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Abstract

In very brief, this thesis is a study of quantum isomorphisms. We have started with
two pairs of quantum isomorphic graphs and looked for generalizations of those.

We have learned that those two pairs of graphs are related by Godsil-McKay switching
and one of the graphs is an orthogonality graph of lines in a root system. These two
observations lead to research in two directions.

First, since quantum isomorphisms preserve coherent algebras, we studied a question
of when Godsil-McKay switching preserved coherent algebras. In this way, non isomorphic
graphs related by Godsil-McKay switching with isomorphic coherent algebras are candi-
dates to being quantum isomorphic and non isomorphic.

Second, while it was known that one of the graphs in a pair was an orthogonality
graphs of the lines in a root system E8, we showed that a graph from another pair is
also an orthogonality graph of the lines in a root system F4.We have studied orthogonality
graphs of lines in root systems B2d , C2d , D2d and showed that they have quantum symmetry.

Finally, we have touched upon structures of quantum permutations, relationships be-
tween fractional and quantum isomorphisms as well as connection to quantum indepen-
dence and chromatic numbers.
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Chapter 1

Introduction

Quantum automorphisms actually preceded quantum isomorphisms, so we start with those.
Classical automorphism groups are well-studied. Recently, quantum generalizations have
emerged.

In 2003, Bichon [9] introduced a quantum automorphism group of a graph in the lan-
guage of C∗-algebras. Shortly after, in [4] Banica slightly modified Bichon’s definition, and
the updated definition has become standard in the area of quantum automorphisms. We
won’t be working with it, but for reference, we include it here.

We often use X and Y to denote graphs. For us graphs are simple, without loops and
multiple edges. E(X) denotes edges of the graph X and V (X) stands for its vertices. We
say two vertices i, j ∈ V (X) are adjacent in X if {i, j} ∈ E(X). The notation that we use
is i ∼X j. On the other hand, if {i, j} /∈ E(X), we denote it by i ≁X j. From now on,
unless otherwise specified, A(X) is the adjacency matrix of a graph X. It is defined as a
binary matrix with (A(X))ij = 1 if {i, j} ∈ E(X) and zero otherwise. If the graph is clear
from context, we simply write A. For more reference on terminology see [28].

Unless otherwise specified, n denotes the number of vertices in the graph in considera-
tion and m denotes the number of edges.

Definition 1.0.1 ([4]) Let X = (V,E) be a finite graph on n vertices V = {1, ..., n}. The
quantum automorphism group G+(X) is a compact matrix quantum group (C(G+(X)), u),
where C(G+(X)) is the universal C∗-algebra with generators uij, 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n and relations

(a) uij = u∗ij = u2ij, 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n
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(b)
∑n

j=1 uij =
∑n

j=1 uji, 1 ≤ i ≤ n

(c)
∑

j uijAjk =
∑

j Aijujk, 1 ≤ i, k ≤ n.

Those rare cases when we will appeal to this definition would be times when we reference
earlier work. In that context we will also use term magic unitary which denotes the n× n
matrix with those generators uij’s as entries.

For this thesis we use the following finite-dimensional definition. Before the definition,
we are going to familiarize the reader with some notation. For a ring R, and a natural
number d, we define Md(R) to be the set of all d × d matrices with entries from R. And
Id, or I, whenever clear from the context, denotes identity matrix.

Definition 1.0.2 The quantum automorphism group of a graph X is the set of all matrices
Q ∈M|V (X)|(Md(C)), d ∈ N satisfying the following conditions:

•
∑

iQij = Id =
∑

j Qij when 1 ≤ i, j ≤ |V (X)|.

• Qij = Q∗
ij = Q2

ij.

• Q(A⊗ Id) = (A⊗ Id)Q.

Matrices satisfying the first two points out of three are called quantum permutations.
So another way to restate the definition is that the quantum automorphism group is the set
of all quantum permutations with finite-dimensional projections as entries that commute
with the adjacency matrix of the graph. Note that when we restrict the above definition
to d = 1, we just get a classical automorphism group of the graph.

We say that a graph has quantum symmetry if there is a quantum automorphism of
the graph that has non-commutative entries. To the best of my knowledge of existing
literature, proving that a graph has quantum symmetry involved either finding a quantum
permutation with finite-dimensional projections as entries or determining the quantum
automorphism group and showing it is different from classical automorphism group. A
lot of study of quantum automorphism groups of graphs was done first by Banica [7] and
extensively developed by Schmidt in [62], [62], [61] and [63].

At the same time, quantum automorphisms are intimately tied to quantum isomor-
phisms. However, since quantum isomorphisms do not form a group, their history is quite
different and starts with quantum homomorphisms. In 2013 David Roberson has published
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his PhD thesis [59] and the results about quantum graph homomorphisms were later pub-
lished in the paper with Laura Mančinska [43]. Three years later in [2], Mančinska and
Roberson together with other authors formulated a definition of quantum isomorphisms in
the form we use it in this thesis.

Definition 1.0.3 A quantum permutation Q ∈M|V (X)|(Md(C)) is a quantum isomorphism
between two graphs X and Y on the same number of vertices if

Q(AX ⊗ Id)Q
∗ = AY ⊗ Id

From now on, whenever we mention quantum isomorphism between graphs X and Y ,
it always assumed that |V (X)| = |V (Y )|.

Analogously, if in the definition above d = 1, then Q is just a classical isomorphism
between the graphs. The question in the area of quantum isomorphisms is to find graphs
that are quantum isomorphic and not isomorphic. This has been the initial motivation for
all of this thesis.

Originally, at our disposal, we had only graphs from [2]. While there is an infinite
family of non-isomorphic quantum isomorphic graphs, we were working with the tangible
24-vertex pair of graphs, and observed that they are related by Godsil-McKay switching
(See 2.3).

Theorem 1.0.4 (5.1.1) The 24-vertex graphs from [2] are related by Godsil-McKay switch-
ing.

Later, when Schmidt’s paper [65] with 120-vertex non-isomorphic quantum isomorphic
strongly regular graphs came out in September 2023, we verified that those two graphs are
also related by Godsil-McKay switching.

Theorem 1.0.5 (5.2.1) The 120-vertex graphs from [65] are related by Godsil-McKay
switching.

From there on, I have been on a quest to try to generalize these two examples. That
inevitably led to identifying more commonalities between these two pairs of graphs.

Godsil-McKay switching graphs are often non isomorphic. At the same time, we have
a fact from [2] that quantum isomorphic graphs are cospectral and have isomorphic co-
herent algebras. Combining all this information and driven by the goal to find more
non-isomorphic quantum isomorphic graphs, we asked this question:

3



Question 1 When does Godsil-McKay switching preserve coherent algebras?

In the process of answering this question, we found that conjugation by quantum iso-
morphism matrix is an isomorphism of coherent algebras.

Orbital algebras are defined in Section 6.5 and coherent algebra of the graph in 6.6).

Theorem 1.0.6 (6.10.2) Suppose Q is a quantum isomorphism between X and Y. If
OX ,OY denote the orbital algebras of X and Y respectively, then

Q(OX ⊗ I)Q∗ = (OY ⊗ I).

The question about the converse arises.

Question 2 Suppose, X and Y are graphs with orbital algebras OX and OY . Suppose, Q
is a quantum permutation satisfying

Q(OX ⊗ I)Q∗ = (OY ⊗ I).

Is Q a quantum isomorphism between X and Y ?

Theorem 1.0.7 (6.11.2) Suppose Y is a graph with adjacency matrix B and coherent
algebra C(Y ). Suppose X is a graph with adjacency matrix A and coherent algebra C(X)
that has 01-basis B1, ..., Bk. Suppose X is related to Y by Godsil-McKay switching with
partition (C1, ..., Cℓ, D) and S is like in the definition of Godsil-McKay switching with
SA = BS. Then if for each 1 ≤ i ≤ k we have that Bi can be partitioned into a Godsil-
McKay partition (C1, ..., Cℓ, D), then conjugation by S is an isomorphism between coherent
algebras C(X) and C(Y ).

Corollary 1.0.8 (6.11.5) Suppose X and Y are related by Godsil-McKay switching with
the Godsil-McKay switching matrix Q, partition (C,D), and Godsil-McKay switching ma-
trix S. Suppose that conjugation by S is an isomorphism of coherent algebras. Suppose
further that at least one of X or Y satisfies all of the following:

(a) each vertex in D is adjacent to |C|
2

vertices for all 1 ≤ i ≤ k.
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(b) is connected with connected complements.

(c) has a homogeneous coherent algebra.

Then directed graphs corresponding to basis matrices of the coherent algebra satisfying the
third condition can be partitioned according to the Godsil-McKay partition.

A second similarity that we identified is that one of the graphs from each pair is an
orthogonality graph of lines in a root system. Now one of the Schmidt’s graphs was
originally presented in his paper [65] as an orthogonality graph of lines in the root system
E8.We have observed that one of the 24-vertex graphs also is isomorphic to an orthogonality
graph of the root system F4. The following question begged to be answered:

Question 3 What can be said about orthogonality graphs of the lines in the other root
systems?

As it turned out, this question tied quantum isomorphisms and automorphisms to-
gether. While we were looking for quantum isomorphic, non isomorphic graphs, we have
found graphs with quantum symmetry instead.

Theorem 1.0.9 (7.7.2,7.6.10,7.7.1) The orthogonality graphs of lines in the root sys-
tems B2n , C2n , D2n have quantum symmetry.

Another common point between the two pairs of graphs is that one graph in each pair,
in particular, the one that is the orthogonality graph of the lines in the appropriate root
system, has quantum independence and chromatic numbers that differ from the classical
counterparts, while the other graph has equal classical and quantum parameters. Kochen-
Specker sets, are known to be intimately connected to the gap in quantum and classical
parameters of the graphs [60],[67]. First, we define them. A set S = S1 ⊔ ...Sk consisting
of sets Si of projections in Md(C) that sum to Id is a projective Kochen-Specker set if
we cannot select k pairwise nonorthogonal projections from it. We explored the connec-
tion between graphs being quantum isomorphic and nonisomorphic, at least one of the
graphs having different quantum and classical parameters and the entries of the quantum
isomorphism forming a projective Kochen-Specker set. Some results on this topic include:

• (4.5.2) A sufficient condition on graphs X, Y and a quantum isomorphism Q between
them for α(X) < αq(X).

5



• (4.5.4) A sufficient condition on graphs X, Y and a quantum isomorphism Q between
them for χ(X) > χq(X).

Theorem 1.0.10 (4.2.1) Suppose X and X ′ are non isomorphic distinct graphs. Sup-
pose Q is a quantum permutation with rank-one or rank-zero entries and is a quantum
isomorphism between them. Then entries of Q form a projective Kochen-Specker set.

Last, but not least, another similarity that we have identified between the 24-vertex
and 120-vertex examples is a connection to Cayley graphs. In [2], the authors mention
that both 24-vertex graphs are Cayley, and in [67], we find the groups for those Cayley
graphs, S4, and the connection sets, which turn out to be unions of conjugacy classes.

For one of the 120-vertex graphs, I showed that it is Cayley for S5 and identified a
connection set for it, which, however, was not a union of conjugacy classes.

Nonetheless, the following is an interesting question:

Question 4 When are two normal Cayley graphs cospectral?

We provide a sufficient condition:

Theorem 1.0.11 (3.4.2) Let X=Cay(Sn,M) and Y=Cay(Sn, N). Suppose M and N are
disjoint and each consist of conjugacy classes of odd permutations. Assume further that
M ∪ N are the set of all odd permutations in Sn and |M | = |N |. Then X and Y are
cospectral.

6



Chapter 2

Background on quantum
isomorphisms

This chapter contains definitions and known properties of quantum permutations, quantum
automorphisms and quantum isomorphisms. Throughout the thesis we use trace inner
product between matrices C,D ∈Mn(C) :

tr⟨C,D⟩ = trC∗D.

2.1 Definition of quantum isomorphisms and quan-

tum automorphism group

In this thesis we usually denote a graph by X with vertices V = {1, ..., n} and edges
E ⊆ (V, V ). The letter A is usually reserved for adjacency matrices. The ijth entry of
adjacency matrix A(X) is one if (i, j) ∈ E, and zero otherwise. We work with undirected
simple graphs, unless stated otherwise.

Now, quantum permutations are one of the central objects in this thesis. We define
them and explore some of their properties.

Definition 2.1.1 A quantum permutation matrix P ∈ Mn(Md(C)) is an n × n matrix

7



with the ij-entry a projection Pij, satisfying the following conditions.

Pij = P ∗
ij = P 2

ij, 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n, (2.1.1)
n∑

ℓ=1

Piℓ = Id =
n∑

ℓ=1

Pℓi, 1 ≤ i ≤ n, (2.1.2)

Next we provide a common knowledge lemma to derive orthogonality relations on the
projections in 2.1.2. More can theory be found in [76].

Lemma 2.1.2 Suppose {Pl}l∈[n] are projections in Md(C), such that
∑n

l=1 Pl = Id, then
PlPk = PkPl = 0, when l ̸= k.

Proof.

Pk = PkPk = Pk

(
n∑

l=1

Pl

)
Pk = Pk +

n∑
l=1,
l ̸=k

PkPlPk,

from which it follows that
n∑

l=1,
l ̸=k

PkPlPk = 0.

Take traces of both sides and use cyclic property of trace to get:

n∑
l=1,
l ̸=k

tr(PkPlPk) = 0

n∑
l=1,
l ̸=k

tr(PlPk) = 0

Now the trace of two positive semidefinite matrices is nonnegative. Thus, it follows that
for each 1 ≤ l ̸= k ≤ n,

trPlPk = 0.

8



Above lemma is also true for infinite-dimensional projections. From this it easily follows
that quantum permutations are unitary matrices.

Corollary 2.1.3 If P ∈Mn(Md(C)) is a quantum permutation, then PP T = I.

Recall that a classical automorphism of X can be represented as a permutation matrix
Q such that QA = AQ. The set of permutation matrices that commute with the adjacency
matrix is denoted Aut(X).

Now, we use the following definition of the quantum isomorphism:

Definition 2.1.4 Suppose X and Y are graphs with adjacency matrices A and B respec-
tively. We say X and Y are quantum isomorphic if there is an n×n quantum permutation
matrix Q ∈Mn(Md(C)) such that

(A⊗ Id)Q = Q(B ⊗ Id).

In this case, we call Q a quantum isomorphism between X and Y . When the graphs X
and Y denote the same graph, Q is a quantum automorphism.

We will often write A⊗ Id as just A, when d is clear from the context.

Next we introduce conditions on the entries of the quantum automorphism that are
equivalent to the condition in 2.1.4.

Lemma 2.1.5 (adapted from [23]) Let P be a quantum permutation, and X and Y be
graphs with adjacency matrices A and B respectively. Then P (B ⊗ Id) = (A⊗ Id)P if and
only if:

PjiPlk = PlkPji = 0, for all (i, k) /∈ E(Y ), (j, l) ∈ E(X), (2.1.3)

PijPkl = PklPij = 0, for all (i, k) /∈ E(X), (j, l) ∈ E(Y ), (2.1.4)

Proof. For the forward direction, since P (B ⊗ I) = (A⊗ I)P and PP T = I, we can use
the equality of the ij entries of P (B ⊗ I)P T and A to get the desired relations. We have:∑

k,m

Pi,kbkmP
T
mj = aij.

9



In the left hand side only the terms with k ∼ m do not vanish, which leaves us with:∑
k∼m in Y

PikPjm = aij

Now, if (i, j) /∈ E(X), clearly aij = 0. Take traces of both sides and use the fact that trace
of a product of positive semidefinite matrices is nonnegative to obtain:

PikPjm′ = 0,

which proves Condition 2.1.3. Condition 2.1.4 are proved similarly.

On the other hand, suppose P ∈Mn(Md(C)) is a quantum permutation satisfying the
conditions 2.1.4 and 2.1.3. To show that this implies that P (B ⊗ I) = (A ⊗ I)P, we will
look at the ij-entry of the left and right hand sides once again:∑

l

Pilblj =
∑
l

bljPil

=
∑
l

bljPil

∑
k

Pkj

=
∑
l,k

bljPilPkj

=
∑
k,l

bljaikPilPkj,

where the last equality follows from the fact that if alj = 0, then PilPkj = 0 by hypothesis.
Similarly: ∑

k

aikPkj =
∑
l

Pil

∑
k

aikPkj

=
∑
l,k

aikPilPkj

=
∑
l,k

aikbljPilPkj.

Therefore, the ij-entries of P (B ⊗ I) and (A ⊗ I)P are the same, and P commutes with
(A⊗ I).

An immediate corollary follows for graph automorphisms.
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Corollary 2.1.6 [23] Let P be a quantum permutation, and X a graph with adjacency
matrix A. Then P (A⊗ Id) = (A⊗ Id)P if and only if:

PjiPlk = PlkPji = 0, (i, k) /∈ E(X), (j, l) ∈ E(X), (2.1.5)

PijPkl = PklPij = 0, (i, k) /∈ E(X), (j, l) ∈ E(X) (2.1.6)

Note that every classical automorphism is also a quantum one with dimension of the
projection d = 1.

Definition 2.1.7 Let X = (V,E) be a finite graph on n vertices V = {1, ..., n}. The
quantum automorphism group of X, denoted QAut(X), is the set of quantum permutation
matrices P = (Pij)ij ∈Mn(Md(C)), d ∈ N such that PA = AP.

We summarise all the properties of the matrices P = (Pij)ij that qualify as quantum
automorphisms of a graph X with the adjacency matrix A.

Pij = P ∗
ij = P 2

ij, 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n, (2.1.7)
n∑

j=1

Pij = Id =
n∑

i=1

Pij, 1 ≤ i ≤ n, (2.1.8)

PjiPlk = PlkPji = 0, (i, k) /∈ E, (j, l) ∈ E, (2.1.9)

PijPkl = PklPij = 0, (i, k) /∈ E, (j, l) ∈ E, (2.1.10)

The first two conditions ensure that P is a quantum permutation, while the last two
conditions are equivalent to PA = AP.

2.2 Quantum symmetries and compositions of quan-

tum automorphisms

If for all quantum permutations Q commuting with the adjacency matrix of a graph
X it holds that PijPkl = PklPij ∀i, j, k, l ∈ V (X), then we say that the graph has
no quantum symmetry [62]. Otherwise, if there is at least one quantum automorphism
of X with non-commuting entries, we say that X has quantum symmetry. We’ll show in
the next two lemmas how to decompose quantum automorphisms with commuting entries
into different classical automorphisms.
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First, following personal communication with Godsil, we will define an operation ⊞,
similar to a general direct sum operation on matrices, that combines two quantum permu-
tations in the following manner. Suppose P ∈ Mn(Md(C)) and Mn(Mt(C)) are quantum
permutations. Say, P = (Pij)ij and Q = (Qij)ij. Then P ⊞Q ∈Mn(Md+t(C)) with entries

(P ⊞Q)ij = (Pij ⊕Qij).

Note that P ⊞Q ̸= Q⊞ P in general. At the same time, ⊞ is well-defined for any pair of
quantum permutations.

The lemma below says that if entries in a quantum permutation commute, it is a ”direct
sum” of classical automorphisms.

Lemma 2.2.1 (Godsil) Suppose Q ∈Mn(Md(C)) is a quantum automorphism of a graph
X on n vertices. If all projections Qij pairwise commute, then there are classical automor-
phisms P1, ..., Pd such that P = ⊞d

i=1Qi

Proof. Suppose Q is as in the statement. Since {Qij} is a set of commuting Hermitian
matrices, there is an orthonormal basis {vk}dk=1 in which all those projections are diagonal.
Let u be the matrix with the v1., , , vd as columns. Let U be a block-diagonal matrix with
n matrices u on the diagonal. Then UQU−1 is a quantum permutation with each entry
being a diagonal matrix, which we call block-diagonalized Q.

Now we will construct the classical quantum automorphisms from this block-diagonalized
Q. For convenience we refer to the n rows of projections as block rows, and to the nd rows
as single rows. Thus, block-rows of the block-diagonalized Q are now projections that sum
to identity. Therefore, each block-row entry has eigenvalues of projections, which are ones
and the zeroes on the diagonal. Meanwhile, each single row out of nd rows has only one
1 in it, since projections in the same block-row are orthogonal. We are ready to define
P1, ..., Pd. Let (Pi)ab be 1 if there is a one 1 in the ith single row of a projection Pab, and
zero otherwise.

Then since
∑

bQab = I, there will be at most one 1 entry in the ath row of Pi. Similarly,
since

∑
bQab = I, there will be at most one 1 entry in the bth column of Qi. Finally, the

product of diagonal matrices is 0 if and only if they have disjoint support. Therefore, since
QabQkℓ = 0 if (a, k) ∈ E(X), but (b, ℓ) ∈ E(X), we have that also (Pi)ab(Pi)kℓ = 0 when
(a, k) ∈ E(X), but (b, ℓ) ∈ E(X). Analogously, (Pi)ba(Pi)ℓk = 0 when (a, k) ∈ E(X), but
(b, ℓ) ∈ E(X). Hence, P1, ..., Pd are classical automorphisms of X.

At the same time, from construction, Q = ⊞d
i=1Pi.
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The next two lemmas illustrate why the quantum automorphism group might not be
equal to the classical automorphism group for any graph.

Lemma 2.2.2 (Godsil) Suppose X is an undirected graph, and P = (Pij)ij and Q =
(Qij)ij are quantum automorphisms of X, then P ⊞Q is also a quantum automorphism of
X.

Proof. We will check conditions 2.1.7,...,2.1.10 one by one.

• To check that P ⊞Q has projections as entries, we check that

(P ⊞Q)ij = Pij ⊕Qij = P ∗
ij ⊕Q∗

ij = (Pij ⊕Qij)
∗ = (P ⊞Q)∗ij.

In addition,
(P ⊞Q)2ij = P 2

ij ⊕Q2
ij = Pij ⊕Qij = (P ⊞Q)ij.

• We are going to check that entries in each row of P ⊞Q sum to identity. The proof
that entries in each column sum to identity is analogous.

n∑
j=1

(P ⊞Q)ij =
n∑

j=1

(Pij ⊕Qij) =
n∑

j=1

(Pij ⊕
n∑

j=1

Qij) = I ⊕ I = I

• Suppose (i, k) ∈ E while (j, l) /∈ E, then verify

(P ⊞Q)ij(P ⊞Q)kl = (Pij ⊕Qij)(Pkl ⊕Qkl) = PijPkl ⊕QijQkl = 0.

Similarly,
(P ⊞Q)ji(P ⊞Q)lk = 0.

Now define a composition ∗ of quantum permutations as follows. Provided that P ∈
Mn(Md(C)) and Q ∈Mn(Mt(C))) are quantum permutations, it turns out that (P ∗Q)ij ∈
Mn(Mdt(C)) with entries

(P ∗Q)ij =
∑
k

Pik ⊗Qkj

is a quantum permutation as well. Note that such composition is well-defined even when
d ̸= t.
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Lemma 2.2.3 ([59]) Provided that P ∈ Mn(Md(C)) and Q ∈ Mn(Mt(C)) are quantum
automorphisms of X, (P ∗Q) is a quantum automorphism too.

Proof. We will check conditions 2.1.7,...,2.1.10 one by one.

• To check that P ∗Q has projections as entries, we check that

(P ∗Q)ij =
∑
k

Pik ⊗Qkj =
∑
k

P ∗
ik ⊗Q∗

kj =
∑
k

(Pik ⊗Qkj)
∗ = (P ∗Q)∗ij.

In addition,

(P ∗Q)2ij =
∑
k,ℓ

(PikPiℓ ⊗QkjQℓj) =
∑
k

(Pik ⊗Qkj) = (P ∗Q)ij,

where the second equality is a consequence of the fact that in the ith row all projec-
tions are orthogonal, and so PikPiℓ = 0 for all k ̸= ℓ.

• We are going to check that entries in each row of P ∗ Q sum to identity. The proof
that entries in each column sum to identity is analogous.

n∑
j=1

(P ∗Q)ij =
n∑

j=1

∑
k

Pik ⊗Qkj

=
∑
k

n∑
j=1

(Pik ⊗Qkj)

=
∑
k

(Pik ⊗ I)

= I ⊗ I

= I.

By now we have demonstrated that P ∗Q is a quantum permutation. It remains to
prove it commutes with A(X), which we do by checking that the proper orthogonality
relations hold.

• Suppose (i, k) ∈ E while (j, ℓ) /∈ E, then verify

(P ∗Q)ij(P ∗Q)kl =
∑
r

(Pir ⊗Qrj)
∑
m

(Pkm ⊗Qmℓ)

=
∑
r,m

(PirPkm ⊗QrjQmℓ)

= 0.
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The last equality follows since if r ∼ m, then QrjQmℓ = 0, and if r ≁ m, then
PirPkm = 0. Similarly,

(P ∗Q)ji(P ∗Q)lk = 0.

2.3 Godsil-McKay switching

In this section we introduce Godsil-McKay switching from [30], a well-known procedure to
produce cospectral but often not isomorphic graphs. By Jd we denote the d × d all-ones
square matrix. If its dimension is clear from the context, we omit the subscript.

Theorem 2.3.1 [Godsil-McKay switching][30] Let X be a graph and let

{C1, . . . , Ck, D}

be a partition of the vertex set V (X) of X. Suppose that for every vertex d ∈ D and every
i ∈ {1, . . . , k}, d has either 0, 1

2
|Ci| or |Ci| neighbors in Ci. Moreover, suppose that for all

i, j ∈ {1, . . . , k} every vertex x ∈ Ci has the same number of neighbors in Cj. Make a new
graph X ′ as follows. For each d ∈ D and i ∈ {1, . . . , k such that x has 1

2
|Ci| neighbors in

Ci delete the corresponding 1
2
|Ci| edges and join x instead to the 1

2
|Ci| other vertices in Ci.

Then X and X ′ are cospectral.

Proof. Suppose the adjacency matrices of X and X ′ are A and B respectively. We are
going to find an orthogonal matrix Q such that

QAQ∗ = B,

which will prove that A and B are similar, and thus have the same eigenvalues.

Let Q be block diagonal with square blocks of size m1 := |C1|, ...,mk := |Ck|,mk+1 =
|D|. Let the first k blocks be of the form

2

mi

Jmi
− Imi

for 1 ≤ i ≤ k,

and the last block be
1

mk+1

Imk+1
.
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Note that we can also view A as a block matrix, such that the blocks on the diagonal are
square and are of the same size as diagonal blocks of Q: m1, ...,mk,mk+1.

Now, the {i, j}-block of QAQ∗ is (with indexing referring to blocks):

QiiAijQ
∗
jj

Consider cases depending on whether Qii and Qjj are the identity block of Q or not:

(a) If 1 ≤ i, j ≤ k, then letting c denote the column sums in Aij and r denote the row
sums of Aij and observing that cmj = rmi equals the sum of the entries of Aij.

QiiAijQ
∗
jj = (

2

mi

Jmi
− Imi

)Aij

(
2

mj

Jmj
− Imj

)
=

4

mimj

Jmi
AijJmj

− 2

mi

Jmi
Aij −

2

mj

AijJmj
+ Aij

=
4

mimj

cmj + rmi

2
Jmimj

− 2

mi

cJmimj
− 2

mj

rJmimj
+ Aij

= Aij

(b) If, without loss of generality, 1 ≤ i ≤ k and j = k + 1, then

QiiAijQ
∗
jj =

(
2

mi

Jmi
− Imi

)
Aij

=
2

mi

Jmi
Aij − Aij

If vertex d ∈ D is adjacent to |Ci|/2 vertices in Ci, then the column corresponding to
the dth column of Aij, call it Cd has mi/2 ones. By 1 we denote the all-ones vector.
So,

2

mi

Jmi
Cd − Cd = 1− Cd,

which corresponds to switching operation on the dth vertex.

If vertex d of D is adjacent to |Ci| vertices in Ci, then the column corresponding to
the dth column of Aij, call it Cd, has mi ones and Cd = 1. So,

2

mi

Jmi
Cd − Cd = 2 · 1− 1 = 1 = Cd,
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which means that no switching occurred on the dth vertex.

Finally, if vertex d ∈ D is adjacent to 0 vertices in Ci, then the column corresponding
to d column of Aij, call it Cd is 0. So,

2

mi

Jmi
Cd − Cd = 0− 0 = 0 = Cd,

which also corresponds to no switching on the dth vertex.

The other cases are analogous.

We call the partition {C1, ..., Ck, D} of the graph X satisfying conditions of Theorem
2.3.1, Godsil-McKay partition. We will refer the matrix Q from the proof sometimes by
switching matrix.

17



Chapter 3

Known non-isomorphic quantum
isomorphic graphs

Since motivation for results in this thesis is to find graphs that are quantum ismorphic
and non isomorphic, we start by providing an overview of the known examples of graphs
that are quantum isomorphic but not isomorphic. The first pair of quantum isomorphic
and nonisomorphic graphs together with an infinite family of such graphs appeared in
[2]. In this section we describe a procedure of how to construct the quantum isomorphism
matrix between the smallest pair of graphs from this infinite family and provide the matrix.
While this procedure is known, we did not see the quantum isomorphism matrix appear
explicitely anywhere before.

In September 2023 Schmidt [65] constructed a quantum isomorphism between two 120-
vertex strongly regular non isomorphic graphs. In the same month, Chan and Martin
[15] and Gromada [32] proved that all Hadamard graphs of the same order are quantum
isomorphic.

3.1 Hadamard graphs

A matrix H ∈ Mn({±1}) is called Hadamard if HHT = nI. We associate a Hadamard
graph to a Hadamard matrix H by letting:

• The 4n vertices be {r+i }i∈[n] ∪ {r−i }i∈[n] ∪ {c+i }i∈[n] ∪ {c−i }i∈[n].

• For each i, j such that Hij = 1, add two edges {r+i , c+j } and {r−i , c−j }.
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• For each i, j such that Hij = −1, add two edges {r+i , c−j } and {r−i , c+j }.

We start with the result of Chan and Martin [15] and Gromada [32], both published in
September 2023. The first paper uses association schemes and the second one employs
a special form of diagrammatic calculus, but both of them arrive at the conclusion that
Hadamard graphs of the same order are quantum isomorphic.

Theorem 3.1.1 ([15],[32]) All Hadamard graphs of the same order are quantum isomor-
phic.

3.2 Mančinska-Roberson and games graphs

In [2] Atserias et al use so-called linear binary constraint systems to construct quantum
isomorphic graphs. In this section we explain what linear binary constraint systems are and
why they are relevant to quantum isomorphisms. We will give an example of a linear binary
constraint system with six constraints and, following [2], we’ll construct two non-isomorphic
quantum isomorphic graphs on twenty-four vertices from it. From this example, it will
be clear how one constructs quantum isomorphic graphs in general from a linear binary
constraint system. Using the game strategy associated to this linear binary constraint
system, we will construct an explicit quantum isomorphism matrix, which we have not
seen anywhere written explicitly before.

To begin, the graphs are arising from a linear binary constraint system.A linear binary
constraint system consists of linear constraints C1, ..., Cm and variables x1, ..., xn. Each
constraint is an equation of the form

∑
xi∈Sℓ

xi = bℓ ∈ F2. One example of a linear binary
constraint system, and the one we will use to construct the 24-vertex graphs is

x1 + x2 + x3 = 0

x1 + x4 + x7 = 0

x4 + x5 + x6 = 0

x2 + x5 + x8 = 0

x7 + x8 + x9 = 0

x3 + x6 + x9 = 1

Here there are six constraints and nine variables.

Now we describe a game associated to a linear binary constraint system as it is done in
[2]. The players are Alice and Bob, who are allowed to agree on a strategy beforehand and
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are not allowed to communicate during the game. They are trying to convince a referee
that the linear binary constraint system is satisfiable. The game is as follows:

• Referee gives a constraint Cℓ to Alice.

• Referee gives a constraint Ck to Bob.

• Alice responds with a satisfying assignment fℓ : Sℓ 7→ F2 to her constraint.

• Bob responds with a satisfying assignment fk : Sk 7→ F2 to his constraint.

• Alice and Bob have to agree on the variables common to their assignments, in other
words, on variables in Sℓ ∩ Sk.

To win such a game for Alice and Bob means to win it with probability one. The players
are allowed to agree on a strategy beforehand, but can’t communicate during the game.
They just play one round and to win, they must respond correctly with probability one.

It turns out that there is a perfect classical strategy for a linear binary constraint system
game if and only if the linear binary constraint system is satisfiable [16]. A strategy for
the linear binary constraint system game, where Alice and Bob are allowed to share an
entangled state between them and can only communicate before the game starts is called
quantum LBCS strategy . In the light of this, we say a linear binary constraint system is
quantum satisfiable if and only if there is a perfect quantum strategy for the linear binary
constraint system game.

Interestingly, there are linear binary constraint systems that do not have a classical
winning strategy, but have a quantum winning strategy. In particular, the system described
above is of this type. We will first show how to construct the 24-vertex graphs from this
linear binary constraint system. Afterwards, we will show why this linear binary constraint
system is not classically satisfiable, we will deduce a winning quantum strategy for this
linear binary constraint system and then use this strategy to come up with an explicit
quantum isomorphism matrix between the two constructed graphs.

In [2] Atserias et al use these linear binary constraint systems to construct graphs in
the following way. Let fℓ : Sℓ 7→ F2 be a satisfying assignment to the constraint Cℓ. For
example, in the above linear binary constraint system,

C1 = (x1 + x2 + x3 = 0), S1 = {x1, x2, x3}

and f1 could be
f1(x1) = 1, f1(x2) = 1, f1(x3) = 0.
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Clearly, the choice for f1 is not unique. A function

f ′
1(x1) = 1, f ′

1(x2) = 0, f ′
1(x3) = 1

would also be a satisfying assignment. In particular, for C1 there are four possible satisfying
assignments that assign value one to even number of variables from S1 = {x1, x2, x3}. We
call these satisfying assignments f 1

1 .f
2
1 , f

3
1 , f

4
1 . Similarly, in this example, there are four

satisfying assignments to other constraints as well.

