix product operators
(MPOs) [FFRS04, BMW 17, VBW 18, AMF16, TW19]. The resulting algebra generated by sym-
metric local operators is called a fusion spin chain. Recently, the idea of KW duality has been
generalized in this direction to categorical symmetries, where matrix-product operators have been
found to implement dualities based on any invertible bimodule categories between fusion cate-
gories [AMF16, WBV17, AFM20, LDOV23]. This suggests a deep connection between categorical
dualities and the algebraic structure of fusion categories.

A key feature of non-trivial dualities following the KW paradigm is that bounded-spread iso-
morphisms of the symmetric operators should not be locally extendable to the whole spin chain (or
in the case of non-unital MPOs, to the local edge-restricted sector). We call such an extension a
spatial implementation. Spatial implementations are themselves ordinary 1+1D QCAs in the case
of group or Hopf algebra symmetries. More generally, spatial implementations are “edge-restricted”
QCA. These extensions lead naturally to the following question, whose answer sheds light on the
relationship between QCA and categorical dualities:

Question 1.1. When do bounded-spread isomorphisms of symmetric local operator algebras (i.e.
categorical dualities) extend to QCA defined on the full (or edge-restricted) local operator algebras,
and how are the possible extensions characterized?

To answer this question, we first establish a precise reformulation in terms of abstract fusion spin
chains A(E,X), built from a fusion category £ and an object X € £, by defining local algebras
as endomorphism algebras of tensor powers of X (see Section 3). A fusion category C acting on a
spin chain via MPOs is specified by the data of an indecomposable right C-module category M,
and an object X € Cj,. Then, the symmetric operator algebra is isomorphic to the fusion spin
chain A(C},, X). If we view M as a left C},-module category, then rewriting £ := D}, we can
reformulate the data of a categorical symmetry as an abstract fusion spin chain A(C, X) together
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with an indecomposable left C-module category M. The inclusion A(E,X) — A(E, X)m (see
Definition 3.3) corresponds to the inclusion of symmetric operators into all (edge-restricted) local
operators, which we call a spatial realization of the chain A(€,X). Question 1.1 can be given a
precise mathematical formulation as follows:

Question 1.2. Given a bounded-spread isomorphism « : A(C,X) — A(D,Y) when does it ex-
tend to a QCA between spatial realizations A(C, X)pm — A(D,Y)nr, and how are these extensions
characterized?

In this form, we can address the problem using the machinery of Doplicher-Haag-Roberts (DHR)
bimodules, introduced in [Jon24] and generalizing the earlier work of [NS95]. Associated to an
abstract spin system A is a braided C*-tensor category DHR(A), and associated to any bounded-
spread isomorphism « : A — B is a braided equivalence DHR(«) : DHR(A) = DHR(B). Intuitively,
if we view an abstract spin chain as operators living at a cut boundary of a 241D topologically
ordered spin system (as in [JNPW23]) then DHR bimodules capture the structure of the bulk
topological order (see also [CW23, IW23]). For a fusion spin chain A(C, X), there is a braided
equivalence DHR(A(C, X)) = Z(C), where the latter denotes the Drinfeld center of C. We now
set up the statement of our main theorem. For any indecomposable C-module category M, let
Z(M) € Z(C) denote the canonically associated Lagrangian algebra [Dav10]. Then we have the
following (which is a special case of Theorem 5.3):

Theorem 1.3. Let o : A(C,X) — A(D,Y) be a bounded-spread isomorphism between abstract
fusion spin chains. Then for any indecomposable module categories M and N of C and D respec-

tively, spatial implementations A(C,X)pm — A(D,Y)x of a are in bijective correspondence with
algebra isomorphisms DHR(a)(Z(M)) = Z(N) in Z(D). As a consequence:

(1) If DHR(a)(Z(M)) is not isomorphic to Z(N'), then o has no spatial implementation.

(2) If DHR(«)(Z(M)) = Z(N), then the spatial implementations of « form a torsor over
Aut(Z(M)) = Inv(Ciy)

For the Kramers-Wannier example described above, the fusion category is C = D = Rep(Z2),
X is the left regular representation of Zs, and the DHR category of the symmetric spin chain is the
toric code modular tensor category Z(Hilbs4). The module category in question is the standard
fiber functor, which corresponds to the electric Lagrangian L = 1 & e. The induced action of
the Kramer-Wannier automorphism « is the e <> m swap symmetry, which does not preserve L.
By the above theorem, o admits no bounded-spread extension to the whole quasi-local algebra
A= ®ZM2((D)

Finally, we can use our formalism to make contact with the literature concerning symmetric
QCA (sQCA). In this setting, we consider a global on-site finite group G acting by unitaries. We
have the following (c.f. [GSSC20]) as a consequence of our machinery (see Theorem 6.3):

Theorem 1.4. There is a homomorphism 7 : sQCA — H?(G,U(1)).

Our results on the extension of dualities to QCAs point to a number of directions for future
work. First, what is the full classification of bounded-spread isomorphisms on local algebras and
similarly what is the classification of edge-restricted QCAs in one spatial dimension? Second, can
our results be applied to characterize symmetries of topological orders in two dimensions via their
action on the boundary? Third, can techniques from the theory of operator algebras, subfactors,
and fusion categories be applied to classify dualities and QCAs in higher spatial dimensions?

The remainder of this work is presented as follows. In section 2 we introduce background material
about categorical dualities of quantum spin chains. In section 3 we describe dualities in the setting
of fusion spin chains. In section 4 we describe categorical inclusions defined by module categories
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over algebra objects. In section 5 we describe how DHR bimodules can be applied to solve the
extension problem for dualities of quantum spin chains. In section 6 we present examples that
generalize the KW duality.

2. DUALITIES FOR SPIN CHAINS WITH CATEGORICAL SYMMETRY

In this section we introduce relevant background material. First, we briefly recall the algebraic
approach to spin chains [BR97]. Consider Z C IR as a metric space. A spin chain is specified by
choosing an on-site Hilbert space €¢; for every interval I C Z, we have the local Hilbert space
®zer €4 and the algebra of operators localized in I:

Ap = ®zer My(C).

