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MILRFREBEE TN RERESYH
W A (Akihito HORA)

§0. Random walk 040 %> » 0Lk
#AM 2 Bk T, random walk & ik, (EEO S v S A REHERA LI ICMA KL bDTH
5. LT, BRERI V23 2LRTBELEMADDEL LW IRKNBENES.
20, {Xe}i2 ZHHIARBCEEINIBIFESFOERERE LT,

Wn:X0+X1+"'+Xn E» X()Xan E» Xn"'XlXo
tmﬁ%@@ﬂ(wmgoﬁhm®mwwrf&5.ce&a
Woo5fi = Xoo5s% x (X1 086" 113 (X1 08%)" x Xo o5% (0.1)

MBE D L. * i3 convolution product T & 3.

Random walk ic > W T ZHD VWD SBAAKETEIH, CORRIZE>DDOH
MiciikE NG 5. < Tk, random walk 0437, HicBRHEBREEZSFCEVTEL
TH3. 2595&, (0]) poEbicbhrdLdic, RERORRKREZHOBREEZOLO
TRAL, REZEHOoVWHIE LEEE & L T o function algebra ¥ measure algebra ¢ 3.

REZM X BB GOSHEEMOBANE—ROIKRTH S 5. JOEE R, stabilizer 2 K
& LT, K\G/K Lo function algebra (Hecke algebra) % measure algebra @ convolution
BEREBMUBILERD. £5F58L, bHPLLOBGAEBENTHLEBRU C L
D, TD&>73FZHG»S hypergroup ® association scheme @ random walk » B ic
BAEH 3 ([10], [9], [12]%%2BK). Li2E > & ® D, Hecke algebra ® = hic #2443 b 0
(Bose-Mesner algebra %) o #&HB» R0 L bh> TV T, AN THRANICE
KOS BEREMT CERELY. T0X3MHENTRRBEE LCH, £ &41E, Bk
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ity 75 Riemann 34 #r7Zefs (BRi, 5% 22 [, Grassmann % #%{k%), polynomial hypergroup, P
and Q polynomial association scheme S »%iF 5h 3. $7R8bb, (b LEHBLTEL S
LABOHE) HBEOIS b > TV IERFERAEERE L THEABZLIRBELEALLD.
A TR VO, JHIEEOKEABIEA~DHE, Wb B ARERRKE LB FERR
EPFENE6DTHS. AIHIEEERD 2 ICRET 3 CARBERLEZEETNVELIVRT
50, AIEERERYE T, {1 >0 (FEAH)algebra (4 ic operator algebra) ic & -
CHRBAEERT AL S, bibhbRVi VWO, B 5 quantum stochastic
process T i3 7% { quantum random walk ©& % % 5, 437 @ convolution #2423 & @
BEZ B, Zhit, ATHEE% RS 5 algebra ic & 51 coalgebra OBE L2542 2 &
k- TELNE. CDE X, 7 iIR%E 0 algebra @ dual @ positive Bx & F->TW0w3. &
5 L T, algebra & coalgebra o % ft ¥ ¥ > bialgebra KbhbhoEROMR I
5. MM ERMLTE 2R SHLAS A3 NE s, BB S ik, REEEIEE,
?Hh%ﬁ%mﬁ?éﬁm%@ﬁnﬁmfméof,CCT@M@%EK%%%%EKmn
T, £ic Hopf-von Neumann algebra othtZ 2 TWw({ T &icd 3. & 5ic Kac algebra o
HEH b hiE, Fourler BITHI R FEBBELTHRETHEAS. 1272, C  cdsh W i
TE50HEEVREMEETCRENTEEITEALL2FR, UL AEEE S B# LRI ICE
L #EEZZA WL vors Ly, REDUKE BTERGROSEZEILILE, €54
ELRERILICA> TV, —EFERB(Re—Hv2)ELTROIEERBRLILICR B.

