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Abstract

We study regular inclusions of finite-dimensional von Neumann algebras from

a matrix-theoretic perspective. To this end, we introduce a new combinatorial

invariant of an inclusion, called the normalizer matrix, which encodes the structure

of the normalizer purely at the level of the inclusion matrix. Using this invariant,

we obtain a complete characterization of regular inclusions of finite-dimensional

von Neumann algebras. As consequences, we show that every regular inclusion

decomposes into finite direct sums and tensor products of basic building blocks,

and that regular inclusions are necessarily of depth two. We further investigate

the existence of unitary orthonormal bases in the sense of Pimsner–Popa and prove

that, under a natural spectral condition, regularity is equivalent to the existence of

a unitary orthonormal basis contained in the normalizer. These results provide a

unified description of regularity, unitary bases, and depth through the normalizer

matrix formalism.

1 Introduction

Normalizers occupy a central position in the structure theory of operator algebras, re-

flecting internal symmetries of inclusions and governing their associated crossed-product

and groupoid constructions. Their importance is already evident in Dixmier’s seminal

classification of maximal abelian subalgebras (MASAs) into singular, semi-regular, and

regular (Cartan) types, where regularity is defined by generation of the ambient algebra

by the normalizer. This perspective was further developed by Feldman and Moore [10],

who showed that Cartan subalgebras give rise to measured equivalence relations, and

later, Renault ([16]) discovered a C∗-algebraic analogue of this result in the language of

groupoids.
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In subfactor theory, normalizers play an important role (see, for instance, [12, 6, 2,

3, 15, 7]). Regular subfactors form a distinguished class encompassing crossed-product

inclusions by finite groups and are closely related to depth-two phenomena and quan-

tum symmetry. In particular, finite-index regular subfactors are known to admit uni-

tary Pimsner–Popa bases and to arise from actions of weak Hopf algebras or quantum

groupoids (see [3, 9]). Related classification results have also been obtained in [4] for

finite-index regular inclusions of simple unital C∗-algebras, where regularity forces depth

two and a crossed-product-type structure.

Motivated by these developments, the present article undertakes a systematic study

of regular inclusions of finite-dimensional von Neumann algebras. Despite the simplicity

of the finite-dimensional setting, a complete and purely structural characterization of

regularity has so far been missing. Our goal is to provide such a classification and

to relate regularity to combinatorial invariants of the inclusion and to the existence of

unitary orthonormal bases.

Our approach is matrix-theoretic in nature. Recall that any inclusion B ⊂ A of

finite-dimensional von Neumann algebras is completely determined, up to isomorphism,

by its inclusion matrix together with the dimension vectors of the simple summands. We

introduce a new combinatorial invariant of an inclusion, called the normalizer matrix

(see definition 3.2), which captures the structure of the normalizer purely at the level

of the inclusion matrix. This invariant isolates the precise combinatorial obstructions to

regularity and allows us to characterize regular inclusions in terms of elementary matrix

data.

Our first main result provides a complete characterization of regularity in finite di-

mension.

Theorem A: (See Theorem 3.17) The inclusion of finite dimensional von Neumann

algebras, B ⊂ A is regular if and only if

1. The inclusion matrix is an normalizer matrix, and

2. For each 0 ≤ i ≤ s− 1, if j is in the i-th row support of the inclusion matrix, then

the corresponding summands of B have equal dimension.

As a consequence, any regular inclusion is isomorphic to tensor product and direct sum

of inclusions Mk(C) ⊂ Mk(C), C ⊂ ⊕v−1
i=0Mli(C) and Ct ⊂ Mt(C).

A second motivation for this work comes from the theory of unitary orthonormal

(Pimsner–Popa) bases. Such bases play a central role in subfactor theory [14] and quan-
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tum information theory, where they are closely related to unitary error bases and to

protocols such as teleportation and dense coding. While the existence of unitary or-

thonormal bases is automatic for several basic inclusions, a complete characterization for

general finite-dimensional inclusions has remained open. In a seminal work, Werner [18]

established a one-to-one correspondence between tight teleportation schemes for tripar-

tite systems Mn(C)⊗Mn(C)⊗Mn(C) and orthonormal bases of unitaries in Mn(C). This
correspondence was subsequently extended by Conlon et al. [8] to inclusions of the form

N ⊂ Mn(C), demonstrating how unitary orthonormal bases on general multi-matrix al-

gebras can be used to study quantum teleportation schemes and quantum graphs. In

these settings, tight teleportation schemes are shown to arise from orthonormal unitary

Pimsner–Popa bases, generalizing Werner’s original framework. In all such applications,

it is essential that the unitary orthonormal basis be contained in the normalizer.

In this direction, we precisely characterize when a regular inclusion admits a unitary

orthonormal basis contained in the normalizer. Unlike in the subfactor setting, regularity

by itself does not ensure the existence of a unitary orthonormal basis in the normalizer;

an additional spectral condition on the inclusion matrix, introduced in [1], is required.

Our second main result establishes a sharp equivalence.

Theorem B: (See Theorem 4.2, Corollary 4.3 and 4.4) Let (B ⊂ A, E) be an inclusion

of finite-dimensional von Neumann algebras, where E denotes the unique conditional

expectation preserving the trace given in equation 4.8. Then the following statements are

equivalent:

(i) There exists a unitary orthonormal basis of A over B contained in the normalizer

NA(B);

(ii) The inclusion B ⊂ A is regular and the inclusion matrix satisfies the spectral

condition.

Moreover, if either B or A is a matrix algebra, then the inclusion is regular if and only

if it admits a unitary orthonormal basis contained in NA(B).

Finally, we show that every regular inclusion has depth two, linking our results to

(weak) Hopf-algebraic structures. More precisely, if the inclusion B ⊂ A is regular, then

the corresponding inclusion matrix has depth 2 in the sense of [5].To see the connection

between depth 2 in subfactor theory and regularity, we refer to [13],[3]. Thus, our

results may be viewed as a finite-dimensional analogue of the structure theory of regular

inclusions developed in the subfactor and C∗-algebraic settings.
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Organization of the paper. In Section 2 we recall preliminaries on finite-dimensional

inclusions and unitary orthonormal bases. Section 3 introduces normalizer matrices

and establishes the classification of regular inclusions. In Section 4 we study unitary

orthonormal bases and show that regular inclusions necessarily have depth two.

2 Preliminaries

Throughout this article, we work with a triple (B ⊆ A, E) where A,B are finite dimen-

sional von Neumann algebras with B being a unital subalgebra of A and E : A → B
is a conditional expectation map. Such a triple will be referred to, following [1], as a

subalgebra system.

Definition 2.1. Let (B ⊆ A, E) be a subalgebra system. A family {Wj : 0 ≤ j ≤ (d−1)}
(for some d ∈ N) of elements of A is called a (right) Pimsner-Popa basis for (B ⊆ A, E)

if

X =
d−1∑
j=0

WjE(W ∗
j X), ∀ X ∈ A.

It is said to be an unitary orthonormal basis if Wj is a unitary for every j, and

E(W ∗
j Wk) = δjk, ∀ 0 ≤ j, k ≤ (d− 1).