Atserias et al in [2] construct a graph with vertices being tuples (Cℓ, f
i
ℓ), such that the

first entry ranges over all possible constraints and the second entry ranges over all possible
satisfying assignments f i

ℓ for an indicated constraint. Two vertices (Ci, fi) and (Cj, fj) are
adjacent if they have variables in common and assignments differ on at least one variable.:

(a) Si ∩ Sj ̸= ∅,

(b) There is xk ∈ Si ∩ Sj, fi(xk) ̸= fj(xk).

Given a linear binary constraint system we can construct a homogenized linear binary
constraint system by requiring that all constraints sum to zero, i.e. bℓ = 0 for all ℓ.

Now we will show how to construct non isomorphic graphs on 24-vertices with a quan-
tum isomorphism between them, following [2]. Let X(F ) be a graph construced as above
for the familiar-to-us linear BCS:

x1 + x2 + x3 = 0

x1 + x4 + x7 = 0

x4 + x5 + x6 = 0

x2 + x5 + x8 = 0

x7 + x8 + x9 = 0

x3 + x6 + x9 = 1

and let X(F0) be a graph for the homogenized linear BCS.

x1 + x2 + x3 = 0

x1 + x4 + x7 = 0

x4 + x5 + x6 = 0

x2 + x5 + x8 = 0

x7 + x8 + x9 = 0

x3 + x6 + x9 = 0
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In [2], the authors show that X(F ) and X(F0) are not isomorphic, but are quantum
isomorphic. Here we provide an illustration of these graphs from their paper.

Figure 3.1: X(F ), [2]
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Figure 3.2: X(F0), [2]

We observe that both of these graphs are related by Godsil-McKay switching in Theo-
rem 5.1.1.

3.2.1 Construction of an explicit isomorphism between 24-vertex
graphs

In this section we construct an explicit quantum isomorphism matrix between the graphs
X(F ) and X(F0). As the title suggests, we will construct the quantum isomorphism matrix
between X(F ) and X(F0). The construction of the quantum permutation relies on the
translation into the matrix notation of the proof from [2, Theorem 6.3] that originally used
the language of games.

In this section we will use the bra-ket notation. Recall that for a vector c ∈ Cd

|x⟩ = x

⟨x| = xT
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In addition,

|0⟩ = [1, 0]T

|1⟩ = [0, 1]T

Sometimes, when we have a tensor product of vectors in the tensor product of Hilbert
spaces, |x⟩A ⊗ |y⟩B ∈ HA ⊗HB, we omit the tensor product sign:

|x⟩A ⊗ |y⟩B =: |x⟩A|y⟩B

In games, by assumption Alice is able to observe results of the measurements in HA.

We will first review the Mermin-Peres magic square game [49], [48]. Here we provide
an adapted version of the rules of the Mermin-Peres square game. Alice and Bob can agree
on the strategy beforehand, but are not allowed to communicate during the game as in [2].
Below is the schematic representation of the constraints of the previously mentioned linear
binary constraint system.

Figure 3.3: [16]. In the picture single lines represent constraints that add up to to 0, and
the double-lines the constraint that adds up to 1. In total, there are nine constraints for
each row and column. For example, the first row represents constraint x1 + x2 + x3 = 0,
and the rightmost column represents constraint x3 + x6 + x9 = 1.

The rules of the game are:

(a) The referee gives Alice any constraint Cℓ from the linear binary constraint system on
page 19. She responds with a satisfying assignment of 0s and 1s to the variables in
the constraint.

(b) The referee gives Bob any constraint Ck from the same system. He responds with a
satisfying assignment of 0s and 1s to the variables in the constraint.
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In order to win, Alice’s and Bob’s assignments have to follow the above rules and to
agree on the assignment to variables that are common to Alice’s and Bob’s constraints in
each round. It is known that such game can be won with probability one only when Alice
and Bob share an entangled quantum state. Nonetheless, they can win using a quantum
strategy, when they share an entangled state. Below, we explain how.

Now, Figure 3.4 encodes a quantum winning strategy for Alice an Bob. Below we
elaborate on the strategy in detail.

Figure 3.4: [16]. Projections in the winning strategy of Mermin-Peres magic square game.

In the beginning, Alice and Bob share an entangled state

|ψ⟩ = 1√
2
(|0A0B⟩+ |1A1B⟩)⊗

1√
2
(|0A0B⟩+ |1A1B⟩).

When Alice receives one of the six constraints that corresponds to Row 1, Row 2, Row
3, Column 1, Column 2 or Column 3 of the square in Figure 3.3, she measures three two-
qubit observables in respectively Row 1, Row 2, Row 3, Column 1, Column 2 or Column
3 of square in Figure 3.4. For example, if Alice receives the constraint x1 + x2 + x3 = 0
corresponding to Row 1, she performs measurement of observables

{Z ⊗ I2, I2 ⊗ Z,Z ⊗ Z.}

Since the triples of observables in the rows or columns are commuting, she can measure
them simultaneously, using their shared eigenprojections as measurement operators. Thus,
Alice gets three outcomes as eigenvalues of the three observables for each constraint she
was asked. The eigenvalues are 1 or -1. In our example, when Alice receives constraint
x1 + x2 + x3 = 0 and measures observables I ⊗Z,Z ⊗ I and Z ⊗Z. She uses measurement
operators

E000 = |00⟩⟨00|, E101 = |01⟩⟨01|, E011 = |10⟩⟨10|, E110 = |11⟩⟨11|,
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which are the shared eigenprojections between I ⊗ Z,Z ⊗ I and Z ⊗ Z. Note that indices
of each projection are the measurement outcomes of this projection being applied to the
operators I ⊗ Z,Z ⊗ I and Z ⊗ Z one by one. Thus, |10⟩ is an eigenvector of I ⊗ Z
with eigenvalue 1, is an eigenvector of Z ⊗ I with eigenvalue -1 and also an eigenvector of
Z ⊗ Z with eigenvalue -1. Hence, Alice interprets the outcome as an assignment 011 to a
constraint x1 + x2 + x3 = 0. By ⊕ here we indicate entry-wise addition modulo two.

In [2], Atserias et al adapt this game to the quantum isomorphism game between
X(F ) and X(F0). Below we show how to win the quantum isomorphism game between
the 24-vertex graphs X(F ) and X(F0) using the winning strategy for Mermin-Peres magic
square game. Let hom(Ci) denote the homogenized version of constraint Ci. So for our
linear binary constraint system, for all constraints hom(Ci) = Ci, except for the constraint
x3 + x6 + x9 = 1, for which the homogenized version is x3 + x6 + x9 = 0. This procedure
generalizes to any other quantum isomorphism game winning strategy for X(F ) and X(F0)
constructed in this way from LBCS and a homogenized LBCS.

(a) Suppose the referee gives Alice a vertex (Ci, f
(i)
j ) ∈ X(F ). She uses the winning

Mermin-Peres strategy for the constraint Ci and finds another satisfying assignment
of 0s and 1s to the variables in the constraint, say f

(i)
k . She responds with the vertex

(hom(Ci), f
(i)
j ⊕ f

(i)
k ) ∈ V (X(F0)).

(b) Suppose the referee gives Bob a vertex (Ck, f
(k)
r ) ∈ X(F ). He applies the winning

Mermin-Peres strategy and obtains a satisfying assignment f
(k)
s for Ck. He responds

with (hom(Ck), f
(k)
r ⊕ f

(k)
s ) ∈ V (X(F0)).

(c) Suppose the referee gives Alice any vertex (hom(Ci), f
(i)
j ) ∈ X(F0). Alice uses the

winning Mermin-Peres strategy for the constraint Ci and finds a satisfying assignment
of 0s and 1s to the variables in the constraint, say f

(i)
k . She responds with the vertex

((Ci), f
(i)
j ⊕ f

(i)
k ) ∈ V (X(F )).

(d) Suppose the referee gives Bob a vertex (hom(Ck), f
(k)
r ) ∈ X(F0). Bob applies the

winning Mermin-Peres strategy and obtains a satisfying assignment f
(k)
s for Ck. He

responds with (hom(Ck), f
(k)
r ⊕ f

(k)
s ) ∈ V (X(F0)).

To ensure this game is indeed a quantum isomorphism game, one has to check that if Alice
and Bob receive adjacent/different non-adjacent/same vertices of one graph, they respond
with the adjacent/different non-adjacent/same vertices. The fact that this rule is satisfied
is clear from the fact that they are using a winning Mermin-Peres strategy as a subroutine

26



which gives them assignments that agree on common variables. For more details, please
check [2, Theorem 6.2], where the authors provide the proof that this game is in fact a
quantum isomorphism game.

Now we are ready to translate this quantum isomorphism game strategy into the quan-
tum isomorphism matrix Q. From the fact that the game is a quantum isomorphism game,
Bob performs the same measurement as Alice. So, it is sufficient to understand which mea-
surements Alice performs for each vertex (Ci, f

(i)
ℓ ) given to her by the referee. For each

entry Q(C,f),(C′,f ′), we can think of (C, f) as a vertex of the graph X(F ) provided to Alice
by the referee, and (C ′, f ′) being the vertex of X(F0), with which Alice responds upon
being asked (C, f). From the structure of the quantum isomorphism game, we know that
(C ′, f ′) = (hom(C), f ⊕ g), where g is the C-satisfying assignment that Alice got after
applying her Mermin-Peres game strategy. In particular, g is the outcome of the measure-
ments of the three two-qubit operators that appeared in the row or column representing
constraint C. Again, let us consider an example.

To begin, entries of the form Q(C,f),(C′,f ′) where C and C ′ do not share variables are zero,
because Alice responds with a vertex containing the original constraint and the satisfying
assignment to this original constraint as per 3.2.1.

Suppose we would like to know which projection should be the entry

Q(x3+x6+x9=1,001),(x3+x6+x9=0,110).

We know that since constraint labelling the row (and so the column) of our quantum
isomorphism matrix Q has variables from third column of our magic square, we will have
one of the common eigenvectors of

Z ⊗ Z,X ⊗X, Y ⊗ Y

in the entry. We know that the outcome of that projection should be

110− 001 = 110⊕ 001 = 111.

We use bra-ket notation for compactness. Vectors |0⟩ and |1⟩ indicate standard basis vec-
tors e0 and e1 respectively. Vectors |+⟩ and |−⟩ denote vectors 1√

2
(e0 + e1) and

1√
2
(e0 − e1)

respectively.

Hence, the projection is the common eigenvector with eigenvalues -1 for each of the
three operators which is

(|01⟩ − |10⟩)(⟨01| − ⟨10|).
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In this manner we create a block-diagonal 24× 24 matrix with 4× 4 blocks Q1, ..., Q6.

Q1, consisting of the common eigenprojections for I ⊗ Z,Z ⊗ I, Z ⊗ Z :

(x1+x2+x3=0,000) (x1+x2+x3=0,011) (x1+x2+x3=0,101) (x1+x2+x3=0,110)


(x1+x2+x3=0,000) |00⟩⟨00| |10⟩⟨10| |01⟩⟨01| |11⟩⟨11|
(x1+x2+x3=0,011) |10⟩⟨10| |00⟩⟨00| |11⟩⟨11| |01⟩⟨01|
(x1+x2+x3=0,101) |01⟩⟨01| |11⟩⟨11| |00⟩⟨00| |10⟩⟨10|
(x1+x2+x3=0,110) |11⟩⟨11| |01⟩⟨01| |10⟩⟨10| |00⟩⟨00|

Q2, consisting of the common eigenprojections for X ⊗ I, I ⊗X,X ⊗X.

(x4+x5+x6=0,000) (x4+x5+x6=0,011) (x4+x5+x6=0,101) (x4+x5+x6=0,110)


(x4+x5+x6=0,000) |++⟩⟨++ | |+−⟩⟨+− | | −+⟩⟨−+ | | − −⟩⟨− − |
(x4+x5+x6=0,011) |+−⟩⟨+− | |++⟩⟨++ | | − −⟩⟨− − | | −+⟩⟨−+ |
(x4+x5+x6=0,101) | −+⟩⟨−+ | | − −⟩⟨− − | |++⟩⟨++ | |+−⟩⟨+− |
(x4+x5+x6=0,110) | − −⟩⟨− − | | −+⟩⟨−+ | |+−⟩⟨+− | |++⟩⟨++ |

Q3, consisting of the common eigenprojections for X ⊗ Z,Z ⊗ X, Y ⊗ Y. In the case the
rank-one projection is too large, we will just write the corresponding vector:

(x7+x8+x9=0,000) (x7+x8+x9=0,011) (x7+x8+x9=0,101) (x7+x8+x9=0,110)


(x7+x8+x9=0,000) |0+⟩+ |1−⟩ |0−⟩+ |1+⟩ |0+⟩ − |1−⟩ |0−⟩ − |1+⟩
((x7+x8+x9=0,011) |0−⟩+ |1+⟩ |0+⟩+ |1−⟩ |0−⟩ − |1+⟩ |0+⟩ − |1−⟩
((x7+x8+x9=0,101) |0+⟩ − |1−⟩ |0−⟩ − |1+⟩ |0+⟩+ |1−⟩ |0−⟩+ |1+⟩
((x7+x8+x9=0,110) |0−⟩ − |1+⟩ |0+⟩ − |1−⟩ |0−⟩+ |1+⟩ |0+⟩+ |1−⟩

Q4, consisting of the common eigenprojections for I ⊗ Z,X ⊗ I,X ⊗ Z.

(x1+x4+x7=0,000) (x1+x4+x7=0,011) (x1+x4+x7=0,101) (x1+x4+x7=0,110)


(x1+x4+x7=0,000) |+ 0⟩⟨+0| | − 0⟩⟨−0| |+ 1⟩⟨+1| | − 1⟩⟨−1|
(x1+x4+x7=0,011) | − 0⟩⟨−0| |+ 0⟩⟨+0| | − 1⟩⟨−1| |+ 1⟩⟨+1|
(x1+x4+x7=0,101) |+ 1⟩⟨+1| | − 1⟩⟨−1| |+ 0⟩⟨+0| | − 0⟩⟨−0|
(x1+x4+x7=0,110) | − 1⟩⟨−1| |+ 1⟩⟨+1| |0−⟩⟨0− | |+ 0⟩⟨+0|
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Q5, consisting of the common eigenprojections for Z ⊗ I, I ⊗X,Z ⊗X.

(x2+x5+x8=0,000) (x2+x5+x8=0,011) (x2+x5+x8=0,101) (x2+x5+x8=0,110)


(x2+x5+x8=0,000) |0+⟩⟨0 + | |0−⟩⟨0− | |1+⟩⟨1 + | |1−⟩⟨1− |
(x2+x5+x8=0,011) |0−⟩⟨0− | |0+⟩⟨0 + | |1−⟩⟨1− | |1+⟩⟨1 + |
(x2+x5+x8=0,101) |1+⟩⟨1 + | |1−⟩⟨1− | |0+⟩⟨0 + | |0−⟩⟨0− |
(x2+x5+x8=0,110) |1−⟩⟨1− | |1+⟩⟨1 + | |0−⟩⟨0− | |0+⟩⟨0 + |

Q6, consisting of the common eigenprojections for Z⊗Z,X⊗X, Y ⊗Y. In the case the
rank-one projection is too large, we will just write the corresponding vector:

(x3+x6+x9=0,000) (x3+x6+x9=0,011) (x3+x6+x9=0,101) (x3+x6+x9,110)


(x3+x6+x9=1,111) |01⟩ − |10⟩ |01⟩+ |10⟩ |00⟩ − |11⟩ |00⟩+ |11⟩
(x3+x6+x9=1,100) |01⟩+ |10⟩ |01⟩ − |10⟩ |00⟩+ |11⟩ |00⟩ − |11⟩
(x3+x6+x9=1,010) |00⟩ − |11⟩ |00⟩+ |11⟩ |01⟩ − |10⟩ |01⟩+ |10⟩
(x3+x6+x9=1,001) |00⟩+ |11⟩ |00⟩ − |11⟩ |01⟩+ |10⟩ |01⟩ − |10⟩.

Each row and column contains four orthogonal rank-one projections, so each row and
column sums to identity. Moreover, we need to check that whenever (C, f) ∼(X(F )) (D, g)
but (C, f ′) ≁(X(F )) (D, g

′), then we have

Q(C,f)(C,f ′)Q(D,g)(D,g′) = 0

and vice versa.

From the adjacency relations, we conclude that constraints C and D share variables,
on which f and g disagree and f ′ and g′ agree. Moreover, the projections for the win-
ning strategy for the row/column representing constraint C and row/column representing
constraint D in the Mermin-Peres magic square intersect at the common observable, as in
Figure 3.4. Thus, the projections in the row (C, f) and in the row (D, g) are eigenvectors
for that shared observable.

Q(C,f)(C,f ′) = Q(homC,f⊕f ′) = v1v
T
1 , Q(D,g)(D,g′) = Q(homC,g⊕g′) = v2v

T
2 ,

where v1v
T
1 is a projection with eigenvalues {−1(f⊕f ′)1,−1(f⊕f ′)2 ,−1

(f⊕f ′)
3 } from the measure-

ment that Alice would use as part of her Mermin-Peres winning strategy for constraint C.
In other words, v1 is the eigenvector for the three simultaneously diagonalizable observables
in the row/column containing projections for the winning strategy representing constraint
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C with eigenvalues for each observable being negative ones to the powers of each of the
three entries of f ⊕ f ′ respectively. Similarly, v2 is the eigenvector for the three simulta-
neously diagonalizable observables in the row/column representing the winning projective
measurement for the homogenized constraint D with three eigenvalues being negative ones
to the powers of each three entries of g ⊕ g′.

However, since f, g disagree on that value of the shared variable and f ′, g′ agree, means
that f ⊕f ′ disagree on the shared variable with g⊕g′. Meaning, v1 and v2 are eigenvectors
for the shared observable but with different eigenvalues. Hence, v1 and v2 are orthogonal.
Finally, indeed,

Q(C,f)(C,f ′)Q(D,g)(D,g′) = 0.

Note that whenever Alice uses a linear binary constraint system game strategy as a
subroutine to her strategy for the quantum isomorphism game for X(F ) and X(F0), the
quantum isomorphism matrix will be block-diagonal.

As another observation for this particular block-diagonal matrix, we note that each
next block is a function of the first block. Each block is a 4x4 matrix of projections in
M4(C). In particular, we can obtain each next block by conjugating the first block in the
following way. The matrices below are defined in Section 7.4 and Section 7.5.

(a) The second block as (H ⊗H)SWAP applied to each entry of the top left block.

(b) The third block as CNOT (H ⊗ I)SWAP applied to each entry of the top left block.

(c) The fourth block as (H ⊗ I) applied to each entry of the top left block.

(d) The fifth block as (H ⊗ I)SWAP applied to each entry of the top left block.

(e) The second block as CNOT (H ⊗ H)(X ⊗ X) applied to each entry of the top left
block.

3.3 Strongly regular quantum isomorphic graphs

In this section we explain the construction [65] of two non isomorphic strongly regular
graphs GE8 and Gw with parameters (120, 63, 30, 36) that Schmidt used. He relied on this
particular construction to find a quantum isomorphism between GE8 and Gw.
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At first, we include the definition of GE8 , and then we will construct Gw from GE8 , as
is also done in [65]. One construction comes from root systems and is presented in Section
7. The vertices of GE8 are lines in E8, represented by 120 vectors in R8 given by

ei ± ej, 1 ≤ i < j ≤ 8

and
x = (x1, ..., x8) for xi ∈ {±1} and Π8

i=1xi = 1.

Two vertices are adjacent in GE8 if the corresponding vectors are orthogonal.

Using built-in functions in Sage, we find that the independence number and clique
number are

α(GE8) = ω(GE8) = 8.

Moreover, Schmidt shows that the vertices of GE8 can be partitioned into 15 cliques of size
8. Vectors of the form xS, S ⊆ {1, ..., 8} stand for xS =

∑
j∈[8]\S ej −

∑
i∈S ei.

Figure 3.5: Partitioning V (GE8) into 15 cliques, [65]

Since we cannot choose fifteen nonorthogonal vectors from these fifteen maximal cliques
in R8, the set of vectors that form V (GE8) is a Kochen-Specker set.
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Now, we follow Schmidt and build Gw from GE8 , by V (Gw) = V (GE8). First, V (Gw) =
V (GE8). Then we choose arbitrary vectors wi ∈ Vi for each 1 ≤ i ≤ 15. Now for any
1 ≤ i, j ≤ 15, we consider all possible pairs {s, t} of vertices with s ∈ Vi and t ∈ Vj.

(a) If the representatives wi and wj are orthogonal, so ⟨wi, wj⟩ = 0, {s, t} ∈ E(Gw) if
and only if {s, t} ∈ E(GE8) (if and only if ⟨s, t⟩ = 0).

(b) If the representatives wi and wj are not orthogonal, so ⟨wi, wj⟩ ̸= 0, {s, t} ∈ E(Gw)
if and only if {s, t} ̸∈ E(GE8) (if and only if ⟨s, t⟩ ≠ 0).

Schmidt notes that α(Gw) = 15, while α(GE8) = 8, clearly indicating that these two
graphs are not isomorphic.

We can choose an arbitrary set of fifteen representatives wi, 1 ≤ i ≤ 15 because of the
following theorem.

Theorem 3.3.1 [65] Let w = {w1, ..., w15} and u = {u1, ..., u15} be any two sets of repre-
sentatives from the fifteen orbits. The graphs Gw and Gu are isomorphic for any choice of
w and u.

In the proof Schmidt finds a Pauli Pi that maps wi to ui for each 1 ≤ i ≤ 15 and applies
it to all vertices in orbit Vi. Turns out, this is the isomorphism between Gw and Gu.

In the same paper [65], Schmidt presents the following result that, given two graphs on
the same vertex set that respect the same Godsil-McKay partition determined by the blocks
of the quantum ismorphism between them, both switched graphs will also be quantum
isomorphic.

Theorem 3.3.2 Let G1 and G2 be quantum isomorphic graphs, where there exists a quan-
tum permutation matrix u with uAG1 = AG2u of the form

V1 V2 . . . . . . Vm


V1 u(1) 0 0 . . . 0
V2 0 u(2) 0 . . . 0
... 0 0 u(3) . . . 0
...

...
...

...
. . . 0

Vm 0 0 0 0 u(m)

(3.3.1)
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for some partition {V1, . . . , Vm} of the vertex sets (we can label both vertex sets by V as
quantum isomorphic graphs have the same number of vertices). Let {S1, . . . , Sk+1} be a
partition of [m] and define a partition π = {C1, . . . , Ck, D} of the vertex set by setting
Ci := ∪s∈Si

Vj and D := ∪s∈Sk+1
Vj. If π is a Godsil-McKay partition for G1 and G2, then

we can use Godsil-McKay switching and the graphs Gπ,D
1 and Gπ,D

2 are quantum isomorphic.

3.4 Cayley graphs and cospectrality

One feature of the 24-vertex and 120-vertex graphs is that in the first case both graphs
are Cayley for S4, and in the second case, one is Cayley for S5. In particular, graphs that
have different classical and quantum graph parameters, which coincidentally happen to be
orthogonality graphs of the lines in root systems, are Cayley. The fact that the 24-vertex
graphs are Cayley has been explored in my Master’s thesis [67]. The link to root systems
is more closely explored in [?]. The connection sets for each 24-vertex graph are made of a
union of conjugacy classes. We call a Cayley graph normal if its connection set is a union
of conjugacy classes. Using Sage, I was able to check that one of the 120-vertex graphs,
which is the orthogonality graph of lines in E8, is Cayley and find an unwieldy connection
set for it. For example, one connection set is

[(1,2), (2,4)(3,5), (1,5), (3,4), (1,2)(3,4), (1,5)(3,4), (1,4)(2,5), (1,3), (1,5)(2,3), (2,3),
(4,5), (1,2)(4,5), (1,4), (1,3)(2,5), (1,3)(2,4), (2,5), (1,4)(3,5), (3,5), (1,2)(3,5), (2,5)(3,4),
(1,5)(2,4), (1,4)(2,3), (1,3)(4,5), (2,4), (2,3)(4,5),

(1,5,2,3,4), (1,2,3,5,4), (1,4,5,3,2), (1,5,3,4,2), (1,3,5,2,4), (1,4,3,2,5), (1,2,4,3,5), (1,2,5,4,3),
(1,5,4,2,3), (1,3,2,4,5), (1,4,2,5,3), (1,3,4,5,2), (1,5,3,4), (1,4,3,5), (1,4,5,3), (1,3,5,4), (1,5,4,3),
(1,3,4,5), (1,4,2,3), (1,3,2,4), (1,2,4,3), (1,3,4,2), (1,4,3,2), (1,2,3,4), (1,5,2,4), (1,4,2,5),
(1,2,5,4), (1,4,5,2), (1,5,4,2), (1,2,4,5),

(1,4,3)(2,5), (1,3,4)(2,5), (1,4,5)(2,3), (1,5,4)(2,3), (1,4,2)(3,5), (1,2,4)(3,5), (1,4)(2,5,3),
(1,4)(2,3,5)].

Since the existence of a quantum isomorphism Q ∈Mn(Md(C)) between graphs X and
Y implies the adjacency matrices AX and AY are similar, it is a necessary condition for
two graphs to be cospectral in order to be quantum isomorphic [2]. Having two quantum
isomorphic normal Cayley graphs, we asked a question in general when two normal Cayley
graphs are cospectral.

Theorem 3.4.1 Suppose A,B are sets of equal size. Let X, Y be |A|/2−regular graphs
with bipartitions A,B that do not have edges in common. In other words, X∪Y = K|A|,|A|.
Then X and Y are cospectral.
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Proof. Define the Godsil-McKay partition on X as C being one part of the bipartition and
the set on which switching occurs, D, to be the other part of the bipartition. Say, C := A
and D := B. First, the subgraph induced by C is a coclique, so it is regular. Second, every
vertex in B is adjacent to half of the vertices in A by the degree requirement. Perform
Godsil-McKay switching. The graph obtained is the bipartite complement of X, which is
Y .

Corollary 3.4.2 Let X=Cay(Sn,M) and Y=Cay(Sn, N). Suppose M and N are disjoint
sets of equal size, each consisting of odd permutations. Moreover, M ∪N is the set of all
odd permutations in Sn. Then X and Y are cospectral.

Proof. We will prove that Y can be obtained from X by Godsil-McKay switching.
Partition the vertices of X into two sets: the alternating group An of even permutations,
and a coset gAn consisting only of odd permutations. Now we know that multiplying an
odd permutation and an odd permutation yields an even permutation, and multiplying
an even permutation and an odd one makes an odd permutation. So {An, gAn} are the
bipartition of X.

Moreover, X is 1
2
|An|-regular, since |M | = 1

2
|An| and |An| = |gAn|.

Finally, X and Y do not have edges in common. Indeed, it is impossible that

pm = pn

for two distinct odd cycles m ∈M,n ∈ N and a permutation p ∈ Sn.

Now if we perform switching on X, we obtain a graph Y=Cay(Sn, N). By Theorem
3.4.1, graphs X and Y are cospectral.

The question arises for which symmetric groups there is a partition into two sets of
equal size of conjugacy classes consisting of odd permutations. I have checked all symmetric
groups from S3 to S10 and only S6 and S3 do not admit such a partition. In addition, it
would be interesting to explore which of these graphs are quantum isomorphic. We leave
this open question to the reader.
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Chapter 4

Quantum graph parameters of
quantum isomorphic nonisomorphic
graphs

Questions about quantum independence and chromatic numbers have been studied re-
cently in [14], [45], [59]. In [60] and [67] the authors investigated the connection between
differences of quantum and classical graph parameters and Kochen-Specker sets. A Kochen-
Specker set is a set of k orthogonal bases in Rd such that one can not select k pairwise
nonorthogonal vectors. It is not difficult to see that quantum isomorphism preserves quan-
tum independence and chromatic numbers, but not necessarily their classical counterparts.
In this section we, broadly speaking, discover different new ways in which Kochen-Specker
sets play a role in quantum isomorphisms.

4.1 Chromatic and quantum independence numbers

and relation to Kochen-Specker sets

Before working with them, we define quantum coclique and chromatic numbers. These
definitions can be found in any of the above-cited references.

Definition 4.1.1 [59] For a graph X, quantum coclique number αq(X) is the maximum
integer t for which there exist a |V (X)| × t block matrix P with each P (u,i) ∈Md(C) being
a projection such that
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•
∑

v∈V (X) P
(v,i) = Id for all i = 1, ..., t

• P (u,i)P (v,j) = 0 for any u ∼ v for all i, j = 1, ..., t

• P (u,i)P (u,j) = 0 for any i ̸= j for all i, j = 1, ..., t

Note that restricting the definition to 1× 1 projections, we obtain a classical coclique.
Consider ordering vertices in the α-coclique of a graph X as 1, ..., α, and for each u ∈ V (X)
making the P (u,i) entry one if u is the ith vertex of the coclique and zero otherwise. Again,
P is now just a characteristic matrix of a coclique. The second condition guarantees that
classical coclique does not contain adjacent vertices. The first and last are trivially satisfied
by each coclique too. It follows that every classical coclique is a quantum coclique and so
α(X) ≤ αq(X).

Now, let us define the quantum generalization of the chromatic number, the quantum
chromatic number.

Definition 4.1.2 [59] For a graph X, the quantum chromatic number χq(X) is the min-
imum integer s for which there exist a |V (X)| × s block matrix P such that each P (u,i) ∈
Md(C) is a projection, and its entries satisfy the following conditions:

•
∑

i∈1,...,s P
(u,i) = Id for all u ∈ V (X)

• P (u,i)P (v,i) = 0 for all u ∼X v and i = 1, ..., s

To get the intuition for this definition, let the entries of the matrix P be again one-
dimensional projections, in other words integers zero or one. Given a classical colouring,
let the entry P (u,i) be one if the vertex u is coloured colour i. In this case, P becomes a
usual characteristic matrix of a classical colouring. Immediately, it follows that

χq(X) ≤ χ(X)

for any graph X.

We include the relationship between Kochen-Specker sets and quantum graph param-
eters to motivate the question about the significance of Kochen-Specker sets in quantum
isomorphisms.

First, we define a set S = S1 ⊔ ... ⊔ Sk consisting of sets Si of projections in Md(C)
that each sum to Id to be a projective Kochen-Specker set if we cannot select k pair-
wise nonorthogonal projections from S. It was first defined in Scarpa’s thesis [60] as a
generalisation of Kochen-Specker sets.
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Theorem 4.1.3 [60] For all graphs G we have that c = χq(G) < χ(G) if and only if the
entries {P (v,a)}v∈V (G),a∈[c] of the |V (G)| × c quantum colouring matrix P form a projective
Kochen-Specker set.

Theorem 4.1.4 [67] For all graphs G, we have that k = αq(G) > α(G) if and only if the
entries {P (v,a)}v∈V (G),a∈[k] of the |V (G)| × k quantum coclique matrix P form a projective
Kochen-Specker set.

Finally, we include a bound on αq that we use in the next section to calculate the
quantum independence numbers of the quantum isomorphic and non isomorphic graphs.
It will be in terms of the Lovász theta function, which we are going to define.

We have that J denotes the all-ones matrix. The Lovász theta function ϑ(X) of a graph
X is the optimum value of the following semidefinite program:

ϑ(G) := max tr(BJ)

trB = 1

Buv = 0 for every edge uv ∈ E(G)

B ⪰ 0.

Theorem 4.1.5 ([8],[18],[54]) For any graph G, we have that αq(G) ≤ ϑ(G).

4.2 Entries of quantum isomorphisms of non isomor-

phic graphs and Kochen-Specker sets

We have learned that the difference between quantum and classical independence/chromatic
numbers occurs if and only if the entries of the coclique/colouring matrix form a Kochen-
Specker set. Could we say something along these lines about entries of matrices that are
quantum isomorphisms between non isomorphic graphs? In this section we show an almost
if and only if condition.

For a graph X, we define relX(x, y) to stand for relation between vertices x and y in
X, which is one of ”same”, ”adjacent” ”non-adjacent and distinct”.

Theorem 4.2.1 Let X ̸= X ′ be non isomorphic graphs. Suppose Q is a quantum iso-
morphism between them with rank-one or rank-zero entries. Then entries of Q form a
Kochen-Specker set.
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Proof. We will prove the contrapositive statement. Note that within each row, projections
are pairwise orthogonal. Thus, if the set of projections do not form a Kochen-Specker set,
then from each row 1 ≤ i ≤ n, we are able to select a representative Qii′ such that all
n representatives are pairwise nonorthogonal. Clearly, i′ ̸= j′ for all 1 ≤ i ̸= j ≤ n
since in columns projections are orthogonal. Since Q was a quantum isomorphism, for all
x, y ∈ V (X), x′, y′ ∈ V (X ′), it holds that

QxyQx′y′ = 0 if relX(x, y) ̸= relX′(x′, y′).

Note that if we construct a new matrix of projections Q′, the only nonzero entries of which
are the selected entries {Qii′}1≤i≤n, the above orthogonality relation will still hold, albeit
Q′ is not a quantum permutation any more. Now we can construct classical isomorphism
P where Pii′ = 1 for all (i, i′) indexing these nonzero entries {Qii′}1≤i≤n. In case that we
can select {Qii′}1≤i≤n, such that not all of them are the diagonal entries, P will be an
isomorphism between the graphs X,X ′ since the orthogonality relations hold.