“Definition” quantum random walk = random walk in Hopf-von Neumann algebra

§1. HEZEDET

quantum probability space, quantum random variable BFHRHZOEBIDDPVWAWVWAER

Haicowtiy, [2, 18], [(IB]E:2Ronv. S TERBREES> DR, TCAVOOEAT
b5 (EHOMBOWE I LB

B % 1%&E xalgebra, p% B ko state, 7 b5, B | o linear functional < positive
(p(a*a) > 0) »> p(1)=1 22T b 3. 5k, KBTS algebra x4~ C t
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DbDTH 5. (°B,p)  quantum probability space &1, A% & 5 1 > Dx-algebra &3
3 & %,¢ A — B, x-homomorphism, % B I o A-valued quantum random variable &
I 35

o, BEO (FHNZ)BELEBELTA2ESh0 2TV, 5, (Q,F,P) % prob-
ability space, (S,€) % measurable space & L, X : @ — S % QF @ S-valued random
variable &3 2. B 2Q L ® C-valued F-measurable function £, A % S o C-valued
&-measurable function £tk & L, p= [, - dP & 8. 0 oB¥ichith/z & >, o & 2
B XofEZ 060k b, XOBHOHEOLNS 3 E4hid, KEROIR, fed cxtd

% p(f(X)) o Td % » 5, random variable & LT OAHE ix
E:A>5f — f(X)e'B (1.1)

EVWImap ThHiEVWIEZLAEBTES. (L) BHE S Ad» 5 B ~Dd*rhomomorphism
TH5.

- 2 % function algebra T& 514 b b5 HA kBN 5. 72 & £ 1E, observable H (b
% Hilbert space H + o self-adjoint operator) X, 2 <7 + v53 %, R ko projection-valued
measure, ’a”:;é L < R_Eo C-valued function fiz f(H) % %} & & 3 *-homomorphism & L
T, quantum random variable & 472 &h 5. ¥ 7, AT algebra o & &1, LEM S
POBEKRTAZMPOES SO o function algebra & 4754 & & BT &, @E D S-valued
random variable icfg & 3. §4 O A2 subalgebra ~DHIRDO L A THEI—FI DT
LiiLlbma T &icLid.

Quantum random variable £ : A — B 045 ik

A3 — p(€(2)) (12)

T5x50% A0 dual DRETH 5. p(E(z* D)) = p(E(2)*E(2)) > 0 T B 5, C DL I

positive B TH 5.
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Hopf~von Neumann algebra xic Hopf-von Neumann algebra <B4 2 HEZEHLTH

2. BxEshitv. ChHEATIORIKIKAVOOHE TS 3 (BUEHOMH
oG L BN).
M % von Neumann algebra & L, I': M — MM

% 1 3% 1 ® normal homomorphism © (i)/(1) = 1® 1, m

AN

e me n

(ii)coassociativity (FHFORR O W) 2 A7 b0 LT
5. 2L, RoHmo 1 identity map ¢td 3. D&
&, (M) & % iz Bic M % Hopf-von Neumann algebra
EIESR. MM — MOIM % (a®b)=b®a ic 1®|—'\ /r’@]
o TEDB. M commutative 7% 5 iF commutative mMe me
Hopf-von Neumann algebra & E W, tol'=1" %2 & .8

cocommutative (¥ 7z 13 symmetric) Hopf-von Neumann

algebra &5 5.

Remark. WETH3H, AETR2 D71 A EBRWVT, Fock space ki3 E KR LW
DT, coproduct 2 LDk H» el TRLTHRIARELRVWTHAS. £/, HFL b von

Neumann algebra & i3 57 < T %, coproduct 2 ULI'C&S.
KD2HBHMBH TS B. & bic Gk compact group &4 5.

Ezxamples. (1) M = L=°(G) &4 3 &, I'f(s,t) = f(st), s,t €E G, f € Mick-<T
coproduct I'2#5E » % T & » ¢ &, M iz commutative Hopf-von Neumann algebra iz 72 3.
von Neumann ©% 3 & & 3 EXR € ¢, M = R(G) : representation algebra C L*(G’) &g
N, I'M3RENF v B MIMicadshTHABLIVI L H 5.
(2)M=L(G): GoLEEREE L THK &5 von Neumann algebra C B(L*(G)) & ¢
5, I'(Ly)=Ly®Lygick»<T cobroduct I'sE s &t & T, M cocommutative

Hopf-von Neumann algebra iz 72 3.
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convolution (M, ") % Hopf-von Neumann algebra & L, 9 @ predual % M, c£3. D
%, M ko state & L <t normal 2 & % & b, M-valued random variable o 4375 25 M,
RA->TOWBEEEER). v €M, el T

(px,z) = (@Y, ['z) (ze€M) (1.3)
KEDFEES oxp €M, 2d&1p& D convolution &5, HHEMAITIBESD
/ 2(5)dd* (s) = / / o(st)d(s)dub(t)

DILHRTH 5.
conditional expectation p% M L+ @ normal state £ ¢ 2. £, : MM — M %

(¢, Bpz) = ®p,z) (pEM, zeM (1.4)

iT & » TE % % conditional expectation &3 3. £ % (YQp, E,x ®1) & B X, o
RBEGELHEBRLPT V.

