arXiv:1908.09121v1 [math.OA] 24 Aug 2019

Minimal index and dimension for inclusions of von Neumann algebras with finite-dimensional centers

Luca Giorgetti^∗

Dipartimento di Matematica “Guido Castelnuovo” Sapienza Università di Roma Piazzale Aldo Moro, 5, I-00185 Roma, Italy

giorgetti@mat.uniroma1.it

Abstract

The notion of index for inclusions of von Neumann algebras goes back to a seminal work of Jones on subfactors of type II_1. In the absence of a trace, one can still define the index of a conditional expectation associated to a subfactor and look for expectations that minimize the index. This value is called the minimal index of the subfactor.

We report on our analysis, contained in [GL19], of the minimal index for inclusions of arbitrary von Neumann algebras (not necessarily finite, nor factorial) with finitedimensional centers. Our results generalize some aspects of the Jones index for multimatrix inclusions (finite direct sums of matrix algebras), e.g., the minimal index always equals the squared norm of a matrix, that we call matrix dimension, as it is the case for multi-matrices with respect to the Bratteli inclusion matrix. We also mention how the theory of minimal index can be formulated in the purely algebraic context of rigid 2-C^∗-categories.

1 Motivation

One motivation for studying von Neumann algebras with non-trivial centers and inclusions, or better bimodules, between them comes from the theory of Quantum Information.

In an operator-algebraic description of quantum systems, observables are described by the self-adjoint part of a non-commutative von Neumann algebra M (with separable predual), while states correspond to normal faithful positive functionals φ : M → C normalized such that φ(1) = 1, where 1 denotes the identity operator. Keep in mind as an example the most commonly studied case of finite quantum systems [OP93, Part I] where the algebra generated by the observables is finite-dimensional, thus a multi-matrix algebra. Namely, M ∼= ⨁ i=1,...,m Mki (C ), where m, ki ∈ N and Mki (C ) is the algebra of ki × ki matrices over

C , realized on the finite dimensional Hilbert space C^N , N = k_1 +. . .+k_m. More generally, the center Z(M) = M∩M^′ is the classical part of the system, in the previous case Z(M) ∼= C^m , while each factor in the central decomposition of M, in the previous case M_{ki} (C ), is a purely

∗Supported by the ERC Advanced Grant n. 669240 QUEST “Quantum Algebraic Structures and Models”, OPAL “Consolidate the Foundations” and GNAMPA–INdAM.

quantum part of the system. Recall that a factor is a von Neumann algebra with center equal to C 1.

In this note we shall always assume, as in [GL19], that the center is finite-dimensional, Z(M) ∼= C^m , thus M ∼= ⨁ i=1,...,m M_i where p_i ∈ Z(M) are the minimal central projections and M_i = Mp_i are factors (of arbitrary type). In this sense, we study possibly infinite quantum systems with a finite-dimensional classical part.

The building blocks of information transfer (communication) from a quantum system N to another M are called quantum channels. In the operator-algebraic setting, they are conventionally described by normal completely positive maps α : N → M such that α(1) = 1. Recall that a map α : N → M is called positive if it sends positive elements of N to positive elements of M, while it is called completely positive if α ⊗ id_{k×k} : N ⊗ M_k(C ) → M ⊗ M_k(C ) is positive for every k ∈ N. Communication takes place via transferring states from one system to another by pullback, namely α^t(φ) := φ ∘ α is a state on N whenever φ is a state on M. Note also that normal states and normal unital^∗-homomorphisms are examples of completely positive maps. In this note, as in the first part of [GL19], we will mostly restrict ourselves to quantum channels given by inclusion morphisms ι : N → M associated to unital inclusions of von Neumann algebras N ⊆ M. We will furthermore assume that the inclusion morphism has finite Jones index. This assumption is equivalent to the existence of a conjugate morphism ι : M → N (conjugate quantum channel going in the opposite direction). The notion of Jones index will be reviewed in the next section, while we refer to [LR97] and to the second part of [GL19] for the definition of conjugate morphism and its relation to the theory of (minimal) index. For now, we only mention that these notions of conjugation and of minimal index, and the more fundamental notion of (matricial, intrinsic) dimension, are naturally formulated in a tensor C^∗-categorical language. Namely for abstract 1-arrows X : N → M running between 0-objects N , M of a 2-C^∗-category. Remark 1.1. More generally, one can think of quantum channels as described by N -M bimodules H, also denoted by_N H_M, see [Lon18, Sec. 2,3]. Recall that a bimodule is a Hilbert space H with a normal left action of N , l : N → B(H), namely l(n_1n_2) = l(n_1)l(n_2), and a normal right action of M, r : M → B(H), namely r(m_1m_2) = r(m_2)r(m_1), such that l(N ) and r(M) mutually commute in B(H). Thus a bimodule sees in a “balanced way” the inclusion l(N ) ⊂ r(M)^′ and the dual inclusion r(M) ⊂ l(N )^′. Moreover, it is known that every normal unital completely positive map gives rise to a bimodule.