By definition, Kochen-Specker set is a set of bases. On the other hand, Projective
Kochen-Specker set is a set of sets {Sk}nk=1 of projections such that within each Sk, projec-
tions sum to identity and we cannot select n pairwise nonorthongonal projections (original
definition has appeared in [60]). We could have omitted the rank-one or rank-zero require-
ment in the previous theorem and the same prove would have worked for the following
result.

Theorem 4.2.2 Let X ̸= X ′ be non isomorphic graphs. Suppose Q is a quantum isomor-
phism between them. Then entries of Q form a projective Kochen-Specker set.

For the reverse direction, if we have a quantum permutation whose entries form a
projective Kochen-Specker set, then we would like to find X and X ′ (possibly equal) such
that Q is a quantum isomorphism between them, and there is no classical isomorphism
between them. In general it will not be true, because even the quantum isomorphism
matrix that we constructed in Section 3.2.1 is a quantum isomorphism between certain
isomorphic graphs, which we verified by running algorithm 6.6.1. So, we need an extra
condition.

Theorem 4.2.3 Let X and X ′ be graphs. Suppose Q is a quantum isomorphism between
X and X ′, such that entries of Q form a projective Kochen-Specker set. Assume further
that for any pair of entries Qik, Qjl we have

QikQjl = 0 if and only if relX(i, j) ̸= relX′(k, l) (∗).

Then X and X ′ are non isomorphic.
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Proof. For, suppose there is a classical isomorphism P between X and X ′, then there is
a set {Pii′} of mutually nonorthogonal entries. Therefore, for any two nonorthogonal Pii′

and Pjj′ , we have:
relX(i, j) = relX′(i′, j′).

By (∗), for any 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n, in the quantum isomorphism it holds that Qii′Qjj′ ̸= 0,
contradicting the fact that we can not choose n mutually nonorthogonal projections as
entries of Q form a Kochen-Specker set.

We say a graph is asymmetric if it has a trivial automorphism group. Recall that a
graph has quantum symmetry if it has a quantum automorphism with non-commutative
entries. From [60], for a set S of bases S ⊆ Rn, we call a function f : S → {0, 1} a marking
function if for each orthonormal basis b ∈ S, we have

∑
v∈b f(v) = 1.

Theorem 4.2.4 X is an asymmetric graph with quantum symmetry if and only if the
only marking function for the entries of the magic unitary u representing the quantum
automorphism group of X is the identity function.

Proof. Suppose X is an asymmetric graph that has quantum symmetry. Suppose we were
able to select n nonorthogonal u′ijs, one from each row and column. Then we can create
a permutation matrix P with Pij = 1 if uij was selected. P would be a valid classical
automorphism.

For the other direction. Suppose entries of u form a Kochen-Specker set. Then entries
of every classical automorphism of X obey the same orthogonality relations as those of u.
Hence, if there is a non-identity automorphism, there is a non-identity marking function.

4.3 Quantum isomorphism preserves quantum param-

eters

Another interesting observation is that quantum isomorphism preserves quantum indepen-
dence number and quantum chromatic number, but does not necessarily preserve classical
versions of these parameters. We will first prove the former and then provide examples of
the latter below.

Theorem 4.3.1 Suppose graphs X and Y have adjacency matrices A and B respectively
and Q ∈ Mn(Md(C)) is a quantum isomorphism between them such that Q(A ⊗ Id)Q

∗ =
B ⊗ Id. Then αq(X) = αq(Y ).
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Proof. Suppose P is a quantum coclique matrix for X. We will show that Q ∗ P is a
quantum coclique matrix for Y . This shows that αq(X) ≤ αq(Y ). Exchanging roles of X
and Y and using Q∗, a similar argument would demonstrate that αq(X) ≥ αq(Y ). In the
end, we get that αq(X) = αq(Y ). First,∑

u

(Q ∗ P )ui =
∑
u,k

Quk ⊗ Pki =
∑
k

Pki = I.

Second, for u ∼Y v, and i ̸= j :

(Q ∗ P )ui(Q ∗ P )vj =
∑
k,ℓ

QukQvℓ ⊗ PkiPℓj =
∑
k∼Xℓ

QukQvℓ ⊗ PkiPℓj = 0,

where the last equality follows from P being a quantum coclique matrix for X, and the
second to last uses the orthogonality relation on the entries of Q.

Now we demonstrate an analogous proof for the quantum chromatic numbers.

Theorem 4.3.2 Suppose graphs X and Y have adjacency matrices A and B and Q ∈
Mn(Md(C)) is a quantum isomorphism between them such that Q(A ⊗ Id)Q

∗ = B ⊗ Id.
Then χq(X) = χq(Y ).

Proof. Suppose P is a quantum colouring matrix for X. We will show that Q ∗ P is a
quantum colouring for Y . This shows that χq(X) ≥ χq(Y ). A similar proof can be carried
our for constructing a quantum colouring of X from a quantum colouring of Y. Therefore,
χq(X) = χq(Y ). First,∑

i

(Q ∗ P )ui =
∑
i,k

Quk ⊗ Pki =
∑
k

Quk = I.

Second, for u ∼X v,

(Q ∗ P )ui(Q ∗ P )vj =
∑
k,ℓ

QukQvℓ ⊗ PkiPℓj =
∑
k≁Y ℓ

QukQvℓ ⊗ PkiPℓj = 0,

where the last equality follows from Q being a quantum isomorphism between X and Y ,
the second to last uses the orthogonality relation on the entries of P .
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For example, X(F ) (in the pair of Mančinska-Roberson examples[46] of non isomorphic
and quantum isomorphic graphs) has different classical and quantum parameters:

αq(X(F )) = 6 > α(X(F )) = 5.

To get the exact quantum independence number of X(F ), we verified computationally that
ϑ(X(F )) = 6, so αq(X(F )) = 6 by Theorem 4.1.5.

On the other hand, such a separation does not occur in the graph X(F0) for the ho-
mogenized LBCS. It is easy to see that

α(X(F0)) = 6.

By Theorem 4.3.1, quantum isomorphc graphs have identical quantum independence num-
bers, so:

αq(X(F0)) = αq(X(F )) = 6.

Interestingly, ϑ(X(F0)) = 6 as well.

We note that the situation when the graph of the homogenized LBCS has the same
quantum and classical independence numbers, but the graph of the nonhomogenized LBCS
does not, is typical for non-isomorphic quantum isomorphic graphs arising from LBCS
games. We will state and prove this as Theorem 4.5.3.

Chris Godsil has suggested to investigate classical and quantum chromatic numbers of
these graphs, and there is an interesting observation as well. For the chromatic numbers,
using Sage we find that

χ(X(F )) = 5, χ(X(F0)) = 4

For the second graph, using Hoffman bound [35]

4 = 1 +
λmax(X(F0))

λmin(X(F0))
≤ χq(X(F0)) ≤ χ(X(F0)) = 4,

implying that
χq(X(F0)) = χq(X(F )) = 4.

From Theorem 4.3.2:

5 = χ(X(F )) > χq(X(F )) = χq(X(F0)) = χ(X(F0)) = 4.

To summarize,
5 = χ(X(F )) > χq(X(F )) = 4,

and
6 = αq(X(F )) > α(X(F )) = 5.
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4.4 Quantum graph parameters of the 120-vertex quan-

tum isomorphic graphs

Now, let us examine α, αq, χ, χq of the two strongly regular graphs GE8 and Gw that
Schmidt proved to be quantum isomorphic and non isomorphic [65].

From his paper, we know that

α(GE8) = 8, α(Gw) = 15.

At the same time, GE8 is an orthogonality graph of 15 bases in R8. So we may construct
block-diagonal quantum coclique matrix of GE8 . The first block will consist of the column
of eight projections onto the lines in the first clique and zeroes everywhere else, the second
block will contain a column of eight projections onto the lines in the second clique and
zeroes everywhere else etc. So,

αq(G
E8) ≥ 15 > 8 = α(GE8).

Regarding chromatic numbers, with Hoffman’s lower bound for quantum chromatic number
[20] and with Sage we have that

8 = 1 +
λmax(G

w)

λmin(Gw)
≤ χq(G

w) ≤ χ(Gw) = 8.

Therefore,
χq(G

E8) = χq(G
w) = 8

However, from GE8 using the independence number bound,

χ(GE8) ≥ |V (GE8)|
α(GE8)

= 15.

To summarize,
χq(G

E8) = 8 < 15 ≤ χ(GE8)

and
αq(G

E8) ≥ 15 > 8 = α(GE8).

This observation leads to a thought of how to use graphs with χq < χ or αq > α to
construct quantum isomorphic pairs of graphs. Of course, if in those pairs one of the graphs
has equal corresponding quantum and classical parameters while for the other graph these
parameters differ, then they will be not isomorphic. We also explore properties of the
quantum isomorphism matrix when one of the graphs has different quantum and classical
parameters.
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4.5 Block-diagonal quantum isomorphism matrices with

Kochen-Specker entries and αq, χq

After studying the known examples from the previous sections, questions arise how much
of a coincidence is that that two quantum isomorphic, non isomorphic graphs always come
in such pairs that one of the graphs has the separation between the classical and quantum
parameters and the other does not, whenever the quantum isomorphism between two
graphs is block-diagonal. What are the necessary conditions for such separations to occur.
In this section we investigate this question in light of block-diagonal quantum isomorphisms
and quantum independence and chromatic numbers.

It is important to note that it is not true that when two graphs X and Y are quantum
isomorphic and non isomorphic, then, at least for one of the graphs, χ(X) and χq(X) are
different.

Theorem 4.5.1 Let H1 and H2 be two non-isomorphic quantum isomorphic Hadamard
graphs. Then χ(H1) = χq(H1) = χq(H2) = χ(H2) = 2.

Proof. Since the graphs H1, H2 are Hadamard, they are bipartite, and so

χ(H1) = χ(H2) = 2.

We have 1 ≤ χq(H1) ≤ χ(H1) = 2. At the same time, χq(H1) ̸= 1, since H1 has at least
one edge, and so at least one pair of entries in a column should be orthogonal. Hence,

χ(H1) = χq(H1) = χq(H2) = χ(H2).

From now on, we concentrate on the cases when the quantum isomorphism matrix is
block-diagonal.

Theorem 4.5.2 Suppose X and Y are graphs. Let Q be a block-diagonal quantum isomor-
phism. Suppose, each diagonal block is d× d and contains d rank-one d× d projections as
entries. Moreover, suppose the entries of Q form a projective Kochen-Specker set. Then if
the independence number of Y is the same as the number of blocks in Q, i.e. α(Y ) = |V (Y )|

d
,

then α(X) < αq(X).
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Proof. First, observe that since blocks are d× d and contain only d distinct projections,
all columns of each block are permutations of the first column of that block.

Next, let k = |V (Y )|
d

be the number of blocks and let {y1, ..., yk} be the coclique in Y.
Assume that the columns of Q are labelled by V (Y ) and select columns {y1, ..., yk} of Q
labelled by the coclique in Y and denote the selected submatrix by Q′ := Q[y1, ..., yk]. We
claim that the entries in Q′ form a projective Kochen-Specker set. Now, entries of Q form
a Kochen-Specker set, but the entries in each block pairwise commute. So, if it were that
entries in Q′ did not form a projective Kochen-Specker set, and we were able to select k
pairwise nonorthogonal projections, we would be able to select kd pairwise nonorthogonal
projections from Q, which is a contradiction. So, the entries in Q′ form a projective
Kochen-Specker set. At the same time, the entries of Q′ satisfy the requirement for being
a quantum coclique for X. Combining these two facts, we conclude that αq(X) > α(X).

Recall the construction of X and X0, the non-isomorphic quantum isomorphic graphs
constructed from an LBCS and its homogenized version respectively as demonstrated on
the example of the 24-vertex graphs in Section 3.2.

Corollary 4.5.3 Let F be a linear binary constraint system where each constraint has the
same number of variables. Suppose X and X0 are non-isomorphic quantum isomorphic
graphs constructed from an LBCS and its homogenized version respectively. Then αq(X) >
α(X) and αq(X0) = α(X0).

Proof. Let d denote the number of satisfying assignments to constraints in the LBCS. X0

is a union of cliques of size d. Consequently, the quantum isomorphism matrix Q between
X and X0 that is constructed from a strategy to an LBCS game, is block-diagonal with
d× d blocks. By Theorem 4.2.1, entries of Q form a projective Kochen-Specker set.

Next, for a constraint Ci let f
0
i denote a zero assignment. In other words, for each

variable xk ∈ Si f
0
i : xk 7→ 0. Vertices of the form {(Ci, f

0
i )} form a maximal coclique in X0

of the size equal to the number of blocks of Q (or by [2, Theorem 6.3]), αq(X0) = α(X0)
and by Theorem 4.5.2, αq(X) > α(X).

Theorem 4.5.4 Suppose X and Y are non-isomorphic quantum isomorphic graphs with
adjacency matrices X and Y . Suppose Q is a block-diagonal quantum isomorphism between
them, such that QBQ∗ = A, and each block is d × d and contains d distinct projections.
Moreover, suppose that the entries of Q form a projective Kochen-Specker set. If Y is a
union of d-cliques that can be partitioned into |V (Y )|

d
cocliques, then χ(X) > χq(X) = χq(Y ),

also χq(Y ) = χq(X) ≤ d, and χ(Y ) = d ≤ χ(X).
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Proof. First, note that since Y is a union of d-cliques that can be partitioned into |V (Y )|
d

cocliques, then χ(Y ) = d.

In addition, since Y is a union of cliques, and Q is block-diagonal, X is a union of
cliques as well. Indeed, for an arbitrary i, the ith diagonal block of A is:

(Q(B ⊗ Id)Q
∗)ii =

∑
k,r

QikAkrQir = Qii((J − I)⊗ Id)Qii = (J − I)⊗ Id.

So, χ(X) ≥ d.

Next, we will first form a |V (X)| × d matrix C by stacking d blocks of Q onto each
other. We will show that C is a quantum colouring for X, implying that χq(X) ≤ d. At the
same time, since entries of Q form a projective Kochen-Specker set, entries of the flattened
version of Q also form a projective Kochen-Specker set, so χq(X) < χ(X).

Now, let us verify that C is a quantum coloring of X. Suppose x ∼X x′, and i ∈ [d] is
a column index of C. Note that we can label the vertices of Y that label the columns of
Q in such manner that vertices that are equivalent modulo d are in one coclique together.
Together these cocliques form a partition of V (Y ). We can view column labels of C as
remainders from division by d.

Now, given entries Cxi, Cx′i of C, there are y, y
′ ∈ V (Y ) in the same coclique of Y, such

that
CxiCx′i = QxyQx′y′ = 0.

At the same time, for each x ∈ V (X), ∑
i∈[d]

Cxi = I,

so C is indeed a quantum colouring for X. The fact that χq(X) = χq(Y ) follows from
Theorem 4.3.2.

Corollary 4.5.5 Let F be a linear binary constraint system where each constraint has the
same number of variables. Suppose X and X0 are non-isomorphic quantum isomorphic
graphs constructed from an LBCS and its homogenized version respectively. Then χq(X) >
χ(X).

Proof. The proof is omitted as it is very similar to the one of Corollary 4.5.3.
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4.6 Block-diagonal quantum isomorphism matrices and

quantum cocliques

In the previous sections we have seen that quantum isomorphism matrices whose entries
from Kochen-Specker sets contain a quantum coclique matrix of one of the graphs as a
submatrix, given some conditions. Recall definition of αq appeared in Definition 4.1.1.
This section is dedicated to a reverse question. Given a graph with αq > α, can we use
the quantum coclique matrix to construct a quantum isomorphism from the given graph
to some other graph.

Between two graphs that are related by Godsil-McKay switching (see Section 2.3), we
construct a quantum isomorphism matrix using the quantum coclique matrix of one of the
graphs with αq > α, provided a number of conditions hold.

When two graphs X = (V,E(X)) and Y = (V,E(Y )) are related by Godsil-McKay
switching, we say an edge {u, v} ∈ K|V | is switched if

{u, v} ∈ E(X), {u, v} /∈ E(Y ) or {u, v} /∈ E(X), {u, v} ∈ E(Y ).

If the first condition holds, we say {u, v} is a switched edge in X, while if the second
condition does, then {u, v} is a switched edge in Y . A switched edge in X is a switched
non-edge of Y and vice versa. Edges that are present in both X and Y are called common
edges.

Also, if W ⊆ V, we denote by X[W ] the subgraph of X induced by W .

Additionally, recall that ⊠ denotes the strong product of graphs. For graphs X and Y ,
their strong product X⊠Y denotes a graph with vertices V (X)×V (Y ) and vertices (x, y)
and (x′, y′) are adjacent if:

• x ∼X x′ and y = y′ or

• y ∼Y y′ and x = x′ or

• x ∼X x′ and y ∼Y y′.

For example, X ⊠Kn can be visualized as replacing vertices of Kn with copies of X and
placing all possible edges between ”adjacent” copies.

Finally, given a quantum coclique matrix P for α′
q(X) ≤ αq(X), we denote by

hz := hz(P )
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the integer of our choice such that we can build a quantum block-diagonal coclique P ′ ofX ′,
with blocks of size hz×1 for some graph X ′ such that α(X) = α(X ′) and αq(X

′) ≥ α′
q(X).

There are at least two possibilities for the choice of X ′. If the quantum coclique matrix
P is already in block-diagonal form, like for the 24-vertex graph constructed from the
non-homogenized LBCS with 6 constraints, then we can let hz be the height of the blocks
(which is 4 in this case) and X ′ = X. Otherwise, we can always choose the strong product

X ′ = X ⊠Kα′
q(X).

In other words, for this section we define

X ′ =

{
X if quantum coclique matrix of X is block diagonal

X ⊠Kα′
q(X) otherwise.

When X = X ′, then the quantum coclique matrix for X ′ is the same as the one for
X and hz is the height of the blocks in the quantum coclique matrix. Otherwise, when
X ̸= X ′, we describe how we construct a quantum coclique for X ′.

Let
M(1,...,|V (X)|)

denote a matrix representing a cyclic permutation (1, ..., |V (X)|) ∈ S|V (X)|. Let

Pcol(i)

denote the ith column of P.

In case that X ̸= X ′, we can construct a quantum coclique matrix P ′ for X ′ to be a
block-diagonal block α′

q(X) × α′
q(X) matrix, with blocks of size |V (X)| × 1, with the ith

diagonal entry being the permutation of the ith column of P :

M (i−1)Pcol(i).

In this case we set hz = V (X).

Lastly, whenever we have such a quantum coclique matrix P ′ for X ′ in the block-
diagonal form, we can always label vertices of X as (vi, j) whenever vi is in the block j of
P ′.

Now, I clarify why in the following lemma there is a parameter α′
q. This theorem is

meant to apply in the cases when we have a quantum coclique matrix with α′
q columns

that satisfies requirements for being a quantum coclique, but not necessarily the maximal
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one. We may not know the value of α(X) or have a quantum coclique matrix with αq(X)
columns. This lemma below, however, applies to the case when we have a quantum coclique
with α < α′

q ≤ αq(X) columns. An illustration of how this lemma works will be given
below with the quantum isomorphism between the 24-vertex graphs X(F ) and X(F0).

Lemma 4.6.1 Suppose αq(X) ≥ α′
q > α(X), and P is the quantum coclique matrix for

α′
q(X). Let X ′ = (V,E(X ′)) and hz be as explained above. Suppose Y = (V,E(Y )) satisfies:

1. Y is Godsil-McKay-switching-equivalent to X ′ with the cells in the Godsil-McKay
partition {C1, ..., Ck, D} consisting of the sets of vertices with the same second coor-
dinate.

2. For any i, either all edges between Ci and D were switched or none.

3. From each of the sets C1, ..., Ck, D, there are representatives c1, ..., ck, d respectively,
such that ci ∼X d if and only if the switching occurred between D and Ci.

4. V (Y ) can be partitioned into α′
q sets T1, ...Tα′

q
of size hz

5. There are hz−1 automorphisms R2, ..., Rhz of Y that

(a) Have disjoint support: for every 1 ≤ j, k ≤ hz and (vi, ℓ) ∈ V (Y ), we have
Rj((vi, ℓ)) ̸= Rk((vi, ℓ))

(b) For all a, each Ri maps vertices of X ′ with the second coordinate a to the vertices
with the second coordinate a.

(c) Any pair maps switched edges in Y to switched edges in Y and switched non-
edges of Y to switched non-edges of Y

(d) Any pair maps common edges E(X)∩E(Y ) to common edges of E(X)∩E(Y ).

(e) We can relabel R2, ..., Rhz , so that Rcol(w,a)(v, a) = a,

(f) Actions of Ri are the same on each block.

Then X ′ and Y are quantum isomorphic.

Proof. We are going to construct a block-diagonal quantum isomorphism matrix Q from
the quantum coclique P for X between X ′ and Y .

First, note that α(X) = α(X ′) by construction of X ′. The quantum coclique matrix P ′

of X ′ has hzα
′
q(X) = V (X ′) rows and α′

q(X) columns. In other words, α(X ′) < αq(X
′).
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As described in the definition of hz, we know that P ′ will be block diagonal with α′
q(X)

diagonal blocks of size hz × 1.

Then, the vertices of X ′ are tuples {(vi, j)} with each vi being in a tuple with unique
j, the index of the block in which vi is in P

′. Even though we can view V (X ′) and V (Y )
as the same set, think of rows of Q as labelled by V (X ′) = {(vi, j)} and columns labelled
by V (Y ) = {(vi, j)}. Q will have hz ×hz blocks T1, ..., Tα′

q(X) on the diagonal, and all other
entries will be zero projections.

Finally, we can start constructing the block-diagonal quantum isomorphism Q with all
entries being projections of same dimension as entries of P ′ and with hz × hz diagonal
blocks of projections. Let the first column of each block of Q be the hz × 1 diagonal entry
of Pz.

Recall that our Godsil-McKay partition is {Ca}a∪{D}. Denote representatives of blocks
from point three in the theorem statement as a := ca for blocks indexed by vertices in C ′

as
and choose d for the remaining block indexed by D.

Let c be an arbitrarily chosen block index from {ca}a ∪ {d}. Let w be an arbitrary
vertex of Y from the cth block. For a vertex (w, c) of Y , we know w is in the cth block.
Let 1 ≤ col(w, c) ≤ hz denote in which column of the cth block (w, c) is in. Now, let the
ith column of the ath block of Q be formed as follows:

Q(v,a)(w,c) =

{
P ′
(Rcol(w,a)(v,a),a),

if a = c and w ∈ ith column of the block a

0, if a ̸= c

Q(w,c)(v,a) =

{
P ′
(a,(Rrow(w,a)(v,a)),

if a = c and w ∈ ith column of the block a

0, if a ̸= c

Note that we can have col(w, a) = row(w, a) by ordering vertices of X ′ and Y simultane-
ously, so

Rcol(w,a)(v, a) = Rrow(w,a)(v, a)

Moreover, if necessary, we can relabel R2, ..., Rhz , so that

Rcol(w,a)(v, a) = a,

so blocks of Q are symmetric. We will use either definition, whichever one is more conve-
nient. Remembering that the second coordinate of a vertex indicates in which block of P ′
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it was, (and so in which block of Q it is), and that we can view graphs Y and X ′ as being
on the same vertex set, verify that∑

(w,b)∈V (Y )

Q(v,a)(w,b) =
∑

(w,b)∈V (X′)

Q(v,a)(w,b)

Now, by definition of Q, since Q is block-diagonal,

∑
(w,b)∈V (X′)

Q(v,a)(w,b) =
∑

w∈V (X)

Q(v,a)(w,a) =
∑

w∈V (Y )

P ′
(Rcol(w,a)(v,a),a)

=
hz∑
i=2

P ′
(Ri(v,a),a)

,

where the last equality follows because there are only hz columns per block. Finally, since
no Ri fixes any (v, a) and there are hz − 1 of Ri’s,

hz∑
i=2

P ′
(Ri(v,a),a)

=
∑

u∈V (X) and in block a

P ′
((u,a),a) = I

Also, suppose for an arbitrary j, b we have that w is in the jthcolumn of the block b,
then ∑

(v,a)∈V (X′)

Q(v,a)(w,b) =
∑

v∈V (X)

Q(v,b)(w,b)

=
∑

v∈V (X)

P ′
(Rcol(w,b)(v,b),b)

=
∑

u∈V (X)

P ′
((u,b),b)

= I

similarly to above.

Now, we have to check that whenever (v, a) ∼X′ (w, b) and (k, i) ≁Y (ℓ, j), then

Q(v,a),(k,i)Q(w,b),(ℓ,j) = 0.

However, since Q is block-diagonal, if a ̸= i or b ̸= j, then at least one of the following
entries is zero, so the product is zero:

Q(v,a),(k,i)Q(w,b),(ℓ,j) = 0.
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Therefore, we may assume i = a, j = b.

Case 1: (v, a) ∼Y (w, b), (v, a) ∼X′ (w, b) and (k, a) ≁Y (ℓ, b), so

Q(v,a),(k,a)Q(w,b),(ℓ,b) = P ′
(Rcol(k,a)(v,a),a)

P ′
(Rcol(ℓ,b)(w,b),b) = 0

by conditions 5c,d. They guarantee that pairs of automorphisms map non-switched edges
in Y to non-switched edges in Y . Since {(v, a), (w, b)} is a common edge in Y ,

{Rcol(k,a)(v, a), Rcol(ℓ,b)(w, b)}

remains a common edge in X ′ and Y .

Case 2: (v, a) ≁Y (w, b), (v, a) ∼X′ (w, b) and (k, a) ≁Y (ℓ, b), so {(v, a), (w, b)} is a
switched edge in X, equivalently, a switched non-edge in Y .

Q(v,a),(k,a)Q(w,b),(ℓ,b) = P ′
(Rcol(k,a)(v,a),a)

P ′
(Rcol(ℓ,b)(w,b),b) = 0

By condition 5d,
Rcol(k,a)(v, a) ≁Y Rcol(ℓ,b)(w, b),

remains a switched edge in X, so

Rcol(k,a)(v, a) ∼X Rcol(ℓ,b)(w, b).

Now, we have to check that whenever (v, a) ≁X′ (w, b) and (k, a) ∼Y (ℓ, b), then

Q(v,a),(k,a)Q(w,b),(ℓ,b) = 0,

Case 1: (v, a) ≁Y (w, b), (v, a) ≁X′ (w, b) and (k, a) ∼Y (ℓ, b), then

Q(v,a),(k,a)Q(w,b),(ℓ,b) = Q(k,a),(v,a)Q(ℓ,b),(w,b) = P ′
(Rcol(v,a)(k,a),a)

P ′
(Rcol(w,b)(ℓ,b),b)

.

Since the switching happened between all or none edges between all blocks, including
blocks a and b, we see that in this case switching did not happen between a and b. So,
(k, a) ∼X (ℓ, b).

By condition 5d, {(k, a), (ℓ, b)} remains a common edge between X and Y , so

Rcol(v,a)(k, a) ∼X Rcol(w,b)(ℓ, b).
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However, since actions are the same on each of the sets, and R2
i = I, we may choose

labelling of R2, ..., Rhz−1 such that each formed block is symmetric. So,

P(v,a),(k,a)P(w,b),(ℓ,b) = P(Rcol(k,a)(v,a),a)P(Rcol(ℓ,b)(w,b),b)

= P(Rrow(ℓ,b)(w,b),b)P(Rrow(k,a)(v,a),a) = 0,

since (Rrow(ℓ,b)(w, b) ∼X Rrow(k,a)(v, a).

Case 2: (v, a) ∼Y (w, b), (v, a) ≁X′ (w, b) and (k, a) ∼Y (ℓ, b), then we have

Q(v,a),(k,a)Q(w,b),(ℓ,b) = P ′
ca,(Rrow(v,a)(k,a),a)

P ′
cb,(Rb,row(w,b)(ℓ,b)

.

Since either all or none edges were switched between each Ci and D, (v, a), (k, a) are in
the same block and {(v, a), (w, b)} was switched, {(k, a), (ℓ, b)} was also switched. So,
representatives ca, cb are also adjacent n X. Clearly, ca ̸= cb, Using the fact that P ′ is a
quantum coclique, we get that

P ′
ca,(Rrow(v,a)(k,a),a)

P ′
cb,(Rb,row(w,b)(ℓ,b)

= 0.

Next we will give a condition that identifies how to find automorphisms that suit the
conditions of the preivious theorem. In the end of the section we will provide illustrations
of these theorems to the 24-vertex graphs.

Lemma 4.6.2 Let X and Y be graphs related by Godsil-McKay switching. R is an auto-
morphism of Y that maps switched edges of Y to switched edges of Y and switched nonedges
of Y to switched nonedges of Y if and only if it is a common automorphism between X
and Y . Moreover, in that case, R also maps switched edges of X to switched edges of X,
and same for nonedges of X.

Proof. First, suppose R is an automorphism of Y mapping switched edges of Y to switched
edges of Y and switched nonedges of Y to switched nonedges of Y .

Since each switched edge of Y is a switched non-edge of X, R maps switched non-edges
of X to switched non-edges of X. Similarly, R maps switched edges of X to switched edges
of X.

Now, {u, v} ∈ E(X)∩E(Y ) is a common edge betweenX and Y . We would like to show
that R maps {u, v} to a common edge between X and Y . Towards contradiction suppose
it does not. After all, R is an automorphism of Y , so it can only map {u, v} ∈ E(Y )
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to {Ru,Rv} ∈ E(Y ). So if {Ru,Rv} is not a common edge, it is a switched edge in Y .
By hypothesis, R maps switched edges to switched edges. Let k be the smallest possible
integer such that {Ru,Rv}, {R2u,R2v}, ..., {Rku,Rkv} are distinct switched edges in Y .
Thus, k ≥ 1. Now, for k + 1, we have either

• {Rk+1u,Rk+1v} = {Riu,Riv}, i < k and it is an already encountered switched edge
or

• {Rk+1u,Rk+1v} is another distinct switched edge.

The second condition can’t happen since k is the minimal such that

{Ru,Rv}, {R2u,R2v}, ..., {Rku,Rkv}

are distinct switched edges in Y . Thus, there is an i such that

{Rk+1u,Rk+1v} = {Riu,Riv}.

However, R is an invertible permutation matrix, so

u = Rk+1−iu and v = Rk+1−iv.

Therefore,

{Ru,Rv}, {R2u,R2v}, ..., {Rk+1−iu,Rk+1−iv}, ..., {Rku,Rkv}

contains a common edge {Rm+1−iu,Rm+1−iv}, a contradiction. We have shown that, in-
deed, a common edge {u, v} ∈ E(X)∩E(Y ) can be only mapped by R to another common
edge.

Similarly, we could show that the common non-edge {a, b} ∈ E(X̄) ∩ E(Ȳ ) can be
only mapped by R to another common non-edge. In other words, R is an automorphism
mapping common edges of X and Y to common edges of X and Y , common non-edges
of X and Y to common non-edges of X and Y , switched edges of X to switched edges of
X and switched non-edges of X to switched non-edges of X. More importantly for this
direction of the proof, R maps edges of X to edges of X and non-edges of X to non-edges
of X, so R is an automorphism of X.

For the other direction, suppose R is a common automorphism between X and Y . If
{u, v}, is a switched edge in Y , then u ≁X v. However, with R being an automorphism of
Y , we have Ru ∼Y Rv. Since R is also an automorphism of X we have R(u) ≁X R(v),
so {Ru,Rv} remains a switched edge in Y . The same argument works for non-switched
edges of Y and for common edges between X and Y .
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Remark: The above lemma tells us that for Lemma 4.6.1 we should search for Ri’s
from the set of common automorphisms of X ′ and Y ′, since we have a lot of conditions
on pairs of automorphisms, and in particular, they have to hold for the pairs of same
automorphisms.

Example 4.6.3 The pair of graphs X(F) and X0(F) from [46] have that αq(X0(F)) >
α(X0(F)). Moreover, they satisfy the conditions required for Lemma 4.6.1, and so we can
construct the quantum isomorphism matrix from the quantum coclique of the graph with
different α and αq. We will walk through this construction step-by-step below.

First, note that z = 1. In Theorem 5.1.1 we proved that these two graphs are related
by Godsil-McKay switching. In the Section 3.2.1 we translated proofs from [46] into an
explicit quantum isomorphism between this pair of graphs. In [54], Piovesan found an
explicit construction of αq, which is just the 1st, 5th, 8th, 12th, 16th and 20th columns of
this explicit quantum isomorphism.

We note that Y can be partitioned into 6 cliques and 4 cocliques, so that each of the
cliques contains exactly one vertex from each coclique.

Moreover, there are three automorphisms of Y that map switched edges of Y to switched
edges of Y and act transitively on each clique. We can easily uncover these three auto-
morphisms by looking at the first column of each diagonal block of quantum isomorphism
matrix and the 2nd, 3d, 4th columnms. For example, looking at the first and second
columns of the first block, we notice that (1, 2) entry becomes (2, 1) entry. So we declare
vertex (x7 + x8 + x9 = 0, 000) being mapped to (x7 + x8 + x9 = 0, 110). Similarly,

(x7 + x8 + x9 = 0, 011) 7→ (x7 + x8 + x9 = 0, 000),

(x7 + x8 + x9 = 0, 101) 7→ (x7 + x8 + x9 = 0, 110),

(x7 + x8 + x9 = 0, 110) 7→ (x7 + x8 + x9 = 0, 001).

Repeating this procedure for the remaining blocks, we get the first automorphism. Then
the second automorphism can be obtained by the similar process by comparing the first
and the third column of each block etc. One can check that these are the automorphisms
of both X(F) and X0(F), and that any of their pairs map switched/common edges of Y
to switched/common edges of Y and same for non-edges.