For I C J, we have natural inclusions A; — A defined by a — 17<! ® a ® 17>!. The C*-
completion of the union over all intervals (or more formally, the colimit in the category of *-algebras)
is called the quasi-local algebra. We call the algebraic union the local algebra. States of the system
in the thermodynamic limit are normalized, positive linear functionals on A, while Hamiltonians
can be expressed as (unbounded) derivations on A (see [BR87, BR97]).

A local Hamiltonian is an assignment of a self-adjoint element H; € Ay to every interval I C Z
for which there exists an R > 0 such that if I has length greater than R, then H; = 0. This defines
an (unbounded) derivation on the local algebra:

Sm(a) =Y [Hy,al,
T
which is well-defined since the above summation contains only finitely many non-zero terms.

The primary motivation for this paper is to understand a class of categorical dualities between
spin systems. Broadly speaking, a duality between two physical theories is a mapping between the
observables of the theories that intertwines the relevant physics (state, dynamics, etc.). However,
interesting dualities should be equivalences that are in some salient sense “not obvious”. In the case
of spin systems dualities are generally considered in the context of symmetries, whereby we have a
locality-preserving equivalence on the symmetric subsystems that does not extend to an equivalence
of the whole theory (for example, see [ECN11] or for the categorical context [LDOV23, AMF16])
We give a mathematical formulation of this in 1D in terms of fusion spin chains.

First we set up some basic terminology. We need a natural notion of a locality-preserving
equivalence of spin systems, which is captured by the idea of bounded-spread isomorphisms (or
quantum cellular automata).

Definition 2.1. If A, B are the local algebras of spin chains on 7, a bounded-spread isomorphism
is a *-isomorphism « : A — B such that there exists an R > 0 so that «(A;) C Bj+r for every
interval I. A bounded-spread isomorphism « : A — A is called a quantum cellular automaton

(QCA).

In the above definition 7% denotes the R-neighborhood of the interval I in Z. A bounded-spread
isomorphism is a natural mapping between the observables of the two spin chains that uniformly
preserves locality.

Definition 2.2. If H, K are local Hamiltonians on spin chains with local algebras A and B re-
spectively, an equivalence between them is a bounded-spread isomorphism « : A — B such that
a0 (a=t(b))) = dk (b) for all local operators b € B. We denote this by a(H) = K.

By the definition of bounded-spread isomorphism, for any local Hamiltonian H = {H;} on
A, o(H) := {a(H)r := a(H;-r)} is a local Hamiltonian on B and « implements an equivalence
between these. Thus given any bounded-spread isomorphism « : A — B and any local Hamiltonian
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H on A, a always implements an equivalence between H and some local Hamiltonian on B. This
suggests that it could be useful to shift our focus to the groupoid of local algebras of spin chains
and bounded-spread isomorphisms between them.

Example: Finite depth quantum circuits. An obvious class of QCA are the finite-depth
quantum circuits, (abbreviated FDQC). Recall a depth-one circuit is given by specifying a uniformly
bounded partition P of Z into intervals, and for I € P, choosing a unitary u; € A;. Then define a
QCA acting on the local operator = by

(1) (1)

Note that by locality, this infinite product is in fact finite since all but finite many of the u; commute
with x.

A finite-depth quantum circuit (FDQC) is a finite composition of depth one circuits. FDQC are
QCA that can be locally implemented. It is easy to show that FDQC is a normal subgroup of QCA.
FDQC equivalence for states is used to characterize long-range entanglement classes [CGW10], and
thus we can view QCA/FDQC as long-range entanglement classes of uniformly locality-preserving
equivalences [Haa22]. Since FDQC are locally implemented, they are often considered “trivial” as
equivalences of Hamiltonians, which naturally leads us to consider the group QCA/FDQC, which
has been frequently studied in the literature.

Before moving on to giving a mathematical definition for our Kramers-Wannier type dualities,
it is useful to have in hand the notion of an abstract spin chain. This is strongly motivated by
the Haag-Kastler axioms for an algebraic quantum field theory [HK64], and is a straightforward
generalization of the properties satisfied by the quasi-local algebra of a spin system [BR97].

Definition 2.3. An abstract spin chain is a unital C*-algebra A and for every interval I, a unital
subalgebra A; C A such that
(1) (Isotony) If I C J, A7 C A5
(2) (Locality) If I N J = @, then [A}, AS] =0
(3) (Density) (UAp)I' = A
(4) (Weak algebraic Haag duality) There is some R > 0 such that for every interval I, {x €
A :fz,y]=0 forallye A;,J C I} C Apir.

If the last condition is satisfied with R = 0, it is called algebraic Haag duality. The abstract
spin chains of interest in this paper always satisfy this stronger version of the last axiom. For two
abstract spin chains, the definition of bounded-spread isomorphism used above makes perfect sense
unchanged. We note that if « is bounded spread, then it follows from weak algebraic Haag duality
that a~! is as well.

Actions of fusion categories on spin chains. We are now ready to describe dualities, in the
same sense as [LDOV23]. Suppose we have two spin systems with local algebras A and B, both
with a global symmetry C < A and D < B (think of an on-site group symmetry, or more generally,
a categorical symmetry determined by an MPO, see below). Suppose further that the local terms
of the Hamiltonians H and K are both symmetric. Then we can restrict our attention to the
symmetric operators, which consist of subalgebras A° C A and BP C B containing the terms of
H and K respectively. We can then ask for bounded-spread isomorphisms between the subalgebras
A€ and BP which intertwine H and K. This is what we call a duality.

First, we formalize what we mean by a fusion categorical symmetry and the algebras of symmetric
operators, resulting in the definition of fusion spin chains and duality. Recall a unitary fusion
category is a unitary tensor category (in the sense of [ENOO02]) with finitely many isomorphism
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classes of simple objects. For further definitions concerning fusion categories, modules categories,
and related concepts, see [EGNO15].

Definition 2.4. Let A be a spin system with local Hilbert space C? and let C be a unitary fusion
category. An action of C on A consists of

(1) An indecomposable, semi-simple right module category M of C.
(2) An object X € C}, which is strongly tensor generating for Cy,
(3) A unitary isomorphism €, ;cpp gy M(i, X > j) = (DL
The action is called unital if M is equivalent to Hilbs 4 as C*-categories.