In this algebraic setup of Quantum Information, Longo [Lon18, Thm. 3.2, Cor. 3.4] gave a mathematical derivation of Landauer’s bound for possibly infinite quantum systems [Lan61]. See also [Ben03], [PV01] for an introduction to Landauer’s principle and bound, and for an explanation of how these settle the famous Maxwell’s demon paradox. The bound is a lower estimate on the amount of energy (heat) that is emitted from the system whenever 1 classical bit of information is deleted (or any logically irreversible operation is performed). Namely, E_α ≥ 1 2 kT log(2) where E_α is the variation of the free energy associated to the channel α, k is Boltzmann’s constant and T is the temperature of the environment. The bound is calculated in [Lon18] by means of the matrix dimension D_α, it is in general half of the original Landauer’s bound E ≥ kT log(2), and it coincides with the latter in the case of finite quantum systems because the lowest non-trivial possible (scalar) dimension of an inclusion of matrix algebras is 2 instead of √ 2. The most important properties of the matrix dimension D_α of a quantum channel α, in our case of an inclusion morphism α = ι, are its multiplicativity and additivity: D_{β∘α} = D_βD_α, D_{α⊕β} = D_α + D_β where β ∘ α and α ⊕ β denote respectively the composition (or “tensor multiplication”) and the direct sum of channels. Moreover, D_α determines the minimal index as the square of its l^2-norm, and the (unique) minimal conditional expectation via Perron-Frobenius theory, as we shall explain in the next section.

2 Minimal index

Let N ⊂ M be a unital inclusion of von Neumann algebras. The Jones index of the inclusion is a number (≥ 1) that measures the “relative size” of M w.r.t. N . The index equals 1 if N = M, it equals +∞ if M is way bigger than N , and it enjoys the exciting property of being quantized between 1 and 4. Actually, there can be more than one notion of “index” for an inclusion, depending on the type of algebras involved. If N ∼= M_k(C ) and M ∼= M_h(C ) (finite type I factors) then h = km for some m ∈ N, the inclusion morphism is the amplification, namely M_k(C ) ⊗ 1_m ⊂ M_h(C ), and the index is the square of the multiplicity m^2, i.e., the ratio of the algebraic dimensions of M over N . If N and M are factors of type II_1, the Jones index, denoted by [M : N ], is defined in terms of tracial states [Jon83]. This is the original definition of index and in this regime one can observe the already mentioned quantization phenomenon of the index values [Jon83, Thm. 4.3.1]. If N ⊂ M is a multi-matrix inclusion (the simplest instance of inclusion with non-trivial centers), namely N ∼= ⨁ j=1,...,n Mkj (C ) and M ∼= ⨁ i=1,...,m Mhi (C ), denote by k = (k1, . . . , kn) t, h = (h_1, . . . , h_m)^t the vectors of dimensions (with positive integer components), and by Λ the Bratteli inclusion matrix (with positive integer entries) describing the inclusion morphism of N in M, [Bra72]. Then Λk = h is the only consistency condition on the Bratteli diagram associated to the inclusion, and the index (there are several equivalent definitions of index in this case) equals ‖Λ‖^2_{l2} , [GdlHJ89, Ch. 2]. For an inclusion N ⊂ M of finite direct sums of type II_1 factors, the index, again denoted by [M : N ], is defined as the spectral radius of a product of matrices constructed from the unique trace on each factor in M (trace matrix ) and from the square roots of the Jones indices of the subfactors obtained by central decomposition (Jones index matrix ), [GdlHJ89, Ch. 3]. If the inclusion is connected, i.e., Z(N ) ∩ Z(M) = C 1 (which is equivalent to the actual connectedness of the adjacency graph of N ⊂ M, see [GdlHJ89, Sec. 1.3]) and if [M : N ] ≤ 4, then [M : N ] = ‖Λ^M_N ‖^2_{l2} by [GdlHJ89, Thm. 3.7.13], where Λ^M_N is the aforementioned Jones index matrix. The theory of index for inclusion of finite von Neumann algebras has been further extended to inclusions with possibly infinite (atomic or diffuse) centers by Jolissaint in [Jol90].