Throughout, we will take

A = Mn0 ⊕Mn1 ⊕ · · · ⊕Mns−1 ; (2.1)

B = Mm0 ⊕Mm1 ⊕ · · · ⊕Mmr−1 . (2.2)

The associated dimension vectors of A and B are n′ =
[
n0 n1 · · · ns−1

]t
and m′ =[

m0 m1 · · · mr−1

]t
respectively.

Notation: The block diagonal form

A0

. . .

An

 will be denoted by bl-diag(A1, · · · , An).

Definition 2.2. The inclusion matrix of B in A is given by an s× r matrix:

A = [aij]0≤i≤(s−1);0≤j≤(r−1).
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where the algebra Mmj
of B appears aij times in the algebra Mni

of A. Any inclusion

of finite dimensional von Neumann algebras B ⊆ A is completely determined up to

isomorphism by this triple (A,m′, n′) of one inclusion matrix and two dimension vectors.

Note that by dimension counting,

r−1∑
j=0

aijmj = ni, ∀ 0 ≤ i ≤ (s− 1) (2.3)

or in matrix notation: n′ = Am′.

So, throughout this article unless otherwise stated, we consider inclusions of the

following form

i : ⊕r−1
j=0Mmj

→ ⊕s−1
i=0Mni

⊕r−1
j=0Xj 7−→ ⊕s−1

i=0bl-diag(X0 ⊗ 1ai0 , X1 ⊗ 1ai1 , · · · , Xr−1 ⊗ 1air−1
) (2.4)

corresponding to the inclusion matrix A = [aij]0≤i≤(s−1);0≤j≤(r−1).

Let Qj be the projection onto the j−th summand in the decomposition B = ⊕r−1
j=0Mmj

and similarly let Pi be the projection onto the i−th summand in the decomposition

A = ⊕s−1
i=0Mmi

for 0 ≤ j ≤ (r − 1); 0 ≤ i ≤ (s− 1). Note that Qj, Pi are minimal central

projections of B and A, respectively.

Definition 2.3. Consider the inclusions B1 ⊆ A1 and B2 ⊆ A2 with inclusion matrix A1

and A2 respectively. Then the inclusion matrix of the direct sum B1 ⊕ B2 ⊆ A1 ⊕A2 is

given by bl-diag(A1, A2) and the inclusion matrix of the tensor product B1⊗B2 ⊆ A1⊗A2

is given by A1 ⊗ A2.

Definition 2.4. A subalgebra system (B ⊆ A, E) is said to have the U-property if it

admits a unitary orthonormal basis.

Theorem 2.5. [1] Let (B ⊆ A, E) be a subalgebra system, with Am′ = n′, where A is

the inclusion matrix, and m′, n′ are dimension vectors. Suppose (B ⊆ A, E) admits a

unitary orthonormal basis with d-unitary elements. Then Atn′ = dm′.

Definition 2.6. The normalizer of the inclusion B ⊆ A is defined as

NA(B) := {U ∈ U(A) : UBU∗ = B}.

where U(A) denotes the group of unitaries of A.Equivalently, the normalizer can also be

defined as

NA(B) := {U ∈ U(A) : AdU ∈ Aut(B)}.

where AdU(x) = UxU∗. The inclusion B ⊆ A is called regular if A = span NA(B).
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The following are the three important examples of regular inclusions that admit a

unitary orthonormal basis in the normalizer:

1. Trivial Inclusion: (Mn(C) ⊂ Mn(C), E0 ) where E0 is the unique conditional

expectation preserving the usual trace on Mn(C)
In this case, E0 = Id, NA(B) = U(A) and the identity operator forms the basis.

2. Scalar Inclusion: (C ⊂ ⊕s−1
i=0Mni

(C), E1) where E1 is the unique conditional

expectation preserving the state

φ(⊕Xi) =
1∑s−1

i=0 n
2
i

s−1∑
i=0

ni trace (Xi), Xi ∈ Mni
, 0 ≤ i ≤ (s− 1). (2.5)

In this inclusion, one can see that NA(B) = U(A) and its admits unitary orthonor-

mal basis as proved in [1] Theorem 5.3. and [9] Theorem 2.1.

3. Diagonal Inclusion: (Cn ⊂ Mn(C), E2) where E2 is the unique conditional ex-

pectation preserving the normalized trace on Mn(C).
Let {e0, e2, · · · , en−1} be the standard basis of Cn and let U be the translation

unitary defined by Uek = ek+1(mod n). Then {Uk : k ∈ Zn} is contained in the

normalizer of Cn and form a unitary orthonormal basis. For further details, see [8]

Example 2.2.

Tensor products and direct sums:

Suppose (Bi ⊆ Ai, Ei) for i = 1, 2 are two finite dimensional inclusions with U -property.

Suppose {U1(i), . . . , Udi(i)} is a unitary o.n.b. inNAi
(Bi) for (Bi,Ai, Ei) for i = 1, 2. Take

B = B1⊗B2. Consider it as a subalgebra of A = A1⊗A2 with the inclusion matrix being

the tensor product of inclusion matrices. Then it is seen easily that E = E1⊗E2 is a con-

ditional expectation map from A to B. For this inclusion, (B1⊗B2 ⊆ A1⊗A2, E1⊗E2),

we can observe that {Uj(1) ⊗ Uk(2) : 0 ≤ j ≤ d1; 0 ≤ k ≤ d2} is a unitary orthonormal

basis in NA1⊗A2(B1 ⊗ B2) as NA1(B1)⊗NA2(B2) ⊆ NA1⊗A2(B1 ⊗ B2).

Under the same setup, if d1 = d2, the subalgebra system (B1 ⊕ B2 ⊆ A1 ⊕A2, E1 ⊕ E2)

has U -property. In fact, {Uj(1)⊕ Uj(2) : 0 ≤ j ≤ d1} is a unitary orthonormal basis in

NA1⊕A2(B1 ⊕ B2) as NA1(B1)⊕NA2(B2) ⊆ NA1⊕A2(B1 ⊕ B2).
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3 Regular inclusions in finite dimension

In this section, we develop a comprehensive framework for understanding regular inclu-

sions of finite-dimensional von Neumann algebras. In Subsection 3.1, we introduce the

notion of a normalizer matrix, a combinatorial invariant that encodes the structure of

the normalizer entirely at the level of the inclusion matrix, and show that every normal-

izer matrix can be brought to a block-diagonal form reflecting the natural partitioning

of row supports. Subsection 3.2 focuses on regular inclusions within matrix algebras,

where we provide a detailed description of normalizers and establish that regularity im-

poses strict homogeneity conditions on the summands and equality of inclusion matrix

entries. Finally, in Subsection 3.3, we extend these results to the general setting, proving

that an inclusion is regular if and only if its inclusion matrix is a normalizer matrix and

the dimensions of summands corresponding to each row support are equal. As a conse-

quence, every regular inclusion decomposes into direct sums and tensor products of the

fundamental building blocks identified in Section 2. This exposition lays the foundation

for the subsequent analysis of unitary orthonormal bases.