From this data, we can construct matrixz product operators which act by quantum channels on
(a sector of) the spin system, implementing the fusion rules of C.
In general a matrix product operator is defined from a 4-valent tensor
1

AZB =a— M —0 (2.5)
|
J
by
D (AT ARE Ay (i) ({5} (2.6)
{iHs}
where
i1 19 i3 14 i5
| | | |
tr(AIL A2 Anin) = ... — N M M M M —- (2.7)
| | | | |
Ji Jo Js Ja Js

where we treat Agﬁ as a matrix element of AY and take a matrix product over the a, 3 indices

of the tensors Agﬁ. From the data in Definition 2.4, one can construct for each simple object in C

a matrix product operator, satisfying a family of categorical relations [SWB*14, BMW™17]. It is
in this sense that a fusion category is actually acting on the spin chain.

Edge-restricted algebra. For non-unital fusion categorical symmetries, it is natural to consider
a non-unital “subalgebra” of A, called the edge-restricted algebra. If we pick an orthonormal basis
E; ; for the space M(i, X <j), we can define a finite graph G whose vertices are Irr(M), and the
edges from a — b are defined to be E, ;. Then using the isomorphism between the onsite Hilbert
space H; and @z‘,jelrr(M) M(i, X < j) =2 €% we have a distinguished basis of H,, indexed by the
edges of G, for every m € 7Z

Then for each pair of adjacent sites (4,7 + 1), consider the local projection P; € Al iq1) defined
by Pi(e ® f) = 6e)=s(s)€ @ f, which checks the adjacency of the edges e and f in the graph G.
Note that [P;, Pj] = 0 for all  and j, and thus we can (unambiguously) consider the projection

P::HB.

€L
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We have two immediate observations:

(1) This projection in general does not lie in the quasi-local C*-algebra A. However, if we pick
a state ¢ on A such that ¢(P;- P;) = ¢ for all 4, then P does define an operator on the GNS
Hilbert space L?(A, ¢) in the von Neumann completion of A. If we wish to avoid picking
a state, we can view P as an element of the von Neumann algebra A**, which is the von
Neumann completion of A in the universal Hilbert space representation of A [Tak79].

(2) If we consider a finite chain on an interval I, then the action of the restricted version of
P, Pr on Hj agrees with the action of the MPO assigned to the unit object 1 € C away
from the boundary. For this reason, it is reasonable to call the image of P in a Hilbert
space representation the unit MPO sector. This is the sector on which the categorical MPO
operators satisfy the required categorical relations [BMW™17].

We can consider the sector “corner subalgebra” of A, defined by A° := PAP (in A**), with local
subalgebras A := PA;P. Technically speaking, the the elements A} are not properly elements
of the algebra A or even its C*-completion, but rather they are elements of the von Neumann
completion of A (either in the double dual von Neumann algebra A** or in any faithful Hilbert
space representation of A where P does not act by 0).

We can easily identify A9 as follows: If I = [i,j] with j —i = n, let L}’ be the Hilbert space
with orthonormal basis given by the paths of length n in G starting at ¢ and ending at j. Let di';
denote the number of length n paths from ¢ to j so that dy’ = dim(L%’).

Then we have an isomorphism of Hilbert spaces to

Il 2|t = P Ly

a<i<b 1,J€G

It is easy to see from the definitions that

A= P Mat(Ly)
i,j€lrr(M)

where the summand Mat Y (C) is identified with all the linear operators on the Hilbert space LiI’j .
In other words, A} is isomorphic to the subalgebra of operators on L; that satisfy the property
that the coefficient of the matrix unit e, 4 is 0 if s(p) # s(q) or t(p) # t(q).

Note that from this description, A§ is isomorphic to a (non-unital) subalgebra of A7, but not
coherently. Nevertheless, A° has the structure of an abstract spin chain. All of the axioms are
obvious expect for weak algebraic Haag duality, which in fact follows from Lemma 4.3 below.

Symmetric algebra. The operators of interest to us are the symmetric local operators. To define
these, for each Y € Irr(C), and interval J, let M}/ denote the associated matrix product operator,
acting on (a sufficiently large) edge-restricted Hilbert space with periodic boundary conditions

per . __ 1,1
= € L
1,jEIrr(M)

For an interval I << J, we have a unital, faithful representation A3 C Mat(L").

define

Then we

AS .= {z € A} : MY, z] =0}.
Notice that since the MPO are defined locally, this doesn’t depend on the choice of ambient
interval for J >> I. We also note that we need our graph G to be sufficiently well-connected, which

is guaranteed by the indecomposability and strongly tensor generating assumptions for X € C},.
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For I C J, we have natural inclusions A? — Ag, and taking the colimit in the category of C*-
algebras, we obtain the algebra AC. Identifying A? with its image in the colimit gives an abstract
spin system. We call the algebra AC the symmetric algebra.

We can now formally define a version of duality for Hamiltonians generalizing Kramers-Wannier
duality to the categorical setting, following [LDOV23]. We can then state the problem that moti-
vates this work.

Definition 2.8. Let H = {H;} be a local Hamilton on the spin system A, and let C be a fusion
category acting on A. Then we say H is C-symmetric if for every interval I with Hy # 0, H; P =
PH; #0 and HfP € ACr,

In this case the collection H° := {H;P} actually defines a local Hamiltonian internally to the
symmetric chain A®, which we denote H® := {H¢}

Definition 2.9. Let A and B be spin chains with local Hamiltonians H and K respectively. A
categorical duality between (A, K) and (B, K) consists of:

(1) Categorical symmetries C ~ A, D ~ B such that H is C-symmetric and K is D-symmetric
(2) A bounded-spread isomorphism o : A® — BP such that a(H®) = KP (in the sense of
Definition 2.2, but restricted to A°).

Motivating Example: Kramers-Wannier. Here we spell out the motivating example of
Kramers-Wannier duality [KW41]. In this case, the acting fusion category is C = Hilby g (Z>).
The module category is M = Hilbs 4 equipped with the trivial Hilbs 4 (Z2) action, and the dual
object X = Cl[Zs2] € Rep(Z2) is the left regular representation.