In the absence of a trace, e.g., for subfactors of type III, one can still define the index of a normal faithful conditional expectation E : M → N , denoted by Ind(E), [Kos86]. An inclusion is said to have finite index if it admits some E with ‖ Ind(E)‖ < +∞. The index Ind(E) is in general an element of Z(M), with Ind(E) ≥ 1, it is of course a scalar in the case of subfactors, and it gives back the Jones index for a finite subfactor by [M : N ]1 = Ind(E^{tr}), where E^{tr} is the trace-preserving expectation. If the inclusion is not irreducible, i.e. N^′ ∩ M ≠ C 1, there can be several expectations E : M → N , and one can look for those minimizing the number ‖ Ind(E)‖. The minimal index of the inclusion N ⊂ M is then defined to be [M : N ]_0 := inf_E {‖ Ind(E)‖}

This analysis has been performed first in the case of subfactors by Hiai [Hia88], Longo [Lon89] and Havet [Hav90, Sec. 1], where it is shown that there is a unique expectation minimizing the index and this expectation is characterized via a certain sphericality condition (which opens the way to a tensor C^∗-categorical formulation of the minimal index, see [LR97]). Remark 2.1. For finite subfactors it can happen that [M : N ]_0 ⪇ [M : N ]. Equality is attained for the so called extremal subfactors, see [PP86, Sec. 4], [PP91] and [Bur03, Sec. 2.3].

In case of arbitrary inclusions, Jolissaint [Jol91, Thm. 1.8] proved that there is always an expectation minimizing the index (thus called a minimal expectation), but this expectation is not unique in general as shown by Fidaleo and Isola [FI96, Prop. 10, Sec. 5].

The starting points of our analysis are the works of Havet [Hav90, Sec. 2] and Teruya [Ter92], where it is shown that in the case of connected inclusions with finite-dimensional centers there is a unique minimal expectation E^0, and its index is a scalar operator in Z(M), i.e., Ind(E^0) = [M : N ]_01. We mention that the connectedness assumption is almost without loss of generality, as every inclusion can be written as a direct sum of connected ones.

Theorem 2.2. [GL19]. Let N ⊂ M be a connected inclusion with finite index and finitedimensional centers.

Let p_1, . . . , p_m and q_1, . . . , q_n be the minimal projections in Z(M) and Z(N ) respectively and, whenever p_iq_j ≠ 0, consider the subfactors N_{ij} := N p_iq_j ⊂ M_{ij} := q_jMp_iq_j and define d_{ij} := [M_{ij} : N_{ij}]^{1/2}_0 , while d_{ij} := 0 otherwise. Then

[M : N ]_0 = ‖D‖^2_l2

where D is the m × n matrix with entries d_{ij} . We call D the matrix dimension of N ⊂ M and d := ‖D‖_l2 its scalar dimension.

From the previous theorem, together with the quantization of the index for expectations between factors [Kos86], as in [GdlHJ89, Prop. 3.7.12 (c)] one can conclude that either [M : N ]_0 ∈ {4 cos^2(π/k), k ∈ N, k ≥ 3} or [M : N ]_0 ≥ 4.

For every normal faithful conditional expectation E : M → N one can consider a matrix of expectations E_{ij} : M_{ij} → N_{ij} and a matrix of numbers λ^E_{ij} ≥ 0 with the property that ∑ i λ^E_{ij} = 1 (thus called column-stochastic or Markovian). Namely, λ^E_{ij}q_j := E(p_i)q_j and E_{ij}(q_j xp_iq_j ) := (λ^E_{ij} )^{−1}E(xp_i)p_iq_j for every x ∈ M. From the pair E_{ij}, λ^E_{ij} one can reconstruct the expectation via E(x) = ∑ i,j λ^E_{ij}σ_{ij} (E_{ij} (q_jxp_iq_j)), x ∈ M, where σ_{ij} : N_{ij} → N_j := N q_j is the inverse of the induction isomorphism yq_j → yp_iq_j , y ∈ N . Moreover, every expectation arises uniquely in this way, [Hav90, Prop. 2.2, 2.3], [Ter92, Prop. 2.1].

Note that by connectedness assumption, the matrix dimension D (or equivalently any matrix with the same pattern of zero and non-zero entries) is indecomposable, i.e., DD^t and D^tD are irreducible square matrices, [GdlHJ89, Lem. 1.3.2, 2.3.1].