3.1 Normalizer matrices

To analyze the internal structure of regular finite-dimensional inclusions, we introduce

the notion of a normalizer matrix. This matrix encodes the combinatorial structure of

the normalizer. Our main goal is to show that every normalizer matrix can be permuted

into a block-diagonal form, where each diagonal block has rows with equal non-zero en-

tries and all off-diagonal blocks are zero. This reflects the natural partition of row indices

according to identical support patterns. The block-diagonal form provides a convenient

framework for understanding the combinatorial structure of normalizers . As we will see,

this concept will be used crucially in later sections to establish structural results, con-

struct unitary orthonormal bases, and describe decompositions into fundamental building

blocks.

Let A = [aij]0≤i≤(s−1), 0≤j≤(r−1) be an s × r matrix. For each i ∈ {0, 1, . . . , (s − 1)},
we define the support of the i-th row of A by

Yi := { j ∈ {0, 1, . . . , (r − 1)} | aij ̸= 0 }.

We equip Yi with the natural order inherited from {0, 1, . . . , r − 1}; that is, if Yi =

{x1, x2, . . . , xn}, then x1 < x2 < · · · < xn.
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Proposition 3.1. Let A and the row supports Yi be as defined above. Then the following

statements are equivalent:

1. For any two rows i and k, if there exists a column j such that aij = 0 and akj ̸= 0,

then for every column l,

ail ̸= 0 =⇒ akl = 0.

2. The row supports {Yi}s−1
i=0 form a partition of {0, 1, . . . , s−1} under the equivalence

relation

x ∼ y ⇐⇒ Yx = Yy.

Proof : Suppose that the supports Yi and Yk are neither disjoint nor identical. Then

there exist indices

j ∈ Yk \ Yi (or j ∈ Yi \ Yk) and l ∈ Yi ∩ Yk.

By the definition of row supports, this implies either aij = 0 and akj ̸= 0, or aij ̸= 0

and akj = 0, while both ail and akl are nonzero. This contradicts the structural property

required by condition (1). Therefore, for any i ̸= k, the sets Yi and Yk are either disjoint

or identical.

Conversely, assume that the family {Yi} forms a partition of {0, 1, . . . , (s− 1)}. Let
aij = 0 and akj ̸= 0 for some column j. Then j ∈ Yk \ Yi. If there exists a column l such

that ail ̸= 0 and akl ̸= 0, then l ∈ Yi ∩ Yk, which contradicts the assumption that the

row supports form a partition. Hence, akl = 0 as required. 2

Recall that a matrix is called irredundant if none of its rows or columns is zero.

Definition 3.2. An irredundant matrix A = [aij] is called a normalizer matrix if it

satisfies the following conditions:

1. In each row of A, all nonzero entries are equal.

2. The row supports form a partition of the index set {0, 1, . . . , (s − 1)}, where two

indices x and y are equivalent if and only if

x ∼ y ⇐⇒ Yx = Yy.

We shall see later that this terminology reflects the fact that such matrices precisely

encode the structure of the normalizer of the inclusion.
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Definition 3.3. [11] Two r× s matrices X1 and X2 are defined to be pseudo-equivalent

if there exist permutations matrices P and Q such that X2 = PX1Q, namely appropriate

exchanges of rows and columns convert X1 to X2.

The following proposition shows that pseudo-equivalent inclusion matrices give rise

to isomorphic finite-dimensional inclusions. Although this fact is well known to experts,

we include a proof for the convenience of the reader.

Proposition 3.4. Let B ⊂ A be a finite-dimensional inclusion with inclusion matrix A.

If B is pseudo-equivalent to A, say B = PAQ for some permutation matrices P and Q,

then there exists an inclusion

B̃ =
r−1⊕
j=0

Mmτ(j)
⊆

s−1⊕
i=0

Mnσ(i)
= Ã,

whose inclusion matrix is B, and such that

(B ⊂ A) ∼= (B̃ ⊂ Ã).

Proof : Let i : B −→ A denote the inclusion map corresponding to the inclusion matrix

A. Explicitly, this inclusion is given by

r−1⊕
j=0

Xj −→
s−1⊕
i=0

bl-diag
(
Xτ(0) ⊗ 1aiτ(0) , . . . , Xτ(r−1) ⊗ 1aiτ(r−1)

)
,

which realizes the inclusion B ⊂ A with inclusion matrix A.

Similarly, consider the inclusion ĩ : B̃ −→ Ã corresponding to the inclusion matrix

PAQ, given by

r−1⊕
j=0

Xτ(j) −→
s−1⊕
i=0

bl-diag
(
Xτ(0) ⊗ 1aσ(i)τ(0)

, . . . , Xτ(r−1) ⊗ 1aσ(i)τ(r−1)

)
.

Define a ∗-isomorphism θ : A −→ Ã by

θ

(
s−1⊕
i=0

Yi

)
=

s−1⊕
i=0

Yσ(i).

Clearly, θ is a ∗-isomorphism from A onto Ã.

To show that the inclusions are isomorphic, it suffices to verify that

θ
(
i(B)

)
= ĩ(B̃).
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Indeed, we have

θ

(
s−1⊕
i=0

bl-diag
(
Xτ(0) ⊗ 1aiτ(0) , . . . , Xτ(r−1) ⊗ 1aiτ(r−1)

))
=

s−1⊕
i=0

bl-diag
(
Xτ(0) ⊗ 1aσ(i)τ(0)

, . . . ,

Xτ(r−1) ⊗ 1aσ(i)τ(r−1)

)
.

which coincides with ĩ(B̃). Hence, the inclusions are isomorphic. 2

Lemma 3.5. The class of normalizer matrices is preserved under pseudo-equivalence.

Proof : Let A be a normalizer matrix, and let B be pseudo-equivalent to A. By

definition, there exist permutation matrices P and Q, corresponding to permutations σ

and τ of the row and column indices, respectively, such that B = PAQ. Equivalently, if

A = [aij], then B = [bij] with

bij = aσ(i)τ(j).

We first show that B is irredundant. Suppose, for contradiction, that the i-th row of

B is zero. Then

bik = aσ(i)τ(k) = 0 for all k,

which implies that the σ(i)-th row of A is zero, contradicting the irredundancy of A.

Hence, no row of B is zero. Similar argument shows that no column of B is zero.

Next, we verify that in each row of B, all nonzero entries are equal. Indeed, if the

nonzero entries in the i-th row of B were not all equal, then the same would be true for

the nonzero entries in the σ(i)-th row of A, contradicting the fact that A is a normalizer

matrix.

Finally, consider two rows i and k of B. Suppose there exists a column j such that

bij = aσ(i)τ(j) = 0 and bkj = aσ(k)τ(j) ̸= 0.

Then, by the defining property of a normalizer matrix, for every column l,

aσ(i)τ(l) ̸= 0 ⇒ aσ(k)τ(l) = 0.

Equivalently,

bil ̸= 0 ⇒ bkl = 0.

Thus B satisfies all the defining properties of a normalizer matrix. Hence, the class

of normalizer matrices is preserved under pseudo-equivalence. 2
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Proposition 3.6. Every normalizer matrix A is pseudo-equivalent to a block-diagonal

matrix

bl-diag(A11, A22, . . . , App),

where each diagonal block Aii has the property that all entries in every row are equal and

nonzero, and all off-diagonal blocks are zero.

Proof : LetA be a normalizer matrix, and let {Rk}pk=1 denote the partition of {0, 1, . . . , s−
1} induced by the equivalence relation on row indices described above.