This translates into the standard on-site spin flip action of Zs a chain of qubits ®7C?, so that
A = ®zMy(C). The non-trivial symmetry operator (or MPO) can be represented by the product
of on-site operators (i.e. with trivial valence bonds) as

Ug = Haf.

In this case, since M is rank one, the action is unital, so that the edge-restricted algebra and
the quasi-local algebra of the entire spin system coincide, A° = A.

The symmetric algebra is the C*-algebra generated by the operators o and oo, as i ranges
over Z, or more formally

A2 = C* — alg{o¥, 007, : i €T}

Then consider the Ising Hamiltonian

H=> Jojo}, +hoy,
1€7,
which is Zg-symmetric according to our definition, since all local terms lie in the subalgebra A%2.
Now, the Kramers-Wannier duality is defined by

a(of) = oi_q0; and a(0joi,) =07,

which extends to an isomorphism a : A%2 — A%2. We see immediately from the definition

af(H)=H.
8



A key feature of KW-duality is that the equivalence between theories can only be witnessed at the
level of symmetric operators, and does not extend to a (uniformly locality-preserving) equivalence
of the whole spin system [ECN11]. Alternatively, some authors say that any unitary extension
does not preserve locality, though this is not rigorously defined in the algebraic formalism for the
thermodynamic limit we are using here.

This leads us to the following definition.

Definition 2.10. A bounded-spread isomorphism « : A® — BP is called spatially implemented if
it admits an extension to a bounded-spread isomorphism « : A° — B°.

The idea is that spatially implemented bounded-spread isomorphisms are not proper dualities
in the sense of KW, and are actually more of a standard equivalence. This is not literally true
on the nose in full generality, since the a : A° — B° generally does not extend to A — B, and
thus more properly we would say that & : A° — B° such that a(H¢) = KP is an emergent
equivalence [ECN11]. Some may view an emergent equivalence as a kind of duality, but for us we
regard it as closer to an equivalence than a KW-type duality. Indeed, if A° = A and B® = B (or
in other words, the categorical action is unital, or equivalently, the module categories correspond
to fiber functors), then the emergent equivalence reduces to an ordinary equivalence.

In any case, we can now give a precise mathematical statement of Question 1.1:

Reformulation of Question 1.1. Given a bounded-spread isomorphism « : A — BP, can we
characterize when it is spatially implemented?

In the sections that follow, we present a precise and abstract statement of this problem, and a
solution using the DHR, bimodule category of fusion spin chains.

3. ABSTRACT FUSION SPIN CHAINS

In the previous section, we set up the problem of studying bounded-spread isomorphisms between
algebras of operators invariant under a categorical symmetry (i.e. AC), and asked when this can be
extended to the edge-restricted algebra (i.e. A°). In this section, we present an abstract formulation
of this problem in terms of fusion spin chains. We refer the reader to [EGNO15] for definitions
of fusion categories and related objects. For convenience, we assume all our fusion categories are
strict.

Fusion spin chains. Given an indecomposible multi-fusion category £ and an object X € &£
(not necessarily simple) we construct an abstract spin chain A(E, X) as follows:

e For cach interval I, define A(C, X); := £(X®HI x®lI

o If I C J, then we define the inclusion A(E, X); — A(E,X) by

fre () e fe1x)® 7
o We set A(E, X) = colimrA(E, X)r, where the colimit is taken in the category of x-algebras.

The commutativity property follows from functoriality of the monoidal product. Abstract spin
chains constructed as above are called fusion spin chains [Jon24, J1.24].

It turns out the three examples of abstract spin chains we saw in the previous section can be
realized as fusion spin chains:



(1) Concrete spin systems. Choose the fusion category £ = Hilby g of finite-dimensional
Hilbert spaces, and pick the object X := C?. Then A(Hilbs4,X) can be identified with
the ordinary spin chain A constructed from C?.

(2) Edge-restricted algebras. Consider a fusion category action on an ordinary spin system
C ~ A, and let X € C),. This defines an object in the multi-fusion category Xe€=
Mat,, (Hilbs 4 ), where m is the rank of M. This is the multi-fusion category consisting of
mxm matrices of finite-dimensional Hilbert spaces, with ® given by “matrix-multiplication”
[FHP20]. The object X is defined by

Xi,j = M(Z,X <1j)
with Hilbert space structure on the components given by the composition inner product.

It is easy to see that the edge-restricted abstract spin chain A° associated with our action
£ n A can be identified with the fusion spin chain A(Mat,,(Hilbs4.), X).

(3) Symmetric algebras Again, suppose we have a fusion category C ~ A. Then we can
identify A® with the fusion spin chain A(Cy,, X) [Kaw22, Kaw21].

This leads us to define the following groupoid:

Definition 3.1. Dua is the groupoid whose
(1) Objects are fusion spin chains A(€, X).
(2) Morphisms are bounded-spread isomorphisms with composition.

Our discussion above has motivated the definition of Dua, whose objects are abstract spin systems
of symmetric operators. However, we are interested in studying spin systems together with an
embedding into an edge-restricted algebra for some categorical symmetry. Here we give an abstract
formulation.

Definition 3.2. Let £ be an indecomposible multi-fusion category. A quotient of £ is an indecom-
posible multifusion category D and a dominant tensor functor F : £ — D

We typically consider quotients up to (unitary) monoidal equivalence. Now, Given a dominant
tensor functor F': £ — D, we have a natural inclusion of nets,

A(E,X) <5, A(D, F(X))
where f € A(E, X)) = E(X®™, X®") is sent to the composition

F()

P ety p(xon) LD p(xom) S p(x)o

in A(D, F(X));. Here can denotes the canonical unitary isomorphisms built from the tensorators
on F. .r is a unital inclusion of the local C*-algebras for each I, and is compatible with the
connecting inclusions associated with I C J. Thus (r extends to a unital inclusion of quasi-local
algebras. If we have a quotient F' : C — D and a quotient G : D — &, then the composition
Go F :C — £ is a quotient. Furthermore, it is easy to see by construction that tgor := tg o L.
We call such an inclusion of nets a categorical inclusion.