§2. Quantum random walk

[2]ic & » T *-algebra ® [ ® *-homomorphism ®# & L T quantum stochastic process
BEASNTUR, #hictd 3 stochastic calculus BVWAWABA LI THESILT
W5 FEFRAENRBOT, —IG[A8]L[15] 2% IFTH <. HAZED[I6]E 2z 0B EXHE LS
&,

Quantum Markov process (quantum stochastic flow) ( Jt)i>o DX E a2 5 —12HIZ
Jot % — AR B(he® I(V O LA(R,))

THZ 50 3. b,V g Hilbert spaces ©, I's 12 Boson Fock space, Biz bounded operators
2K L, A initial algebra ©& 3. < o discrete time version (jn)nen D5[18]ic B~ & 1

TWw3. bhbhHik> quantum random walk i3, & ® discrete time quantum stochastic
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flow 04517284, 37 b b structure map & ¥4 %3 x-homomorphism 75 coproduct
IT'PoRTVBEELI58bDTHB. LiWB>T, £F (Jn)neN 2EALTH S, 20T
quantum random walk OB S 25X 2 0PEOEF L L CESE ANV, 2 &
T i3 quantum stochastic flow @ Fi8H i3 #k#7 - T, B # quantum random walk Z# A L T
LES>TERTE. ZnTh, HHNUBBFEELHERLTHNE, BRABIRTH S I EBRT
Bz &EES.

9N % Hopf-von Neumann algebra & U, Hilbert space H 1} @ bounded linear operators
BH)icashTwd &4 3. po,p 2xnzh M B(H) ko normal state &4 3. B =
MAIBHOH® ), p=poR@(pRpR--+) & HOHQ - KBV, EmEHLSE
nEzcorryy rEE HOM S mBLUKRO b0 HOM Lxy. %1, HEMN Lo
identity % 1pp n), HE™ Lo e % 1, &£

Remark. HOH® -+, p@p® -+ LREABREEHTHHH, & LYk > TRERS ~

VAROMBERKEKLT ARETEATBV TSIV, LVWH0, bhbN B YEHD

H#E LTABEICEWTW 3 ®iE, quantum random walk 0 5% & 2 0 EBBEEH CH -

o, Mob cEBEPEL &I (BEBSHWA3). &5 5 A, quantum stochastic

process & LTOHK b IH NI, WEF » v A% (reference vectors %2 & - T) B A &

EXT B (h#H LR Fockspace LTEX3) BENS . £/, APEELOTE (Vv R

ZEo---) @SR IE, £13 v creation, annihilation % % @& L ¢ (Boson) F(;ck space L

® operators OH TERILT RER DO S LAKBVE, CCTRENS CERES CLicd
3 (ZUEHEOMBOLE T & ).

E, : MRQB(H) — M % pic & % conditional expectation & F 3. %n] ={2Q@1jp4152 €
M B('H®[1’"])} EB X, En] B 5~Bn] % E'n] = Ep®[n+1:1: ® lpn41 (x € ‘3) K-> TE
D5, £, Mo coproduct IN'icxf LT

F1:F,

IL,=(19 019N 1=(1®---1MNI1® -1 (1
n = 1 ) 1(®1®®)(®2®®)(®F)F(21)
n— n— n— .
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& ->T I, 2F®» 3. ¥, coassociativity £ v, [, OFRI BI23TOMBRIENNO &

CRBEHLTHEDLIZ VL.

Definition 2.1. j, : M — B %
In® = Iz ® Iy (€M) (2.2)

KL > TED, (Jn)neN ZpTHERK & 1 3 M-valued quantum random walk (¥ 7z it quantum

random walk in M) &1Fx. & 5,
T = E,T : M—9M (2.3)

% quantum random walk (j,) @ transition operator & I 3s.

Remarks. 1) < oFE#& 1, [18lic b1+ % discrete quantum stochastic flow © structure map
6% coproduct I'CH % 5NT W3 b DI flfE &L,

2) (2.3) ® T'% transition operator & ME3s & &z oW T i3, ‘/k@ﬁ?;%ﬁ LZ0BROEEBREREBH.

3) I'% /> L modify LU 7z structure map » & ¢ & % & ® & quantum random walk &I A ©

W s L.,

Proposition 2.2. pc4k & h 3 Mvalued quantum random walk (j,)nen 1€ 2 W TR

Bk D I D.