For each k ∈ {1, 2, . . . , p}, set sk = |Rk| and let rk = |Yx| for any x ∈ Rk. Write

Rk = {k1, k2, . . . , ksk}, Ck = { k1, k2, . . . , krk } = Yx for any x ∈ Rk.

Define two permutations σ and τ as follows:

σ =

(
0 1 · · · s1 − 1 s1 · · ·

∑2
i=1 si − 1 · · ·

∑p
i=1 si · · · s− 1

11 12 · · · 1s1 21 · · · 2s2 · · · p1 · · · psp

)
(3.6)

τ =

(
0 1 · · · r1 − 1 r1 · · ·

∑2
i=1 ri − 1 · · ·

∑p
i=1 ri · · · r − 1

11 12 · · · 1r1 21 · · · 2r2 · · · p1 · · · prp

)
(3.7)

Let P and Q be the permutation matrices corresponding to σ and τ , respectively.

Then define

B := PAQ = [aσ(i)τ(j)]0≤i≤s−1, 0≤j≤r−1.

By Lemma 3.5, since A is an normalizer matrix and B is pseudo-equivalent to A, the ma-

trix B is also an normalizer matrix. With respect to the chosen orderings, B decomposes

into block form B = [Akl]1≤k,l≤pwhere each block

Akl =


ak1l1 ak1l2 · · · ak1lrl

ak2l1 ak2l2 · · · ak2lrl
...

. . .
...

aksk l1 aksk l2 · · · aksk l
rl


is a sk × rl matrix.

Claim 1: Akl = 0 for k ̸= l.

Let akxly be an arbitrary entry of Akl with kx ∈ Rk and ly ∈ Cl. If k ̸= l, then

ly /∈ Ck = Ykx . Hence, akxly = 0, proving the claim.
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Claim 2: For each k, every row of Akk consists of equal and non-zero entries.

Fix k. For any kx ∈ Rk and ky ∈ Ck = Ykx , we have akxky ̸= 0 by the definition of

row support. Since B is a normalizer matrix, all non-zero entries in a row are equal.

Therefore, each row of Akk consists of equal non-zero entries.

Combining Claims 1 and 2, we obtain

PAQ = bl-diag(A11, A22, . . . , App),

where each diagonal block Aii = [aixiy ]1≤x≤si, 1≤y≤ri has rows with equal non-zero entries.

This completes the proof. 2

3.2 Normalizers of Subalgebras of Matrix Algebras

Throughout this subsection, a matrix algebra means a full matrix algebra. In this sub-

section, we examine regular inclusions where the ambient algebra is a full matrix algebra.

Exploiting the block structure induced by the inclusion matrix, we characterize the nor-

malizer and show that regularity imposes strong homogeneity constraints: the summands

of the subalgebra must have equal dimensions, and all nonzero entries of the inclusion

matrix must coincide. These observations provide a precise description of normalizers

and set the stage for extending regularity results to the general finite-dimensional case

in the next subsection.

We first show that regularity forces all entries of the inclusion matrix to coincide.

Proposition 3.7. If Cr ⊆ Mn(C) is a regular inclusion, then all the entries of the

inclusion matrix are equal.

Proof : Let the inclusion matrix for inclusion B = Cr ⊂ Mn(C) be
[
a0 a1 · · · ar−1

]
and let Q0, Q1, . . . , Qr−1 be the minimal central projections of B, where

aj = rank(Qj), j = 0, . . . , r − 1.

Assume, toward a contradiction, that the entries of the inclusion matrix are not all

equal. Reordering indices if necessary, we may assume

a0 = · · · = am < am+1 ≤ · · · ≤ ar−1

for some m < r − 1.

12



For each j, let

Hj := Ran(Qj) ⊂ Cn,

so that

Cn =
r−1⊕
j=0

Hj.

Define

K := H0 ⊕ · · · ⊕Hm.

Let U ∈ NMn(C)(B). Since conjugation by U leaves B invariant and the projections

Q0, . . . , Qr−1 are precisely the minimal projections of B, there exists a unique permuta-

tion σ ∈ Sr such that

UQjU
∗ = Qσ(j) for all j.

Taking ranges, we obtain

U(Hj) = Hσ(j) for all j.

As U is unitary, it preserves dimensions, and hence

dimHj = dimHσ(j) for all j.

By construction, the subspaces H0, . . . , Hm are exactly those of minimal dimension

among the Hj. Since U preserves dimensions and permutes the family {Hj}, it follows
that

σ({0, 1, . . . ,m}) = {0, 1, . . . ,m}.

Consequently,

U(K) =
m⊕
j=0

U(Hj) =
m⊕
j=0

Hσ(j) = K.

Since U is unitary and leaves K invariant, it also leaves the orthogonal complement

K⊥ invariant. Indeed, for any |f⟩ ∈ K⊥ and |x⟩ ∈ K,

⟨Uf, x⟩ = ⟨f, U∗x⟩ = 0,

because U∗|x⟩ ∈ K. Hence U |f⟩ ∈ K⊥, and therefore

U(K⊥) = K⊥.

Choose unit vectors

|f⟩ ∈ K⊥, |e⟩ ∈ H0 ⊂ K,

13



and define a rank-one operator |e⟩⟨f | ∈ Mn(C). Then |e⟩⟨f |(|f⟩) = |e⟩ ̸= 0, so T maps

a vector from K⊥ into K.

On the other hand, every normalizing unitary U satisfies U(K⊥) ⊂ K⊥, and the same

is therefore true for any finite linear combination of normalizing unitaries. Consequently,

no such operator can map a vector from K⊥ into K. It follows that T does not belong

to the linear span of the normalizing unitaries.

Since the inclusion Cr ⊂ Mn(C) is regular, the linear span of the normalizing unitaries

equals Mn(C). The existence of the operator T constructed above therefore contradicts

regularity. Hence the assumption that the entries of the inclusion matrix are not all

equal is false, and all entries of the inclusion matrix must be equal. 2

Proposition 3.8. If inclusion B ⊆ A is regular, then for every central projection P ∈
Z(A), the induced inclusion PB ⊆ PA is also regular.

Proof : For U ∈ NA(B), we have PU ∈ NPA(PB), which implies PNA(B) ⊆ NPA(PB).
So we have

PA = spanPNA(B) ⊆ spanNPA(PB)

Thus, PB ⊆ PA is regular. 2

Notation: Consider the inclusion Cr ⊂ ⊕s−1
i=0Mni

. We assume that its inclusion matrix

has constant row structure, meaning that every nonzero entry in the k-th row is equal

to ak and Yk denote the support of k-th row.

Since the inclusion B ⊂ A is unital, we have∑
l∈Yk

PkQl = 1nk
, 0 ≤ k ≤ s− 1,

where {Qj}r−1
j=0 and {Pk}s−1

k=0 denote the minimal central projections of Cr and
⊕s−1

k=0Mnk
,

respectively.

For k ∈ {0, 1, . . . , s− 1} and j ∈ Yk, define

Hk
j := Ran(PkQj) ⊂ Cnk .

Then

Cnk =
⊕
j∈Yk

Hk
j

is an orthogonal decomposition. With respect to this decomposition, the matrix algebra

Mnk
(C) is naturally identified with an |Yk| × |Yk| block matrix algebra whose entries

belong to Mak(C).