Theorem 2.3. [GL19]. Let N ⊂ M be as in the previous theorem.

Consider the eigenvalue equations D^tD √ ν = d^2 √ ν DD^t √ μ = d^2 √ μ where √ ν = (ν^{1/2}_1 , . . . , ν^{1/2}_n )^t, √ μ = (μ^{1/2}_1 , . . . , μ^{1/2}_m )^t are vectors with strictly positive entries and l^2-normalized (thus unique by Perron-Frobenius theory). Then the minimal expectation E^0 : M → N is determined by

(E^0)_{ij} = E^0_{ij} , λ^{E0}_{ij} = d_{ij} d μ^{1/2}_i ν^{1/2}_j where E^0_{ij} : M_{ij} → N_{ij} is the unique minimal expectation in each subfactor, if p_iq_j ≠ 0.

As a consequence, we have the following “weighted” additivity formula for the scalar dimension d (thus for [M : N ]_0) d = ∑ i,j d_{ij} ν^{1/2}_j μ^{1/2}_i .

Moreover, by setting ω_l(q_j ) := ν_j and ω_r(p_i) := μ_i we have two faithful states ω_l and ω_r on Z(N ) and Z(M) respectively, canonically determined by the inclusion. We call them respectively the left and right state of N ⊂ M. These states provide a characterization of minimality of E^0 which extends the previously mentioned (but not explained) sphericality condition in the case of subfactors. Namely, E^0 is the only expectation from M onto N fulfilling ω_l ∘ E^0 = ω_r ∘ (E^0)^′ on N^′ ∩ M

where (E^0)^′ : N^′ → M^′ is the dual expectation in the sense of Kosaki [Kos86]. Note that the previous equation makes sense because E^0(N^′ ∩ M) = Z(N ) and (E^0)^′(N^′ ∩ M) = Z(M), and it defines a canonical state on N^′ ∩ M for the inclusion, that we call spherical state of N ⊂ M, denoted by ω_s.

Remark 2.4. In the subfactor case one has that the square root of the minimal index is additive and multiplicative, namely d = d_1 + d_2 if d is the dimension of N ⊂ M and d_1, d_2 are obtained by cutting with projections p_1, p_2 ∈ N^′ ∩ M such that p_1 + p_2 = 1. Moreover, let N ⊂ M ⊂ L be two consecutive subfactors, then d = d_1d_2 if d, d_1, d_2 are respectively the dimensions of N ⊂ L, N ⊂ M, M ⊂ L.

These relations do no longer hold for inclusions with non-trivial centers, indeed one has to replace the scalar dimension with the matrix dimension to have D = D_1 +D_2 and D = D_2D_1. In particular, the dimension (thus the minimal index) is in general only submultiplicative d ≤ d_1d_2, while the minimal index itself can be additive d^2 = d^2_1 + d^2 (if one of N or M is a factor).

3 Extremality and super-extremality

In the case of finite direct sums of finite factors, as for type II_1 subfactors, one can compare the two theories of index (trace/minimal). Given a connected inclusion of such algebras

N ⊂ M with finite index, on one hand, we have the matrix dimension D, the minimal conditional expectation E^0 with index [M : N ]_0, and the spherical state ω_s on N^′ ∩ M. On the other hand, we have the Jones index matrix Λ^M_N , the Jones index [M : N ] and a uniquely determined trace τ on M, called the Markov trace of N ⊂ M, [GdlHJ89, Sec. 2.7,3.7], which extends to the Jones tower.

Definition 3.1. In [GL19, Sec. 3], we called extremal an inclusion which fulfills E^0 = E^τ , where E^τ is the Markov trace-preserving expectation, and super-extremal an inclusion which fulfills in addition ω_s = τ_{↾N} ′_{∩M}.

By [Hav90, Prop. 3.2], [GdlHJ89, Cor. 3.7.4] we have Ind(E^τ ) = [M : N ]1, thus for an extremal inclusion we have [M : N ]_0 = [M : N ]. Recall from [GL19, Lem. 3.2] that ω_s = τ_{↾N} ′_{∩M} is equivalent to ω_l = τ_{↾Z(N )}, where ω_l is by definition ω_{s↾Z(N )}. Another condition that one might consider is the equality of matrices D = Λ^M_N , which corresponds to an entrywise extremality for the inclusion once reduced with every p_iq_j. Clearly for a finite subfactor, all these notions, including super-extremality, boil down to the ordinary notion of extremality, see Remark 2.1.