An open question is whether there could also be two quantum isomorphic graphs but
such that αq(X) = α(X) and αq(Y ) = α(Y ). As an example, consider X = Y = K4. It is
known that αq(K4) = α(K4) = 1, but it has quantum symmetry. The question becomes
if there could be quantum isomorphic, but non isomorphic, graphs such that both graphs
have different α and αq.
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Chapter 5

Switching

While studying the known examples of non-isomorphic quantum isomorphic graphs, we
have discovered that the 24-vertex graphs from [2] and Schmidt’s strongly regular graphs
are related by Godsil-McKay switching (see Section 2.3). This observation has lead us
to explore when Godsil-McKay switching preserves coherent algebras of graphs as will be
explored in the later chapters. In this section we provide the partition

5.1 The 24-vertex graphs are switching related

We observe that both of the graphs from [2] are related by Godsil-McKay switching.

Theorem 5.1.1 Graph X(F0) can be obtained from X(F ) by Godsil-McKay switching by
selecting the following partition of vertices.

(a) Xi = ((Ci, f
1
i ), ..., (Ci, f

4
i )) if bi = 0.

(b) Y = ((Cj, f
1
j ), ..., (Cj, f

4
j )) for the only constraint Cj given by

x3 + x6 + x9 = 1

Proof. First, we will verify that every vertex x ∈ Y has either 0, 1
2
|Xi| or |Xi| neighbors

in Xi. As a first case, we will count neighbours of a vertex in Y to a vertex in a subset
of vertices Xi ⊆ V (X(F )) such that constraint Ci has no variables x3, x6 or x9. In other
words, Ci an Cj have no variables in common.
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Case 1 : Si ∩ Sj = ∅. Then any vertex (Cj, fj) ∈ Y has no neighbours in Xi.

Next, investigate the case where Xi is such that Y and Xi have variables in common.
Note that any two constrains have at most one variable in common.

Case 2 : Si∩Sj = {xk}, where k ∈ {3, 6, 9}. So the vertices ofXi are ((Ci, f
1
i ), ..., (Ci, f

4
i )).

By inspection, half of the assignments from f 1
i , ..., f

4
i will assign value zero to xk, and the

remaining half of the satisfying assignments will asign value one to xk. Thus, any vertex
(Cj, fj) of Y will be adjacent to half of the vertices of Xi in this case.

Now let us check that every x ∈ Xi has the same number of the neighbours in Xk for
each 1 ≤ i, k ≤ 5. For this, fix an Xi and let us start with Xk such that corresponding
constraints Ci and Ck have no variables in common.

To verify that the defined partition is indeed a Godsil-McKay partition, we also need
to ensure that vertices in Xi have the same number of neighbours in Xj. Consider different
cases and suppose first that there is no vertex in common between the associated constraints
Ci and Ck.

Case 1 : Si ∩ Sk = ∅. Then any vertex (Ci, f
j
i ) ∈ Xi, 1 ≤ j ≤ 4 has no neighbours in

Xk.

Case 2 : Si ∩ Sk = {xr}. Then, as before, half of the vertices of Xk have assignments
that set xr to zero, and the leftover half assign value one to xr. So each vertex of Xi is
adjacent to half of the vertices of Xk.

Case 3 : Xi = Xk. The graph induced by Xi is regular.

To conclude the first half of our proof, the conditions of Godsil-McKay partition are
satisfied. At this point we are ready to check if by performing the switching itself, we are
going to obtain X(F0).

For this graph, the switching will be the following procedure.

• Choose one of the three possible Xi such that Si has a variable x3 or x6 or x9.

• For every vertex (Cj, fj) of Y remove its existent edges to vertices in Xi, and connect
it instead to the other vertices of Xi.

We note that given vertices (Cj, f
1
j ), ..., (Cj, f

4
j ) of Y in V (X(F )), we can modify them

as follows
(Cj, f

1
j ) 7→ (Cj, f

1
j ⊕ (1, 1, 1)).

For each k, by negating the evaluation by fk
j of each variable of Cj we achieve exactly the

desired effect of the Godsil-McKay switching. In other words, if (Cj, fj) and (Ci, fi) were
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adjacent before, it was because fi and fj agreed on variables in Si∩Sj. Now, it will be that
fi and fj ⊕ (1, 1, 1) will, on the constrary, disagree on variables in Si ∩ Sj, and so will not
be adjacent. Analogously, vertices (Cj, fj) and (Ci, fi) that were non-adjacent will become
adjacent. And so the procedure of negating the output of fj for each vertex (Cj, fj) of Y
is equivalent to performing Godsil-McKay switching on the set Y .

Again, ⊕ denotes addition modulo two. Denoting by C ′
j the homogenized constraint

x3 + x6 + x9 = 0, we can readily see that (C ′
j, f

1
j ⊕ (1, 1, 1)), ..., (C ′

j, f
4
j ⊕ (1, 1, 1)) are the

only vertices of X(F0) that are not a subset of vertices of V (X(F )). In other words, we
showed that X(F ) and X(F0) are indeed related by the Godsil-McKay switching.

5.2 120-vertex strongly regular graphs are switching

related

Theorem 5.2.1 GE8
and Gw are related by Godsil-McKay switching.

Proof. Refer to Figure 3.5 for the partition V1, ..., V15 of the vertices of GE8
. Our Godsil-

McKay partition will consist of fourteen sets of size four and one set of size sixty-four. For
1 ≤ i ≤ 7 define:

Ci+ = {x ∈ Vi|x contains only nonnegative entries 0 and 1}

Ci− = {x ∈ Vi|x contains each of the following: 1,−1 and 0}

D = V8 ∪ ... ∪ V15

Since each Vi induces a K8 in GE8
, it is clear that every Cix, 1 ≤ i ≤ 7, x ∈ {+,−}

induces aK4. One can check all vertices in any Cx have each the same number of neighbours
in any Cy, namely one of two numbers {2, 4}. Moreover, every vertex in D has either 0,
2 or 4 neighbours in each of the Cx. Recall the construction of Gw from GE8

on page 31.
Choose vectors {e1 + e2, ..., e1 + e8, x{1,2}, ..., x{1,8}, x∅} from each orbit as representatives
to form w without loss of generality. To justify the lack of loss of generality, use Theorem
3.3.1, originally from [65], which says that different choices of w create isomorphic graphs
Gw. Now, for any Cix we have that d ∈ D, d ∈ Vk is adjacent to half of the vertices in Cix

if and only if ⟨wi, wk⟩ = 0. By construction of Gw from GE8
, it means that the switching

has occurred between Vk and Vi, which easily generalizes to show that switching GE8
on

partition {Ci+, Ci+}7i=1 ∪D gives Gw.
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Chapter 6

Coherent algebras

In this chapter we provide known classical results connecting properties of automorphism
groups of graphs and properties of commutant of an automorphism group of graphs. We
generalize these concepts to quantum automorphism groups too.

So far, we have discovered that two examples, the 24-vertex graphs from [2] and 120-
vertex strongly regular graphs [65] are related by Godsil-McKay switching. In this section
we will see the proof from [2] of the fact that quantum isomorphisms preserve coherent
algebras. As a new result, we will show explicit form of this isomorphism of coherent
algebras.

Together, these observations would lead us to thinking that potential candidates for
quantum isomorphic non-isomorphic graphs could be from the graphs that are related by
Godsil-McKay switching and have isomorphic coherent algebras. Thus, to kill two criteria
with one answer, we asked when does Godsil-McKay switching preserve coherent algebras.
To make it more concrete, we asked when is conjugation by the reflection matrix from
Godsil-McKay switching the isomorphism of coherent algebras of graphs that are related
by the Godsil-McKay switching. Towards the end of the chapter we will have progress
towards these questions.

6.1 Background on coherent configurations and co-

herent algebras

In this section we explore standard information on coherent configurations and how they
relate to coherent algebras. More can be found in, for example, in [27].
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A coherent configuration [12] is a finite set X of points and a collection of nonempty
binary relations R = {Ri | i ∈ I} on X with the following conditions:

(a) R is a partition of X ×X.

(b) There is a subset H of the index set I such that {Rh |h ∈ H} is a partition of the
diagonal {(x, x) |x ∈ X}

(c) For each Ri, its transpose {(y, x) | (x, y) ∈ Ri} is also one of the relations in R, say
Ri′ .

(d) For i, j, k ∈ I and (x, y) ∈ Rk, the number of z ∈ X such that (x, z) ∈ Ri and
(z, y) ∈ Rj is a constant pkij that does not depend on the choice of x, y.

One well-known example is as follows. Consider a distance-regular graph X of diameter
d. We can partition V (X) × V (X) into relations Ri = {(x, y) : dist(x, y) = i}. Below we
sketch that they form a coherent configuration.

First, if the diameter of the graph is d, any two vertices are at distance i ∈ [0, d], so
R0, ..., Rd clearly partition X×X. In this case, the whole diagonal {(x, x) |x ∈ X} belongs
to relation R0, so H = {0}.

The distance between x and y is clearly the same as between y and x. Finally, from
distance-regularity it follows that the number of vertices at distance i from x and at distance
j from y depends only on i, j and the distance between x and y.

We can also think about coherent configurations for a set X in terms of matrices. For
this, to each relation Ri, we associate an |X| × |X| adjacency matrix Ai, with

(Ai)xy=

{
1 if (x, y) ∈ Ri

0 otherwise
.

Next, we would like to restate the above coherent configuration requirements for rela-
tions Ri in terms of these adjacency matrices Ai as well.

In order for the relations to partition the set X×X, we need each pair (x, y) to be in a
unique relation. Hence, if we sum over all the matrices Ai, we will get the all ones matrix
J :

∑
i

Ai = J
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Second, we know that the relations in H partition the set {(x, x)}x∈X . So,∑
i∈H

Ai = I

We require that for any (x, y) ∈ Ri also (y, x) ∈ Ri′ , which results in

(Ai)
T = Ai′

To reinterpret the final relation requirement, we look at the xy entry of the product
AiAj. As expected, it counts the number of elements z that are in relation Ri with x and
in relation Rj with y.

For convenience, we restate the observation in concise form.

Proposition 6.1.1 Suppose {Ai} are the adjacency matrices of the relations {Ri} arising
from a coherent configuration. Then the following hold:

(a)
∑

iAi = J

(b)
∑

i∈H Ai = I

(c) AT
i = Ai′ for all i ∈ I

(d) AiAj =
∑

k p
k
ijAk

Coherent configurations are closely related to coherent algebras [51]. Generally, an
(associative) algebra over a field k is a k-vector space A equipped with an additional
binary operation × : A×A→ A, such that × is associative, left and right distributive and
we have (xa)(yb) = (xy)ab for all x, y ∈ k and a, b ∈ A. Thus, when talking about matrix
algebra over a field k, we mean a vector space of matrices over a field k under addition,
equipped with the standard matrix multiplication.

Naturally, a subalgebra of an algebra A is a subset B of A that is closed under addition,
multiplication, and scalar products and contains the identity [34].

Definition 6.1.2 A coherent algebra W of order n is a subalgebra of Mn(C) such that

(a) I, J ∈ W
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(b) A∗ ∈ W for all A ∈ W

(c) For any A,B ∈ W, their Schur product A ◦B ∈ W

(d) For any A,B ∈ W, it holds that AB ∈ W.

We will prove that the span of adjacency matrices of the relations of a coherent con-
figuration is a coherent algebra. For two matrices A and B with the same number of rows
and columns A ◦B denotes their entrywise product and is called Schur product.

Lemma 6.1.3 The adjacency matrices {Ai} of the relations Ri of a coherent configuration
form a basis of a coherent algebra.

Proof. Note that the adjacency matrices {Ai} are Schur orthogonal and therefore orthog-
onal:

⟨Ai, Aj⟩ = sum (Ai ◦ AT
j ) = 0.

Therefore, these basis matrices form a basis for their linear span of the {Ai}. Let their
linear span be called W . We will prove that W is a coherent algebra. As a linear span, W
is a vector space under addition. Now, check that W is closed under multiplication. This
follows since AiAj =

∑
pkijAk. Now we will verify that W is coherent. As we concluded

earlier,
∑

i∈I Ai = J, Moreover, there is a subset H ⊂ I, such that
∑

i∈HAi = I. Thus,
we are left to prove the Schur-product closure. Take two arbitrary matrices A,B ∈ W. We
can write them in terms of the basis elements:

A =
∑
k

αkAk

B =
∑
j

βjAj

Recall that relations {Ri} partition the set X ×X, so Ai ◦ Aj = 0 for all i ̸= j.

A ◦B =
∑
k,j

αkβj(Ak ◦ Aj) =
∑
k,j

αkβkAk ∈ W.

Proposition 6.1.4 Let W be a coherent algebra. Then W has a unique unordered basis
consisting of Schur-orthogonal 01-matrices.
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Proof. W is an algebra, therefore, it has a basis. Let the basis be C1, ..., Cd. Then for
each Ci, 1 ≤ i ≤ d, we do the following.

• Let α1, ..., αk be a set (no repetitions) of unique entries of Ci.

• For each 1 ≤ j ≤ k, define Dαj
to be a matrix that has ones in the same locations as

Ci has entries αj and zeroes everywhere else.

Now we claim that each Dαj
is in W . We can define a matrix polynomial where multipli-

cation is Schur multiplication and J is the all-ones matrix to be

pj(Ci) = ◦i ̸=j(Ci − αjJ).

Note that since Ci ∈ W and W is closed under Schur multiplication, pj(Ci) ∈ W for each
i and each j. Notice that up to a scalar,

pj(Ci) = Dαj
,

implying that Dαj
∈ W for each entry αj of Ci. Since Ci was arbitrary, we can apply this

procedure to all of the basis matrices Ci. Taking union of the resulting 01-matrices, we
can select the subset of those that can’t be written as the sum of others. We call those
minimal idempotents. Clearly, any basis element Ci can be written as a sum of those and
they are pairwise orthogonal. Thus, there must be d of them and they also form a basis of
W . Since J ∈ W, and minimal idempotents are binary matrices, they should sum to J.

For uniqueness, suppose towards contradiction that there are two Schur-orthogonal
bases A = {A1, ..., Ad} and B = {B1, ..., Bd}. Then we can express elements of one in
terms of the elements of another:

Ak =
d∑

j=1

αjBj

Since B′
js are Schur-orthogonal, and A

′
ks are 01, the coefficients αi are either 0 or 1 them-

selves. We can write
Ak =

∑
j∈Ik

Bj

Then

J =
d∑

k=1

Ak =
d∑

k=1

∑
j∈Ik

Bj

62



Again, since B′
js are Schur-orthogonal, each of them can occur only once. If it happened

that an Ai is a sum of more than one B′
js, since A

′
ks are themselves Schur-orthogonal,

by Pigeonhole principle, there will be another Ak, such that all B′
js were already used to

express other elements of A. Hence, B consists of all elements of A.

Now, we will see that every coherent algebra contains a coherent configuration, and
every coherent configuration generates a coherent algebra.

Lemma 6.1.5 Let W be a coherent algebra. Then the basis of 01- matrices A1, ..., An form
a coherent configuration.

Proof. Recall that there is a unique Schur orthogonal 01-basis for the coherent algebra,
so we can proceed to work with this basis. Suppose that each Ai has |X| rows and |X|
columns for some set X. Since the matrices Ai are binary, they define some relations Ri

on X ×X such that

Ri(x, y) =

{
1 if Axy = 1

0 otherwise

In other words, the elements x and y ofX are in relation Ri, if and only if the corresponding
adjacency has entry 1 in the xy-position. We will see that these relations define a coherent
configuration. First, observe that since Ai’s form a basis of a coherent algebra,

0 = ⟨Ai, Aj⟩ = sum(Ai ◦ Aj).

Therefore, for i ̸= j, we have that Ai and Aj have nonzero entries in different positions. It
follows that {Ri} are disjoint relations. Since J ∈ W , the Ai’s have to sum to J, ensuring
that {Ri} partition X×X, as needed. Secondly, sinceW is a coherent algebra,W contains
I. Since {Ai} form a basis, there exists some set H such that

I =
∑
h∈H

αhAh.

However, since the matrices Ah are disjoint, it must be that each coefficient αh is non-
negative. In particular, αh = 1 for all h. Therefore, these sets H are such that {Rh}h∈H
partition the diagonal {(x, x) |x ∈ X}. Since a coherent algebra is closed under transpo-
sitions, we have that if a basis element Ai ∈ W, then AT

i ∈ W as well. It remains to show
that if Ai is a basis element, then AT

i is also a basis element. Suppose not, and express AT
i

as linear combination of the basis elements:

AT
i =

∑
j

αjAj
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However, then by the nature of Schur-orthogonality of the A′
is, we have:

AT
i ◦ Ai =

∑
j

αjAj ◦ Ai = αiAi ◦ Ai = αiAi

Hence, AT
i = Ai. To sum up, if AT

i is not in the basis, then AT
i = Ai.

Finally, the existence of constants pikj satisfying the equation

AkAj =
∑
k

pikjAi,

which is equivalent to Condition (d), follows straight from the fact that {Ai} form a
basis. We conclude that the unique 01-basis of a coherent algebra defines the coherent
configuration.

6.2 Homogeneity and commutativity of coherent al-

gebras

In this section we will present some general knowledge about certain conditions on homo-
geneity and commutativity of coherent algebras.

A coherent configuration is called homogeneous if one of the relations is

{(x, x)|x ∈ X}.

Equivalently, a coherent algebra is homogeneous if identity matrix is one of the matrices in
the 01-basis. In the coherent algebra arising from the coherent configuration above, we had
the relation R0 describing the vertices at distance 0 from each other. Hence, we see that
coherent algebra from the example was homogeneous. A commutative coherent algebra is
such that any two matrices in it commute.

Proposition 6.2.1 W is a homogeneous coherent algebra if and only if every matrix in
W has a constant diagonal.

Proof. Suppose W is a homogeneous algebra. Let {Ai} be its orthogonal 01-basis, and
suppose A1 = I. Since Ai ◦Aj = 0 if i ̸= j, all other basic matrices have zero diagonal. As
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any matrix in W is a linear combination of these basis matrices, each matrix in W also
has constant diagonal.

On the other hand, if in some coherent algebra W, each matrix has constant diagonal,
then so do the matrices in the unique orthogonal 01-basis. In particular, since diagonal
matrices that sum to identity have to be in every Schur-orthogonal 01-basis of any coherent
algebra, it must be that only the identity matrix is in this basis.

Proposition 6.2.2 If a coherent algebra is commutative, it is homogeneous.

Proof. IfA is a commutative coherent algebra, the elements of its basis each commute with
J. In other words, they have constant and equal row and column sums. We also know that
the matrices in the unique Schur orthogonal binary basis of coherent algebra are adjacency
matrices of a coherent configuration. Therefore, there are some elements {Ak}k∈K in the
basis that add up to I. If |K| > 1, the set {Ak}k∈K does not contain identity matrix.
Matrices Ak are diagonal with 0 and 1 entries. However, that would contradict that they
had to have constant and equal row and column sums, as some columns will add up to 1
and others to 0.

Proposition 6.2.3 Let G be a permutation group acting on the set X. Then X together
with the partition R of X ×X into orbits of G (acting on X ×X via g(x, y) = (gx, gy)) is
a coherent configuration.

Proof. Clearly, the orbits ofG acting onX×X partitionX×X. Additionally, we can easily
find a set H such that the relations with index H partition the diagonal {(x, x) : x ∈ X}.
To find H, we take the union of the disjoint orbits that are obtained starting at different
elements of X ×X with the same first and second entries.

Next, suppose a relation Ri is the adjacency matrix of the orbit of (x, y). In other
words, Ri has entries 1 in the positions (a, b) if and only if (a, b) are in the orbit of (x, y).
Then the orbit of (y, x) will define another relation R′

i, which will contain all the transposed
elements of Ri. Finally, suppose (x, y) ∈ Rk. We will calculate the number of z ∈ X such
that (x, z) ∈ Ri and (z, y) ∈ Rj. Since the orbits are disjoint, if z ̸= y, then we get pkij = 0.
Similarly, if z ̸= x, we must have that pkij = 0. Thus, the only possibility when pkij is
nonzero, is when z = y with i = k and x = z with k = j, which forces pkij to be 0 for all
relations Rk, except for the diagonal relation Rd, in which case pkij will be 1 regardless of
the choice of the representative (x, x) ∈ Rd.
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6.3 Transitivity of automorphism group and homo-

geneity of coherent algebras

In this section we will prove that the matrices that commute with all automorphisms of a
graph form a coherent algebra, and that this coherent algebra is homogeneous if and only
if the action of automorphism group is transitive.

Recall that a commutant W of a set M ⊆Mn(C) of matrices:

W := {N ∈Mn(C) : NM =MN for all M ∈ M}

We will first prove the result about commutants of a set of permutation matrices. Of
course that would be relevant to commutants of automorphism groups of graphs.

Proposition 6.3.1 ([27]) The commutant W of a set of permutation matrices Q is a
coherent algebra.

Proof. Clearly, I ∈ Q. Additionally, since each row and column of any Q ∈ Q contains
only one 1,

JQ = QJ = J,

so J ∈ W . Now suppose M ∈ W , and

MQ = QM for all Q ∈ Q.

Then, using that QT = Q−1, we have

QTM =MQT

(MTQ)T = (QMT )T

MTQ = QMT ,

implying that, MT ∈ W as well. Next, we check that for every M1,M2 ∈ W, their product
belongs to W .

(M2M1)Q = (M2Q)M1 = Q(M2M1)

Finally, we confirm that for every M1,M2 ∈ W, their Schur product is in W . Suppose Qkj

is the unique entry in the jth column with a nonzero entry and Qil is the unique nonzero
entry in the ith row. Taking a closer look at the ij-entry of the product, we observe:
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(M1)lj = (QilM1)lj = (QM1)ij = (M1Q)ij = (M1)ikQkj = (M1)ik

Similarly,
(M2)ik = (M2Q)ij = (QM2)ij = (M2)lj.

Now, check:

(M2 ◦M1Q)ij = (M2)ik(M1)ik

(QM2 ◦M1)ij = Qil(M2)lj(M1)lj = (M2)lj(M1)lj = (M2)ik(M1)ik.

Hence W is indeed a coherent algebra.

Since the automorphism group of a graph is a set of permutation matrices, we have the
corollary.

Corollary 6.3.2 Let X be a graph, and let P be the automorphism group of X. Then the
commutant W of P forms a coherent algebra.

We have the connection between transitivity and homogeneity below for automorphism
groups of graphs and their commutants.

Corollary 6.3.3 Let X be a graph, and let Q be the group of automorphisms of X. Then
the commutant W of Q is a homogeneous coherent algebra if and only if the automorphism
group acts transitively on the graph.

Proof. The fact that the commutant W of P forms a coherent algebra was proven above.
First we will observe a condition on certain entries of the matrices in the commutant of P
and then proceed to proving homogeneity.

Begin by choosing an arbitrary matrix M ∈ W and an arbitrary P ∈ P . Every
permutation matrix has a unique one in each row and column. An entry Pij = 1 means the
automorphism P maps vertex j to vertex i. In other words, in every row Pj,P−1(j) entry is
nonzero, and in each column, the entry PP (j),j is nonzero. We have

MP = PM,

and observe that

(MP )ij =MiP (j)PP (j),j =Mi,P (j)

(PM)ij = Pi,P−1(i)MP−1(i),j =MP−1(i),j
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So the requirement on M is that for any P ∈ P , we have

Mi,P (j) =MP−1(i),j for all i, j ∈ V (X), P ∈ P . (6.3.1)

Now we proceed to verifying the condition for homogeneity.

For the backward direction, we assume that the automorphism group is transitive, and
we would like to show that any M ∈ W has constant diagonal. Because the group is
transitive, for every i ∈ V (X) and j ∈ V, there is an automorphism P, such that P (j) = i.
If P (j) = i, then

Mii =Mjj for all i, j ∈ V (X),

which implies M has constant diagonal by 6.3.1.

For the forward direction, we know that each M has constant diagonal. Now suppose
there is no automorphism P mapping j to i. In such case, the condition

Mii =Mjj

will not be enforced. Therefore, we can find a matrix M where Mii and Mjj will be
different, but will still commute with all of P , contradicting the assumption.

6.4 Commutativity of coherent algebras and generous

transitivity of automorphism groups

We have one more section on properties of commutants of automorphism groups.

We say an automorphism group of a graph X is generously transitive if for any pair of
vertices i, j ∈ V (X), there is an automorphism of X swapping them.

Theorem 6.4.1 (Folklore) The commutant of a permutation group is a commutative
coherent algebra if the group is generously transitive.

The proof can be found in [27]. We provide a similar proof for the quantum case in Theorem
6.9.1.

Now in the upcoming sections we will show the analogues of the previous two results
for quantum automorphism groups. This is a more concrete version of ideas in [40] and
[63], due to Chris Godsil.
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6.5 Coherent algebras and their relation to quantum

automorphism groups

In this section we will now explore relationship between transitivity of the quantum au-
tomorphism group of a graph and the commutant coherent algebra of the quantum auto-
morphism group of the graph. This is an enhancement of what has been known in the
literature [40], [63].

Before we begin the following lemma, it is important to note that for a matrix M ∈
Mn(C) to commute with a quantum permutation Q ∈Mn(Md(C)), we mean

Q(M ⊗ Id) = (M ⊗ Id)Q.

We omit the index d if it is clear from the context.

Lemma 6.5.1 Let Q denote all quantum automorphisms of a graph X. The set of matrices
C ⊆Mn(C) that commute with each matrix in Q form a coherent algebra.

Proof. Clearly I ∈ C. Additionally, J ∈ C, since each row and column of P ∈ Q sums to
identity. First observe that if P ∈ Q is a quantum permutation, PP T = I = P TP. We can
deduce that Q is closed under transposes. Indeed, suppose P ∈ Q, so

P (A⊗ I) = (A⊗ I)P

(A⊗ I) = P T (A⊗ I)P

(A⊗ I)P T = P T (A⊗ I),

so P T ∈ Q as well.

We’ll show closure of C under transposes. If we have that C ∈ C, and P is arbitrary in
Q,

P (C ⊗ I)P T = C,

and
P (C ⊗ I)TP T = (P (C ⊗ I)P T )T = (C ⊗ I)T .

Hence, C is also closed under taking transposes. Additionally, if B,C ∈ C,

(B ⊗ I)(C ⊗ I)P = (B ⊗ I)(PC) = P ((B ⊗ I)(C ⊗ I)),

implying that BC ∈ C as well.
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We are left to show the closure under Schur multiplication. Suppose B ⊗ I, C ⊗ I ∈ C,
and P ∈ P a quantum automorphism. First note that

[(B ⊗ I) ◦ (C ⊗ I)] = [(B ◦ C)⊗ I)] ,

which means that we only need to prove that

([(B ◦ C)⊗ I)]P )ij = (P [(B ◦ C)⊗ I)])ij

Or, equivalently, ∑
k

bikcikPkj =
∑
k

bkjckjPik

In the next step we will demonstrate that

([(B ◦ C)⊗ I)]P )ij = [(B ⊗ I)P ]ij [(C ⊗ I)P ]ij

To start, notice that

[(C ⊗ I)P ]ij =
∑
k

cikPkj

[(B ⊗ I)P ]ij =
∑
l

bilPlj

[(B ⊗ I)P ]ij [(C ⊗ I)P ]ij =
∑
k,l

bilPljcikPkj =
∑
k,l

bilcikPljPkj.

Observe that the summands in the last term vanish when k ̸= l, which brings us to:

[(B ⊗ I)P ]ij [(C ⊗ I)P ]ij =
∑
k

bikcikPkj = ([(B ◦ C)⊗ I]P )ij , (∗)

as we wanted to show. In the same fashion, we can see that

[P (B ⊗ I)]ij [P (C ⊗ I)]ij = (P [(B ◦ C)⊗ I])ij (∗∗)

The fact that both B ⊗ I and C ⊗ I are in C guarantees the commutativity:

[(B ⊗ I)P ]ij [(C ⊗ I)P ]ij = [P (B ⊗ I)]ij [P (C ⊗ I)]ij .

Therefore, since the left hand sides are equal in (∗) and (∗∗), so are the right hand sides

([(B ◦ C)⊗ I]P )ij = (P [(B ◦ C)⊗ I)])ij ,

implying that C is Schur-closed. Since P was arbitrary, and we have demonstrated that C
contains I, J and is closed under products and Schur-products, We are able to deduce that
C is a coherent algebra.
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The coherent algebra defined by the commutant of the magic unitary has been referred
to in literature [40] as an orbital algebra.

We recall that commutant of a transitively-acting classical automorphism group forms
a homogeneous coherent algebra. Now we would like to see if we can characterize when
the centralizer of the quantum automorphisms of a graph is homogeneous. To study this
question, let us first familiarize ourselves with the notions of quantum orbits, orbitals and
the actions of a quantum compact group on a set.

6.6 Background on quantum orbitals, quantum or-

bital algebra definition

In [47], Laura Mančinska and David Roberson have studied the notion of orbits and orbitals
of actions of quantum automorphism groups.

To begin, the action of a classical group G onto a set X induces an equivalence relation
on the elements of X. We say x, x1 ∈ X are equivalent, or x ∼G x1 if there is an element
g ∈ G such that x1 = gx. An orbit of an element x ∈ G is Gx = {gx : g ∈ G}. Equivalently,
Gx is an equivalence class of x. When extending action of G onto X × X in a natural
manner by g(x1, x2) = (gx1, gx2), the orbits are called orbitals. We apply Mančinska and
Roberson’s definition to quantum automorphism group of graphs.

In Lemma 6.5.1, we have seen that the commutant of the set of all of the quantum
automorphisms of a graph, also known as orbital algebra of a graph is a coherent algebra.

Given that the commutant of a quantum permutation is a coherent algebra, with the
help of the Weisfeiler-Leman [38] algorithm we can find the unique orthogonal binary basis
for this coherent algebra. Mančinska and Roberson in [40] arrive at the orbitals in another
way. They first construct adjacency matrices of the certain equivalence relation, and then
show that they form is a coherent configuration. These matrices turn out to be orbitals
for the orbital algebra. We will include their explicit formulas for the orbitals below, since
it will be useful to us later.

Definition 6.6.1 [40] Suppose X is a finite set and Q is a quantum automorphism group
action on X. Let U = (uxy)x,y∈X be a magic unitary defining C(Q). Define the relations
∼1,∼2 on X and X ×X as follows:

• x ∼1 y if uxy ̸= 0
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• (x, x′) ∼2 (y, y
′) if uxyux′y′ ̸= 0

These relations are generalisations of the classical ones. Whenever we have a permu-
tation group acting on a set, we can represent the action with permutation matrices. So,
whenever an xy-entry of a classical permutation is nonzero, we have that it maps standard
basis element ey to standard basis element ex. We say y is mapped to x. Similarly, as in
the example of the graph, if the product of xy and x′y′-entries of a classical automorphism
are nonzero, then either both {x, x′} and {y, y′} are edges or both are nonedges. Since y
is mapped to x and y′ to x′, and edges must be mapped to edges, nonedges to nonedges
only.

The authors in [40] prove that both of these relations are equivalence relations, which
allows them to define quantum orbitals. Given a quantum permutation group Q acting
on a finite set X, the orbitals of Q are the equivalence classes of the relation ∼2 defined
earlier.

The next theorem of [40] shows that equivalence classes of ∼2 relation form the basis
of the orbital algebra.

Theorem 6.6.2 [40] Let Q be the quantum automorphism group of a graph X. Let U =
(uxy)x,y∈X be the magic unitary with generators of Q, and let M ∈ M|V (X)|(C). Then
MU = UM if and only if M is constant on the orbitals of Q.

From Theorem 6.5.1, where we have showed that the commutant of the set of quantum
automorphisms is a coherent algebra, we conclude that a matrix M ∈ Mn(C) commutes
with all quantum automorphisms if and only if it is constant on the 01-basis of the commu-
tant of a set of all quantum automorphisms. Theorem 6.6.2 above says that M ∈ Mn(C)
commutes with all quantum automorphisms if and only if it is constant on the adjacency
matrices of the ∼2 equivalence relation. Hence, it follows that the 01-basis for the coher-
ent algebra that is the commutant of the set of all quantum automorphisms consists of
adjacency matrices of the ∼2 relation.

There is another coherent algebra associated to a graph X, and it is called coherent
algebra of X and is denoted by C(X). It is the smallest coherent algebra containing A(X)
and J.

As an application, consider the fact that almost all graphs have trivial quantum auto-
morphism group. This proof also relies on the fact that almost all graphs have coherent
algebra equal to the full matrix algebra [52]. This fact also gives a different proof of a
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famous old result that almost all graphs have trivial classical automorphism group, which
was originally shown in [21]. Of course, the result for the triviality of the quantum auto-
morphism groups implies its classical counterpart.

Theorem 6.6.3 [47] Let X be a random graph on n vertices. The probability that X has
a nontrivial quantum automorphism group goes to 0 as n goes to infinity.

Proof. The proof relies on the fact that almost all graphs have coherent configuration
equal to the full matrix algebra [52]. The basis of the full matrix algebra is formed by the
elementary matrices {Eab}a,b with the only non-zero entry in the ab-position. Earlier we
learned that the basis of the coherent algebra of the graph is also a set of characteristic
matrices for the orbitals of the quantum automorphism group. From the above two facts,
we conclude that the quantum orbitals of almost all graphs are singletons. This implies
that the orbits of quantum automoprhism group are singletons as well. Otherwise, if x
and y are different vertices the same orbit, then (x, x) and (y, y) would be in the same
orbital, which contradicts the fact that orbitals are singletons. Since orbits are singletons,
by definition of the quantum orbit, uxy ̸= 0 if and only if x = y. Hence, the magic unitary u,
defining quantum automorphism group of the graph must be a diagonal, so it is identity.