14



More precisely, we obtain the decomposition

Mnk
(C) =

⊕
l,j∈Yk

Ql Mnk
(C)Qj.

For Ak ∈ Mnk
(C), we write

A
(l,j)
k := QlAkQj ∈ Mak(C),

so that

Ak =
∑
l,j∈Yk

A
(l,j)
k .

We illustrate the above discussion with the following example.

Example 3.9. Let B = C4 ⊂ A := M9(C)⊕M4(C) be an inclusion with inclusion matrix

A =

[
3 3 0 3

0 0 2 2

]
.

Let {P0, P1} denote the minimal central projections of A corresponding to the summands

M9(C) and M4(C), and let {Qj}3j=0 be the minimal central projections of B.
For the first row, the nonzero entries occur at j = 0, 1, 3, each equal to 3. Hence

Y0 = {0, 1, 3}, a0 = 3,

and unitality gives

P0Q0 + P0Q1 + P0Q3 = P0 = 19.

Accordingly, we obtain an orthogonal decomposition

C9 = H0
0 ⊕H0

1 ⊕H0
3 , H0

j := Ran(P0Qj),

with dimH0
j = 3 for j ∈ Y0.

For the second row, the nonzero entries occur at j = 2, 3 each equal to 2. Thus

Y1 = {2, 3}, a1 = 2,

and

P1Q2 + P1Q3 = P1 = 14,
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yielding the decomposition

C4 = H1
2 ⊕H1

3 , H1
j := Ran(P1Qj),

with dimH1
j = 2 for j ∈ Y1.

Combining both summands, we obtain

C9 ⊕ C4 = (C3 ⊕ C3 ⊕ C3) ⊕ (C2 ⊕ C2).

With respect to these decompositions, any element A = A0 ⊕ A1 ∈ M9(C) ⊕M4(C)
admits the block-matrix form

A =

A
(0,0)
0 A

(0,1)
0 A

(0,3)
0

A
(1,0)
0 A

(1,1)
0 A

(1,3)
0

A
(3,0)
0 A

(3,1)
0 A

(3,3)
0

 ⊕

(
A

(2,2)
1 A

(2,3)
1

A
(3,2)
1 A

(3,3)
1

)
,

where, for i = 0, 1 and l, k ∈ Yi,

A
(l,k)
i := QlAiQk ∈

M3(C), i = 0,

M2(C), i = 1.

This example shows explicitly how the minimal central projections Pk and Qj deter-

mine the block structure of each simple summand of A via the row supports Yk of the

inclusion matrix.

In the following we provide the structure of U ∈ N(A)(Cr) with a specific condition on

inclusion matrix.

Proposition 3.10. Let B = Cr ⊂ ⊕s−1
i=0Mni

(C) be an inclusion whose inclusion matrix

having the property that, in each row, all the non-zero entries are equal. Let this common

non-zero entry in the k-th row be ak. Then by dimension counting, we have nk = rkak,

where rk = |Yk|. Identify Mnk
(C) with an rk × rk block matrix algebra with blocks in

Mak(C).
Then for every unitary U ∈ NA(B) there exists a unique bijective map σi on Yi, for

each i ∈ {0, 1, · · · , s− 1} such that

UiPiQkU
∗
i = PiQσi(k) for all k ∈ Yi.

Equivalently,

U
(l,k)
i ̸= 0 ⇐⇒ l = σi(k).
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where U
(l,k)
i := PiQlUiQk ∈ Mai(C) for l, k ∈ Yi. Moreover, whenever U

(l,k)
i ̸= 0, one has

U
(l,k)
i ∈ U(Mai(C)). In particular, every Ui is a block permutation matrix with unitary

blocks.

Example 3.11. Let B = C4 ⊂ M9(C)⊕M4(C) with inclusion matrix

[
3 3 0 3

0 0 2 2

]
. Let

U ∈ N(A)(Cr) Suppose U0 corresponds to the map σ0 where σ0(0) = 1, σ0(1) = 3 and

σ0(3) = 0. Then Proposition 3.10 implies that

U
(i,j)
0 ̸= 0 ⇐⇒ i = σ0(j), for i, j ∈ Y0

so that U0 has exactly three nonzero blocks:

U
(0,3)
0 , U

(1,0)
0 , U

(3,1)
0 ∈ U(3),

and all other blocks are zero. Explicitly, the matrix looks like

U0 =

 0 0 U
(0,3)
0

U
(1,0)
0 0 0

0 U
(3,1)
0 0

 .

In this case, the associated permutation is uniquely determined by U0QjU
∗
0 = Qσ0(j) for

j ∈ Y0. Similarly, if U1 corresponds to the map σ1 such that σ1(2) = 3 and σ1(3) = 2.

Then,

U1 =

(
0 U

(2,3)
1

U
(3,2)
1 0

)
,

where

U
(2,3)
1 , U

(3,2)
1 ∈ U(2).

Proof of Proposition 3.10: Let U ∈ NA(B) be a unitary normalizer then Ui := PiU ∈
NPiA(PiB).

Since each PiQj for j ∈ Yi is a minimal projection in the commutative algebra PiB,
conjugation by Ui maps PiQj to another minimal projection PiQk for some k ∈ Yi in

PiB. Hence, for each j ∈ Yi, there exists a unique bijective map σi on Yi such that

UiPiQjU
∗
i = PiQσi(j).

It follows that σi defines a bijective map on Yi because Ui is unitary in Mni
and thus bi-

jective on projections corresponding to Yi. This establishes the existence and uniqueness

of the maps σi associated to U .
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Now write Ui in the block form with respect to the decomposition

Mni
(C) =

⊕
u,v∈Yi

QuMni
(C)Qv,

and recall for l, k ∈ Yi

U
(l,k)
i := QlUiQk ∈ Mai(C).

Then clearly

UiQk =
∑
l∈Yi

U
(l,k)
i , QlUi =

∑
k∈Yi

U
(l,k)
i .

Since UiPiQkU
∗
i = PiQσi(k), we can rewrite this as

UiQk = Qσi(k)Ui =
∑
l∈Yi

Qσi(k)UiQl =
∑
l∈Yi

U (σi(k),l).

Using the equality UiQk = Qσi(k)Ui, the uniqueness of the block decomposition forces

QlUiQk = 0 for all l ̸= σi(k).

In other words, all blocks U
(l,k)
i vanish unless l = σi(k):

U
(l,k)
i = 0 for all l ̸= σi(k).

Thus, for each k ∈ Yi, exactly one block row contains nonzero entries, corresponding to

the map σi. Equivalently,

U
(l,k)
i ̸= 0 ⇐⇒ l = σi(k).

Conversely, suppose Ui is a unitary whose block decomposition satisfies

U
(l,k)
i ̸= 0 iff l = σi(k)

for some bijective map σi on Yi, and each nonzero U
(l,k)
i is itself unitary in Mai(C). Then

for each k ∈ Yi,

UiQk = U
(σi(k),k)
i , Qσi(k)Ui = U (σi(k),k),

so UiQk = Qσi(k)Ui, which implies

UiQkU
∗
i = Qσi(k).

Hence any unitary with this block structure normalizes PiB, showing the converse.
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Finally, we show that each nonzero block U
(l,k)
i is unitary. By the block-support

property established above, for each fixed l there exists a unique index k such that

U
(l,k)
i ̸= 0, and similarly for each fixed k there exists a unique l with this property.