Given a finitely semi-simple category M, it’s category of endofunctor End(M) is an indecom-
posable multi-fusion category equivalent to Mat,,(Hilbs 4 ), where n = rank(M). Recall that the
data of a (left) £-module category structure on a finitely semi-simple category M can be expressed
as a tensor functor F' : £ — End(M), where F(Y) :=Y >

10



Definition 3.3. A spatial realization of a fusion categorical net A(E, X) is a categorical inclusion
A€, X) — A(End(M), X > -) associated to an indecomposable left £-module category M. We
denote A(End(M), X >+) by A(E, X)um.

When rank(M) = 1, End(M) = Hilby 4, hence a spatial realization is an honest, unital inclusion
of a fusion spin chain into the local operators of a concrete spin chain.

The motivation for this definition arises from our concept of fusion categorical symmetries.
Above, we characterized these with the data of a fusion category C, a right, indecomposable module
category M, and a (strongly tensor generating) object X € C},, correspond precisely (up to an
obvious notion of equivalence) to spatial realizations of the fusion categorical net A(C},, X).

If we change our perspective and denote £ := C} (, then we can view M as a left indecomposable
E-module category, and thus spatial realizations of the fusion spin chain A(€, X), parameterized
by a left module category M, correspond precisely the algebra symmetry operators inside A° for
an action of the dual category Ci, ~ A. This leads us to reformulate Question 2 as follows:

Reformulation of Question 1.1. Let A(£,X) and A(D,Y) be fusion spin chains, with spa-
tial realizations parameterized by module categories M and N respectively. If o : A(E, X) —

A(D,Y) is a bounded-spread isomorphism, when does a extend to a bounded-spread isomorphism
a: A&, X)pm — AD,Y)p?

4. THE ALGEBRA MODEL FOR CATEGORICAL INCLUSIONS

One way to build a categorical inclusion is to pick a connected, commutative Q-system object
L € Z(C) and consider the category Cr, of right A-modules in C (technically we should first apply
the forgetful functor to L to obtain an object in C). The commutative central structure on L
equips Cr, with the structure of a unitary multi-fusion category such that the free module functor
Fr:C—Cp,z— x® L, is a dominant tensor functor.

A theorem of [BN10] shows that any quotient F' : C — D is of the form described above, i.e.
there exists a (unique up to isomorphism) connected commutative Q-system L € Z(C) such that
the digram of monoidal functors commutes up to natural isomorphism

C
F
DHCL

~

This gives an “internal” description of a quotient as opposed to the a-priori “external” descrip-
tion requiring an indecomposable multi-fusion category D. This is directly analogous to the first
isomorphism theorem for groups.

Now we recall a concrete model for constructing C;, and the free module functor Fy, : C — Cy..
Let L € Z(C) be a connected, commutative @Q-system. We denote the multiplication morphism
m : L ® L — L and the unit map ¢ : 1 — L. We slightly abuse notation and identify L and its
structure maps with their images in C under the forgetful functor.

Define the category C; whose objects are objects of C and whose morphisms are given by

Ci(z,y) =C(z,y® A).
Composition of morphisms f € C7 (y,2) and g € C} (x,y) is defined as

fog:=(1,@m)o(f®1)ogeCi(x,z).
11



Following [JP17], it is not hard to see that C7 becomes a C*-category with x-structure (denoted
here with a { to distinguish from the x-structure in C)

g =g o (1, ® (m" o).
To define the tensor structure on Cj, the tensor product on objects (which we denote with X) is

just the tensor product in C, x Xy = ¢ ® y while the tensor product of morphisms is defined, for
feCi(x,y) and g € C} (2, w) by

fRg = (lygw®@m)o(ly @ (orw @ 1) o (f@h).

This turns Cy, into a (strict) unitary multi-tensor category, and since L was connected in Z(C), it is
in fact an indecomposable multi-fusion category. In fact, the functor C7 to the category FreeMody,
of free (internal to C) right L-modules sending z +— = ® L and f — (1, @ m) o (f ® 1) is an
equivalence of categories.

Thus the (unitary) Karoubian completion of C} is equivalent to the category of projective right L-
modules, which is equivalent to the category of all right L modules since this category is semisimple.
By a minor abuse of notation, we denote the unitary Karoubian completion of C; by Cr, and identify
C; with its image in Cy.

In this picture, the free module functor Fr, : C — Cp is just given by Fr(z) = = € Cr and
Fr(f):==(1,®¢)o f.

Now we have a nice way to describe the net obtained from categorical quotients F' : C — D
directly in terms of C. Let L be the commutative Q-system in the center corresponding to this
quotient, and F7, the model for F' as above. Then for an interval I C Z with |I| = n,

A(Cp, X); =Cp(X®" X¥") =2 C(X®", X®" ® L).
Furthermore, for I C J, the inclusion A(Cp, X); < 2A(Cr, X) s is described for f € C(X®", X®"®
L) by
f — 1X®l+nO-L7X®T‘(1X®l & f & 1x®r).
Here [ is the number of points in J strictly less than I, and r is the number of points in J strictly

greater than 1.
The inclusion A(C, X); < A(Cp, X) is simply given by

f=Fe

for f € C(X®", X®).
This generalizes to give a clean description of the lattice of intermediate categorical inclusions.
For any sub Q-system K < L, the inclusion map jx : K — L gives the natural maps

AlCk, X)) 2 C(X®" X" @ K) — C(X®", X®" @ L) = A(Cr, X)r,

= (Ixen @ ji)o f.
This sets up an equivalence between the lattice of intermediate category inclusions between A(C, X)
and A(Cr, X) and the lattice of sub Q-system objects K < L. We typically take the largest algebra
L to be normalized so that m o m* = 1y, but for intermediate subalgebras, we only require that
mom* = Al g for some (necessarily positive) scalar \.

Remark 4.1. Canonical conditional expectation. For any connected étale algebra L € Z(C),
identifying A(C, X) < A(Cr, X), there is a canonical, locality-preserving conditional expectation
E:A(Cp,X)— A(C,X) which is defined for f € A(Cr, X); = C(X®", X®" @ L) by
1
E(f):=—(1lxen®i")o f.
dr,
12



Remark 4.2. By the above discussion, spatial realizations of A(C, X)) are parameterized by choices
of indecomposable C-module categories. Every such module category canonically defines a La-
grangian algebras Z(M) € Z(C), its center [Dav10]. In particular, we can always view the spatial
realizations A(C, X) < A(C, X)m as A(C, X) = A(Czam, X).