6.6.1 An algorithm to determine for which graphs a given quan-
tum permutation is a quantum iso-/automorphism

Based on the information we have learned so far, we suggest an easily-implementable
algorithm that, given a quantum permutation, will output all pairs of graphs for which
this quantum permutation is an isomorphism. Note that the graphs in pairs are not
guaranteed to be different. So in the case that a pair contains two same graphs, the
input permutation will be a quantum automorphism of the graph. The motivation behind
this idea is that instead of studying two graphs and trying to find a quantum isomorphism
between them, or to determine after much effort in vain, that there is none, we could look at
the problem in reverse. For example, we could start with a quantum permutation that has
non-commutative entries and then find graphs for which it will be a quantum automorphism
or find pairs of graphs between which this matrix will be a quantum isomorphism. This
task is accomplished by the algorithm we present below.

This approach is even more attractive, given that it is quite easy to construct some
kinds of quantum permutations. For example, block-diagonal ones are straightforward.
All we have to do is to make sure each block is a quantum permutation itself. This can
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be done by first starting with, say, d rank one projections summing to identity. Then
finding an n by n Latin square and associating different projections to different values of
the Latin square. So each row and column will have different projections, so the row and
column sums will be identity. However, much harder it is to find out for which graphs will
such quantum permutation be a quantum isomorphism or automorphism. This is what we
would like to explore in this section.

Suppose we are given a quantum permutation Q. We would like to find graphs X and
Y between which it will be a quantum isomorphism. Since Q is a square matrix with rows
indexed by the vertices of Y and columns indexed by the vertices of X, for convenience
we may assume V (X) = V (Y ). Now we describe an algorithm to get all possible graphs
for which Q is a quantum automorphism and all possible pairs of graphs for which Q is a
quantum isomorphism.

I have implemented an algorithm and tested a few of the block-diagonal quantum per-
mutations. We were limited by time and space, so we could not run the algorithm for long
enough to covered all the cases. By far, the current implementation of the algorithm has not
found a pair where two graphs are non-isomorphic and have these quantum permutations
as isomorphisms. Nonetheless, it has output numerous graphs for which these quantum
permutations were quantum isomorphisms and identified numerous graphs with quantum
symmetries. It would be an interesting direction to try more quantum permutations and
eventually use the algorithm to find quantum isomorphic non-isomorphic graphs.

Relations graph algorithm

1. Create an empty bipartite graph HQ with one bipartition consisting of unordered
pairs V (X) × V (X) and another containing unordered pairs V (Y ) × V (Y ). For ex-
ample, if the first bipartition has a vertex (u, v)X , the second bipartition also has a
vertex (u, v)Y .

2. For any two vertices (u, v)X and (a, b)Y in different bipartitions, connect (u, v)X to
(a, b)Y if and only if QuaQvb ̸= 0. This means that (u, v)X to (a, b)Y are required to
be in the same relation in graph X and graph Y .

3. To get graphs for which Q is a quantum automorphism:

(a) First connect components that contain vertices with the same labels with an
edge. For example, if (u, v)X is in block Bi and (u, v)Y in block Bj, then form a
new component by adding an edge (u, v)X and (u, v)Y , say. Suppose now k ≤ p
distinct complete bipartite blocks remain.
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(b) Declare all possible 2k adjacency/non-adjacency rules for each Bi and get result-
ing 2k graphs. For example, for each (u, v)X ∈ Bi such that Bi has adjacency
rule, let u ∼X v. If Bi had a non-adjacecny rule, let each (u, v)X mean u ≁X v.

4. To get pairs of graphs for which Q is a quantum isomorphism (which includes auto-
morphisms):

(a) Assign one to a block if we decide to declare pairs vertices in the bipartite
graph to represent edges, and zero otherwise. In this way, declare all possible 2p

adjacency/non-adjacency rules for each Bi. For example, for each (u, v)X ∈ Bi

such that Bi has adjacency rule, let u ∼X v. If Bi had a non-adjacency rule, let
all each (u, v)X , (a, b)Y ∈ Bi imply u ≁X v and a ≁Y b.

A quick note about the second step. Only the partition into components of the graph
HQ matters, rather than what subgraph each component induces. For if there is a path of
length two between vertices (u, v)X and (u′, v′)X , i.e (u, v)X and (u′, v′)X have a common
neighbour, then all vertices along this path have to be in the same relation. In the connected
component of HQ there is a path between any two vertices, so all vertices in one component
will have to be in the same relation.

Theorem 6.6.4 The relations algorithm produces all possible pairs of graphs for which an
input quantum permutation is a quantum isomorphism.

Proof. Towards a contradiction, suppose there are quantum isomorphic graphs X and
Y with Q as their quantum isomorphism, that are not output by this algorithm. Then it
must be that there are vertices i, j of X, and a, b of Y, such that (i, j)X and (a, b)Y are
in different relations in the corresponding graphs, but are in the same component of the
Relations algorithm bipartite graph. Then it must hold that

QiuQjv ̸= 0,

but this contradicts the fact that Q is the quantum isomorphism between X and Y . There-
fore, there always will be an assignment of zeroes and ones in the relations graph that will
result into graphs X and Y .

On the other hand, suppose the algorithm finds graphs X and Y to be quantum isomor-
phic with Q. The only condition graphs X and Y have to satisfy is that whenever entries
of QxyQx′y′ ̸= 0, it must hold that relX(x, x

′) = relY (y, y
′). This holds by construction of

X and Y .
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In the case when there are no two distinct graphs for which Q is an isomorphism and the
relations graph algorithm returns only graphs for which Q is a quantum automorphism, we
see that the components of the bipartite graph constructed in the step one of the algorithm
are orbitals of Q. This is precisely from the fact that the Relations Graph Algorithm
produces all possible graphs for which Q is a quantum automorphism. However, we do not
have a clear description of what the components of this bipartite graph represent for the
graphs for which Q is a quantum isomorphism. This question motivates our next section.

6.7 The coherent algebra MQ and its relevance to

quantum isomorphisms

This section is motivated by the question, given a quantum permutation Q, what are the
components of the relations graph. We study the set of matrices MQ such that for every
M ∈ MQ, there exists an X ∈Mn(C) such that

Q(M ⊗ Id)Q
∗ = (X ⊗ Id).

Clearly, if A and B are quantum isomorphic with Q, and Q(A ⊗ Id)Q
∗ = B ⊗ Id, then

A ∈ MQ. It turns out that, MQ is a coherent algebra.

Using this generalization, in the next section we will be ready to explore the analogue
of the classical result, Lemma 6.3.3, about homogeneity of orbital algebras.

So far, we have learned that n×n matrices that commute with a quantum permutation
Q ∈ Mn(Md(C)) form a coherent algebra of Q. Certainly, the adjacency matrices of the
graphs for which Q is a quantum automorphism lie in this coherent algebra. Thus, given a
quantum permutation, one could hope to find graphs for which Q is a quantum automor-
phism by searching for binary symmetric matrices with zero diagonal in the commutant
of Q. If Q had non-commutative entries, such an approach would find us graphs with
quantum symmetry.

Finding quantum isomorphic non-isomorphic graphs is a difficult task. One way to find
such graphs would be to start with a quantum permutation that has non-commutative
entries and apply the relations algorithm to it in hope to find pairs of graphs for which
this quantum permutation is a quantum isomorphism, and later check if these graphs are
isomorphic or no.

However, given a quantum permutation Q, if we would like to understand if there are
any pairs of graphs at all for which Q is a quantum isomorphism, and not just an automor-
phism, we won’t be able to make use of the commutant coherent algebra, since adjacency
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matrices of two graphs will be different, and there is no use to consider commutativity. So,
we suggest an alternative below.

Theorem 6.7.1 Let Q be an n× n quantum permutation and let M ⊆Mn(C) denote the
set of matrices such that for every M ∈ M, there exists an X ∈Mn(C) such that

Q(M ⊗ Id)Q
∗ = (X ⊗ Id).

Then M and QMQ∗ are isomorphic coherent algebras.

Proof. First, we will show that M is a coherent algebra. Then QMQ∗ is a coherent
algebra as well since it contains matrices such that conjugation by Q results in an n × n
matrix tensored with Id. From the proof we will see that conjugation by Q respects
multiplication and Schur-multiplication identities as well as those two operations, so it
automatically becomes the isomorphism between those two coherent algebras.

Clearly, both the multiplicative and Schur-multiplicative identities are in M.

Now we’ll demonstrate transpose-closure. SupposeM ∈ M. So there is an X such that

Q(M ⊗ Id)Q
∗ = (X ⊗ Id).

Observe that,

Q(M∗ ⊗ Id)Q
∗ = (Q(M ⊗ Id)Q

∗)∗ = (X ⊗ Id)
∗ = X∗ ⊗ Id,

implying that M∗ ∈ MQ as well.

Also, if M,N ∈ M, then there are X, Y such that

Q(M ⊗ Id)Q
∗ = (X ⊗ Id)

and
Q(N ⊗ Id)Q

∗ = (Y ⊗ Id).

So,

Q(MN ⊗ Id)Q
∗ = Q(M ⊗ Id)Q

∗Q(N ⊗ Id)Q = (X ⊗ Id)(Y ⊗ Id) = (XY ⊗ Id).

From this it follows that MN ∈ M.

It remains to show that M ◦N ∈ M as well.
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Note that

[Q((M ◦N)⊗ Id)]ab =
∑
k

QakMkbNkb

=
∑
k,r

QakQarMkbNrb

=
∑
k

QakMkb

∑
r

QarNrb

= [Q(M ⊗ Id)]ab[Q(N ⊗ Id)]ab

= [(Q(M ⊗ Id)) ◦ (Q(N ⊗ Id))]ab.

Similarly,

[((M ◦N)⊗ Id)Q]ab =
∑
k

MakNakQkb

=
∑
k,r

MakNarQkbQrb

=
∑
k

MakQkb

∑
r

NarQrb

= [(M ⊗ Id)Q]ab[(N ⊗ Id)Q]ab

= [((M ⊗ Id)Q) ◦ ((N ⊗ Id)Q)]ab.

Therefore, from the first equality,

Q((M ◦N)⊗ Id) = (Q(M ⊗ Id)) ◦ (Q(N ⊗ Id)) = ((X ⊗ Id)Q) ◦ ((Y ⊗ Id)Q).

Now, expanding using the second equality in reverse,

((X ⊗ Id)Q) ◦ ((Y ⊗ Id)Q) = ((X ◦ Y )⊗ Id)Q.

As a result,
Q((M ◦N)⊗ Id)Q

∗ = (X ◦ Y )⊗ Id,

which confirms that M ◦N ∈ M.

If OQ denotes the orbital algebra of Q and contains all n × n matrices that commute
with Q, we have

OQ ⊆ MQ

At the same time,
OQ ⊆ QMQQ

∗.

Certain questions for future research arise:
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• When does OQ = MQ, i.e., there are no distinct graphs between which Q is a
quantum isomorphism.

• Is it true that MQ ∩QMQQ
∗ = OQ?

• Are the bipartitions of the relations graph orbits of MQ and QMQQ
∗?

Remark 6.7.2 Suppose Q is a quantum permutation and

A1, ..., Ak, Ak+1, ...., Ad

form a basis for MQ. Then since conjugation by Q is an isomorphism between coherent
algebrasMQ andQMQQ

∗, eachQAiQ
∗ is a binary matrix. Moreover, eachQAiQ

∗ contains
as many ones as does Ai, which follows from

⟨J,QAiQ
∗⟩ = ⟨Q∗JQ,Ai⟩ = ⟨J,Ai⟩.

Similarly, the traces of QAiQ
∗ and Ai the same.

6.8 Homogeneity of the coherent algebra that is the

commutant of a quantum permutation

In this section we expand on this idea of homogeneity of commutants of permutations to
commutants of quantum permutations.

Theorem 6.8.1 If the quantum automorphism group Q acting on vertices of a graph X
has only one orbit, then orbital algebra of Q is homogeneous.

Proof. The orbits of Q partition the diagonal orbital of Q. Since there is only one orbit,
there must be an orbital equal to identity.

Mančinska and Roberson explore transitivity of the quantum automorphism group
based on the entries of a magic unitary representing the quantum automorphism group
of a graph. They leave the proof to the reader, but it uses the theory of Hopf algebras,
and we do not include it here.
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Theorem 6.8.2 [40] Let X be a graph. Let Q be a quantum automorphism group acting on
the vertex set V (X), and let u be the magic unitary representing the quantum automorphism
group. The following are equivalent:

(a) Q acts transitively on V (X).

(b) Q has only one orbit on V (X).

(c) there exists x ∈ V (X) such that uxy ̸= 0 for all y ∈ V (X).

(d) uxy ̸= 0 for all x, y ∈ X.

Below we provide a simplified proof of the fact if a magic unitary has a row of non-zero
projections, then its orbital algebra is homogeneous.

Proposition 6.8.3 Let u be the magic unitary representing the quantum automorphism
group of X. Then if there is a quantum automorphism Q with finite dimensional projections
as entries such that Qab ̸= 0, then uab ̸= 0.

Proof. There is a *-homomorphism from the quantum automorphism group to its finite
dimensional representation, mapping uij to Qij. Since there are a and b such that Qab ̸= 0,
then uab ̸= 0.

Proposition 6.8.4 If Q ∈ Mn(Md(C)) contains a row of only rank-one projections, then
MQ is homogeneous.

Proof. From Theorem 6.7.1 we learned that MQ is a coherent algebra. Let A1, ..., Ad be
a unique orthogonal 01-basis for MQ. Since MQ is a coherent algebra, its unique 01-basis
contains matrices summing to identity that each have ones on the diagonal only. Let A1

represent such diagonal (not necessarily identity) basis element. Then, choose an i with
1 ≤ i ≤ n such that (A1)ii = 1. Finally, Eii = eie

T
i and first observe that

(Q∗(Eii ⊗ Id)Q)ab =
∑
k,r

Qka(Eii)krQrb = QiaQib =

{
Qia if a = b

0 otherwise

Now calculate:

⟨Eii ⊗ Id, Q(A1 ⊗ Id)Q
∗⟩ = ⟨Q∗(Eii ⊗ Id)Q,A1 ⊗ Id⟩

= ⟨diag(rowi(Q)), A1 ⊗ Id⟩. (∗)
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The last equality follows from the aforementioned calculation.

Since A1 is a basis element of coherent algebra MQ, and conjugation by Q is an iso-
morphism of coherent algebras, it maps 01-basis to 01-basis, so Q(A1 ⊗ Id)Q

∗ is a binary
basis matrix of the coherent algebra QMQQ

∗. So, either

⟨Eii ⊗ Id, Q(A1 ⊗ Id)Q
∗⟩ = 0

or
⟨Eii ⊗ Id, Q(A1 ⊗ Id)Q

∗⟩ = trId = d.

We will consider those two cases separately, and will show that the first case cannot occur.

In the latter case,
d = trId = ⟨diag(rowi(Q)), A1 ⊗ Id⟩,

In the latter case, we want to show that it must be that A1 is the identity In. Since
J ⪰ 0 and for any 0 ⪯ D ⪯ I, it holds that

D − I ⪯ 0,

−(D − I) ⪰ 0,

0 ≤ ⟨J,−(D − I) = −⟨J, (D − I)⟩

⟨J,D − I⟩ ≤ 0,

⟨J,D⟩ ≤ ⟨J, I⟩.

Using the fact that sum of the entries in rowi(Q) is a projection and∑
j

Qij ⪯ I,

sum of the entries in diag(rowi(Q)) is at most

⟨J,
∑
j

Qij⟩ ≤ ⟨J, Id⟩ = d,

so it must be that A1 selects all the nonzero projections from the ith row of Q for each i.
In other words, if (A1)ii ̸= 0, then (A1)jj ̸= 0, for every j such that Qij ̸= 0. In particular,
if the ith row of Q consists of rank one projections, then (A1)jj ̸= 0 for all 1 ≤ j ≤ n, so
MQ is homogeneous.
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In the former case, we have

⟨diag(rowi(Q)), A1 ⊗ Id⟩ = 0.

Note that the eigenvalues of the block-diagonal matrix diag(rowi(Q)) are the eigenvalues
of the blocks. Since blocks are projections, diag(rowi(Q)) is a positive-semidefinite matrix.
At the same time, A1 ⊗ Id is positive semidefinite. Therefore, we have

diag(rowi(Q))(A1 ⊗ Id) = 0.

Since both matrices are block-diagonal, for the product to be zero, A1 has to “select” only
zero projections from rowi(Q). Formally speaking, if Qij ̸= 0, then A1 = 0. However, if the
ith row of Q consists only of rank-one (i.e. nonzero) projections, then it would imply that
A1 = 0, which is a contradiction. So this case does not occur.

Corollary 6.8.5 If Q ∈ Mn(Md(C)) contains at least one row of only rank-one projec-
tions, then commutant of Q is a homogeneous coherent algebra.

Proof. Immediately follows from the previous result. The commutant of Q is a coherent
subalgebra of Q, therefore, it also must be homogeneous.

Corollary 6.8.6 If a graph X has quantum automorphism Q ∈ Mn(Md(C)), such Q has
a row of nonzero projections, then representation u of its quantum automorphism group
has a row of nonzero entries.

Proof. Follows from Corollary 6.8.6 and Proposition 6.8.3.

Below are some of my results about vertex transitivity and quantum automorphisms.

Lemma 6.8.7 Suppose X is a graph such that for fixed i and j, it holds that Qij = 0 for
every quantum automorphism Q. Let S be the orbit of j under the classical automorphism
group of X, and R the set of pre-images of i:

R = {r ∈ {1..., n}| there is an automorphism P of X such that Pir = 1}.

Then for every r ∈ R, the entry Qrj = 0 and every s ∈ S, the entry Qis = 0 for every
automorphism Q.
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Proof. Suppose there is a quantum automorphism Q′ ∈ M|V (X)|(Md(C)) of X such that
Q′

rj ̸= 0. Suppose that P is an automorphism with Pir = 1. It is easy to see that (P ⊗Id)Q′

is a quantum automorphism of X as well. Thus, by assumption, (PQ′)ij = 0. However,

0 = (PQ′)ij =
∑
k

PikQ
′
kj = PirQ

′
rj ̸= 0,

a contradiction. The second half of the statement follows analogously.

Corollary 6.8.8 (Follows from [2]) If X is vertex-transitive, then there is no 1 ≤ i, j ≤
n such that for every quantum automorphism Q, it holds that Qij = 0.

Proof. Since X is vertex-transitive, there is an automorphism that maps any vertex to
i. Hence, if there were i, j such that Qij = 0 for every quantum automorphism X, by
previous lemma we would have that the jth column of each quantum automorphism is 0,
a contradiction.

The last corollary implies that in the vertex-transitive graph uxy ̸= 0 for all x, y ∈ V (X),
i.e. condition (d) holds. Which shows that every vertex-transitive graph is quantum vertex-
transitive. It was shown before in [40].

Corollary 6.8.9 If X is vertex-transitive, X is quantum vertex-transitive.

6.9 A necessary and sufficient condition for the com-

mutativity of the quantum orbital algebra

Now, we would like to search for some condition analogous to generous transitivity in the
classical case (Section 6.4).

To begin, suppose u is a magic unitary representing the quantum automorphism group
of a graph X and for all a, b ∈ V (X), it holds that uabuba ̸= 0. Then (a, b) is in an orbital
of commutant of u if and only if (b, a) is the same orbital. And so, just as in the classical
case, the orbital algebra will be symmetric and therefore commutative.

Theorem 6.9.1 Let u be a magic unitary defining the quantum automorphism group of
a graph X. Then if uabuba ̸= 0 for all a, b ∈ V (X), the commutant of u is a commutative
coherent algebra.
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Proof. We have observed earlier that the commutant of u is a coherent algebra. Now, from
Theorem 6.6, we know that the basis of this algebra is formed by the adjacency matrices
of the equivalence relation 6.6.1.

First observe, that if a coherent algebra is symmetric, it is commutative. This follows
from the facts that a coherent algebra is closed under multiplication and that the product
of two symmetric matrices is symmetric if and only if they commute.

Now, we will show that uabuba ̸= 0 for all a, b ∈ V (X) if and only if the orbital algebra
is symmetric. We see that if for every a, b ∈ V (X)

uabuba ̸= 0.

then every orbital has nonzero ab-entry if and only if it has a nonzero ba-entry. Hence,
every orbital is symmetric.

6.10 Quantum isomorphism preserves spectrum and

coherent algebras

Since a quantum isomorphism Q is an invertible matrix, and since for two graphs X and
Y to be quantum isomorphic, we require that

Q(A⊗ I)Q∗ = B ⊗ I,

it is clear that quantum isomorphic graphs are cospectral. First this fact was explored in [2].
This section is, mostly devoted to showing that quantum isomorphisms preserve coherent
algebras of quantum isomorphic graphs. Originally, this fact was proven by Atserias et
al in the same [2]. However, the explicit isomorphism was not provided. Here we prove
that the first natural guess, conjugation by the quantum isomorphism matrix is indeed the
isomorphism of the coherent algebras as well.

Let CX , CY denote the coherent algebras of X and Y respectively. We will show that if
Q is a quantum isomorphism between the graphs X and Y, then

Q(CX ⊗ I)Q∗ = (CY ⊗ I).

That is to say, we slightly abuse notation, and when we say conjugation by Q is an iso-
morphism of coherent algebras, it is up to tensoring with identity.

We say two coherent algebrasA,B are isomorphic if there exists an algebra isomorphism
h : A → B, that preserves algebra multiplication, commutes with ∗, preserves J and Schur
product:
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(a) h(AB) = h(A)h(B)

(b) h(J) = J

(c) h(A∗) = (h(A))∗

(d) h(A ◦B) = h(A) ◦ h(B)

We are going to follow the proof of [46] to show that two quantum isomorphic graphs
have isomorphic coherent algebras as a corollary of the following result.

Theorem 6.10.1 [46] Suppose X and Y are quantum isomorphic graphs with adjacency
matrices A and B. Then there exists an isomorphism Φ of their quantum orbital algebras
such that Φ(A) = B.

Proof. Remember that the orbitals of a graphH with the magic unitary u representing the
quantum automorphism of H are the equivalence classes of the relation on V (H)× V (H)

(h, h′) ∼2 (g, g
′) if uhguh′g′ ̸= 0.

The quantum orbital algebra of a graph is a coherent algebra with 01-basis matrices being
the characteristic matrices of the above-mentioned equivalence classes. In other words, the
01-basis for the quantum orbital coherent algebra consists of adjacency matrices of the
quantum orbitals of the graph. When verifying conditions for the isomorphism of coherent
algebras of quantum orbital algebras of X and Y, it suffices to check those conditions just
for the basis, the characteristic matrices of the orbitals.

Let V = (vxy) be a magic unitary witnessing quantum isomorphism between X and Y .
So we know that

•
∑

x∈V (X) vxy =
∑

y∈V (Y ) vxy = 1.

• vxy = v∗xy = v2xy.

• vxyvx′y′ = 0 whenever x ∼X x′, y ≁Y y′ or x ≁X x′, y ∼Y y′.

The proof will proceed by first defining a bipartite graph H with bipartition: V (X)×
V (X) and V (Y )×V (Y ). The adjacency relation is given by (x, x′) ∼H (y, y′) if vxyvx′y′ ̸= 0.
Then we will find a perfect matching in W , which will give a bijection between orbitals
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of X and the orbitals of Y . What will remain to show is that this bijection is in fact a
coherent algebra isomorphism.

First, we will construct a quantum automorphism of X using the quantum isomorphism
and the magic unitary defining the quantum automorphism group of Y. Later it will help
us to verify Hall’s condition for the existence of the perfect matching in the bipartite graph
H.

Let U = (uyy′) for y, y
′ ∈ V (Y ) be the magic unitary defining the quantum automor-

phism group of Y . We will show that the matrix w = (wxx′) for x, x′ ∈ V (X) defined
by

w = v ∗ u ∗ v∗

is the magic unitary representing quantum isomorphism of X. The entries of w are

wxx′ =
∑

y,y′ inV (Y )

vxy ⊗ uyy′ ⊗ vx′y′ .

Since entries of u and v are Hermitian,

wxx′ = w∗
xx′ .

Now, using the orthogonality of entries of magic unitaries in the same row/column we
arrive at:

w2
xx′ =

∑
y,y′,d,d′∈V (Y )

vxyvxd ⊗ uyy′udd′ ⊗ vx′y′vx′d′ =
∑

y,y′∈V (Y )

vxy ⊗ uyy′ ⊗ vx′y′ = wxx′ .

Next, ∑
x

wxx′ =
∑

x∈V (X),y,y′ inV (Y )

vxy ⊗ uyy′ ⊗ vx′y′

=
∑

y,y′ inV (Y )

1⊗ uyy′ ⊗ vx′y′

=
∑

y′ inV (Y )

1⊗ 1⊗ vx′y′

= 1⊗ 1⊗ 1

= 1.

A similar argument shows that
∑

x′ wxx′ = 1, concluding the proof that w is a magic
unitary.
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To show that w commutes with A, we will show that

wabwa′b′ = 0 whenever a ∼X b, a′ ≁X b

and vice versa. We will just show the former statement, the proof of the latter is analogous.
Assume thus, that a ∼X a′, b ≁X b′.

wabwa′b′ =
∑

y,y′,d,d′∈V (Y )

vayva′d ⊗ uyy′udd′ ⊗ vby′vb′d′ = 0

Since, for a fixed, y, y′, d′, d, for the summands in the sum to be nonzero we require that

(a) vayva′d ̸= 0, so y ∼Y d, and

(b) vby′vb′d′ ̸= 0, so y ≁Y d′,

but this inevitably forces uyy′udd′ = 0. Therefore, wA = Aw, and w is a quantum auto-
morphism of X.

Now we will show that in the bipartite graph H, elements of the same quantum orbital
of quantum automorphism group of Y are adjacent to the elements of V (X)×V (X), which
belong to the same quantum orbital of quantum automorphism group of X. For this, let
(y1, y

′
1) and (y2, y

′
2) be in the same quantum orbital of Y . In other words,

uy1y2uy′1y′2 ̸= 0.

Suppose the edges in H include (y1, y
′
1) ∼ (x1, x

′
1) and (y2, y

′
2) ∼ (x2, x

′
2). This means

that
vx1y1vx′

1y
′
1
̸= 0 and vx2y2vx′

2y
′
2
̸= 0.

As we are aiming to show that (x1, x
′
1) and (x2, x

′
2) are in the same orbit of X, equiva-

lently, we have to demonstrate that wx1x2wx′
1x

′
2
̸= 0.

wx1x2wx′
1x

′
2
=

∑
y,y′,d,d′∈V (Y )

vx1yvx2d ⊗ uyy′udd′ ⊗ vx2y′vx2d′ .

So,

(vx1y1 ⊗ 1⊗ vx2y2)(wx1x2wx′
1x

′
2
)(vx′

1y
′
1
⊗ 1⊗ v′x′

2y2
)

= vx1y1vx′
1y

′
1
⊗ wx1x2wx′

1x
′
2
⊗ vx2y2vx′

2y
′
2

̸= 0
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from the previous conclusions. Thus, we have shown that in W, elements of one quantum
orbital of Y are adjacent to the elements of another quantum orbital of Y . Analogously,
it can be shown that elements of one quantum orbital of X are adjacent to the elements
in one quantum orbital of Y .

Now if we show that every element of the quantum orbital of Y has at least one
neighbour, we will have that for any S ⊆ V (Y ) × V (Y ), it holds that |S| ≤ |NG(S)|.
If we then show the Hall’s condition for the part of bipartition V (X) × V (X), we will
have a perfect matching in W, that defines a bijection between quantum orbitals of Y and
quantum orbitals of X. Hall’s condition is immediate, since∑

y1,y2

vxy1vx′y2 =
∑
x1,x2

vx1yvx2y′ = 1.

So, if there were a vertex (y, y′) ∈ V (H) not adjacent to any (x1, x2) ∈ V (H), every term
in the second sum would have been zero. Conversely, if there were an (x, x′) ∈ V (H) not
adjacent to any (y1, y2) ∈ V (H), the first sum would have been zero.

Thus, the graph H has a perfect matching. Vertices in any quantum orbit of Y are
matched to some vertices in the same quantum orbit of X. So there is a bijection f
between quantum orbits of Y and quantum orbits of X, obtained by perfectly matching
representatives of quantum orbits of Y to representatives of quantum orbits of X.

We must verify that this bijection is an isomorphism of coherent algebras. We will show
this, relying on the isomorphism of the corresponding coherent configurations that maps
intersection numbers in the appropriate way.

The two coherent configurations consist of orbital relations {Ri} of X and {R′
i} of Y

respectively. The first coherent configuration has coherent coefficients {pkij, i, j, k ∈ I} and
the second one has {qkij, i, j, k ∈ I ′.} We want to show that

pkij = q
f(k)
ij for all i, j, k ∈ I.

Suppose (x, x′) is in some quantum orbital of X, equivalently, (x, x′) ∈ Rk for some k ∈ I.
Let i, j ∈ I. Let

S := {r ∈ V (X) : (x, r) ∈ Ri, (r, x
′) ∈ Rj}

By definition of pkij, |S| = pkij. As established earlier, (x, x′) will have at least one neighbour
in H, so there is at least one (y, y′) such that vxyvx′y′ ̸= 0, and by the choice of f , we have
that (y, y′) is in the orbit R′

f(k).

Now define a set encoding coefficients q
f(k)
ij :

S ′ = {z ∈ V (Y ) : (y, z) ∈ R′
f(i), (z, y

′) ∈ R′
f(j)},
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so |S| = q
f(k)
ij . We will use the following calculation to show that pkij = q

f(k)
ij .

pkijvxyvx′y′ = vxy
∑
r∈S

1vx′y′

= vxy
∑

r∈S,z∈V (Y )

vwz1vx′y′

= vxy
∑

r∈S,z∈S′

vwzvx′y′ since xy ∈ Ri so yz must be in Rf(i), etc

= vxy
∑

r∈V (X),z∈S′

vwzvx′y′

= q
f(k)
ij vxyvx′y′

Since vxyvx′y′ ̸= 0 by virtue of being in matched, hence adjacent, quantum orbitals, pkij =

q
f(k)
ij .

Going back to coherent algebras, let Ai and Bi be characteristic matrices of the relations
Ri and R

′
i respectively. Let Φ be a map

Φ(Ai) = Bf(i),

extended linearly. Then Φ is an isomorphism of the quantum orbital coherent algebras.
Φ(AX) = Φ(AY ), since

vx,x′vyy′ = 0

when rel(x, x′) ̸= rel(y, y′), so f maps indices of entries of edges of X to the indices of
entries of edges of Y and the same for nonedges.

Corollary 6.10.2 Suppose Q is a quantum isomorphism between X and Y with adjacency
matrices A and B. If OX ,OY denote orbital algebras of X and Y respectively, then

Q(OX ⊗ I)Q∗ = (OY ⊗ I)

Proof. Denote by A1, ..., Ak the 01-basis for O(X) and by B1, ..., B
′
k the 01-basis for O(Y ).

It suffices to show that conjugation by Q maps basis matrix Ai, to some Bj. Because then Q
will respect Schur product between basis matrices, and thus respect Schur product between
all other matrices in the coherent algebras. The fact that multiplication is preserved, that
J ⊗ I is mapped to itself and invertibility of Q are obvious. We will see that j = f(i),
where f is a bijection from the previous proof.
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We know that each Ai is a characteristic matrix of an orbital of O(X). Indeed, each
Ai ⊗ I commutes with the magic unitary UX defining quantum automorphism group of
X, and so is constant on the orbitals of UX . Since Ai is a basis matrix, it cannot be a
characteristic matrix of more than one orbit. Similarly, B′

is are characteristic matrices of
the orbitals of O(Y ).

Let Ai be a characteristic matrix of the orbital in O(X). So (Ai)uv = 1 if u, v are in
the ith orbitals of O(X).

With f being the bijection defined in the previous proof, we learned from the previous
proof that if (a, b) in in the ith orbital of X and Qa′c′Qb′d′ ̸= 0, then (c, d) and (c′, d′) are
in the same orbital of Y , and this orbital is f(i)th. Now, suppose (a, b) in in the ith orbital
of X.

I =
∑
c

Qac

=
∑
c,d

QacQbd

=
∑

c,d:QacQbd ̸=0

QacQbd

=
∑

(c,d)∈(f(i))th orbital of Y

QacQbd

=
∑
c,d

Qac(Bf(i))c,dQ
∗
db

= (Q(Bf(i) ⊗ I)Q∗)ab

At the same time, from the previous proof we know that if (c, d) and (c′, d′) are in the jth

orbital of Y , and Qa′cQb′d ̸= 0, and Qa′c′Qb′d′ ̸= 0, then (a, b) in in the (f−1(j))th orbital of
X.

Thus, if a′ = b′, f(i) = j, i = f(j).

Now suppose (a, b) are not in the ith orbital of X, then

(Q(Bf(i) ⊗ I)Q∗)ab =
∑
c,d

Qac(Bf(i))c,dQ
∗
db

=
∑

(c,d)∈(f(i))th orbital of Y

QacQbd

= 0,

since (a, b) in not in the ith orbital of X.
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Lemma 6.10.3 Suppose, X and Y are graphs with orbital algebras OX and OY . Suppose,
Q is a quantum permutation satisfying

Q(OX ⊗ I)Q∗ = (OY ⊗ I).

Then Q a quantum isomorphism between X and Y ?

Corollary 6.10.4 ([40]) Suppose X and Y are quantum isomorphic graphs with adja-
cency matrices A and B. Then there exists an isomorphism Φ of their coherent algebras
such that Φ(A) = B.

Proof. From the previous theorem, there exists an isomorphism Φ such that Φ(A) =
Φ(B) of their orbital algebras. Now, orbital algebra of X, which consists of matrices that
commute with the magic unitary representing Qut(X), naturally contains the adjacency
matrix A. Similarly, orbital algebra of Y contains the adjacency matrix B. Φ maps coherent
algebra of X to another coherent algebra containing Φ(A) = B. Similarly, Φ−1 maps
coherent algebra of Y to a coherent algebra containing Φ−1(B) = A. Thus, it must be that
Φ maps coherent algebra of A to the coherent algebra of B.