Since Ui is unitary in Mni
, we have UiU

∗
i = 1ni

. For l ∈ Yi, this yields

(UiU
∗
i )

(l,l) =
∑
j∈Yi

U
(l,j)
i (U

(l,j)
i )∗ = 1ai .

All summands vanish except for j = k, and hence

U
(l,k)
i (U

(l,k)
i )∗ = 1ai .

Similarly, from U∗
i Ui = 1ni

and taking k ∈ Yi we obtain

(U∗
i Ui)

(k,k) =
∑
l∈Yk

(U
(l,k)
i )∗U

(l,k)
i = 1ai ,

which again reduces to

(U
(l,k)
i )∗U

(l,k)
i = 1ai .

Therefore, U
(l,k)
i is a unitary element of Mai(C).

Combining all observations, we conclude that every PiU for U ∈ NA(Cr) is a block-

permutation matrix with unitary blocks and the proof is complete. 2

We recall the standard notion of a homogeneous finite-dimensional C∗-algebra.

Definition 3.12. A finite-dimensional von Neumann algebra A is called homogeneous

if there exist integers r, n ≥ 1 such that

A ∼=
r⊕

i=1

Mn(C).

Equivalently, A is a finite direct sum of matrix algebras, all of the same dimension.

Proposition 3.13. Let B ⊂ A be a finite-dimensional inclusion as in (2.4), with in-

clusion matrix AA
B = [aij]0≤i≤(s−1), 0≤j≤(r−1). Then the inclusion matrix of the restricted

inclusion Z(B) ⊂ A is given by

AA
Z(B) =

[
mj aij

]
0≤i≤(s−1), 0≤j≤(r−1)

.
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Proof : The centre of B, denoted by Z(B), equals
⊕r−1

j=0 C1mj
∼= Cr. For the inclusion

Z(B) ⊂ A, the embedding is given by

i :
r−1⊕
j=0

C1mj
−→

s−1⊕
i=0

Mni

r−1⊕
j=0

αj 1mj
7−→

s−1⊕
i=0

bl-diag(α0 1m0ai0 , α1 1m1ai1 , · · · , αr−1 1mr−1ai(r−1)
).

Thus, the inclusion matrix for Z(B) ⊂ A, corresponding to the inclusion B ⊂ A, is

AA
Z(B) = [mjaij ].

2

Proposition 3.14. If the inclusion B ⊆ Mn(C) is regular, then B is homogeneous and

the entries of the inclusion matrix are equal.

Proof : We proceed in several steps.

Step 1: Normalizers preserve the center. We claim that

NMn(B) ⊆ NMn(Z(B)).

Indeed, if U ∈ NMn(B), then AdU ∈ Aut(B). Since any automorphism preserves the

center, we have AdU ∈ Aut(Z(B)), hence U ∈ NMn(Z(B)).
As a consequence, if B ⊆ Mn(C) is regular, then the inclusion Z(B) ⊆ Mn(C) is also

regular.

Step 2: Regularity of the center forces equality of scalar multiplicities. Let

Z(B) ∼=
⊕r−1

j=0 C1mj
, and its inclusion matrix in Mn(C) is [m0a0 m1a1 · · · mr−1ar−1].

By Proposition 3.7, regularity implies

m0a0 = m1a1 = · · · = mr−1ar−1.

Hence, by Proposition 3.10, each U ∈ NMn(B) is a block permutation matrix with unitary

blocks.

Step 3: Comparison of block sizes. We claim that if mi < mj, then for any

U ∈ NMn(B) the block U (i,j) = 0.
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Indeed, consider an element

X = diag(X0 ⊗ 1a0 , . . . , Xr−1 ⊗ 1ar−1) ∈ B,

with Xi ∈ Mmi
(C). Suppose U (i,j) ̸= 0. Then the (i, i)-block of UXU∗ is

(UXU∗)(i,i) =
r−1∑
k=0

(UX)(i,k)(U∗)(k,i)

= (UX)(i,j)(U∗)(j,i)

= U (i,j)(Xj ⊗ 1aj)U
∗(j,i) ∈ Mmi

⊗ 1ai .

Thus, we would have

U (i,j)(Mmj
⊗ 1aj)U

∗(j,i) ⊆ Mmi
⊗ 1ai .

Comparing dimensions, this requires mj ≤ mi, which contradicts mi < mj. Therefore

U (i,j) = 0.

However, if this were the case for some i ̸= j, then every linear combination of

normalizing unitaries would have zero in the corresponding (i, j)th-block, contradicting

the regularity of B ⊆ Mn(C).

Step 4: Homogeneity and equality of inclusion matrix entries.

From Step 2, we have m0a0 = m1a1 = · · · = mr−1ar−1. Step 3 showed that if

mi < mj, then the (i, j)th-block of any normalizing unitary must vanish, contradicting

regularity.

By symmetry, the same argument rules out mj < mi. Hence, we conclude that

m0 = m1 = · · · = mr−1.

Since the products miai are equal, it follows that all ai are also equal. Consequently,

B is homogeneous, and all entries of the inclusion matrix are equal. 2

3.3 Regularity of Inclusions in the General Case

We now extend the analysis of regular inclusions from the special case of matrix algebras

to arbitrary finite-dimensional von Neumann algebras. Building on the combinatorial

framework of normalizer matrices introduced in Subsection 3.1 and the structural results

for matrix algebra inclusions in Subsection 3.2, we show that regularity in the general
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setting is entirely captured by the inclusion matrix and the dimensions of the simple

summands. The characterization allows us to decompose any regular inclusion, up to

isomorphism, into direct sums and tensor products of the canonical building blocks

identified earlier, thereby providing a complete and unified description of regularity in

finite dimensions.

Lemma 3.15. If the inclusion B ⊂ A is regular, then for each row of the inclusion matrix

all the non-zero entries are equal. Moreover, for each index j ∈ Yi, the summands Mmj
’s

have the same dimension, where i ∈ {0, 1, · · · , s− 1}.

Proof : Fix k ∈ {0, 1, · · · , s−1} and let the support of kth row be Yk = {x1, x2, · · · , xrk}.
By equation 2.4 and Lemma 3.8, we have

PkB = bl-diag(Mmx1
⊗ 1akx1

, · · · ,Mmxrk
⊗1akxrk

) ⊂ Mnk
= PkA

is regular. Equivalently, the inclusion

⊕j∈Yi
Mmj

⊂ Mnk

with inclusion matrix [akj]j∈Yi
, is regular. By proposition 3.14, it follows that PkB is

homogenoeus i.e., Mmj
’s have same dimension for all j ∈ Yk and the entries of the above

inclusion matrix are non-zero and equal which implies that all the non-zero entries in

each row of the inclusion matrix are equal. 2

Example 3.16. Consider the inclusion ⊕3
j=0Mmj

⊂ ⊕1
i=0Mni

with inclusion matrix

A =

[
a00 0 a02 0

0 a11 0 a13

]
. Here we have Y0 = {0, 2} and Y1 = {1, 3}. Then by above

proposition we have m0 = m2 and m1 = m3.