In this section, we prove a lemma necessary for the proof of the main theorem, concerning relative
commutants. As mentioned above, fusion spin chains satisfy weak algebraic Haag duality, and in
fact, satisfy an even stronger version simply called algebraic Haag duality. In particular, if we
choose n such that X®" contains a copy of every simple object in C (the existence of such an n
is the definition of strong tensor generating), then we have that for any interval I with |I| > n,
AC, X)) ={z e : [z,y] =0forall y € A(C,X)rc}. The following lemma shows that the nets
A(Cr, X) satisfy an even stronger “relative” version of this property.

Lemma 4.3. Let A(C, X) be a fusion spin chain and n as above. For any connected, commutative
Q-system L € Z(C), then for any interval I with |I| > n,

ACCL, X)) ={x € A(Cr,X) : [z,y] =0 for ally € A(C, X)jc}.

Proof. Note that we can view the quasi-local algebra A¢, for A(C,X) as a finite index extension
of Aje, supported on the canonical copy of C K C™ — Bim(Aj) [Jon24]. Indeed, A(Cr, X) is the
Q-system realization of the Q-system K € CXC™P obtained from considering Cy, as a C-C bimodule
category, choosing the object X®" € Cy, and taking internal endomorphisms. In symbols,

A(Cr, X) = |K]

Since the embedding of C X C™P < Bim(;c) is fully faithful, by the usual Q-system arguments
from subfactor theory [Jon24, CHPJP22],

A(C, X)1e NA(CL, X) = 1a¢,x), ®c C(1,K) C |K]|.

By by the definition of internal end and Q-system realization, under the identification of the
realization subspace with our concrete net, we obtain

A(Cp, X) = 10¢.x),. = C(X®", X®" @ L) = A(CL, X)1.

5. SOLVING THE EXTENSION PROBLEM WITH DHR BIMODULES

Here, we recall the definition of a DHR bimodule on a net of algebras (over Z). First, if A is a
(unital) C*-algebra, then a bimodule is an algebraic A-A bimodule X, together with a right A-valued
inner product (- | -) : X x X — A (making X into a Hilbert A-module) such that the left A action
is by adjointable operators. What we call bimodules are more typically called correspondences in
the C*-algebra literature.

We denote the collection of all A-A bimodules by Bim(A). This forms a C*-tensor category,
whose objects are bimodules, morphisms are adjointable bimodule intertwiners, and tensor product
is given by the relative tensor product of bimodules, denoted K4 (see [CHPJP22]).

If X € Bim(A), a projective basis is a finite set {b;} C X such that for all z € X

x:Zbi(bim).

Definition 5.1. Let A be an abstract spin chain with quasi-local algebra A. A bimodule over the
quasilocal algebra A is called a DHR bimodule if there exists an R such that for every interval with
|I| > R, there exists a projective basis {b;} for X such that ab; = b;a for all z € Ape.

13



The collection of DHR bimodules is closed under X4 and thus defines a full ® subcategory of
DHR(A) C Bim(A). If A also satisfies weak algebraic Haag duality (a property satisfied by fusion
spin chains, see [Jon24]), then DHR(2l) admits a canonical braiding.

The clearest physical interpretation of DHR bimodules as a braided tensor category is in terms
of bulk patch operators. One realization of a fusion spin chain is as the “boundary algebra” of of
2+1D topologically ordered spin system, in particular of Levin-Wen type models [LWO05]. In this
case, string operators associated to an anyon type Z € Z(C) in the bulk can be pushed onto the
boundary, giving operators in the fusion spin chain A(C, X) called patch operators [CW23, IW23].
If we push the right endpoint off to infinity, this operator no longer lives in A(C, X), but can be
thought of formally as an element in a DHR-bimodule since it is localized in an interval around
the left endpoint. Similarly to the GNS construction, we can take local perturbations and assemble
this into a DHR-bimodule, corresponding to the anyon type Z € Z(C). This suggests there should
be a close relationship between between DHR(A(C, X)) and Z(C), which is demonstrated in the
following theorem.

Theorem 5.2 ([Jon24|, Theorem C). If X is a strong, self-dual tensor generator of the unitary
fusion category C, then DHR(A(C, X) = Z(C) as braided C*-tensor categories.

One of the main motivations of [Jon24] is that the DHR construction defines a functor DHR :
Nety, — C*-BrTens, where Nety is the groupoid of abstract spin chains and bounded-spread isomor-
phisms. This associates to each abstract spin chain its braided tensor category of DHR bimodules,
while

DHR(«) : DHR(A) — DHR/(B)
which acts on DHR bimodules by sending a DHR bimodule X of A to DHR(«)(X) := X as a
vector space, with left and right B actions given by

bz ac:=a H(b)za(c),

with B valued inner product
(z | y)p :=a((z | y)a)
In particular, for every bounded-spread isomorphism between fusion spin chains
a:AlC,X)— AD,Y),
there is an induced unitary braided equivalence of categories

DHR(a) : Z(C) = DHR(A(C, X)) — A(D,Y) = Z(D).

Theorem 5.3. Let o : A(C,X) — A(D,Y) be a bounded-spread isomorphism. Then for any
commutative, connected Q-systems L € Z(C) and K € Z(D), extensions of a to bounded-spread
isomorphisms & : A(Cr, X) — A(Dg,Y) are in bijective correspondence with algebra isomorphisms
v: DHR(a)(L) =2 K in Z(D). As a consequence:
(1) If DHR(«)(L) is not isomorphic to Z(K), then a has no extension to a bounded-spread
isomorphism a : A(Cr, X) — A(Dg,Y)

(2) If DHR(a)(L) = K, spatial implementations form a torsor over Aut(L).