Ep_11in® = jn—1(E,I'z)  (z €M) (2.4)
(E, 0" =thxplm (Lids-c (E,)* : M, — M,) (2.5)

Jn D53 = poxplmx---xplm €M, (2.6)
N—

n
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Proof. (24): 'z ZREHF v v VB MOIMicA-Twzd ki zeMicxdlL Ccre
E+4 <& 3. Coproduct o BEMRRTEC Lid->Tle=) 2q)Qxpz LB &,
Liz=(I1®" Y Ire1®"?)...(I'e 1)l
= Z(F @18 I'@18"72) .. (I ® 1)(z() ® z(2))
= Z{(F@ 187=2).. (I' @ Dz(1)} ® 23 = Z(F _ix(1)) ® (2) ,

Ep_1jint = ZEn—u(Fn—w(l)) @ z(2) ® ljpy1 = Zp(x(g))Fn_lm(l) ® 1y -
-k

n1(Eplz) = Tnoa(Bp(2a) ®2(2) @ 1pn = > p(@(2)) Tn-12(1) @ 15 -

(25): cnvd I'c BREWF v Y VBICA->TWB &L T,

(B, z) = (¢, E,T'x) = Z(w’p(x@))m(l))
=Y (W,zw)p ) = (¥ ® p,‘Fx) = (Y*xp,z) .

(2.6) & EBEICHIH TS 5. 1

Remark. (24) 2 &M RBA L h~TH 5. (M)nen 2KEERM Sk o discrete time
Markov process & L, % @ transition opefator TE3 5. oMo, ,Mp_1] icB3 3
conditional expectation % E,_1] ©&¢ &, E,_f(M,) = (Tf)(Mn-1) 5k b z>. (1.1)
&b, f(My), (Tf)(Mp-1) icxtitid 2 & 028, quantum case TRENEN Jnf, jn-1(Tf)
THb. Licd-T, ch& (24) 24 nid, (2.3) o & 5 E,I" % transition operator
LIS EMEYSbEN G, Fi, HFHNZHELEL L, (Jn) @ correlation % T2 H VT
EERITEBTES.

Proposition 2.3. (j,) © tra,nsition operator 2 T&45%. ng<ny <---<np kLT
RABED LS.

Erng)dna (£1)dns (22) -+ i (Bk) = G (T 770 (21 T2 7™ (22 - (21 T™ ™) - )
(2.7)
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Proof. Conditional expectation O#'E F;jE;) = Ejzj] & jn; » homomorphism T& % C
EE(24)2BVBLELT L. |

Definition 2.4. (E,I')*y = 1% A 7.4 normal state ¢ € M, % (j,) © invariant state
EES.

Jn DLH pokpx---%p H invariant state ic\v>, ED & 5 ICINET % H I FKE W E
T& 3. % 12, invariant state OB HSII 252 5 & EETH 5. Invariant state ~ DY

HicBLT, 6 cEih s,

§3. Examples

Ezample 1. G % compact group & L, R(G) % % @ representation algebra, C(G) % @ %
BMi#ekeds. R(G)CCG) CL®G) &h-TwaH, ChERAKN, C*, W 0550
ElTcEZBhILERZEARBE LTS, pk M= L>°(G) ko normal state &3 3. pix
G © Haar measure (B L T#a %872 probability measure ©& 3 (+4b5 LY(G) @
FTEEXB) Ho=L%(G), H=L%G,p) £6. M cmwfﬁ{’#%i& L THRi B(Ho)
Kl AENG. £, MIABULL LI EEAZRELTCHIcbERTE, (1341 2R3BES>R
W) Zomap 2 k:M—BH) &55. p=|1)(1] £6<.

Proposition 3.1. g%po®EL: (B)=p(B ) (BCG) £33 &, RAMBHKD L.
E(1@RWD)f = fxi  (feom).
Proof. u,v € Ho, ||u|| =|]v|]|=1 &3 5.

(u, E,(1@ k) fv)yn = tr(1 @ k)L f |v)(u| @ |1)(1]
w10k fvel) = / /G @ u(a)dadu(y)
- /G w(@) f % f(z)v()de = (u, (f * ji)o) . "
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Remark. Tf = f«ji 2, G £ o probability pic & - TH & © % 8% © right random walk

® transition operator T 5.

Ezample 2. G % compact group, M = L(G) 2 G 0 EEAIZFE THERK &S 1 5 group von
Neumann algebra C B(H), H = L*(G) &4 5. I'(Ly) = Ly®L,; ic k> TEE coproduct
I'# L£(G) ko quantum random walk #* 5| £#2 Z . C ®#]i¥, quantum random walk ©

BIROBBEickEDd T TERT 3.