Theorem 3.17. The inclusion B ⊂ A is regular if and only if

1. The inclusion matrix is an normalizer matrix.

2. For each i ∈ {0, 1, . . . , s − 1}, all summands Mmj
with j ∈ Yi have the same

dimension.

As a consequence, any regular inclusion is isomorphic to tensor product and direct

sum of inclusions Mk(C) ⊂ Mk(C), C ⊂ ⊕v−1
i=0Mli(C) and Ct ⊂ Mt(C).
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Proof. Assume that the inclusion B ⊂ A is regular. By Lemma 3.15, all nonzero entries in

each row of the inclusion matrix coincide, and for each i ∈ {0, 1, . . . , s−1} all summands

Mmj
with j ∈ Yi have the same dimension. It remains to show that the row supports of

the inclusion matrix form equivalence classes, i.e. that the matrix is a normalizer matrix.

Equivalently, we prove the following claim.

Claim. If aij = 0 and akj ̸= 0, then ail ̸= 0 implies akl = 0.

Let P = Pi + Pk be the corresponding central projection in A. By Proposition 3.8,

the induced inclusion PB ⊂ PA is regular, and moreover PNA(B) ⊂ NPA(PB)).
Suppose akl ̸= 0. We claim that for every U ∈ NA(B) ⊂ NA(Z(B)),

(PkU)(l,j) = U
(l,j)
k = 0.

This block entry is well defined since akj ̸= 0 and akl ̸= 0 imply j, l ∈ Yk.

Let U ∈ NA(B) and decompose PU = Ui+Uk according to the central decomposition

of PA. Then

PUQjU
∗ = UiPiQjU

∗
i + UkPkQjU

∗
k = 0⊕ UkPkQjU

∗
k ,

since aij = 0 implies PiQj = 0.

Assume, in a contradiction, that U
(l,j)
k ̸= 0. By Proposition 3.10, this implies

0⊕ UkPkQjU
∗
k = 0⊕ PkQl.

Since theQj are minimal central projections of B, there exists another minimal projection

Qx such that UQjU
∗ = Qx. Hence,

PUQjU
∗ = PQx = PiQx ⊕ PkQx.

Comparing with the previous expression, we obtain

0⊕ PkQl = PiQx ⊕ PkQx.

Equating the second summand yields x = l, and therefore

0⊕ PkQl = PiQl ⊕ PkQl.

However, PiQl ̸= 0 since ail ̸= 0, which is a contradiction. Thus U
(l,j)
k = 0.
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This shows that for all A ∈ span(NA(B)), the block entry A
(l,j)
k vanishes. This

contradicts the regularity of B ⊂ A unless akl = 0. The claim follows, and hence the

inclusion matrix is a normalizer matrix.

Assume now that the inclusion matrix is a normalizer matrix and that all Mmj
with

j ∈ Yi have equal dimension. By Propositions 3.6 and 3.4, the inclusion B ⊂ A is

isomorphic to
r−1⊕
j=0

Mmτ(j)
⊆

s−1⊕
i=0

Mnσ(i)
,

with block-diagonal inclusion matrix

A′ = bl-diag(A11, A22, . . . , App),

where each block Akk = [akikj ]1≤i≤sk, 1≤j≤rk .

Since mj = mk for all j ∈ Yk, we may rewrite

r−1⊕
j=0

Mmτ(j)
=

p⊕
k=1

Mmk
⊗ Crk .

Similarly,
s−1⊕
i=0

Mnσ(i)
=

p⊕
k=1

sk⊕
i=1

Mnki
.

Thus the inclusion decomposes as a direct sum of inclusions

Mmk
⊗ Crk ⊂

sk⊕
i=1

Mnki
, 1 ≤ k ≤ p,

with inclusion matrix Akk.

By dimension counting, nki = mkrkakik1 , and hence

sk⊕
i=1

Mnki
=

sk⊕
i=1

Makik1
⊗Mmk

⊗Mrk .

Each of the inclusions

Mmk
⊂ Mmk

, C ⊂
sk⊕
i=1

Makik1
, Crk ⊂ Mrk

is regular, with inclusion matrices[
1
]
,
[
ak1k1 ak2k1 · · · akskk1

]t
and

[
1 1 · · · 1

]
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respectively and therefore their tensor product

Mmk
⊗ Crk ⊂

sk⊕
i=1

Mnki

is regular whose inclusion matrix Akk is tensor product of above three inclusion matrices.

Since finite direct sums of regular inclusions are regular, the inclusion B ⊂ A is regular.

This completes the proof. 2

Remark 3.18. Assume B is commutative. Then the regularity of the inclusion B ⊂ A
is equivalent to the inclusion matrix being a normalizer matrix. Indeed, in this case each

matrix summand of B has one-dimensional, that is, mj = 1 for all j ∈ {0, 1, · · · , r− 1}.
Moreover, the converse of Proposition 3.14 also holds. More precisely, if B is homoge-

neous and all entries of the inclusion matrix are equal to t, then B ⊂ Mn(C) is isomorphic

to tensor product of regular inclusions

Mm(C) ⊂ Mm(C), Cr ⊂ Mr(C) and C ⊂ Mt(C).

where n = mrt and B =
⊕r−1

j=0 Mm(C).

4 Unitary Orthonormal Bases and Depth Two Struc-

ture

In this section, we give two consequences of the theory of regularity established in the

previous section. One addresses the existence of a unitary orthonormal basis contained

in the normalizer, while the other concerns the depth of an inclusion.

4.1 Unitary Orthonormal basis

We now turn to the problem of the existence of unitary orthonormal bases for finite-

dimensional inclusions, with particular emphasis on bases contained in the normalizer.

Building on the combinatorial description of regularity developed in the previous sec-

tion, we show that the existence of such bases is completely determined by the inclusion

matrix, associated dimension data of simple summands and an additional spectral con-

dition [1]. While the construction in [1] produces unitary orthonormal bases for several

inclusions, these bases need not, in general, be contained in the normalizer. In contrast,
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our characterization reduces the problem to explicit combinatorial and spectral criteria

and yields concrete construcions of unitary orthonormal bases in the normalizer. As

an application, we obtain an affirmative solution to a finite-dimensional analogue of the

Bakshi-Gupta conjecture [3].

We recall the following result from [1]

Theorem 4.1 ([1], Theorem 3.3). Let (B ⊆ A, E) be an inclusion of finite dimensional

von Neumann algebras having U- property. Then E is the unique conditional expectation

preserving the tracial state φ given by

φ(⊕Xi) =
1∑s−1

i=0 n
2
i

s−1∑
i=0

ni trace (Xi), Xi ∈ Mni
, 0 ≤ i ≤ (s− 1). (4.8)

Theorem 4.2. Let (B ⊂ A, E) be an inclusion of finite-dimensional von Neumann

algebras, where E denotes the unique state-preserving conditional expectation. Then the

following statements are equivalent:

(i) There exists a unitary orthonormal basis of A over B contained in the normaliser

NA(B).

(ii) The inclusion B ⊂ A is regular and satisfies the spectral condition.

Proof : Assume first that the inclusion B ⊂ A is regular. By Theorem 3.17, the inclusion

matrix is an normalizer matrix and by Proposition 3.4, we have an isomorphism

(B ⊂ A) ∼= (B̃ ⊂ Ã)

with inclusion matrix A′ = diag(A11, A22, · · · , App) and the dimension vector of B̃ is[
m1 . . . m1 . . . mp . . . mp

]t
where each mk appears consecutively for rk times.