Corollary 6.10.5 Suppose Q is a quantum isomorphism between the graphs X and Y. If
CX , CY denote coherent algebras of X and Y respectively, then

Q(CX ⊗ I)Q∗ = (CY ⊗ I)

Proof. From the fact that CX⊗I ⊆ OX and CY ⊗I ⊆ OY , the basis elements of CX⊗I are
either elements or unions of elements of basis elements of OX . Hence, by Corollary 6.10.2
the result follows.

6.11 When does Godsil-McKay switching preserve co-

herent algebras?

We have learned that when Q is a quantum isomorphism between two graphs X and Y
with coherent algebras CX and CY , then conjugation by Q maps CX ⊗ I to CY ⊗ I. Recall
that many of the known examples of quantum isomorphic nonisomorphic graphs are related
by Godsil-McKay switching. Therefore, great candidates for quantum isomorphic graphs
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would be the ones that are related by Godsil-McKay switching and the ones with a priori
isomorphic coherent algebras. In the case of relatedness by Godsil-McKay switching we
ensure cospectrality of the graphs, and their likelihood of being non-isomorphic. At the
same time, if coherent algebras are isomorphic with a matrix S, then S⊗I will map CX⊗I
to CY ⊗ I.

In this section we explore this question. Specifically, when given two graphs with
adjacency matrices A and B, coherent algebras CA and CB and a switching matrix S such
that SAS = B, we would like to see when for all M,N in the coherent algebra, say, CA the
reflection matrix S from Godsil-McKay switching satisfies:

• S(MN)S = (SMS)(SNS)

• SJS = J

• S(MT )S = (SMS)T

• S(M ◦N)S = SMS ◦ SNS.

If those conditions are satisfied, then both SCAS and SCBS are coherent algebras. We’ll
show that then SCAS = CB. Indeed, on one hand SCAS is a coherent algebra containing
B, so

CB ⊆ SCAS.

On the other hand, SCBS is a coherent algebra containing A, so

CA ⊆ SCBS.

Conjugating both sides by S, we get

SCAS ⊆ CB.

Hence,
SCAS = CB.

Now, the first three properties of conjugation by S are satisfied for all M,N. Also, it is
sufficient to prove those four properties hold for the basis of one of, say, CA, since addition
is distributive over the Schur product.

Below we will explore when conjugation by the switching matrix S preserves coherent
algebras of the switching-related graphs. The next lemma provides a necessary condition
on preservation of Schur product.
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Lemma 6.11.1 Suppose S is the switching matrix for Godsil-McKay partition (C1, ..., Ck, D).
If M,N are 01-matrices such that

S(M ◦N)S = SMS ◦ SNS,

then the following hold. Below always j ∈ D and i, r ≤ k.

(a) If there is a column j and entries ij, rj with such that

Mij = 1, Nij = 1, but

Mrj = 1, Nrj = 0,

then the jth column of M is 1.

(b) If there is a column j and entries ij, rj such that

Mij = 0, Nij = 0, but

Mrj = 1, Nrj = 0,

then the whole jth column of N is 0.

(c) If there is a column j and entries ij, rj such that

Mij = 1, Nij = 0, but

Mrj = 0, Nrj = 1,

then the jth column of M is a difference of the all ones vector and the jth column of
N .

(d) If there is a column j and entries ij, rj such that

Mij = 1, Nij = 1, and

Mrj = 0, Nrj = 0,

then the jth column of M must be equal to the jth column of N and have m/2 ones.

The results are symmetric, if we switch M and N .
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Proof. Partition M,N according to the block-partition of S. Then we have for the abth

block of the product:

(S(M ◦N)S)ab = (SMS ◦ SNS)ab,
Saa(Mab ◦Nab)Sbb = SaaMabSbb ◦ SaaNabSbb.

Consider ab blocks with a ≤ k and b = k + 1. In this case, Sbb = I and from the previous
equation we obtain:(

2

m
Jm − Im

)
(Mab ◦Nab) =

(
2

m
Jm − Im

)
Mab ◦

(
2

m
Jm − Im

)
Nab.

Now let R :=Mab and T := Nab and consider i, j entries of both sides:

2

m

∑
k

RkjTkj −RijTij =

(
2

m

∑
k

Rkj −Rij

)
◦

(
2

m

∑
k

Tkj − Tij

)
,

2

m

∑
k

RkjTkj −RijTij =
4

m2

∑
k

Rkj ◦
∑
k

Tkj +Rij ◦ Tij −
2

m
Tij
∑
k

Rkj −
2

m
Rij

∑
k

Tkj,∑
k

RkjTkj −
2

m

∑
k

Rkj ◦
∑
k

Tkj + Tij
∑
k

Rkj +Rij

∑
k

Tkj = mRkjTkj.

1. In the first case we have if Rij = 1, Tij = 1, then the equation becomes∑
k

RkjTkj −
2

m

∑
k

Rkj ◦
∑
k

Tkj +
∑
k

Rkj +
∑
k

Tkj = m.

Also, when Rrj = 1, Trj = 0, we have∑
k

RkjTkj +
∑
k

Tkj =
2

m

∑
k

Rkj ◦
∑
k

Tkj,

from which follows that ∑
k

Rkj = m,

which only can happen when the jth column of R is all one. Since our matrices are
binary, 0 ≤ 2

m

∑
k Rkj ≤ 2

m
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2. In the second case, provided Rij = 0 = Tij, but Rrj = 1 and Trj = 0 :∑
k

RkjTkj −
2

m

∑
k

Rkj ◦
∑
k

Tkj = 0,

∑
k

RkjTkj −
2

m

∑
k

Rkj ◦
∑
k

Tkj +
∑
k

Tkj = 0,

so
∑

k Tkj = 0.

3. In the third case, provided Rij = 1, Tij = 0, but Rrj = 0 and Trj = 1 :∑
k

RkjTkj −
2

m

∑
k

Rkj ◦
∑
k

Tkj +
∑
k

Tkj = 0,

∑
k

RkjTkj −
2

m

∑
k

Rkj ◦
∑
k

Tkj +
∑
k

Rkj = 0,

we conclude that ∑
k

Rkj +
∑
k

Tkj = 0.

If it happened that some xjth entries of R and T were the same we would have been
in the second or first case. Thus, all entries of R and T must be different, so both
have m/2 ones in complementary positions.

4. Finally, provided Rij = 1, Tij = 1, but Rrj = 0 and Trj = 0 :∑
k

RkjTkj −
2

m

∑
k

Rkj ◦
∑
k

Tkj +
∑
k

Rkj +
∑
k

Tkj = m,

∑
k

RkjTkj −
2

m

∑
k

Rkj ◦
∑
k

Tkj = 0,

yielding ∑
k

Rkj +
∑
k

Tkj = m.

If R and T have different xjth entries, we would be in the 1st or 2nd case, or in the
third case. Therefore, the jth columns of R and T are identical with m/2 ones.
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Below we found the conditions to determine whether the switching matrix is an isomor-
phism of coherent algebras. The conditions are applied to the basis matrices of the coherent
algebra. Therefore, we will define Godsil-McKay partition for a binary matrix. It is the
same as definition of Godsil-McKay partition of a directed non-simple graph.

We say a matrix A can be partitioned into a Godsil-McKay partition (C1, ..., Ck, D) if
it is a square matrix and after partitioning rows and columns into (C1, ..., Ck, D), we have
that

(a) the block Aij has constant row and column sums for 1 ≤ i, j ≤ k,

(b) Each column of Ai(k+1) is either all-zero, all-one or have half of the entries zero and
half of the entries one for all i ≤ k.

(c) A(k+1)i has rows that are either all-zero, all-one or have half of the entries zero and
half of the entries one for all i ≤ k.

Theorem 6.11.2 Suppose Y is a graph with adjacency matrix B and coherent algebra
C(Y ). Suppose X is a graph with adjacency matrix A and coherent algebra C(X) that has
01-basis B1, ..., Bk. Suppose X is related to Y by Godsil-McKay switching with partition
(C1, ..., Cℓ, D) and S is in the definition of Godsil-McKay switching with SA = BS. Then
if for each 1 ≤ i ≤ k we have that Bi can be partitioned into Godsil-McKay partition
(C1, ..., Cℓ, D), then conjugation by S is an isomorphism of coherent algebras C(X) and
C(Y ).

Proof. Conjugation by S maps J to J , preserves multiplication and transpositions. It
remains to show that it preserves Schur multiplication. However, since every matrix in A
can be written in terms of Bi, and conjugation by S is distributive over addition, it only
requires us to verify that

S(Bi ◦Bj)S = SBiS ◦ SBjS,

equivalently, that
0 = SBiS ◦ SBjS.

Note, that now it is sufficient to show that SBiS is a binary matrix for each 1 ≤ i ≤ k.
Since then we would have

k∑
i=1

SBiS = SJS = J.

As binary matrices that sum to J , all SBiS would have to be pairwise Schur-orthogonal.

96



Now, let 1 ≤ a ≤ k be arbitrary, and consider SBaS. We can view both S and Ba as a
block matrix according to the vertex partition (C1, ..., Cℓ, D).

Now, since (C1, ..., Cℓ, D) is a Godsil-McKay partition for each Ba, each ij-block (Ba)ij
with 1 ≤ i, j ≤ k has constant row an column sums. Let the row sums of Ba be ri and
let ci denote the column sums. Also, because of this partition, each column of each block
(Ba)i(k+1) with 1 ≤ i ≤ k is one of three types: a column of zeroes or a column of ones or a
column with m

2
ones (and m

2
zeroes). Therefore, depending on which part of the partition

do the rows and columns of a block come from, we may conclude what each block of SBaS
is.

Case 1: 1 ≤ i, j ≤ k.

(SBaS)ij = Ba,

since Ba has constant row and column sums.

Case 2: 1 ≤ i ≤ k.

(SBaS)i(k+1) = SiiBa,

is binary, since Sii preserves 0,1 columns and switches zeros and ones in vectors with m
2

ones.

Case 3:

(SBaS)(k+1)(k+1) = Ba.

Thus we have demonstrated that for an arbitrary 1 ≤ a ≤ k, the matrix SBaS is binary.
And since

∑k
a=1Ba = J, conjugation by S maps basis of C(X) to the basis of SCS. At the

same time, SC(X)S contains C(Y ).

While it is well-known that two strongly regular graphs with the same parameters are
cospectral, we provide another proof of the following statement.

Corollary 6.11.3 If two strongly regular graphs X and Y are related by Godsil-McKay
switching with matrix that satisfies SAX = AY S, then conjugation by S is an isomorphism
of their coherent algebras.

Proof. Since A2 can be written in terms of A and I, the basis of the coherent algebra of
a strongly regular graph is A, I, J − I − A. If A satisfies the conditions for Godsil-McKay
partition, so does J − I − A, and so does I.
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Now we prove an “almost” reverse direction of Theorem 6.11.2 for the case when the
Godsil-McKay partition only has two parts.

Theorem 6.11.4 Suppose graphs X and Y have adjacency matrices AX and AY . Let CX
be a coherent algebra of X with unique Schur-orthogonal binary basis A1, ...., As. Let CY
be a coherent algebra of Y with unique ordered Schur-orthogonal binary basis B1, ..., Bt.
Suppose X and Y are related by Godsil-McKay switching with partition (C,D). Let S be
the Godsil-McKay switching matrix so that

SAX = AY S.

Suppose the following conditions hold:

(a) X and Y are connected with connected complements.

(b) The coherent algebra of at least one of X or Y is homogeneous.

Then if conjugation by S is an isomorphism between C(A) and C(B), then for all

1 ≤ a, b ≤ k,

the abth blocks of A′
is (and so Bi’s too) have the same row and columns sum.

Proof. Suppose R := Ai is a basis element in the decomposition of the adjacency matrix
AX . This means that if Aab = 0, then Rab = 0 as well. We have for the {ab}th block, where
1 ≤ a, b ≤ k :

[S(AX ◦R)S]ab = (SAQS)ab ◦ (SRS)ab
Saa(AX ◦R)abSbb = Saa(AX)abSbb ◦ SaaRabSbb

Saa(AX ◦R)abSbb = (AX)ab ◦ SaaRabSbb,

since AX can be partitioned into a Godsil-McKay partition by hypothesis. Now let M :=
(AX)ab and N := Rab. Rewriting we get:

Qaa(M ◦N)Qbb =M ◦QaaNQbb.

Since R is in the Schur decomposition of A, R ◦ A = R, and so M ◦N = N as well:

SaaNSbb =M ◦ SaaNSbb(
2

m
Jm − Im

)
N

(
2

m
Jm − Im

)
=M ◦

(
2

m
Jm − Im

)
N

(
2

m
Jm − Im

)
4

m2
JNJ − 2

m
JN − 2

m
NJ +N =M ◦ ( 4

m2
JNJ − 2

m
JN − 2

m
NJ +N)
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Now, compare ij entries of the left and right hand sides. When Mij = 1 we have no
conditions on M and N since the equation trivially holds. Now, when Mij = 0, then we
need

4

m2

(∑
q,p

Nq,p

)
− 2

m

∑
k

Nkj −
2

m

∑
k

Nik +Nij = 0.

Before we mentioned that since Mij = 0, it must be that Nij = 0 as well. Thus, for every
i, j such that Mij = 0, we obtain by rearranging terms and multiplying by m

2
:

2

m

(∑
q,p

Nq,p

)
=
∑
k

Nkj +
∑
k

Nik. (∗)

Since there is no vertex of degree n−1, for every i, there is a column j with Aij = Aji = 0,
so also

2

m

(∑
q,p

Nq,p

)
=
∑
k

Nki +
∑
k

Njk. (∗∗)

Since diagonal of A is 0, the above equation holds for all 1 ≤ i ≤ n :

2

m

(∑
q,p

Nq,p

)
=
∑
k

Nki +
∑
k

Nik. (∗ ∗ ∗)

Subtracting (∗∗)− (∗ ∗ ∗), ∑
k

Njk =
∑
k

Nik,

so sum of entries in the ith and jth rows is equal.

Subtracting (∗)− (∗ ∗ ∗), ∑
k

Nkj =
∑
k

Nki,

so the sum of entries in the ith and jth columns are equal. Since Xc is connected, there is
a path between any two vertices v and u in Xc. Say the path is

{i := v1, j := v2}, {v2, v3}, ..., {vp−1, vp =: u.}

Then Aij = 0, Ajv3 = 0, ..., Avp−1u = 0. So the sum of the entries in the ith, jth,...,u
th
columns

and rows are all equal. Thus, R has constant row and columns sums in blocks under cells
C1, ..., Ck.
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Now, if R′ := Ai′ is a basis element of C(X) that is not in the decomposition of AX ,
then R′ is in the decomposition of J − A. However, C(X) is homogeneous, and we may
assume R′ ̸= I, so R′ is in the decomposition of J − I − A = AXc .

Now, Ac can also be partition into Godsil-McKay partition (C,D) and X is connected,
so all the above arguments apply. So, for 1 ≤ a, b ≤ k, each {ab}th-block of R′ has constant
row and columns sums too.

From Theorem 6.11.2 we know that if basis matrices of the coherent algebra of one of
the graphs can be partitioned according to a Godsil-McKay partition, then conjugation
by the Godsil-McKay switching matrix S will be the isomorphism of coherent algebras of
those two graphs related by switching with S as the Godsil-McKay swithcing matrix. Here
we produce an almost reverse result.

Corollary 6.11.5 Suppose X and Y are related by Godsil-McKay switching with the
Godsil-McKay partition (C,D) and Godsil-McKay switching matrix S. Suppose that con-
jugation by S is the isomorphism of coherent algebras. Suppose further that X or Y (or
both) satisfies:

(a) each vertex in D is adjacent to |C|
2

vertices.

(b) is connected with connected complements.

(c) has a homogeneous coherent algebra.

Then the basis matrices of the coherent algebra satisfying the third condition can be parti-
tioned according to a Godsil-McKay partition.

Proof. Without loss of generality, out of the two graphs it is X that satisfies these three
conditions. Let C(X) denote the coherent algebra of X and lets its Schur-orthogonal basis
matrices be A1, ..., Ar.

The coherent algebra is homogeneous, so it contains I in the basis. First, note that
this I basis element can be partitioned into Godsil-McKay partition.

Next, by Theorem 6.11.4, blocks of other basis elements A′
is corresponding to cell C

have constant row and column sums.

Now, we will show that for 1 ≤ a ≤ k, it is is true that the (a(k + 1))st blocks of
non-multiplicative-identity basis elements A′

is have half ones and half zeroes in columns.
We will appeal to Theorem 6.11.1.
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Because of the first condition in the hypothesis, the first two cases of Theorem 6.11.1
can never be satisfied. We can easily ensure ourselves of it. First, suppose Ai is a Schur
basis element in the decomposition of AX . Let a be arbitrary and let M := (Ai)a(k+1) be
a block of Ai and N := (AX)a(k+1). So, each column of N has equal number of zeros and
ones. A similar argument applies for any Aj in the decomposition of AXc . By Theorem
6.11.1 we are in either third or the fourth case of it, guaranteeing that for 1 ≤ a ≤ k, it
holds that (a(k+1))st blocks of other basis elements A′

is corresponding to the cell D have
half ones and half zeroes in columns.

Analogously, for 1 ≤ a ≤ k, the ((k + 1)a)st blocks of other basis elements A′
is corre-

sponding to the cell D have equal number of ones and zeroes in rows.

All of the above shows that basis matrices of coherent algebra of X can be partitioned
into Godsil-McKay partition (C,D).
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Chapter 7

Root systems

In this chapter we present our result that orthogonality graphs of root systems B,C,D in
a vector space of dimension being a power of two have quantum symmetry. We achieve
this by generalizing the construction of quantum isomorphisms between strongly regular
graphs from [65]. We also learn how root systems are relevant to the known twenty-four
vertex non-isomorphic quantum isomorphic graphs from [2].

7.1 Background on root systems

In this section we provide a brief introduction to root systems. More details can be found
in [36]. A subset Φ of the Euclidean space E is called a root system in E if the following
axioms are satisfied:

(a) Φ is finite, spans E and does not contain 0.

(b) If α ∈ Φ, the only multiples of α in Φ are ±α.

(c) If α, β ∈ Φ, then β − 2⟨β,α⟩
⟨α,α⟩ ∈ Φ.

(d) If α, β ∈ Φ, then 2⟨β,α⟩
⟨α,α⟩ ∈ Z.

Vectors in a root system Φ are called roots. Now, let us introduce the known root systems.
To specify the dimension of the vector space in which the vectors of the root systems lie,
we us the notion of rank of a root system.
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Suppose Φ is a root system with roots {αi}i. There is a notion of a dual root system
Φ′ to a root system Φ, which contains roots {α′

i}i defined as

α′
i =

2

⟨αi, αi⟩
αi.

We call a root system irreducible if Φ cannot be partitioned into two nonzero proper
orthogonal subsets. Turns out it is possible to classify all irreducible root systems. Below
we list them all. By E we will denote the underlying vector space for each of the root
systems.

1. For An, the underlying vector space E is the subspace of Rn+1 in which coordinates
of vectors sum to zero. The roots are the set of integer vectors in E with Euclidean
norm

√
2. In other words, these are all possible vectors in Rn+1 with two nonzero

coordinates from the set {1,−1}. The total number of roots is n2 + n.

2. For Bn, the underlying vector space E = Rn. The roots are all integer vectors in E
of length 1 or

√
2. So An−1 ⊂ Bn. The total number of roots is 2n2.

3. For Cn, the underlying vector space is also E = Rn. The roots are all integer vectors
in E of length

√
2 together with

{2v : v ∈ Zn, ||v|| = 1}

So An−1 ⊂ Cn as well. The total number of roots is 2n2.

4. For Dn, the underlying vector space is also E = Rn. The roots are all integer vectors
in E of length

√
2. So Dn ⊂ Cn. The total number of roots is 2n(n− 1).

Below are the isolated root systems that do not form families.

1. For standard basis vectors e1, ..., e8 ∈ R8, we have

E8 = D8 ∪

{
1

2

(
8∑

i=1

aiei

)
: ai ∈ {±1},

8∏
i=1

ai = 1

}

2. E7 can be viewed as a seven-dimensional subspace of R8 consisting of all permutations
of (1,−1, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0) and all permutations of

(1/2, 1/2, /1, 1/2, 1/2,−1/2,−1/2,−1/2,−1/2).

Thus there are 8× 7 +
(
8
4

)
= 126 vectors.
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3. E6 can be viewed a subset of E8, characterized by fixing three coordinates to be
equal.

4. For the standard basis vectors e1, ..., e4 ∈ R4, we have

F4 = {±ei}1≤i≤4 ∪ {ei ± ej}1≤i,j≤4 ∪ {±e1 ± e2 ± e3 ± e4}.

There are eight vectors in the first subset, twenty four in the second and sixteen in
the third.

Given a root system Φ, by a line in the root system, we mean a span of a root α.
So roots α and −α lie on the same line. We denote the line containing those roots as
{α,−α} ∈ Φ× Φ. Therefore, the number of lines in the root system is half of the number
of all vectors.

7.2 Schmidt’s example

In this section we introduce background on how root systems appeared in the study of
quantum isomorphisms.

In 2022 in [65], Schmidt proved that the orthogonality graph of the lines in the E8

root system is quantum isomorphic to a strongly regular graph on 120 vertices, but not
isomorphic to it.

Earlier, in 2016, in [2], Atserias et al found a pair of non-isomorphic quantum isomor-
phic graphs on twenty four vertices. The quantum isomorphism game strategy relied on
Mermin-Peres magic square game strategy. Based on this quantum isomorphism game,
in the earlier section, we constructed a quantum isomorphism matrix. After studying the
Schmidt’s root systems example, we decided to check if these twenty-four vertex graphs
are isomorphic to an orthogonality graph of lines of some root system with twenty four
lines. We discovered that one of the two graphs is an orthogonality graph of lines in the F4

root system. Moreover, the construction of the quantum isomorphism matrix that Schmidt
used in [65] applies also in this case, and results in the same matrix as we have constructed
originally. These observations have inspired us to think whether we could consider orthog-
onality graphs of lines in other root systems. This lead to a generalization of Schmidt’s
method.

In this section we investigate if other root systems give us any promising information
about quantum isomorphisms or automorphisms. We will see that nonorthogonality graphs
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of D2s , C2s and B2s root systems have quantum automorphisms for any s ≥ 2. Systems
C2s and B2s are dual to each other, and vectors in D2s are a subset of vectors in C2s . So
we will start with C2s .

For an arbitrary d ≥ 2, d ∈ N, vectors in Cd are given by

{±2ek}1≤k≤d ∪ {±ei ± ej}1≤i ̸=j≤d.

In this section we restrict attention to d being a power of two and write d = 2s. Let GD2s

denote the non-orthogonality graph of lines in D2s . For this we identify vectors x and −x
into one vertex. For convenience, we fix the labelling of the vertices as {ei ± ej}1≤i ̸=j≤k ∪
{2ei}1≤i≤d. We call this set Vd.

7.3 Pauli group

In this section we include some background about the Pauli group. The Pauli operators
are commonly denoted as

X =

(
0 1
1 0

)
, Y =

(
0 −i
i 0

)
, Z =

(
1 0
0 −1

)
.

The Pauli group is the group generated by the Pauli matrices. It is easy to see that
X2 = Y 2 = I, and so the elements can be listed as

{±I,±iI,±X,±iX,±Y,±iY,±Z,±iZ}.

Quotioning this group by {±I,±iI}, we get a quotient group with representatives

P2 = {I,X, Z,XZ}.

This is called a dephased Pauli group. We can also take n-fold tensor products of {I,X, Z,XZ}
to get tensor products of dephased Pauli groups, which we denote P⊗n.

(P)⊗n := P ⊗ P ⊗ . . .⊗ P︸ ︷︷ ︸
n times
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7.4 A short overview of stabilizers

We define an s-qubit state to be a vector v ∈ R2s with Euclidean norm one ||v|| = 1. We
follow the convention to omit the normalization factor for the ease of perception.

For example, a basis vector e0 = [1, 0, ..., 0] ∈ R2s is denoted by |00...0⟩ with s zeroes
in ket notation and is an s-qubit state. Now, an s-qubit GHZ state is e0 + ed, where
e0, ed ∈ R2s are basis vectors. In bra-ket notation, GHZ state is of the form

|0...0⟩︸ ︷︷ ︸
s times

+ |1...1⟩︸ ︷︷ ︸
s times

.

There is a well-known procedure for constructing GHZ states using repeated applications
of the following two gates:

H =
1√
2

(
1 1
1 −1

)
and CNOT =

1√
2


1 0 0 0
0 1 0 0
0 0 0 1
0 0 1 1


CNOT is a two-qubit gate, and one can see that CNOT applies X-gate conditioned on the
fact that the first qubit is 1. An illustration of how to construct a CNOT gate is given
below. One of two qubits that CNOT acts on, the being-conditioned-on-qubit, is depicted
as a black dot.

Figure 7.1: Construction of a GHZ state [3]

Gottesman and Knill [31] showed that for certain types of quantum circuits known as
stabilizer circuits, efficient simulation on classical computers is possible. Stabilizer circuits
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are exclusively composed of stabilizer gates, which include Hadamard and CNOT gates,
followed by measurements in the computational basis. Such circuits are applied to a
computational basis state |0...0⟩ and produce output states called stabilizer states. (This
paragraph is from [24].)

An equivalent definition is as follows. A stabilizer state is a state of an s-qubit system
that is a simultaneous eigenvector of a commutative subgroup of Ps. Clearly, GHZ state is
an example of a stabilizer state.

Another well-known and important fact about stabilizer states is that the size of the
stabilizer of an s-qubit stabilizer state is 2s. Using this fact we prove the lemma below.
But first, let us consider an example.

For illustration, suppose we have the state |00000⟩+ |11111⟩, and we need to construct
the state |00000⟩+ |10000⟩ from the GHZ state by applying CNOTs and Hadamards. We
identify which qubit is to remain unchanged and CNOT to the remaining ones. In our
case, we apply CNOT to the 2nd, 3rd, etc qubits, conditioned on the first qubit (since
this system is to remain unchanged). We straightforwardly formalize this procedure in the
lemma.

Lemma 7.4.1 Let e1 ± ej ∈ R2s be two s-qubit states. The size of their stabilizers is 2s.

Proof. We are going to demonstrate how to construct s-qubit states ei±ej from a s-qubit
GHZ state. This will prove that the sizes of stabilizers of ei ± ej is also 2s. To obtain any
of e1 ± ej, we just choose the qubit which is to remain unchanged in the GHZ state and
whose reduced system is |0⟩ + |1⟩. Then we apply CNOT conditioned on this qubit to all
the qubits, that are to be changed, as illustrated in the example above.

7.5 Action of the dephased Pauli group on the ver-

tices of an orthogonality graph

We are going to understand the orbits of lines of a root system under the action of the
dephased Pauli group. Some parts of this proof will benefit from the theory of stabilizer
states, which we include here.

Lemma 7.5.1 The group P⊗s of s-tensors of Paulis {M1 ⊗ · · · ⊗Ms}Mi∈{X,Y,Z,I}, acts on
the set of vectors in V2s and partitions V2s into 2s orbits of size 2s.
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Proof. As in Schmidt’s [65], each generalized Pauli is a signed permutation matrix flipping
even number of signs. Applying to vectors of the form {ei}, we will get either ej, or −ej
which still span a line in the root system. Similarly, applying it to {±ei ± ej} we will get
vectors of the form ±{±ea ± eb}, spanning lines in the root system. So, P⊗s(V2s) ⊆ V2s .

Now we will show that one of the orbits under the action of P⊗s is the standard basis
orbit consisting of {e1, ..., e2s}. It is very easy to see by writing each ei in ket-notation. The
ket-notation for ei will contain some zeroes and ones. Therefore, we are able to get any
ei from e1 by applying the appropriate tensor product of X’s and I ′s to e1. At the same
time, permuting entries of e′is and changing sign in some of them, never results in a vector
of the form ±ei ± ej, so one of the orbits of the L-action is the standard basis orbit.

Now, we will categorize orbits that contain lines represented by vectors of the form
ei + ej and ei − ej. First, observe that ei + ej and ei − ej are in the same orbit. For
convenience, rewrite these vectors in bra-ket notation and apply generalized Pauli with
only one Z in the location where the binary representation of ei and ej do not agree. Such
location exists, since i ̸= j. In this way, we obtain either ei − ej or −ei + ej, both on the
same line.

Next, we will show that ei + ej and ei + ek are in different orbits if j ̸= k. Suppose not,
and there is a P ∈ P⊗s, such that

Pei + Pej = P (ei + ej) = ei + ek.

From earlier in the proof, any even-signed permutation maps a standard basis vector to
a standard basis vector. Thus, Pei = ea, P ej = eb such that ea + eb = ei + ek. The only
mutually exclusive options are

• Pei = ei and Pej = ek,

• Pei = ek and Pej = ei.

For the first case, to fix ei, Paulis can only contain Z-matrices acting on the 0’s in
the binary representation of ei. Such Paulis, however, are not able to change ej into ek,
where besides change of sign, change in binary notation is required. The flip in the binary
representation can only be achieved with Paulis containing X’s. Any such Pauli will not
fix ei.

The second case is not less trivial. Suppose Pei = ek. However, if we also require that
Pej = ei, by self-inverse property of dephased Paulis and multiplying by P on both sides,
we see that ej = Pei. So, P maps ei to ej and ek, implying that j = k.
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So, the second case also can’t happen. Therefore, we have confirmed that ei + ej and
ei + ek are in different orbits if j ̸= k..

We observed that if ei− ej is in the orbit under the action of P⊗s, then ei+ ej is also in
the same orbit. Additionally, ei−ej is in the orbit together with e1−ej, via the application
of X gate on the appropriate qubit. Thus, for j ̸= k, to prove that ei + ej and ei + ek
are in different orbits, it is enough to show that e1 ± e2, ..., e1 ± e2s will all be in 2s − 1
different orbits. From above, ei + ej and ei + ek are in different orbits for j ̸= k. Thus,
e1 + e2, ..., e1 + 22s are in 2s − 1 different orbits.

Moreover, by Lemma 7.4.1, e1 ± e2, ..., e1 ± ed are stabilizer states and the size of the
stabilizer of each of e1 ± e2 states is 2s. Now, the size of orbit of each of those is, by the
orbit-stabilizer theorem, the size of the acting group divided by the size of the stabilizer:

4s

2s
= 2s.

Thus, together with the standard basis orbit, we have identified 2s orbits, each of size
2s.

Denote the orbits by V1, ..., V2s , and let us choose a set {w1, ..., w2s} of representatives
from each orbit. Let V2s be the orbit containing standard basis vectors. Now we are ready
to define a quantum permutation which we will later show to be a quantum symmetry of
the orthogonality graphs of line in C2s .

Definition 7.5.2 We define the matrix u(w,Cd) to be a d2 × d2 matrix of d × d complex

projections. It is block-diagonal with blocks u(1), ..., u(d), each block having rows and columns
indexed by vertices in the orbit Vi. For a, b ∈ Vi, let Ma7→b be a Pauli mapping a to b. It
exists, since a and b are in one orbit. Then the ab-entry (located in the diagonal block
corresponding to the ith orbit) is

u
(i)
ab =Ma7→bwiw

∗
iM

∗
a7→b.

First, let us ensure the matrix above is a quantum permutation, as we shall do in the
following lemma.

Lemma 7.5.3 The matrix u ∈Md2(Md(C)) defined above is a quantum permutation.
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Proof. We need to show that for each 1 ≤ i ≤ d, the row and columns sums are identity:∑
b∈Vi

u
(i)
ab =

∑
a∈Vi

u
(i)
ab = Id.

Since each u
(i)
ab is a rank-one projection ontoMa7→bwi, it suffices to show that for each b ̸= b′

in Vi, each ⟨Ma7→bwi,Ma7→b′wi⟩ = 0. The same holds for a, a′ ∈ Vi. We have proved earlier
that each orbit contains d vertices, so d linearly independent projections would form a
basis.

⟨Ma7→bwi,Ma7→b′wi⟩ = w∗
iM

∗
a7→bMa7→b′wi

= w∗
iMb7→aMa7→b′wi

= w∗
iMb7→b′wi.

As long as Mb 7→b′wi ̸= wi, we are done, since we know elements in each orbit are pairwise
orthogonal. Suppose towards a contradiction that Mb 7→b′wi = wi. Let Mwi 7→b′wi = b′,
equivalently, Mb′ 7→wi

b′ = wi. Then

wi =Mb 7→b′wi =Mb 7→b′Mb′ 7→wi
b′ =Mb7→wi

b′.

We get that
Mb7→wi

b =Mb7→wi
b′.

Since Pauli matrices are invertible, it follows that b = b′, a contradiction. A similar proof
applies to show that columns sum to Id. Hence, u is a quantum permutation.

Before we will use this quantum permutation for constructing a quantum automorphism
of the orthogonality graphs of lines in the said root system, let us first explore the properties
of these graphs.

7.6 Structural properties of the orthogonality graph

From now on, for a vector u, we denote by Stab(u), the stabilizer of u under the action of
P⊗s.

Lemma 7.6.1 If u and v are in the same orbit under P⊗s, then

Stab(u) = Stab(v).
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Proof. Same as Schmidt’s [65]. Suppose T ∈ Stab(u). Since u, v are in the same orbit,
there is a Pauli P , such that Pu = v. At the same time, because P 2 = P, u = Pv. Any
two Paulis commute or anti-commute, so Tv = TPTu = ±Pu = ±v. However, v and
−v denote the same vertex, as they span the same line. Hence, T ∈ Stab(v). Reverse
containment is analogous.