Ezample 3. (HLt o Weyl system) [BlzgBahzw. H=L*[R) &L, U, V; € B(H) %
Uf(z) = e f(x), Vif(2) = f(z —t) TED, Wit = 2V, U, e 8. {W,;2€C} &8

CocilEzos3shic HED Weyl system &4,
W, W, = ™= 2y, ., (3.1)

2 atd. LichoT, (W) =W, @W, &8sl it homomorphism iz 75 & 73 1.
IFW,)=W,, z®0W,; s &8 &,(3.1) xv I': B(H) — B(H)®B(H) i3 homomorphism
Ii2 %3, 4B} coassociativity BEiN E. LA L, B(HOHQ --) obbbicdiis v v
B E2ZATBHH ) cHBynE, TN |ywn = (A1) ynn EBHOIL>D
T, quantum random walk O ERfbic o 3 e TE 5. Bk, W, 70 -0W,; & (n
BOR) 2% X 5 &I & - T convolution © analogue % % #% L, “characteristic function”

ZHWT IO convolution DB I >WTH L TV B.

Ezample 4. (Anyonic line o o0 #: BB E 1) [14]%5'555 Ihfcw. 2 AT Gauss B i
IN%4 3% &> de Moivre-Laplace o i LR EE D 1 - @ quantum version &5 % & 5.
Anyonic line algebra B & braided tensor product algebra BB % % %, linear coproduct
AE=(@14+1®¢ it & T B ic bialgebra O BEEANS. % LT, 2 H47 0 density
@ convolution O HEHHEIc L v, # DR %K », anyonic Gauss I HETHEIRE LD

@ density % explicit it/RLTW3. &5, 2n s 724 51ER (heat equation) % 8\
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Tw5. 19 CoBOR L BEECEET 2 EBBVTHDZIRDOTH N, Ty
FYEHARMNBY (HAVEEOHBOWS Ic & 5).

§4. Quantum random walk o %R
(Jn)nen % Hopf-von Neumann algebra MM o d1iz i 2 Bt 3 quantum random walk &4 3.
A % I @ subalgebra &3 5. (2.7) e A T,

E, L (A) C A (4.1)

BROMD>EE, (o) RACHBTEZEEALN S, —fkic, (4 BakadhdrdoRk
HEEIBTORBEKRDOHIMBETHAH). RO EREBICLIS.

Proposition 4.1. Subalgebra 2 #5 9 o right coideal 75 53, (4.1) HEK v L.

Proof. I'A CAQ M #s right coideal oEHTH 3 ([1|BR). |

T, HHNBB&ELOMETE 2, ‘Ql » commutative subalgebra @ & % ﬁi?féﬁc:{@
T5. ZoLx, AR undeﬂying space S® k@ function algebra & &4 B TcE LS.
M oo quantum random walk i3 underlying space B VDT, v 2 -2 EE3 LD b
HEMRATVWBELIRELTH 5. b, commutative subalgebra iz 3 &, HifE»
BATZCREW (723 E) B2 EVWIRTH 3.

Commutative subalgebra ~ o #|BE iz > T, §3 O F 2 i2 2 72 compact group @ group
von Neumann algebra o1 quantum random walk © & - CE&KWICETB I 5. O
L TR, (3], [17], [20], [A)SE B AABE CATHARGMTVSE. G, M=L(G), 'K
B 2o &k Lg%, Mo commutative subalgebra & L FEHVWEL I DI, +F— 3
2T LT) ety Z=2(G) th55. LT) ~ofBic>wcid]xsBanstv. Z
~OHFBRICO>VTH, Bic[lllicbBEVWLOT, IR~ 31 &» 5. Peter-Weyl iz & -
T, H =8, ¢¢Hr, Hr 2 VR (V; REEEB) &ML, 7 H — M, % projection &
5L, m E€EZTHB. {m;TE G’} it self-adjoint idempotents ©& 2 » 5, Zo %2 G L
OMBEBBRLLEE, GEOF VS BBS, ORENERETOBT, THE. COR—BOD b
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& ©, density operator p = 3" s (P(p)/d3)mu (p(1) 20, 3op(p) = 1) ic k> THER ST B

IM-valued quantum random walk © Z~ D H[BR %
6,(X) = Nt 4.2
(E,I)6,(N) = Z;;p(u) g (4.2)
pe