Proof. Let L € Z(C) be a commutative, connected Q-system. Then A(Cr,X) is algebraically a

bimodule over the quasi-local algebra A(C, X') obtained by including the latter as a subalgebra of the

former. The canonical condition expectation equips A(Cr, X) with the structure of a right Hilbert

A(C, X) module, hence (A(Cr,X),FE) € Bim(A(C,X)). In fact, from the canonical embedding

Z(C) 2 DHR(A(C,X)) C Bim(A(C, X)), we have that the quasi-local algebra with condition
14



expectation A(Cr,X), E) is simply the Q-system realization |L| of L € Z(C), and in particular
(A(CL,X),E) € DHR(A(C, X)) is a connected, commutative Q-system.

With this picture in hand, to establish our bijection, we simply show that the data of one thing
can simply be reinterpreted as the data of the other.

First, suppose a : A(Cr, X) — A(Dg,Y) is a bounded-spread isomorphism, restricting to « on
the subsystem A(C, X). We claim that & is an algebra object isomorphism DHR(«)(A(Cr, X)) =
A(Dk, X). Indeed, DHR(«)(A(Cr, X)) is simply A(Ck, X ) with left and right action twisted by
a~!. We check for a € A(Cr,X) and b,c € A(D,Y)

albra<c) =ala "t (b)aa"t(c)) = ba(a)c

where we have used &|gc,x) = a. Thus a : DHR(a)(A(Cr, X)) = A(Dk, X) is an isomorphism of
A(D,Y) bimodules. Since it is an algebra isomorphism, this bimodule isomorphism is an isomor-
phism of algebra objects.

Conversely, suppose we have an isomorphism of algebra objects & : DHR(«)(A(Cr, X)) =
A(Dg,X) in the category of A(D,Y) bimodules. Then reversing the above logic, & is an alge-
bra isomorphism A(Cr, X) — A(Dg,Y) which restricts to « on the algebra A(C, X). It remains to
show that & is bounded spread.

Suppose « has spread at most R. We claim & has spread at most R. Indeed, let a € A(Cp, X);.
Note that A(D,Y)+r)e € a(A(C, X)e), and since [a,b] = 0 for all b € A(C, X)),

0 = [a(a),a(db)] = [a(a), a(b)],

and hence
[a(A(CL, X)1), A(D,Y) 1+r)c] = 0.
By Lemma 4.3, this implies
a(A(CL, X)1) € A(Ck, X) 1+,

so that & is bounded spread. This concludes the proof of the main statement of the theorem.

The first consequence listed above follows immediately. The second follows from the fact that
for any isomorphisms 7,v" : DHR(a(L)) = K, v' o4/ € Aut(DHR((L)) = Aut(L).

O

We recommend the reader to compare the above theorem with an analogous result concerning
extending symmetries in 141D algebraic quantum field theory, [BJLP19, Section 6].

Proof of Theorem 1.3. The Theorem 1.3 stated in the introduction follows as a special case of
the above, and we believe it provides a satisfactory answer to Question 2. Indeed, consider the case
where L € Z(C) and K € Z(D) are Z(M) and Z(N') associated to the C and D module categories,
respectively. Then we have identifications of the spatial realizations A(C, X)m = A(Cz(my, X),
whence the first part of the result follows from the previous theorem. That Aut(Z(M)) = (C},)*
follows, for example, from [BJ22]. O

For any algebra L € Z(C), there is a group
Auty, (2(C) | L)

which consists of equivalence classes of pairs («, ), where « is a braided tensor equivalence of Z(C)
and v : a(L) = L is an isomorphism of algebras. An equivalence between pairs (a, ) and (53,9)
consists of a monoidal natural isomorphism v : o 2 3 such that § o vy, = . By [DMNO13, Sch24],
for a Lagrangian algebra L corresponding to an indecomposable C-module category M, we have
Auty, (Z(C) | L) = Autg(Cyy)
15



where the latter is the group of tensor autoequivalences up to monoidal natural isomorphism.

Let QCA(C, X, M) be the group of bounded-spread autoequivalences of A(C, X) ¢ which preserve
the subalgebra A(C, X). We can think of this as the group of spatially implemented dualities, or
as the group of “edge-restricted” QCA that preserve the symmetric subalgebra. Then the above
theorem yields the following corollary:

Corollary 5.4. There is a homomorphism m: QCA(C, X, M) — Autg(Chy).

We can easily choose examples so that this is surjective. Indeed, consider the object X =
Dyenr) Y- Then m: QCA(C, X,C) — Autg(C) is surjective (see [Jon24]).

A family of examples of interest, which arise from onsite finite group symmetry, are when C =
Rep(G), M = Hilbs 4, made into a C-module category with the standard fiber functor structure
on Rep(G). In this case, we obtain a homomorphism

7 : QCA(Rep(G), X, Hilbs ) — Autg (Hilbs 4. (G)) = H*(G,U(1)) x Aut(G).

6. EXAMPLES AND APPLICATIONS

In this section, we consider a family of examples generalizing Kramers-Wannier (KW) dualities
[LDOV23], and we also discuss applications of our previous result.

Generalized shifts. Let C be a unitary fusion category, and a € Auty,(Z(C)), such that o
generates a categorical action of Z/nZ on Z(C) for some n. Then the o4 obstruction necessarily
vanishes as H*(Z/nZ,U(1)) is trivial, and thus by [ENO10] there exists a Z/nZ-graded extension

D= @ Cy,

gEZ/nZ
with C. = C. For any Y € C,, Y®" € C, = C. We can always choose Y such that X := Y®" is a
strong tensor generator for C, for example, Y = ZeT(Ca) Z.
Now, consider the fusion spin chain A(C,X). We define a “generalized translation” QCA for
0 € A(C, X)j5) 2 C(XI~HH1, XiiHl) = P(ynli-it), ynGi-i+1),
Ta(a) = 1yn—1 Ra® 1Y € A(C, X)[z—l,]]
Then since for any Z € Z(C) we have natural isomorphisms Y ® Z = a(Z) ®Y, it is easy to verify

that
DHR(74) & a.

Thus, any braided autoequivalence of Z(C) can be implemented by a QCA on the some fusion spin
chain of the form A(C, X), although the choice of X depends on the autoequivalence.