Recall that Vd is the orbit under P⊗s on the lines in E8 that contains standard basis
vectors in R2s .

Lemma 7.6.2 For any 1 ≤ i ̸= j ≤ d− 1 and any two orbits Vi, Vj of Vd under the action
of P⊗s, we have that each u in the ith orbit is non-orthogonal to four lines in the jth orbit.

Proof. Let ei+ej be an arbitrary vertex with nonnegative entries in the ith orbit. Vertices
of the jth orbit are all of the form ea ± eb. Note that ei + ej is orthogonal to ea ± eb if and
only if i /∈ {a, b} and j /∈ {a, b}. In the previous proof we concluded that there are two
vertices ei ± ex containing ei in each orbit. Similarly, there are only two vertices ej ± ey
containing ej in each orbit. Thus, in total, there are four vertices nonorthogonal to ei + ej
in the jth orbit. Similar argument applies for ei − ej.

Lemma 7.6.3 For any 1 ≤ i ̸= j ≤ d, we have that if e1 + ei and e1 + ej are in different
orbits under P⊗s, they are +1-eigenvectors for 2s−2 Paulis. In other words,

| Stab(e1 + ei) ∩ Stab(e1 + ej)| = 2s−2.

Proof. For convenience, write vectors in bra-ket notation with s digits: zeroes and ones.
Note that simultaneous stabilizers of e1 + ei and e1 − ej will be Paulis which are tensor
products only of Z’s and I’s. This is because if a Pauli P contains X gates and fixes any
state of the form e1 + ei, it must switch e1 and ei, so Pe1 = ei, P ei = e1. Clearly, P will
not switch e1 and ej and thus will not have the latter as a +1-eigenvector.

Also observe that such a Pauli P has e1 + ei as an eigenvector if and only if Pei = ei,
since Pe1 = e1. So, in fact we need to calculate

| Stab(e1 + ei) ∩ Stab(e1 + ej)| = | Stab(ei) ∩ Stab(ej)|

We can represent each tensor product Pk of Z’s and I’s with a binary vector pk of length
s, with ones in positions of Z’s in Pk. Note that Pkei = ei if and only if ⟨pk, ei⟩ = 0(mod
2).
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Since ei, ej are linearly independent vectors, they span 2s dimensional subspace of Zs
2.

Therefore, they are orthogonal to the subspace generated by the remaining basis vectors
generating Zs

2. There are s − 2 such vectors, and so the subspace contains 2s−2 vectors
orthogonal both to ei and ej at the same time. Translating those binary vectors into
Z, I-containing Paulis, we obtain the result.

Corollary 7.6.4 For any 1 ≤ i ̸= j ≤ d, we have that if ei+ ej and ea+ eb are in different
orbits under P⊗s, they are +1-eigenvectors for 2s−2 Paulis. In other words,

| Stab(e1 + ei) ∩ Stab(e1 + ej)| = 2s−2.

Proof. Suppose ei + ej is in the obit with e1 + ek and ea + eb is in the obit with e1 + ec.
Note that by Lemma 7.6.1, Stab(ei+ej) = Stab(e1+ek) and Stab(ea+eb) = Stab(e1+ec),
from the previous lemma, the result follows.

Lemma 7.6.5 For k, s ∈ Vi and l, t ∈ Vj, if d(k, l) = d(s, t) = 1, then there exists
M ∈ P⊗s such that M(k) = s and M(l) = t.

Proof. Since k, s are in one orbit, there is P such that Pvk = vs, and Pvl = vt′ . If t
′ = t,

we are done. Otherwise, if we find a Pauli P ′ such that P ′s = s and P ′t′ = t, we would
also be done with M = P ′P.

First, suppose that 1 ≤ i, j ≤ d− 1. From Corollary 7.6.4, we have that

| Stab(s) ∩ Stab(t′)| = 2s−2.

Let Stab(s) ∩ Stab(t′) be {C1, ..., C2s−2} Now suppose Ti, Tj ∈ Stab(s). Clearly, T−1
j Ti is

also in Stab(s). If Tit
′ = Tjt

′, it means that either Ti = Tj or T−1
i Tj ∈ Stab(t′) ∩ Stab(s),

say, Tj = TiCk.

Moreover, since s and t′ are in different orbits,

| Stab(s)|
| Stab(s) ∩ Stab(t′)|

=
2s

2s−2
= 4.

Therefore, elements of Stab(s) map t′ to four other neighbours of s in the orbit of t′. Since
in total s has four neighbours, at least one of the Paulis in the stabilizer of s maps t′ to t
by pigeonhole principle.
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Now, suppose that one of the orbits is Vd with standard basis vectors. Without loss of
generality, i = d, while 1 ≤ j ≤ d− 1.

Case 1 :

k = ei, l = ei + ej,

s = ej, t = ei + ej.

There is a Pauli M such that Mei = ej. Moreover, multiplying by M on both sides,
ei =Mej, so M(ei + ej) = ei + ej, and we are done.

Case 2 :

k = ei, l = ei + ej,

s = ej, t = ei − ej.

There is a Pauli M such that Mei = ej. Multiplying by M on both sides, ei = Mej, so
M(ei+ej) = ei+ej, and we are done. Now, apply PauliM ′ with a Z in a coordinate that is
one in ej and zero in ei (such coordinate exists since ei ̸= ej), to getM ′M(ei+ej) = ei−ej
or M ′M(ei + ej) = −ei + ej. Moreover, M ′M(ei) = ±ej still.

Case 3 :

k = ei, l = ei + ej,

s = ei, t = ei − ej.

Apply Pauli M ′ with a Z in a coordinate that is one in ej and zero in ei (such coordinate
exists since ei ̸= ej), to get M ′M(ei + ej) = ei − ej or M

′M(ei + ej) = −ei + ej. Moreover,
M ′M(ei) = ±ei still.

Case 4 :

k = ei, l = ei ± ea,

s = ej, t = ej ± ei.

This case can’t happen, since ei appears only twice in the orbit Vj as ei ± ea for some a.
Therefore, a = j, and we are in cases 1, 2.

Case 5 : For a ̸= b :

k = ei, l = ei ± ea,

s = ej, t = ej ± eb.
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For the same reason as above, i ̸= j. There exists a Pauli M such that Mei = ej. There
also exists a Pauli N such that N(ei ± ea) = (±ej ± eb). As we have learned before, Paulis
will map vertices labelled by standard basis vectors to vertices labelled by standard basis
vectors. Therefore, there are two possibilities.

• Nei = ±ej and Nea = ±eb

• Nei = ±eb and Nea = ±ej.

In the first case, we are done. There is a unique Pauli mapping ei to ej, up to stabilizer of
ej, so we can redefine M := N.

In the second case, let M ′ be a Pauli such that M ′eb = ±ea, so M ′ea = ±eb also. M ′

exists, since as separate vertices, eb, ea are in the same orbit.

NM ′Nei =M ′ei = ±M ′Neb = ±NM ′eb = ±Nea = ±ej.

Additionally,

NM ′N(ei ± ea) = ±ej ±NM ′Nea = ±ei ±M ′ea = ±ei ± eb.

Therefore, upon possibly multiplying M ′ by a Pauli containing I’s and Z we get a matrix
mapping ±ei to ±ej and ei ± ea to ej ± eb.

We have considered all possible cases, so the result follows.

Lemma 7.6.6 For k, s ∈ Vi and l, t ∈ Vj, such that if d(k, l) = d(s, t) = 1, then

u
(i)
ksu

(j)
lt = ⟨wi, wj⟩.

Proof. Note that Mk 7→l is unique up to a stabilizer of wi and Ms 7→t is unique up to a
stabilizer of wj. However, by Lemma 7.6.5, we can choose Mk 7→l = Ms 7→t =: M for our
calculation.

u
(i)
kl u

(j)
st =Mwiw

∗
iM

∗Mwjw
∗
jM

∗ =Mwiw
∗
iwjw

∗
jM

∗ = 0

if and only if ⟨wiwj⟩ = 0.

Note, that it is well-defined, for if d(k, l) = d(s, t′) = 1, then

Mk 7→l =Ms 7→t′ =:MT
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for some Twi = wi, since Mk 7→l is unique up to a stabilizer of wi and clearly, Ms ̸= t′.
However, this does not affect the orthogonality relation of the previous case, since T ∗T = I:

u
(i)
kl u

(j)
st =MTwiw

∗
i T

∗M∗MTwjw
∗
jT

∗M∗ =MTwiw
∗
iwjw

∗
jT

∗M∗ = 0.

Therefore, orthogonality relations in the quantum permutation do not change depending
on which of all possible Paulis mapping s to t, Ms 7→t, and Paulis mapping k to l, Mk 7→l, we
choose.

Fix a vector W of representatives from orbits of action of P⊗s on lines in C2s . Define
a graph G(w,Cd), as a nonorthogonality graph of the lines in Cd but with edges between
orbits, whose representative w′

is are orthogonal, deleted. We will show these graphs have
quantum symmetry.

Theorem 7.6.7 There is a quantum automorphism of G(w,C2s) with non-commuting en-
tries for every w and s ∈ N.

Proof. Throughout the proof, denote the graph G(w,C2s) by G for short.

Let u be the quantum permutation from earlier. By construction, it has non-commutative
entries. It is sufficient to show that u is a quantum automorphism for G(w,C2s), which
amounts to showing that whenever k ∼G l and s ≁G v, and vice versa, it holds that
uksulv = 0. If k, s are in different orbits, uks = 0 and if l, v are in different orbits, ulv = 0
from the block-diagonal structure of u. So, suppose k, s ∈ Vi and l, t ∈ Vj for some
1 ≤ i, j ≤ 2s.

From Lemma 7.6.6, we exactly get that if ⟨k, l⟩ ≠ 0, equivalently, k ∼G l, and ⟨s, t⟩ ≠ 0,
equivalently, s ∼G t, then

uksult = ⟨wi, wj⟩ ≠ 0.

Indeed, if ⟨wi, wj⟩ = 0, then there are no edges between orbits Vi and Vj by construction
of G(w,C2s), and so the case k ∼G l, and s ∼G t can’t happen.

Moreover, from that lemma we know that uksult ̸= 0 for all the neighbours of s in orbit
Vj, i.e. all four t1, ..., t4 that are nonorthogonal to s. So

uksult1 ̸= 0, uksult2 ̸= 0, uksult3 ̸= 0, uksult4 ̸= 0.

Remember that uks is a rank-one projection associated to the vector Mk 7→swi. And this
vector itself is an element of the V th

i orbit. Thus uks is also nonorthogonal to only four ulti ,
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which have been displayed above, and whose column indices are all possible neighbours of
s in that orbit. Thus, if there is a v ∈ Vj such that ⟨s, v⟩ = 0, so s ≁G v, then

u
(i)
ksu

(j)
lv = 0,

since v /∈ {t1, ..., t4}. So, the first part of the requirement for u to be a quantum isomor-
phism is satisfied: if the first coordinates are adjacent (nonorthogonal in our case), second
coordinates are not adjacent (orthogonal in our case), the product of such entries is 0.

Now suppose we would like to check that also when the first coordinates are not adja-
cent, and second ones are, then the product of such entries is 0.

For this, let s′ ≁G t′, so ⟨s′, t′⟩ = 0 and k′ ∼G l′, so ⟨k′, l′⟩ ̸= 0. We have that uab =
Ma7→bwiw

∗
iM

∗
a7→b. At the same time, Ma = b if and only if Mb = a, since by convenient

nature of Paulis, M2 = I. So Ma7→b =Mb7→a. Therefore,

u
(i)
ab = u

(i)
ba .

So,
u
(i)
s′k′u

(j)
v′l′ = u

(i)
k′s′u

(j)
l′v′ = 0,

since we are back to the first case with the first coordinates adjacent, and the second ones
not.

Finally, observe, that the entries of u are non-commutative. Choose ab arbitrary Pauli
P ∈ P⊗s.

Pwiw
∗
iP

2wjw
∗
jP = Pwjw

∗
jP

2wiw
∗
iP

wiw
∗
iwjw

∗
j = wjw

∗
jwiw

∗
i .

Therefore, entries Pwiw
∗
iP and Pwjw

∗
jP commute if an only if wiw

∗
i and wjw

∗
j commute.

However, for example, any representative wi ∈ Vd from the orbit containing standard basis
vectors will not commute with any representative wj from any other orbit.

We can go further, and show that purely non-orthogonality graph of the lines in the
C2s-root system has quantum automorphism. The quantum automorphism matrix is going
to be the same as before. However, with Gw,Cd , we deleted all possible edges between orbits
whose representative w′

is were orthogonal.

Note, that orthogonality graph of the lines in the C2s-root system is a complement of
the nonorthogonality graph of the lines in C2s-root system, so it will also have a quantum
automorphism.
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What we are going to do next is that we will define two graphs, X(w,Cd) and U(w,Cd)
and show that the previously defined matrix u is a quantum isomorphism between them.
Then we will prove that X(w,Cd) and U(w,Cd) are also isomorphic. This implies that
each of them has quantum symmetry.

Let X(w,C2s) denote the non-orthogonality graph of the lines in a root system C2s .

Let u = (uij)1≤i,j≤d2 be the block-diagonal quantum permutation described earlier, with
d diagonal blocks corresponding to orbits V1, ..., Vd in that order. Now, let w be the same
as in X(w,Cd). From orbits V1, ..., Vd select d pairwise non-orthogonal vectors. We can do
this, since each ei is present as part of some summand ei ± ea in each orbit. We could just
select vectors with ei component nonzero then. Denote this matrix a = [a1, ..., ad−1, ad] with
columns being the selected representatives. Let U(w,Cd) be a non-orthogonality graph of

V (U) := {{ua1,x}x∈V1 ∪ ... ∪ {uad−1,x}x∈Vd−1
, {uad,d}d∈Vd

}.

In other words, if a = [e1 + e2, ..., e1 + ed, e1] is the matrix whose columns are selected
d pairwise non-orthogonal vectors, and each of the columns in the matrix labels the first
column of the next block of quantum permutation u, we are just selecting all d2 entries
from the first column of each block.

We will show that there is a quantum isomorphism between X(w,Cd) and U(w,Cd).
But first, we will show that X(w,Cd) is also isomorphic to U(w,Cd). Therefore, if P is
a classical isomorphism, from X(w,Cd) to U(w,Cd), and U is a quantum isomorphism
between them, then (P ⊗ Id)U is a quantum automorphism of X(w,Cd).

Lemma 7.6.8 X(w,Cd) and U(w,Cd) are isomorphic.

Proof. Vertices of U(w,Cd) are just rank one projections associated to vertices ofX(w,Cd),
just in different order. Hence, those two non-orthogonality graphs are isomorphic.

Note, however, another view of construction of U(w,Cd) from X(w,Cd).

Suppose k, s ∈ Vi and l, t ∈ Vj such that ⟨wi, wj⟩ ̸= 0, ⟨k, l⟩ ̸= 0 and ⟨s, t⟩ ̸= 0. By
Lemma 7.6.6, uksult ̸= 0 for all neighbours of s in Vj, called {ti}, that are in Vj and not
orthogonal to s. There are four t′is when i, j ̸= d, and two in case when i is a standard
basis orbit).

Then uks is also not orthogonal, in other words, adjacent, to ult1 , ..., ult4(or,2) in U(w,Cd).

Now, suppose k, s ∈ Vi and l, t ∈ Vj such that ⟨wi, wj⟩ = 0, ⟨k, l⟩ ≠ 0 and ⟨s, ti⟩ ≠ 0 for
each 1 ≤ i ≤ 4. From the same Lemma 7.6.6, it follows that uksulti = 0 for each of four
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(two) neighbours ti ∈ {t1, ..., t4(or 2)} of s in Vj. Moreover, since entries in each block of
u are just projections onto vertices in that orbit, so uks will be orthogonal to this many
other distinct projections in the jth block, depending on whether or not i = d,

|of neighbours in Vj of each s ∈ Vi| − |{ulti : ⟨ti, s⟩ = 0}| = (2s − 4)− 4 when i ̸= d

|of neighbours in Vj of each s ∈ Vi| − |{ulti : ⟨ti, s⟩ = 0}| = (2s − 2)− 2 when i = d

more ulvk ’s. Note that ⟨s, vk⟩ = 0 for each k. Finally, there will be four (two) ulxi
’s such

that uksulxi
̸= 0 for each x1, ..., x4(or 2). They will be the neighbours of uks in U(w,Cd).

Observe, that this is well-defined, i.e, not dependent on choice of k, l as long as k ∈ Vi,
l ∈ Vj and ⟨k, l⟩ ≠ 0. Ill-definiteness could occur if there were s, xi such that uksulxi

̸= 0.
In that case uks should be adjacent in U(w,Cd) to ulxi

. And if there were k, l′ such that
uk′sul′xi

= 0, so uk′s should not be adjacent in U(w,Cd) to ulxi
. Note, however, that since

both k is nonorthogonal to l and k′ is nonorthogonal to l′, there is a Pauli M such that

Mk = k′,Ml = l′.

Thus, uks = PMk 7→swi
= PMk 7→k′Mk′ 7→swi

= PMMk′ 7→swi
. Similarly, ultxi

PMMl′ 7→xi
wi
. Hence,

⟨uks, ult⟩ = ⟨MMk′ 7→swi,MMl′ 7→xi
wi⟩ = ⟨uk′s, ul′t⟩.

Clearly, the U constructed is isomorphic to a nonorthogonality graph of the projections
in the quantum permutation.

Later we will show that X(w,Cd) and U(w,Cd) are also isomorphic. The theorem
below, thus, is ket in proving that X(w,Cd) has quantum symmetry.

Theorem 7.6.9 The quantum permutation u defined above is a quantum isomorphism
between X(w,Cd) and U(w,Cd).

Proof. From the previous Lemma 7.6.8, there is an isomorphism P between X(w,Cd)
and U(w,Cd) mapping orbits to orbits, such that for each orbit k, where a is the part of
the coclique array in U

uakbi 7→ P (bi)

such that
⟨uakbiualdr⟩ = 0 if and only if ⟨P (bi)P (dr)⟩ = 0

In other words, the isomorphism P just extracts the column index of each uakbi .
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Case 1:

Now, suppose with some a ∈ Vi, b ∈ Vj and ⟨a, b⟩ ̸= 0 we also have k, u
(i)
ab ∈ Vi

and l, u
(j)
cd ∈ Vj such that ⟨wi, wj⟩ = 0, ⟨k, l⟩ ≠ 0, so k, l ∈ E(X(w,Cd)), but uab, ucd /∈

E(U(w,Cd)). We aim to demonstrate that

u
(i)
k,uab

u
(j)
l,ucd

= 0.

Using the fact that as long as the adjacency requirement is satisfied, the choice of repre-
sentatives k and l from orbits Vi and Vj does not play a role,

⟨u(i)k,uab
u
(j)
l,ucd

⟩ = ⟨u(i)k,P (b)u
(j)
l,P (d)⟩

= ⟨u(i)a,P (b)u
(j)
c,P (d)

= ⟨PP (b), PP (d)⟩
= 0

if and only if ⟨Pb, Pd⟩ = 0.

At the same time, uab, ucd /∈ E(U(w,Cd)) if and only if ⟨uab, ucd⟩ = 0 if and only if
⟨P (b), P (d)⟩ = 0. Hence,

u
(i)
k,uab

u
(j)
l,ucd

= 0.

Case 2:

Now, suppose with some a ∈ Vi, b ∈ Vj and ⟨a, b⟩ ̸= 0 we also have k, u
(i)
ab ∈ Vi

and l, u
(j)
cd ∈ Vj such that ⟨wi, wj⟩ = 0, ⟨k, l⟩ = 0, so k, l /∈ E(X(w,Cd)), but uab, ucd ∈

E(U(w,Cd)). We aim to demonstrate that

u
(i)
k,uab

u
(j)
l,ucd

= 0.

We have that uab, ucd are not orthogonal. Using symmetry and indifference to the choice
of nonorthogonal a ∈ Vi and c ∈ Vj :

⟨u(i)k,uab
u
(j)
l,ucd

⟩ = ⟨u(i)uab,k
u
(j)
ucd,l

= ⟨u(i)a,ku
(j)
c,l

= ⟨PP (k), PP (l)⟩
= 0
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If and only if ⟨k, l⟩ = 0, which it is from the hypothesis.

Case 3: Now, suppose with some a ∈ Vi, b ∈ Vj and ⟨a, b⟩ ≠ 0 we also have k, u
(i)
ab ∈ Vi

and l, u
(j)
cd ∈ Vj such that ⟨wi, wj⟩ ≠ 0, ⟨k, l⟩ = 0, so {k, l} ∈ E(X(w,Cd)), but {uab, ucd} /∈

E(U(w,Cd)). We aim to demonstrate that

u
(i)
k,uab

u
(j)
l,ucd

= 0.

If not, then by construction of U , we would make an edge {uab, ucd}, a contradiction.

Case 4:

Now, suppose with some a ∈ Vi, b ∈ Vj and ⟨a, b⟩ ≠ 0 we also have k, u
(i)
ab ∈ Vi

and l, u
(j)
cd ∈ Vj such that ⟨wi, wj⟩ ≠ 0, ⟨k, l⟩ = 0, so k, l /∈ E(X(w,Cd)), but uab, ucd ∈

E(U(w,Cd)). We aim to demonstrate that

u
(i)
k,uab

u
(j)
l,ucd

= 0.

Using symmetry and indifference to choice of nonorthogonal vertices a ∈ Vi and c ∈ Vj :

⟨u(i)k,uab
u
(j)
l,ucd

⟩ = ⟨u(i)uab,k
u
(j)
ucd,l

⟩

= ⟨u(i)a,ku
(j)
c,l

= ⟨PP (k), PP (l)⟩
= 0

if and only if ⟨k, l⟩ = 0, which it is.

Corollary 7.6.10 The orthogonality graph of Cd has quantum symmetry for d = 2s.

7.7 Other root systems

The natural question arises if there are other root systems with interesting relations to
quantum (iso)automorphisms. Here are some notes about other root systems. The Ad

root system contains all integer vectors in Rd+1 whose coordinates sum to 0 and whose
norm is

√
2. In other words, these are the vectors ±ei ∓ ej. Note that even if d + 1 is a

power of two, the Pauli group will not act on such a set of vectors. This is because given
ei − ej, there will be a tensor product of Z’s and I’s which will map ei − ej 7→ ei + ej,
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with the latter vector being not in Ad. If we restrict to only the action of Paulis containing
identities and X’s, the orbits will not be of length d any more, so the block-diagonal matrix
of projections ua,Ad will not be a quantum permutation anymore. Therefore, none of the
arguments above apply.

The Dd root system contains all integer vectors in Rd whose coordinates norm is
√
2.

In other words, these are the vectors ±ei ± ej. Note that when d is a power of two, all
arguments from lemmas in the previous sections apply for orbits of Paulis acting on Cd,
excluding the standard basis vector. Therefore, we will have an analogous result.

Theorem 7.7.1 The orthogonality graph of Dd has quantum symmetry for d = 2s.

Bd root system contains all integer vectors in Rd of norm
√
2 or 1. System Bd is dual

to Cd. Which means that each roots of Bd are an image of

α 7→ 2

⟨α, α⟩
α

applied to each root α of Cd. Clearly, the roots in Bd are different from roots in Cd only up
to a factor. Adjacency in the graphsXw,Bd andX(w,Cd) depends only on the orthogonality
relations between vectors . So, Xw,Bd and X(w,Cd) are isomorphic, and we can arrange
vertices of Xw,Bd in such order that the adjacency matrices of Xw,Bd and X(w,Cd) will be
the same.

Theorem 7.7.2 The graph Xw,Bd has quantum symmetry for d = 2s.

Now, let us discuss root systems which only exist for a fixed dimension. The orthogo-
nality graph of lines in E8 was covered in [65] and a non-isomorphic quantum isomorphic
twin was found. The orthogonality graph of F4 appeared in [46], even though there it was
constructed in a completely different way. Only after [65] was made public, we checked and
realised that Schmidt’s SRGs are a natural generalisation of the non-isomorphic quantum
isomorphic graphs found in [46], since the latter graphs are orthogonality graphs of a root
system.

The E6, E7 root systems have roots in R6,R7 respectively. Tensor products of Paulis
do not act on vectors in such dimension. However, it is possible to view both E6, E7 as
subsets of E8. Even then, with help of Sage, we observed that there will be orbits under
three-tensor-Paulis of length less than eight. Therefore, if we were to construct u as before,
it will not be a quantum permutation.
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The orthogonality graph of the lines of G2 is a bit too simple to be interesting. It is
just 3 disjoint edges. Additionally, no tensor of Paulis would acts on vectors in G2, since
the vectors in G2 are in R3.

So we have found three infinite families of graphs with quantum symmetry coming from
root systems B2d , C2d , D2d .
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Chapter 8

Fractional isomorphisms and
quantum isomorphisms

In this chapter we relate notions of quantum isomorphisms and fractional isomorphisms.
In [2] Atserias et al prove that there are graphs that are fractionally isomorphic, but
not quantum isomorphic. Chris Godsil observed that with partial tracing each quantum
isomorphism gives a fractional isomorphism between two graphs. We restrict our attention
to automorphisms and ask if there are graphs that have fractional automorphisms but do
not have quantum symmetry. This leads to interesting relations with compact graphs.

A doubly stochastic matrix is a square matrix with non-negative entries such that each
row and each column sums to one. There is a well established classical notion of fractional
isomorphism between two graphs, which can be summarized as follows. We say that the
graphs X and Y with adjacency matrices A(X) and A(Y ) are fractionally isomorphic if
there exists a doubly stochastic matrix D such that DA(X) = A(Y )D. The notion of
quantum isomorphism is similar to fractional isomorphism in a sense that the entries of a
quantum permutation that commutes with A(X) and A(Y ) are matrices with nonnegative
eigenvalues (that are also projections) and sum to identity in each row and column.

Chris Godsil noticed that it is possible to construct a fractional isomorphism from the
quantum isomorphism. The next two lemmas illustrate how to do this.

In this section we will use the notion of density matrix. A density matrix is a positive-
semidefinite matrix of trace one. For example, any rank-one projection is a density matrix.

For any two matrices Q ∈ Mn(Md(C)) and M ∈ Md(C), we define F := ⟨⟨Q,M⟩⟩ to
be the matrix with entries

Fij = ⟨Qij,M⟩.
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Theorem 8.0.1 (Godsil) Let P be a quantum isomorphism between the graphs X and
Y with adjacency matrices A(X) and A(Y ) respectively. Let M ∈ Cd×d be a positive
semidefinite matrix with trM = 1. Then D = (⟨M,Pij⟩)ij is a fractional isomorphism.

Proof. Let Dij = ⟨M,Pij⟩. Since the inner product of two positive semidefinite matrices
is non-negative, Dij ≥ 0 for all i, j = 1, ..., n.∑

j

Dij =
∑
j

⟨M,Pij⟩ = ⟨M,
∑
j

Pij⟩ = ⟨M, I⟩ = trM.

Similarly,
∑

iDij = trM. Now, we need to check that DA(X) = A(Y )D. We are given
that

P (A(X)⊗ Id) = (A(Y )⊗ Id)P.

The above holds if and only if the ij-entries of both sides are equal. For convenience, let
the entries of A(X) be xij and the entries of A(Y ) be yij. In particular,∑

ℓ

xℓjPiℓ =
∑
ℓ

yiℓPℓj.

We will now ensure that the ijth entries of DA(X) and A(Y )D are also equal. From above,

⟨M,
∑
ℓ

xℓjPiℓ⟩ = ⟨M,
∑
ℓ

yiℓPℓj⟩∑
ℓ

xℓj⟨M,Piℓ⟩ =
∑
ℓ

yiℓ⟨M,Pℓj⟩∑
ℓ

xℓjDiℓ =
∑
ℓ

yiℓDℓj

(DA(X))ij = (A(Y )D)ij.

Therefore, DA(X) = A(Y )D and D is indeed a fractional isomorphism.

Let us call the above operation reducing a quantum isomorphism to a fractional iso-
morphism via measurement. If we start with a quantum isomorphism P and use inner
product with a positive semidefinite matrix M of trace one to construct the fractional
isomorphism, we denote the resulting fractional isomorphism by ⟨⟨M,P ⟩⟩. Note that his
procedure respects two composition operations on the quantum automorphisms, as the
following two lemmas illustrate.
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Lemma 8.0.2 (Godsil) Let P,Q be quantum isomorphisms and M ⪰ 0 with trM = 1,
then

⟨⟨M ⊞M

2
, P ⊞Q⟩⟩ = 1

2
(⟨⟨M,P ⟩⟩+ ⟨⟨M,Q⟩⟩).

Proof. This follows from the fact that tr(M ⊞M)ij(P ⊞Q)ij = tr(MijPij)+ tr(MijQij).

Note: in the above lemma, since ⟨⟨M,P ⟩⟩, ⟨⟨M,PQ⟩⟩ are fractional isomorphisms,
⟨⟨M⊞M

2
, P ⊞Q⟩⟩ is a fractional isomorphism too.

Lemma 8.0.3 (Godsil) Let P,Q be quantum isomorphisms between graphs X and Y .
Suppose M,N are positive semidefinite matrices of trace one such that ⟨M,P ⟩ and ⟨N,Q⟩
make sense. Then ⟨⟨M ⊗N,P ∗Q⟩⟩ is a fractional isomorphism and

⟨⟨M ⊗N,P ∗Q⟩⟩ = ⟨⟨M,P ⟩⟩⟨⟨N,Q⟩⟩.

Proof. The first part of the statement follows by Lemma 8.0.1 since M ⊗N is a positive
semi-definite matrix of trace one and P ∗Q is a quantum isomorphism.

To prove the equality:

(⟨⟨M ⊗N,P ∗Q⟩⟩)ij = (⟨M ⊗N, (P ∗Q)ij⟩)ij
= ⟨M ⊗N,

∑
k

Pik ⊗Qkj⟩

=
∑
k

tr(MPik ⊗NQkj)

=
∑
k

⟨M,Pik⟩⟨N,Qkj⟩

= (⟨⟨M,P ⟩⟩⟨⟨N,Q⟩⟩)ij .

8.1 Fractional isomorphisms arising from quantum per-

mutations

Before we were aware of the result in [2] that there are graphs that are not quantum
isomorphic and are fractionally isomorphic, we were approaching the same question from
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another angle. Since we already learned that every quantum isomorphism gives rise to a
fractional isomorphism, we were curious whether every fractional isomorphism comes from
some quantum isomorphism through the partial tracing procedure. We learned the answer
is no, which is an agreement with [2].

Lemma 8.1.1 Let F = (aij)ij be a fractional isomorphism between graphs X and Y and
Q = (Qij)ij be a quantum isomorphism between them. Let there be a subset of indices
I ⊆ {1, ..., n} × {1, ...n} such that

∑
(i,j)∈I Qij = I, but

∑
(i,j)∈I Fij ̸= 1, then there is no

density M such that ⟨⟨M,Q⟩⟩ = F.

Proof.

We want an M such that:

(a) ⟨M,Qij⟩ = aij for all i, j,

(b) ⟨M, I⟩ = 1,

(c) M ⪰ 0.

Let I ⊆ {1, ..., n} × {1, ...n} be a set of indices such that∑
(i,j)∈I

Qij = I,

but ∑
(i,j)∈I

Fij ̸= 1.

If there were a density M, such that ⟨⟨M,Q⟩⟩ = F, then it wold hold that

1 = ⟨M, I⟩ = ⟨M,
∑

(i,j)∈I

Qij⟩ =
∑

(i,j)∈I

⟨M,Qij⟩ =
∑

(i,j)∈I

Fij,

a contradiction.

As an example, consider a quantum permutation

W =


P I − P 0 0 0 0

I − P P 0 0 0 0
0 0 Q I −Q 0 0
0 0 I −Q Q 0 0
0 0 0 0 I −Q Q
0 0 0 0 Q I −Q.


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Just like any n × n quantum permutation, it commutes with the adjacency matrix of
complete graph Kn. Now let F be any 6× 6 doubly stochastic matrix with zero diagonal.
Just like any doubly stochastic matrix, it will also commute with the adjacency matrix
of complete graph K6. However, since there is a set of indices, in particular {(3, 3), (5, 5)}
such that W33 + W55 = I, but F33 + F55 = 0, there is no density matrix M such that
⟨⟨M,W ⟩⟩ = F.

Note that this lemma does not imply that there is no other quantum automorphism
W ′ of K6 such that for some density matrix M , it holds that ⟨⟨W ′,M⟩⟩ = F.

8.2 Quantum automorphisms of compact graphs

From Birkhoff’s theorem [10] we know that every doubly stochastic matrix can be written
as a convex combination of permutation matrices. A graph is compact if its every fractional
automorphism can be written as a convex combination of its automorphisms. Compact
graphs were studied first by Tinhofer [68], from where we know that, for example, trees
are compact. Wang and Li studied cubic compact graphs:

Theorem 8.2.1 [70, Theorem 2.7] Let G be a connected 3-regular graph. If G is compact,
then G is one of Cay(Z2m, {1,−1,m}), Cay(Zm × Z2, {(1, 0), (0, 1), (−1, 0)}) or K4.

Automorphism groups of regular compact graphs were shown to be generously transitive
by Godsil in [26]. In this section we explore quantum automorphism groups of compact
graphs.

The next theorem is similar to above, but we drop the condition of X being com-
pact at the expense of Q being an arbitrary quantum permutation, rather than quantum
automorphism of X. The proof is quite similar to the one above.

Theorem 8.2.2 Let F be a fractional automorphism of a graph X such that F is a convex
combination of at most n permutation matrices. Then there is a quantum permutation Q
and a density matrix M such that ⟨⟨M,Q⟩⟩ = F.