The following results completely settle the analysis of (super-)extremal inclusions of multimatrices (always assumed to have finite-dimensional centers, thus with finite index). As in the first paragraph of the previous section, if N ⊂ M is the inclusion, denote by k = (k_1, . . . , k_n)^t, h = (h_1, . . . , h_m)^t the vectors of dimensions such that N ∼= ⨁ j=1,...,n Mkj (C ) and M ∼= ⨁ i=1,...,m Mhi (C ), and denote by Λ the Bratteli inclusion matrix. Recall that

Λk = h is the consistency of the Bratteli diagram.

Theorem 3.2. [GL19]. Let N ⊂ M be a connected multi-matrix inclusion.

Then D = Λ^M_N = Λ and the inclusion is always extremal, namely E^0 = E^τ . The inclusion is also super-extremal if and only if Λ^th = d^2k.

The index (we need not specify which one) of a super-extremal multi-matrix inclusion is easy to compute and it has the following properties:

Proposition 3.3. [GL19]. Let N ⊂ M be as in the previous theorem. If the inclusion is super-extremal then

[M : N ]_0 = ‖h‖^2_{l2} ‖k‖^2_{l2} (the ratio of the algebraic dimensions of M over N ). In particular the index must be a positive integer (because rational and algebraic integer) and every positive integer (not only squares of integers) is the index of such an inclusion.

Moreover, the index of super-extremal multi-matrix inclusions is clearly multiplicative.

4 Open problems

Some natural problems (currently under investigation) that arise from the analysis of the minimal index for von Neumann inclusion reviewed here are:

Problem 4.1. In the case of inclusions with infinite-dimensional and atomic centers there can be more than one expectation such that ‖ Ind(E^0)‖ = inf_E {‖ Ind(E)‖}. Can one find a preferred, canonical one, whose index is scalar and which is related to the (infinite) matrix dimension in some way?

Note that in the case of the previous problem the matrix dimension can be defined as for finite-dimensional centers using minimal central projections.

Problem 4.2. In the same situation as above, does the theory of minimal index admit a purely 2-C^∗-categorical (or better 2-W^∗-categorical) formulation, cf. [GLR85]? Namely, does the theory of intrinsic tensor-categorical dimension admit an extension beyond tensor C^∗- categories with simple tensor unit or with finitely reducible tensor unit? What is a “standard solution” of the conjugate equations beyond the previously mentioned regimes?

We do not want to ask the same question of categorical translation beyond the case of atomic centers, because we cannot immagine by now a good notion of direct integral of objects in a tensor C^∗- (or W^∗-) category.

Problem 4.3. In the case of inclusions with infinite-dimensional and possibly diffuse centers (in the absence of minimal central projections) what is a good substitute of the matrix dimension?

Problem 4.4. Study the consequences of and characterize super-extremality for inclusion of finite direct sums of type II_1 factors. Find examples of such inclusions that go beyond tensoring a super-extremal multi-matrix inclusion with a type II_1 factor.

Problem 4.5. Study C^∗-Frobenius algebra objects in tensor C^∗-categories with non-simple but finitely reducible tensor unit (e.g. for unitary multi-fusion categories), cf. [BKLR15, Ch. 3], [EGNO15, Ch. 4]. Study the relation between the realization of C^∗-Frobenius algebras in End( ⨁_n i=1 R) (Q-systems) or Bim( ⨁_n i=1 R) and extensions of ⨁_n i=1 R, where R is a factor.

It is known that every unitary fusion category, and more generally every rigid tensor C^∗-category with simple unit can be realized as endomorphisms or bimodules of a factor (that can be chosen either of type II_1 or of type III, and in some cases hyperfinite), [HY00], [Yam03], [BHP12], [GY19].

Problem 4.6. Study the problem of realizing unitary multi-fusion categories, or more generally rigid 2-C^∗-categories with finite-dimensional centers, as endomorphisms or bimodules of ⨁_n i=1 R, where R is a factor. Is every such abstract category realizable in operator-algebras, if so, is the realization unique in a suitable sense?

Acknowledgements. We thank the Institute of Mathematics “Simion Stoilow” of the Romanian Academy and the West University in Timişoara for the kind hospitality during the 27th International Conference in Operator Theory (OT27) in July, 2–6, 2018. We thank the organizers for the invitation to present our work at the conference and for financial support. We also thank Maria Stella Adamo and Yoh Tanimoto for discussions.

References

[Ben03] C. H. Bennett. Notes on Landauer’s principle, reversible computation and Maxwell’s demon. Studies in History and Philosophy of Modern Physics, 34:501–510, 2003.