Dualities from Tambara-Yamagami. The easiest example is the case C := Hilby 4 (A), where
A is a finite abelian group. Z(C) = Hilby g (A x fT) Any symmetric, non-degenerate bicharacter
X:AxA— U(l), yields an isomorphism x : A — A\, given by x(z) = x(a,-). This results in a
braided autoequivalence o, € Auty,(Hilby g (A X A)) defined by

Oéx(a, f) = (%_1(.]0)7 %(a))
Which further results in a 7Z/27Z extension of Hilby g (A) called a Tambara-Yamagami category
[TY98], whose simple objects are simply A U {p} with fusion rules

a®b=ab,

a®p=p=pRa,
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p®p%@a.

a€A

If we set Y = p, then X :=Y?2 = @.c 4 is a strong tensor generator for C, and thus the above
construction yields a QCA on the spin chain

Tay, © A(C, X) = A(C, X)

with DHR(7q, ) = o . For A = 7Zj, there is a unique symmetric, non-degenerate bicharacter x, and
Ta, 18 exactly the Kramers-Wannier duality map described earlier.

There are two canonical spatial realizations of A(C,X) described by the Lagrangian algebras
Ly := C[A] x 1 and Ly := 1 x C[A], sometimes called electric and magnetic algebras. Then Qry
swaps L1 and L. In particular, by Theorem 1.3, 7,, cannot extend to a QCA on either spatial

realization A(Cr,, X) or A(Cr,, X).

Q-system complete fusion categories. A unitary fusion category C is called Q-system complete
(also called torsion-free in the literature if there is exactly one indecomposable module category
(namely, C itself) up to equivalence. This terminology comes from the fact that the fusion category
C, thought of as a 2-category with one object, is Q-system complete in the sense of [CHPJP22]. Ex-
amples include Fib and more generally PSU(2)a+1, and Hilby 4 (Z/pZ,w), where [w] € H*(Z/pZ)
is non-trivial.

For Q-system complete fusion categories C, any fusion spin chain of the form A(C, X) has only one
spatial realization A(C, X )¢, which in turn corresponds to a unique isomorphism class of Lagrangian
algebra in Z(C). This results in the following corollary of Theorem 1.3.

Proposition 6.1. Let C be a Q-system complete fusion category. Suppose a: A(C,X) — A(D,Y)
1 a bounded-spread isomorphism between fusion spin chains. Then

(1) C =D as fusion categories and in particular D is Q-system complete.
(2) There ezists a spatial implementation & : A(C, X)c — A(D,Y)p of a.

(3) The spatial implementations form a torsor over Inv(C). In particular, if C is has no non-
trivial invertible objects (e.g PSU(2)2r+1), then there is a unique spatial implementation.

Proof. Let L denote the unique Lagrangian algebra object in DHR(A(C, X)) = Z(C), so that
C = Z(C)r. Then DHR(«)(L) € DHR(A(D,Y)) = Z(D) is the unique Lagrangian algebra (since
DHR(«) is a braided equivalence). In particular, we have K := DHR(L) must be the canonical
Lagrangian algebra in Z(D), hence Z(D)xk = D, and thus DHR(«) induces a monoidal equivalence
CgZ(C)L%Z(’D)Kg .

Since the spatial realizations must correspond to the Lagrangian algebras L and K respectively,
the existence of a spatial implementation of «, and the statement about the torsor, follows imme-
diately from Theorem 1.3. O

Symmetric QCA. In this section, apply our above analysis to give a better understanding of QCA
which commute with a group symmetry, and connect our perspective to the literature. Suppose
we have a group G acting unitarily on the local Hilbert space V := C¢, given by an assignment
g— Uy € U(d). If we let A denote the spin system This extends to the automorphism of each
Ap by ag(a) == (Uy)®"a(U;)®", which extends to a homomorphism G — Aut(A). We assume this
homomorphism is injective.

In the literature, there have been several investigations into symmetric QCA (sQCA) [GSSC20],
which in our language are bounded-spread isomorphisms o : A — A such that oo oy = ay o « for
all g € G. Our goal in this section is to make contact with these results from our perspective.
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First, we recast this picture into the language of fusion spin chains by noting that A® has the
structure of an abstract spin chain with local algebras AY := {x € A; : ay(x) =z for all g € G},

Now if we view V' as an object in Rep(G), and we further assume that V' is self-dual and strongly
tensor generating (e.g. V =2 L2(G) is the left regular representation), then

AY = A(Rep(G), V).

The inclusion A® C A is a spatial realization which corresponds to the standard fiber functor
Rep(G) — Hilby .. This leads to the following natural question:

Question 6.2. Suppose o : A — AC is a duality and @ : A — A is a spatial implementation.
Under what conditions the spatial implementation a a symmetric QCA?

To answer this question, note that the Lagrangian algebra resulting from this spatial realization
in Z(Rep(G)) can actually be viewed as an algebra object in Rep(G) C Z(Rep(G)), where we
identify Rep(G) with the full subcategory of its center using the standard symmetric braiding.
The algebra is simply L := Fun(G), the commutative algebra of C-valued functions, viewed as a
G-representation where G acts by translation [EGNO15].

Theorem 6.3. Suppose o : A® — AC is a duality and & : A — A is a spatial implementation, and
v : DHR(a)(L) = L is the associated algebra isomorphism. Then

(1) & is a symmetric QCA if and only if for every f € Aut(L), vo DHR(a)(B) = fo~.
(2) There is a homomorphism from the group of sQCA on A to H*(G, U(1)).

Proof. A, as an algebra object (Q-system) in Bim(A%), is isomorphic to the Q-system realization
|L| of the function algebra Fun(G) € Rep(G) C Z(Rep(G)), and thus we have that the group
Aut(A|A%) < Autgep()(A) of automorphisms of A that are the identity on AC s isomorphic to
Autgepe) (L) = G. But the group action g — ay is an injective homomorphism G — Aut(A|AY) <
G, which therefore must also be surjective and we must have that Aut(A|A%) = G since G is finite.

Furthermore, since Hilb 4 (G) is the dual category of Rep(G) associated to the Lagrangian L,
we have that the linear span C[Autgep(e)(L)] = Endgrep(e) (L), by [BJ22] This proves part (1). Part
(2) follows from [Sch24]. O
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