Proof. For the rest of this proof let F denote fractional automorphism, reserve the
letter P for projections and let R be used for permutation matrices. We can decompose a
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fractional automorphism F ∈Mn×n(R) of X into permutations Ri ∈Mn×n(R) by Birkhoff
decomposition, since F is a doubly-stochastic matrix:

F =
m∑
i=1

λiRi, (8.2.1)

where m ≤ n. Some of those permutations may be also automorphisms. Denote them by
{Ri}i∈I . Let the remaining permutations that are not automorphisms have indices j ∈ J .
So |I|+ |J | = m and we can rewrite above as

F =
∑
i∈I

λiRi +
∑
j∈J

λjRj.

Provided that F is a convex combination of at most n permutations, i.e. |I|+ |J | ≤ n, we
can find a matrix M and construct a quantum permutation Q such that ⟨⟨M,Q⟩⟩ = F as
follows.

Since F is a convex combination of at most n permutations, there are at most n non-
zero coefficients λi. Always we are able to choose m ≤ n non-zero orthogonal symmetric
projections {Pi}i∈I that sum to identity. For example, we can take a basis {xi}i∈[n] and
partition {1, ..., n} into m subsets Li such that all Li are pairwise disjoint, ∪m

i=1Li = [n].
For i ∈ Li be defined as

Pi =
∑
i

xix
∗
i ,

so Pi’s are nonzero whose ranks sum to n. This means that
∑m

k=1 Pk = I and Pk’s are all
diagonal in the chosen basis. Let λi’s become the non-zero eigenvalues of M up to a factor
with corresponding spectral idempotents Pk :

M =
m∑
i=1

λk
rk(Pk)

Pk.

Note that M is positive-semidefinite since all λk’s are non-negative. Moreover, M is in-
vertible, since by choice all λi > 0, so it is positive definite. Now define

Q =
∑
i

(Ri ⊗ Pi) =
∑
i∈I

(Ri ⊗ Pi) +
∑
j∈J

(Rj ⊗ Pj).

The remaining part of the proof is dedicated to showing that Q is indeed the desired
quantum automorphism. For this purpose, it suffices to verify these points:
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(a) ⟨⟨M,Q⟩⟩ = F,

(b)
∑

β Qαβ = I =
∑

αQαβ,

(c) Q2
αβ = Qαβ for all 1 ≤ α, β ≤ n,

(d) Q∗
αβ = Qαβ for all 1 ≤ α, β ≤ n.

For the point (i), we are going to rely on the definition of Q to verify that ⟨⟨M,Q⟩⟩ = F :

⟨⟨M,Q⟩⟩ = ⟨⟨M,

m∑
i=1

(Ri ⊗ Pi)⟩⟩

=
m∑
i=1

Ri ⊗ ⟨M,Pi⟩

=
m∑
i=1

Ri⟨M,Pi⟩

=
m∑
i=1

Ri
λi
rkPi

rkPi

= F.

The second to last equation follows from the fact that the Pi are orthogonal and are spectral
idempotents of M .

To prove the point (ii), we rely on the fact that every αth row of permutations Ri has
only one non-zero entry equal to one and by the choice of our projections we get:

∑
β

Qαβ =
m∑
i=1

∑
β

((Ri)αβ ⊗ Pi) =
∑
i

Pi = I.

The same reasoning applies if we are summing over α instead, since every βth column of
Ri also has only one non-zero entry entry one. Moving onto the point (iii):

Q2
αβ =

m∑
i=1

∑
k

((Ri)αβ(Rk)αβ ⊗ PiPk) =
m∑
i=1

(Ri)αβ ⊗ Pi = Qαβ.

The second to last equation follows from the fact that PiPk = 0 whenever i ̸= k. Finally,
we are going to show (iv) by making use of the choice of our projections to be symmetric
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Pi = P ∗
i :

Q∗
αβ =

m∑
i=1

((Ri)αβ ⊗ P ∗
i ) =

∑
i,k

((Ri)αβ ⊗ Pi) = Qαβ.

Therefore, indeed Q is a quantum permutation that is also a quantum automorphism of
X such that ⟨⟨Q,M⟩⟩ = F, as desired.

Corollary 8.2.3 Let F be a fractional automorphism of a compact graph X such that
F is a convex combination of at most n automorphisms of X. Then there is a quantum
automorphism Q of X and a density matrix M such that ⟨⟨M,Q⟩⟩ = F.

Proof. Very similar proof applies. Clearly, the matrix Q constructed in the proof is
quantum permutation regardless of decomposition of F .

The difference from the previous lemma is that in the Equation 8.2.1 we can let Ri be
automorphisms of X. As a result the matrix Q constructed in the proof, will also commute
with AX .

We proceed remembering that Ri is an automorphism of X, so RiA = ARi for all i ∈ I.

Q(A⊗ I) =
∑
i

(Ri ⊗ Pi)(A⊗ I)

=
∑
i

(RiA⊗ Pi)

=
∑
i

(ARi ⊗ Pi)

= (A⊗ I)Q.

Note that it is not necessarily the case for a compact graph that a fractional automorphism
is a combination of at most n automorphisms. In case a compact graph has more than n
automorphisms, convex hull of those will contain a fractional automorphism that can’t be
written as a convex combination of at most n fractional automorphisms.

Note also that the constructed quantum permutation in the proofs of the two previous
results has commuting entries.
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In the above two lemmas we showed that any fractional automorphism F =
∑
λiRi

which can be written as a convex combination of at most n permutations arises from a
quantum permutation of the form Q =

∑
Ri ⊗ Pi and a density matrix M =

∑
λiPi,

via the ⟨⟨M,Q⟩⟩ operation; where Pi are linearly independent commuting projections.
We could try to relax the requirement of projections and orthogonality with a hope to
generalize above construction. We could try to suppose that every fractional automorphism
F =

∑
λiRi arises from a quantum permutation of the form Q =

∑
Ri ⊗Ci and a density

matrix M =
∑
x
(F )
i Ci with some x

(F )
i that would depend on the fractional automorphism

F . However, the next result shows that if we were to use Q and M of such form, the linear
independence requirement is necessary to be able to obtain all fractional automorphisms.

Therefore, the next lemma brings us to the question whether every graph has a quantum
automorphism written as Q =

∑
i∈I Ri ⊗ Ci, where all Ci are linearly independent and

Ri are affinely independent for every 1 ≤ |I| ≤ n2 − n + 2. If the answer were yes, then
we would have proved that every fractional automorphism is obtainable from a quantum
automorphism and some density matrix, since every fractional automorphism is a convex
combination of at most n2 − n + 2 permutation matrices. Since now from [2], the asnwer
is no.

Lemma 8.2.4 Let Q be a quantum automorphism of a graph X written as

Q =
∑
i∈I

(Ri ⊗ Ci),

where Ri are affinely independent permutation matrices and Ci are linearly dependent ma-
trices that sum to identity. If we only consider density matrices of the form

M =
∑
i∈I

xiCi,

we can find a fractional automorphism F =
∑

j∈I λiRj such that there will be no density
matrix M of the above form with the property such that ⟨⟨M,Q⟩⟩ = F.

Proof. Suppose it holds that ⟨⟨M,Q⟩⟩ = F, then we need∑
i∈I

λiRi = F = ⟨⟨M,Q⟩⟩ =
∑
i∈I

(Ri ⊗ ⟨M,Ci⟩) =
∑
i∈I

Ri

∑
j∈I

(xj⟨Cj, Ci⟩).

Since Ri are affinely independent permutations, and F is a doubly stochastic matrix in the
convex hull of permutations, there is a unique way to write F as a convex combination of
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affinely independent permutations. Therefore, ⟨⟨M,Q⟩⟩ = F if and only if the following
system has a solution : ∑

j∈I

(xj⟨Cj, Ci⟩) = λi for all i.

This can be compactly rewritten as

xT


⟨C1, C1⟩ ⟨C1, C2⟩ . . . ⟨C1, C|I|⟩
⟨C2, C1⟩ ⟨C2, C2⟩ . . . ⟨C2, C|I|⟩

...
...

. . .
...

⟨C|I|, C1⟩ ⟨C|I|, C2⟩ . . . ⟨C|I|, C|I|⟩

 = λ.

Denote by C the Gram matrix on the left. It is positive semi-definite and invertible if and
only if the matrices C1, ..., C|I| are linearly independent. If they are not, then there will be
vectors λ not in the range of CT , and so not all the F will be from such M and Q.

Theorem 8.2.5 Let X be any graph. For every fractional automorphism F of X there is
a quantum permutation Q and a density matrix M such that ⟨⟨M,Q⟩⟩ = F.

Proof. As a doubly stochastic matrix, F is a convex combination of permutation matrices
Ri:

F =
∑
i∈I

λiRi.

If |I| ≤ n, then we are done by Theorem 8.2.2. Therefore, assume |I| > n, and partition
the index set into index sets of size at most n:

I = I1 ⊔ I2 ⊔ ... ⊔ Ik

such that |I1| = ... = |Ik−1| = n and |Ik| ≤ n. In other words,

F =
∑
i∈I1

λiRi +
∑
i∈I2

λiRi + ...+
∑
i∈Ik

λiRi.

Define the summands to be

Fj :=
∑
i∈Ij

λiRi for all j = 1, ..., k,
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so that

F = F1 + ...+ Fk. (8.2.2)

Now, using the construction from Theorem 8.2.2, for i = 1, ..., k we can define quantum
permutations Qi along with the corresponding matrices Mi such that

⟨⟨Qi,Mi⟩⟩ = Fi.

Note that Fi are not fractional automorphisms, since
∑

i∈Ij λi ̸= 1. However, Theorem 8.2.2
still applies as the proof was independent of the fact that fractional automorphism was a
convex combination of permutations: only the fact that it was a non-negative combination
of permutation matrices was used, so we can utilise the same construction for all Mi and
Qi. For the same reason, the Mi are positive semidefinite but not of trace one. However,
M is still a density matrix as its eigenvalues are the eigenvalues of each of the blocks and∑

i∈I λi = 1. Now, let

Q = ⊞k
i=1Qi =


⊕k

i=1(Qi)11
⊕k

i=1(Qi)12 · · ·
⊕k

i=1(Qi)1n⊕k
i=1(Qi)21

⊕k
i=1(Qi)22 · · ·

⊕k
i=1(Qi)2n

...
...

. . . · · ·⊕k
i=1(Qi)n1

⊕k
i=1(Qi)n2 . . .

⊕k
i=1(Qi)nn

 .
By Lemma 2.2.2, Q is a quantum automorphism, since each Qi is. Additionally, define

M =
k⊕

i=1

Mi =


M1 0 0 · · · 0
0 M2 0 · · · 0
...

...
. . . · · · 0

0 0 0 · · · Mk

 .
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Below we ensure that Q and M indeed give us the fractional automorphism F :

⟨⟨M,Q⟩⟩αβ = ⟨M,Qαβ⟩ (8.2.3)

= ⟨M,

k⊕
i=1

(Qi)αβ⟩ (8.2.4)

= tr

(
M

k⊕
i=1

(Qi)αβ

)
(8.2.5)

=
k∑

i=1

tr(Mi(Qi)αβ) (8.2.6)

=
k∑

i=1

(Fi)αβ (8.2.7)

= Fαβ. (8.2.8)

Above, equation 8.2.6 follows from the fact that both M and Qαβ are block diagonal, and
the equality 8.2.7 is by choice of Qi and Mi such that ⟨⟨Mi, Qi⟩⟩ = Fi. Finally, 8.2.8 is the
consequence of the equation 8.2.2. Hence,

⟨⟨Q,M⟩⟩ = F.

Theorem 8.2.6 (Godsil) If Q is a quantum automorphism of X with commuting entries
and M is a density matrix, then there exist λi ≥ 0 and automorphisms Ri such that
⟨⟨Q,M⟩⟩ =

∑
i λiRi with

∑
i λi = 1.

Proof. Recall that since Q has commuting entries, by Lemma 2.2.1, Q can be written
as a direct sum of classical automorphisms Q = ⊞n

i=1Ri . Recall that for any matrix B,
sum(B) =

∑
α,β Bαβ. Let us define the entry-wise sum for the matrix of matrices:

s :Mn(Cd×d) →Mn(C)
(Mij)ij 7→ (sumMij)ij.
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As usual, ◦ denotes entry-wise multiplication, so we can write:

⟨⟨Q,M⟩⟩ = s

Q11 ◦M Q12 ◦M · · · Q1n ◦M
...

... · · · ...
Qn1 ◦M Qn2 ◦M · · · Qnn ◦M


= s(M11R1 ⊞M22R2 ⊞ ...⊞MnnRn)

=
n∑

i=1

MiiRi

As trM = 1, and diagonal entries of positive-semidefinite matrix are non-negative, letting
λi =Mii achieves the result.

Corollary 8.2.7 (Godsil) If for every fractional automorphism of X there exists a quan-
tum automorphism Q and a density matrix M such that ⟨⟨Q,M⟩⟩ = F, then at least one
of the following is true:

(a) X is compact,

(b) X has quantum symmetry .

Proof. We will show that if X satisfies the hypothesis and does not have quantum
symmetry, then it is compact.

Since X does not have quantum symmetry, all of its quantum automorphisms have
commuting entries. By hypothesis, every fractional automorphism F equals ⟨⟨Q,M⟩⟩ for
some quantum automorphism Q of X (with commuting entries) and some density M .
Thus, by Theorem 8.2.6, F is a convex combination of automorphisms of X, and so X is
compact.

As an example, Chris Godsil suggested Petersen graph. By [61], Petersen graph has no
quantum symmetry and by [72], it is not compact. Therefore, we may conclude that some
of its fractional automorphisms does not arise from a quantum automorphism.

8.3 Applications

In this section we prove that paths do not have quantum symmetry, as an application of
compactness and fractional automorphism results.
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Lemma 8.3.1 [63, Theorem B] Let u be the magic unitary containing generators of the
quantum automorphism group of X. For any i, k, j, l ∈ V (X), if we have d(i, k) ̸= d(j, l),
then uijukl = 0.

Theorem 8.3.2 Paths do not have quantum symmetry.

Proof. Let vertices of P be labelled by Zn in order. It is a well-known fact that paths
have only one nontrivial automorphism, which reverses the order of the vertices. Paths are
trees, therefore, they are compact [68]. So, every fractional automorphism is the following
convex combination:

λ


1 0 . . . 0
0 1 . . . 0
... · · · . . .

...
0 . . . 0 1

+ (1− λ)


0 · · · 0 1
0 · · · 1 0
...

...
1 0 · · ·

 .
Therefore, when n is even, the path Pn has an odd number of vertices, and every fractional
automorphism will be of the form

λ 0 . . . 0 0 0 (1− λ)
0 λ . . . 0 0 (1− λ) 0
... · · · . . .

...
...

. . . 0 1 0 0
· · · 0 (1− λ) 0 λ 0

· · · (1− λ) 0 0 0
. . .

...
(1− λ) · · · 0 0 0 0 0 λ


with (n+1

2
)th diagonal entry 1, λ’s on the remaining diagonal entries and (1 − λ) on the

remaining off-diagonal entries. Thus, any quantum automorphism Q of an odd-length path
should have Qn−1

2
,n−1

2
= I, and Qij = 0 if it is not a diagonal or an off-diagonal entry of

Q. Therefore, the quantum automorphism of Q for odd Q is of the form

Q11 0 0 ... 0 0 I −Q11

0 Q22 0 ... 0 I −Q22 0
...
0 0 ... I ... 0 0
...
0 I −Q22 0 ... 0 Q22 0

I −Q11 0 0 ... 0 0 Q11.


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We will show that all nonzero Qij pairwise commute, which means they are simultaneously
diagonalizable. Let i, j ̸= n+1

2
be arbitrary. Then

QiiQj,−j = 0

by Lemma 8.3.1, since i ̸= n+1
2
, and so i and j are at different distance than i and −j.

Thus, all nonzero entries of Q pairwise commute, which is what we aimed to show.

Now, if entries of Q are not 0 or I, we would be able to decompose Q and one of the
classical automorphisms will have ones in the locations other than diagonal or off-diagonal,
a contradiction, Therefore, it must be that either Qii = 0 for all i or Qi,−i = 0 for all i.

When n is even, the argument is analogous, except that then now we do not have a
“middle” vertex.
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Chapter 9

Quantum automorphism group of a
line graph

In [50] Schmidt and Nechita provide an algorithm predicts whether a graph has quantum
symmetry or no by constructing matrices with entries that are “almost” projections and
that “almost” commute with the adjacency matrix. In the paper authors include a list
comparing the predictions of the algorithm about existence of quantum symmetries in
certain graphs and the existent proofs in the literature. For two of the presented graphs the
algorithm predicts absence of quantum symmetry, while the proof of that fact is unknown.
By a line graph of a graph X we mean a graph L(X) with V (L(X)) = E(X) and two
vertices are adjacent if corresponding edges are incident to the same vertex. One of the
graphs is the line graph of a 6-cycle with chords between any pair of vertices at distance
two. That raised the question of whether knowing the quantum automorphism group of
a graph can lead to any information about the quantum automorphism group of its line
graph, and this is what this chapter is about.

9.1 G∗, a different notion of quantum automorphism

group

In the beginning of the quantum automorphisms research, Bichon [9] has defined another
variant of quantum automorphism group of a graph X, called G∗(X). While originally
defined in the language of C∗ algebras, since we use only with finite-dimensional quan-
tum permutations in this thesis, we restrict this definition to finite-dimensional quantum
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permutations as well.

For a graph X, we define G∗(X) to be a set of all quantum permutations Q satisfying
the following conditions:

(a) QAX = AXQ

(b) QikQjl = QjlQik for all i ∼X j and k ∼X l.

This is the finite-dimensional version of the definition from [9], but this is not the standard
definition of quantum automorphism group. Schmidt in [61] showed that G∗ of Petersen
graph is the same as its quantum automorphism group and then showed that Petersen
graph has no quantum symmetry. In [62], Schmidt also showed that G∗(X) is the same
as quantum automorphism group of any graph of girth at least five. Examples of more
relations between the two groups can be found in [63, Section 2.5] and [63, page 24] .

When we say quantum permutation is a quantum automorphism of a graph X, we
mean a quantum permutation that is not required to satisfy Condition 9.2.2, but satisfies
all the other conditions on the list. If we require Condition 9.2.2 (below) to hold for a
quantum permutation Q, we say Q ∈ G∗(X).

9.2 Quantum automorphism of a graph and its line

graph

In this section we explore the relationship between the quantum automorphism groups of
the line graph L(X) and the original graph X.

Theorem 9.2.1 Suppose X is a graph. Every quantum automorphism of X in G∗(X)
gives a quantum automorphism of L(X).

Proof. We work with directed graphs. Any undirected graph X can be easily transformed
into a directed one by replacing every edge {i, j} of X with two arcs (i, j) and (j, i).
Therefore, we will use both pieces of notation: {i, j} denotes the edge between i and j,
and {(i, j), (j, i)} denotes the two arcs replacing it. As mentioned in the introduction, our
undirected graphs have opposite-facing arcs per each edge.
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Suppose u is a quantum automorphism of X and thus satisfies:

uij = u∗ij = u2ij (9.2.1)

uikujl = ujluik for all (i, j) ∈ E(X), (k, l) ∈ E(X) (9.2.2)∑
i

uij =
∑
j

uij = I (9.2.3)

uikujl = ujluik = 0 for all (i, j) ∈ E(X), (k, l) ̸∈ E(X) (9.2.4)

ukiulj = uljuki = 0 for all (i, j) ∈ E(X), (k, l) ̸∈ E(X), (9.2.5)

where the last two conditions are equivalent to commutativity with adjacency.

We are going to construct a quantum automorphism w that satisfies all of these con-
ditions but Condition 9.2.2 for AL, thus making w a quantum automorphism of X in our
original sense. Since the vertices of L(X) are the edges of X, the rows and columns of AL

are indexed by the edges of X. We will first define w based on the information we have
from u and then prove that we obtain a quantum automorphism of L(X) indeed.

Let
w{i,j},{k,l} = uikujl + uilujk.

Note that since u ∈ G∗
aut(X), the above expression is well defined. To explain the analogy

with the classical case, consider the case when u is the classical automorphism. We would
like w{i,j},{k,l} to be one if the edge {k, l} is mapped onto the edge {i, j} by u. This happens
if one of the following holds: either u(k) = i and u(ℓ) = j or u(k) = i and u(ℓ) = i. The first
case happens if and only if uikujℓ = 1. The second one happens if and only if uilujk = 1.

The rest of the proof is dedicated to showing that w satisfies the conditions of quantum
automorphism of L(X).

Claim: w{i,j},{k,l} = w∗
{i,j},{k,l} = w2

{i,j},{k,l}.

Proof: We have

w∗
{i,j},{k,l} = (uikujl + uilujk)

∗ = u∗jlu
∗
ik + u∗jku

∗
il = ujluik + ujkuil

= uikujl + uilujk

The last inequality follows from the fact that {j, i}, {l, k} are the edges of the underlying
undirected graph X. Therefore, (i, j), (l, k) ∈ E(X), making ujl and uik commute by
Condition9.2.2. The same argument applies to the second summand. Additionally,

w2
{i,j},{k,l} = w{i,j},{k,l}w{i,j},{k,l} = (uikujl)

2 + uikujluilujk + uilujkuik + (uilujk)
2
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By the fact that the uik, ujl and uil, ujk are projections and by the commutativity relation
from Condition 9.2.2, the first and last term are idempotents. By the commutativity of
uik and ujl with the fact that (i, i) /∈ E(X), while (k, l) ∈ E(X), the two middle terms are
0. Therefore,

w2
{i,j},{k,l} = w{i,j},{k,l}.

Claim:
∑

{k,l}∈E(X)w{i,j}{k,l} = I

Proof: ∑
{k,l}∈E(X)

w{i,j}{k,l} =
∑

{k,l}∈E(X)

(uikujl + uilujk)

=
∑

{k,l}∈E(X)

uikujl +
∑

{k,l}∈E(X)

uilujk

=
1

2

∑
k,l∈V (X)

uikujl +
1

2

∑
k,l∈V (X)

uilujk

=
1

2

 ∑
k∈V (X)

uik
∑

l∈V (X)

ujl +
∑

l∈V (X)

uil
∑

k∈V (X)

ujk


=

1

2
(I · I + I · I)

= I

Note that the third equality follows from two facts. While we will explain only how the first
term after the third equality sign was derived, analogous reasoning helps obtain the second
term. First, since {i, j} ∈ E(X), whenever {k, l} ̸∈ E(X), uikujl = 0, so automatically
only the terms uikujl will be non-zero with {k, l} ∈ E(X), as expected. Secondly, when
the summation is over all k, l ∈ V we count each edge twice. In other words, for a fixed k
and l, both uikujl and ujluik will appear in

∑
k,l∈V (X) uikujl. However, from commutativity

relations on the entries on u, we know that uikujl = ujluik. Hence, the factor of
1
2
appeared.

Claim: wAL = ALw.

Proof: We will be proving commutativity with the adjacency matrix by showing that the
relations

• we1,e2we3,e4 = 0 when {e1, e3} ∈ E(L(X)) but {e2, e4} ̸∈ E(L(X))

• we1,e2we3,e4 = 0 when {e1, e3} ̸∈ E(L(X)) but {e2, e4} ∈ E(L(X))
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hold. Again, it suffices to demonstrate the first relation, the second one follows from the
same logic. It is more convenient to assume without loss of generality that e1 = {i, j}, e2 =
{ℓ, k}, e3 = {i, r}, e4 = {s, t}, where i, j, k, ℓ, r, s, t ∈ V (X), and {s, t} ∩ {ℓ, k} = ∅. First,
let us prove the assertion that when r = j, then

w{i,j},{k,ℓ}w{i,r},{s,t} = 0.

This is a simple consequence of the fact that the sum
∑

{k,ℓ}w{i,j}{k,ℓ} = I is a projection
and each w{i,j}{k,ℓ} is a projection which can happen if and only if w{i,j}{k,ℓ} are pairwise
orthogonal for different edges {k, ℓ}. Therefore, we may assume that r ̸= j. Now,

w{i,j},{k,ℓ}w{i,r},{s,t} = (uikujℓ + uiℓujk) (uisurt + uiturs)

= uikujℓuisurt + uikujℓuiturs + uiℓujkuisurt + uiℓujkuiturs

Let us analyse each term individually. By virtue of the fact that both (i, j) and (k, ℓ) are
in E(X), we have that uikujℓ = ujℓuik, and so

uikujℓuisurt = ujℓuikuisurt = 0,

since k ̸= s implies that uikuis = 0. In a similar way commutativity is used in showing
that the remaining terms are 0:

uikujℓuiturs = ujℓuikuiturs = 0

uiℓujkuisurt = ujkuiℓuisurt = 0

uiℓujkuiturs = ujkuiℓuiturs = 0

Hence, w has all the desirable features of being a quantum automorphism of L(X).

142



Chapter 10

Quantum asymmetric graphs

In this section we introduce some results proving certain graphs do not have quantum
symmetries.

Proposition 10.0.1 [63, Proposition 2.4.14] Let u be the magic unitary with entries the
generators of the quantum automorphism of a graph X with adjacency matrix A. For a
pair {a, b} ∈ V (X), if there is k ∈ Z such that (Ak)aa ̸= (Ak)bb, then uab = 0.

Proof. Ak is in the coherent algebra of X. The coherent algebra of X is the subalgebra
of the coherent algebra of X. So, if (Ak)aa ̸= (Ak)bb, we have that (a, a) and (b, b) are in
different quantum orbitals of G. Therefore, uab = uabuab = 0.

Figure 10.1: Frucht’s graph, [1]

We illustrate how this proposition can be applied on the example of proving that Frucht’s
graph has no quantum symmetry. Similar technique we used to show the next result, that
none of the 18 minimal asymmetric graphs have quantum symmetry.
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Theorem 10.0.2 Frucht’s graph has no quantum symmetry.

Proof. Frucht’s graph has 12 vertices. Suppose u is the magic unitary representing its
quantum automorphism group. Note that if A is the adjacency matrix of Frucht’s graph,
A11 has all pairwise different diagonal entries, except for two entries, say A11

ii = A11
jj . So,

by Proposition 10.0.1, Paa = I for a /∈ {i, j}. Thus only nonidentity, nonzero entries
can be Pij, Pjj, Pii, Pji. However, then it must be that there is a projection R such that
Pij = R = Pji, Pii = I − R = Pjj. If neither R nor I − R is zero, P has commutative
entries, so there is a classical automorphism of Frucht’s graph. Since this is not the case,
it must be that R = 0. So Frucht’s graph has no nontrivial quantum automorphisms.

In [66] Schweitzers prove that there are 18 minimal by inclusion asymmetric graphs. In
other words, every asymmetric graph contains at least one of these as an induced subgraph.
We prove that none of those have quantum symmetry.

Theorem 10.0.3 None of the 18 minimal asymmetric graphs have quantum symmetry.

Proof. Using Sage we found that diagonal entries of the tenth power of each of the 18
adjacency matrices have distinct diagonal entries. By Proposition 10.0.1, these graphs have
no nontrivial quantum symmetries.

10.1 Structure of the graph and the properties of quan-

tum automorphism matrix

In this section we relate the two notions.

In particular, we prove a necessary condition on the graph X to make sure G∗
aut(X)

contains a quantum automorphism with noncommutative entries.

Lemma 10.1.1 Let X be a graph. If G∗
aut(X) contains a quantum automorphism P such

that PijPkℓ ̸= PkℓPij, then there are α, β, γ, δ ∈ {1, ..., n} such that {α, β, γ, δ} ≠ {i, j, k, ℓ}
and PαβPγδ ̸= PγδPαβ,

Proof.
(
∑
j′

Pij′)(
∑
ℓ′

Pkℓ′) = I · I = I.
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However, if PijPkℓ ̸= PkℓPij, as in the hypothesis, then the following two expressions are
not equal.

(
∑
j′

Pij′ − Pij)(
∑
ℓ′

Pkℓ′ − Pkℓ) = I − Pkℓ − Pij + PijPkℓ (10.1.1)

(
∑
ℓ′

Pkℓ′ − Pkℓ)(
∑
j′

Pij′ − Pij) = I − Pkℓ − Pij + PkℓPij (10.1.2)

We conclude that
∑

j′ Pij′ − Pij and
∑

ℓ′ Pkℓ′ − Pkℓ do not commute. Therefore, there is a
j′ and ℓ′ in V (X) such that

Pij′Pkℓ′ ̸= Pkℓ′Pij′

Note that in 10.1.1 and 10.1.2 we were summing over the ith and kth rows of P , which
allowed us to find noncommutative projections in those two rows. If we were summing
over the ith row and ℓth column instead and would be able to find another pair of non
commuting projections.

Pij′′Pk′ℓ ̸= Pij′′Pk′ℓ.

Similarly, there exist two more pairs of non-commuting projections

Pi′jPk′′ℓ ̸= Pk′′ℓPi′j

and
Pi′′jPkℓ′′ ̸= Pkℓ′′Pi′′j.

Note that we do not claim that i ̸= i′ ̸= i
′′
or j ̸= j′ ̸= j

′′
or k ̸= k′ ̸= k

′′
or ℓ ̸= ℓ′ ̸= ℓ

′′
.

Corollary 10.1.2 If X does not have two triples of vertices {i, k, k′} and {ℓ, j, j ′′} such
that

(a) {i, k} /∈ E(X) and {i, k′} /∈ E(X) and

(b) {ℓ, j} /∈ E(X) and {ℓ, j′′} /∈ E(X),

then every quantum automorphism in G∗
aut(X) has commuting entries.

Proof. If P ∈ G∗
aut, then the only non-commuting entries are of the form

PijPkℓ ̸= PkℓPij

where {i, k} ̸∈ E(X) and {j, ℓ} ̸∈ E(X). From the previous lemma, we know that there
also exists a pair

Pij′′Pk′ℓ ̸= Pij′′Pk′ℓ.

Therefore, it must be that {i, k′} ̸∈ E(X) and {j ′′ℓ} ̸∈ E(X).

145



Proposition 10.1.3 The cubic Halin graphs on at least seven vertices are not compact.

Proof. First, Halin graphs are planar, so they are not of the form Cay(Z2m, {1,−1,m}).
Second, graphs Cay(Zm × Z2, {(1, 0), (0, 1), (−1, 0)}) look like two cycles connected by a
matching. It is a Halin graph for m = 3. It is easy to see that out of all possible spanning
trees, none can be encircled by a cycle to create Cay(Zm × Z2, {(1, 0), (0, 1), (−1, 0)}).

Here is another proof of the fact that if trees have have two cherries, they have quantum
symmetry. The original proof was in [37], our proof gives the form of the general structure
of quantum automorphism.

Proposition 10.1.4 If a tree X has two cherries, it has quantum symmetry.

Proof. Let the adjacency matrix of X be A. Let quantum automorphism be Q. By
Proposition 10.0.1, Qij = 0 if i is a leaf and j is not. Thus, we can order the vertices of X
such that first the leaves label rows of A and then non-leaves. Then Q is block-diagonal
with the rows of the top block labelled by leaves.

Now we let the bottom block be identity. By cherry in a tree we mean two leaves
adjacent to a vertex of degree at least two. Suppose leaves {a, b} form a cherry and {i, j}
form a cherry. Then let Qaa = P,Qbb = P and Qii = P ′ = Qjj. Let Qab = I−P = Qba and
Qij = I −P ′ = Qji. We do not need to check orthogonality within the first block, since no
leaves are adjacent to each other. We only need to check that

QabQxx = 0 and QijQyy = 0

for appropriate nonleaves x, y .

But since a and b are leaves sharing the root, there is no x for which we require
QabQxx = 0. Similarly, no y such that we need to ensure QijQyy = 0. Hence, Q is quantum
symmetry of X.

In [37] Junk et al show that almost all trees have quantum symmetry because almost
all trees have two cherries and in [69] the quantum automorphism groups of trees are
constructed.
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[22] Péter E. Frenkel and Mihály Weiner. On vector configurations that can be realized in
the cone of positive matrices. Linear Algebra and its Applications, 459:465–474, 2010.

[23] Melanie B. Fulton. The Quantum Automorphism Group and Undirected Trees.
PhD thesis, Virginia Polytechnic Institute and State University, 2006. https:

//vtechworks.lib.vt.edu/handle/10919/28405.
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[47] Laura Mančinska, David E. Roberson, and Antonios Varvitsiotis. Graph isomorphism:
Physical resources, optimization models, and algebraic characterizations. arXiv e-
prints, apr 2020. https://arxiv.org/abs/1712.01820.pdf.

[48] N. David Mermin. Simple unified form for the major no-hidden-variables theorems.
Physical Review Letters, 65 27:3373–3376, 1990.

[49] N. David Mermin. Hidden variables and the two theorems of John Bell. Reviews of
Modern Physics, 65:803–815, 1993.

[50] Ion Nechita, Simon Schmidt, and Moritz Weber. Sinkhorn algorithm for quantum
permutation groups. Exp. Math., 32(1):156–168, 2023.

[51] Encyclopedia of Mathematics. Coherent algebra. http://encyclopediaofmath.org/
index.php?title=Coherent_algebra&oldid=50680.

[52] Sean O’Rourke and Behrouz Touri. On a conjecture of Godsil concerning controllable
random graphs. SIAM J. Control. Optim., 54:3347–3378, 2016.

[53] N. Christopher Philips. https://darkwing.uoregon.edu/~ncp/Courses/

2016ShanghaiCrPrdFiniteGps/Slides/Lecture1_Print_NoP.pdf.

[54] Teresa Piovesan. Quantum Entanglement: Insights via Graph Parameters and Conic
Optimization. PhD thesis, University of Amsterdam, 2016.
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