The subalgerba system (B̃ ⊂ Ã, Ẽ) where Ẽ is the unique conditional expectation pre-

serving the state

φ ◦ θ−1 = φ̃(⊕Xσ(i)) =
1∑s−1

i=0 n
2
i

s−1∑
i=0

ni trace (Xi), Xi ∈ Mni
, 1 ≤ i ≤ (s− 1).
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on Ã, where θ is the isomorphism defined in Proposition 3.4.

The inclusion matrix A′ satisfies the spectral condition as

sk∑
i=1

akik1nki = dmk for 1 ≤ k ≤ p. (4.9)

By dimension counting, we have nki = mkrkakik1 1 ≤ i ≤ sk, so the above spectral

condition becomes

d = rk

sk∑
i=1

a2kik1 for 1 ≤ k ≤ p.

The inclusion decomposes as a direct sum of systems (Mmk
⊗Crk ⊂ ⊕sk

i=1Mnki
, Ẽk) with

inclusion matrix Akk where Ẽk is the unique conditional expectation satisfing the state

φ̃k(⊕Xi) =
1∑sk

i=1 n
2
ki

sk∑
i=1

nki trace (Xi), Xi ∈ Mnki
, 1 ≤ i ≤ sk.

for 1 ≤ k ≤ p and satisfies the spectral condition (eq. (4.9)).(Note that φ̃ =
∑p

k=1 φ̃i)

Each such inclusion further decomposes as a tensor product of

(Mmk
⊂ Mmk

, Id), (C ⊂ ⊕sk
i=1Makik1

, E1) (Crk ⊂ Mrk , E2)

with inclusion matrices[
1
]
,
[
ak1k1 ak2k1 · · · akskk1

]t
and

[
1 1 · · · 1

]
respecitively. The corresponding states are

φ̃0
k(X) =

trace (Y )

mk

, Y ∈ Mmk
; φ̃2

k =
trace (Z)

rk
, Z ∈ Mrk ;

φ̃1
k(⊕Xi) =

1∑sk
i=1 a

2
kik1

sk∑
i=1

akik1 trace (Xi), Xi ∈ Makik1
,

so that φ̃k = φ̃0
k ⊗ φ̃1

k ⊗ φ̃2
k.

Each of these three inclusions admits unitary orthonormal basis in the normalizer (as

mentioned in the preliminary section). Hence, their tensor product

(Mmk
⊗ Crk ⊂ ⊕sk

i=1Mnki
, Ẽk)

admits unitary o.n.b. in the normalizer. Finally, as a direct sum of these inclusions

B̃ ⊂ Ã admits a unitary orthonormal basis in the normalizer.
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Converse of the above statement follows from the definition of regularity and Theorem

definition 2.5. 2

The following corollary is an analogue of Bakshi-Gupta conjecture [3] for finite di-

mensional von Neumann algebras.

Corollary 4.3. For the inclusion (B ⊂ A, E) if either B or A is a matrix algebra, then

the following are equivalent,

1. The inclusion is regular,

2. It admits a unitary orthonormal basis contained in the normalizer.

Proof : If the inclusion admits a unitary orthonormal basis in the normalizer, then by

the definition of basis, the inclusion is regular.

Conversely, assume that the inclusion is regular. We consider two cases.

Case 1: B is a matrix algebra.

Then the inclusion is Mm ⊂ ⊕s−1
i=0Mni

whose inclusion matrix is A =
[
a0 a1 . . . as−1

]t
Clearly, the above inclusion matrix satisfies the spectral condition and it is a normalizer

matrix. So, by the above theorem, it admits a unitary orthonormal basis in the normal-

izer.

Case 2: A is a matrix algebra.

Then the inclusion is ⊕s−1
j=0Mmj

⊂ Mn. Regularity implies the dimension vector of B as

m′ =
[
m m . . . m

]t
and the inclusion matrix is A =

[
c c · · · c

]
for some c ∈ N.

Clearly, it satisfies the spectral condition and so by the previous theorem it admits an

unitary orthonormal basis in the normalizer. 2

Corollary 4.4. For the inclusion Cr ⊂ Mn(C) , the inclusion is regular if and only if

the corresponding inclusion matrix satisfies spectral condition.

Proof : Let A =
[
a0 a1 · · · ar−1

]
denote the inclusion matrix. Suppose first that A

satisfies the spectral condition, thenAtn′ = dm′, where n′ =
[
n
]
andm′ =

[
1 1 · · · 1

]t
.

This implies ajn = d ∀j. Consequently, all entries of A are equal. Hence A is a normal-

izer matrix and by Theorem 3.17, the inclusion is regular. Conversely, if the inclusion is

regular, then aj = t ∀j, for some t ∈ N. Therefore, A satisfies the spectral condition.

This completes the proof. 2
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Remark 4.5. Combining the above two corollaries, suppose that the smaller algebra B is

commutative and that either A or B is a matrix algebra. Then the following conditions

are equivalent:

(a) the spectral condition on the inclusion matrix;

(b) regularity of the inclusion B ⊂ A;

(c) the existence of a unitary orthonormal basis contained in the normalizer of B in

A.

4.2 Depth of an inclusion

For a finite group G and a normal subgroup H, it is well known that the inclusion of

the complex group algebra C(H) ⊂ C(G) is regular (See example 1.2.3 [17]). In this

classical setting, the depth of the inclusion was computed in [5] (Theorem 6.9) and

shown to be equal to 2. This example motivates a broader investigation of the depth of

regular inclusion in finite-dimensional von Neumann algebras. In this section, we use the

normalizer matrix associated with a regular inclusion to extend this result to general

finite dimensional case.

We now recall the notion of depth as in [5]

Definition 4.6. An s× r matrix A is of depth n ≥ 2 if n is the least integer for which

the following inequality (called a depth n matrix inequality) holds for some q ∈ Z+,

An+1 ≤ qAn−1. (4.10)

where the power of s× r matrix A is understood as A2 = AAt, A3 = AAtA, and so forth.

The definition depends only on the equivalence class of A up to permutation.

In parts of the literature, the inclusion matrix is defined as the transpose of the

inclusion matrix used in this article. In general, the depths associated with a matrix A

and its transpose At need not coincide. However, when the depth is even, A and At have

the same depth, see [5] Theorem 3.16.

Theorem 4.7. If the inclusion B ⊂ A is regular, then the corresponding inclusion matrix

A is of depth 2 and the constant q appearing in the definition is bounded below by square

of norm of the inclusion matrix.
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Proof : By Theorem 3.17, A is pseudo-equivalent to

A′ := diag(A11, A22, · · · , App)

So, A′3 = diag(A3
11, A

3
22, · · · , A3

pp) , where A3
kk = AkkA

t
kkAkk = (rk

∑sk
i=1 a

2
kik1

)Akk.

Choosing

q = max{rk
sk∑
i=1

a2kik1 : 1 ≤ k ≤ p} = ∥A∥2,

we have A3 ≤ qA. 2

On more details on depth of an inclusion, we refer reader to [5] and the bibliography

therein.
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