[BHP12] A. Brothier, M. Hartglass, and D. Penneys. Rigid C^∗-tensor categories of bimodules over interpolated free group factors. J. Math. Phys., 53:123525 (43 pages), 2012.

[BKLR15] M. Bischoff, Y. Kawahigashi, R. Longo, and K.-H. Rehren. Tensor categories and endomorphisms of von Neumann algebras. With applications to quantum field theory. Springer Briefs in Mathematical Physics, Vol. 3. Springer, Cham, 2015.

[Bra72] O. Bratteli. Inductive limits of finite dimensional C^∗-algebras. Trans. Amer. Math. Soc., 171:195–234, 1972.

[Bur03] M. Burns. Subfactors, planar algebras and rotations. PhD thesis, University of California at Berkeley, 2003. Available at http://arxiv.org/abs/1111.1362v1.

[EGNO15] P. Etingof, S. Gelaki, D. Nikshych, and V. Ostrik. Tensor categories. Mathematical Surveys and Monographs, Vol. 205. American Mathematical Society, Providence, RI, 2015.

[FI96] F. Fidaleo and T. Isola. Minimal expectations for inclusions with atomic centres. Internat. J. Math., 7:307–327, 1996.

[GdlHJ89] F. M. Goodman, P. de la Harpe, and V. F. R. Jones. Coxeter graphs and towers of algebras. Mathematical Sciences Research Institute Publications, Vol. 14. Springer-Verlag, New York, 1989.

[GL19] L. Giorgetti and R. Longo. Minimal index and dimension for 2-C^∗-categories with finitedimensional centers. Comm. Math. Phys., 370:719–757, 2019.

[GLR85] P. Ghez, R. Lima, and J. E. Roberts. W^∗-categories. Pacific J. Math., 120:79–109, 1985. [GY19] L. Giorgetti and W. Yuan. Realization of rigid C^∗-tensor categories via Tomita bimodules. J. Operator Theory, 81:433–479, 2019.

[Hav90] J.-F. Havet. Espérance conditionnelle minimale. J. Operator Theory, 24:33–55, 1990. [Hia88] F. Hiai. Minimizing indices of conditional expectations onto a subfactor. Publ. Res. Inst. Math. Sci., 24:673–678, 1988.

[HY00] T. Hayashi and S. Yamagami. Amenable tensor categories and their realizations as AFD bimodules. J. Funct. Anal., 172:19–75, 2000.

[Jol90] P. Jolissaint. Index for pairs of finite von Neumann algebras. Pacific J. Math., 146:43–70, 1990.

[Jol91] P. Jolissaint. Indice d’espérances conditionnelles et algèbres de von Neumann finies. Math. Scand., 68:221–246, 1991.

[Jon83] V. F. R. Jones. Index for subfactors. Invent. Math., 72:1–25, 1983. [Kos86] H. Kosaki. Extension of Jones’ theory on index to arbitrary factors. J. Funct. Anal., 66:123–140, 1986.

[Lan61] R. Landauer. Irreversibility and heat generation in the computing process. IBM Journal of Research and Development, 5:183–191, 1961.

[Lon89] R. Longo. Index of subfactors and statistics of quantum fields. I. Comm. Math. Phys., 126:217–247, 1989.

[Lon18] R. Longo. On Landauer’s principle and bound for infinite systems. Comm. Math. Phys., 363:531–560, 2018.

[LR97] R. Longo and J. E. Roberts. A theory of dimension. K-Theory, 11:103–159, 1997. [OP93] M. Ohya and D. Petz. Quantum entropy and its use. Texts and Monographs in Physics. Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 1993.

[PP86] M. Pimsner and S. Popa. Entropy and index for subfactors. Ann. Sci. Ecole Norm. Sup, 19:57–106, 1986.

[PP91] M. Pimsner and S. Popa. Finite-dimensional approximation of pairs of algebras and obstructions for the index. J. Funct. Anal., 98:270–291, 1991.

[PV01] M. B. Plenio and V. Vitelli. The physics of forgetting: Landauer’s erasure principle and information theory. Contemp. Phys., 42:25–60, 2001.

[Ter92] T. Teruya. Index for von Neumann algebras with finite-dimensional centers. Publ. Res. Inst. Math. Sci., 28:437–453, 1992.

[Yam03] S. Yamagami. C^∗-tensor categories and free product bimodules. J. Funct. Anal., 197:323– 346, 2003.