RHled T EBRENDS. 2L, Ny &
XAXy = ZNAWXV (x» & Vi ocharacter) (4.3)
v

23T HABRKTHS. (A2 0EARI»pSvic 525 p(\v) 2K¢. $72,(43) %

T (Zp(u)ﬁ—:) =3 (3 p(u) N a%—l;) T

yc‘:%%}ﬁi'ca 24,42 0EDR, BHEROF vV VEOBK SR EA (55 wid
Littlewood-Richardson rule) #» & 4 U % random walk @ transition probability iz fi7s & 7%
w. 23 LT, M= L(G) o quantum random walk % A = Z cHIBRT 3 &g & -
T, BHEHRO Lo (Evikx hid, weight lattice & Weyl chamber & o 3t@# 5 @ o)

random walk 8B 5h 5.

§5. Quantuni random walk in Kac algebras
Kac algebra o 38 %75 Fic RHEMABE (AL UEZ oM@ BE L 2!) o,
BB LTd5>5&icd 3. 2Tk, compact type © Kac algebra M o & % % % |
M &5 0id, faithful Haar state ¢ % & » T\ 3 & 5 72 Hopf-von Neumann algebra 72 &

HotB &L, 127 L, & 2T}, Haar state & i

(¢® DIz =¢(x)l (c.f./m(st)d¢(s) = /:c(s)dgb(s))

BT DDIETHBLEFE-THBL. RDODILELBFEBIKDbOIS.

Proposition 5.1. Haar state ¢iz {£& D> M-valued quantum random walk @ invariant

state ¢&H 3.
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Proof. p% M L © normal state &4 3% &,

((EPF)*QS?‘E) = (¢7 Eprx) = (¢®p, F(L’)
=(1@p)¢@1)(I'z) = (4,2) ,
Lol (EpF)*qb:d), i

HHNIIES BT hiE, ik & B A A uniform probability iz 247 3. Compact group
@ probability @ convolution power #s\-> uniform probability i {4 2 »ic >\ T
i3, Kawada-Tto 1c & 2 s ER M s (£ A5 B ic 1940 2 iz & % ([13]).

X 54, convolution power 75 invariant measure IZIUH ST B2 L E LT TR L, F DPEK
OPHEFZHFLIBITT 208, BRAMOIIIEBICHKREVWVHEBETHS. CoLTHETR, HIR
BH 50k = o (Gel'fand pair i f1Ri$ %) ZHH %M L ® random walk =B L ¢, Diaconis
EHLELAEALICEIBZELVWERSS 2. [6]2BKB. px---*p & invariant measure ¢ &
@ variation distance %35 % &, BE O R (BARBL) £ ic L% C T distance &
KNSR BEVWIBIRBEARH LIF LIZR S h, Diaconis i % 1 % cut-off phenomenon
& D%ZA/}T: . [12] =iz, association scheme @ random walk 23 LT, < @ & 572 cut-off
phenomena B 3 DR ED LI BEE» 2R L, - D BHENB EF ViIcBWT, cut-
off ORI LERBIOHERT- /2. CH b @%ﬁ%%ﬂj‘é‘l: i3, random walk %4 L & &
EREMNBECSDVTOPRYDFHABERBLETHD, —RBOSTRUWME & LIS/ 0,
Quantum random walk @ invariant state ~OEDOHH ZFHA B D i 12\~ A BERZE W
BMTHADEN, COFATRALBI-ERRITIVWEI>THS. LHL, compact type
H5VIREMRKITO Kacalgebra 82 0 k53 i 2t LT 2 A B EE S 20 TR
Bk &ES. '

& #% iz, Diaconis 0 —# DL Fic BT, BERHE % E 7 ¢ upper bound lemma (7 &
Ay [T BR%) ic¥4 3 % & ® % compact type @ Kac algebra o Xk cE & FLTBI 3.
Haar state ¢ic & > THHE (z,y) = d(z*y) 2ED, CORNBH SEHhNBZ/ Vaicksr M
DEMLE HET 2. w €Mt L T ||wllp = suPsem (o,0)<1 w(@)| & B <. M0 Fourier
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representation % A : M, — M C B(H) ©%4. [8]® Chap.6 ic & v, Aixd H = BierpiH
(d; = rankp;) LBWEXROBEBMCAHREN, KORERXREEF5. L, 0€]) BEHL 1
RuERBEERT.

Proposition 5.2.

lox--%p =ik, <D diTr(Mp)**A(p)"p:)
320
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