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Abstract

A countable group T is called shift-minimal if every non-trivial measure preserving action of I' weakly
contained in the Bernoulli shift T ~ ([0,1]",A") is free. We show that any group I' whose reduced
C*-algebra C;(I') admits a unique tracial state is shift-minimal, and that any group I' admitting a free
measure preserving action of cost> 1 contains a finite normal subgroup N such that I'/N is shift-minimal.
Any shift-minimal group in turn is shown to have trivial amenable radical. Recurrence arguments are
used in studying invariant random subgroups of a wide variety of shift-minimal groups. We also examine
continuity properties of cost in the context of infinitely generated groups and equivalence relations. A
number of open questions are discussed which concern cost, shift-minimality, C*-simplicity, and unique-
ness of tracial state on C:(T").
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1 Introduction

The Bernoulli shift of a countable discrete group I', denoted by sr, is the measure preserving action
I ~% ([0,1]",AT) (where A denotes Lebesgue measure on [0, 1]) of T given by

(y* - 1)(8) =f(y™*9)

for v,6 € T and f € [0,1]". If T is infinite, then the Bernoulli shift may be seen as the archetypal free
measure preserving action of I'. This point of view is supported by Abért and Weiss’s result [AW11] that
sr is weakly contained in every free measure preserving action of I'. Conversely, it is well known that any
measure preserving action weakly containing a free action must itself be free. A measure preserving action
is therefore free if and only if it exhibits approximate Bernoulli behavior.

Inverting our point of view, the approximation properties exhibited by sr itself have been shown to
reflect the group theoretic nature of I'. One example of this is Schmidt’s characterization [Sc81] of amenable
groups as exactly those groups I' for which sr admits a non-trivial sequence of almost invariant sets. An
equivalent formulation in the language of weak containment is that I' is amenable if and only if s weakly
contains an action that is not ergodic. In addition, a direct consequence of Foreman and Weiss’s work [FW04]
is that amenability of I is equivalent to every measure preserving action of I' being weakly contained in
sr. That each of these properties of sr is necessary for amenability of I' is essentially a consequence of the
Ornstein-Weiss Theorem [OW80], while sufficiency of these properties may be reduced to the corresponding
representation theoretic characterizations of amenability due to Hulanicki and Reiter (see [Hu64), [Hu66],
[Zig4] 7.1.8], [BHVO0S8| Appendix G.3]): a group I' is amenable if and only if its left regular representation Ar
weakly contains the trivial representation if and only if Ar weakly contains every unitary representation of
I.

This paper investigates further the extent to which properties of a group may be detected by its Bernoulli
action. Roughly speaking, it is observed that even when a group is non-amenable, the manifestation (or
lack thereof) of certain behaviors in the Bernoulli shift has implications for the extent of that group’s
non-amenability. Central to this investigation is the following definition.

Definition 1.1. A countable group I is called shift-minimal if every non-trivial measure preserving action
weakly contained in sr is free.
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The reader is referred to [Kel(] for background on weak containment of measure preserving actions. Note
that by definition the trivial group {e} is shift-minimal.

Shift-minimality, as with the above-mentioned ergodic theoretic characterizations of amenability, takes
its precedent in the theory of unitary representations of I'. It is well known that T is C*-simple (i.e.,
its reduced C*-algebra C#(T") is simple) if and only if every non-zero unitary representation of I' weakly
contained in the left-regular representation Ar is actually weakly equivalent to Ar [Ha07]. Using the Abért-
Weiss characterization of freeness it is apparent that I is shift-minimal if and only if every non-trivial m.p.
action of I' weakly contained in sr is in fact weakly equivalent to sr. Apart from analogy, the relationship
between shift-minimality and C*-simplicity in general is unclear. However, we show in Theorem that
shift-minimality follows from a property closely related to C*-simplicity. A group I is said to have the
unique trace property if there is a unique tracial state on C(T).

Theorem 1.2. Let ' be a countable group. If T has the unique trace property then I' is shift-minimal.

In addition, a co-induction argument (Proposition [B.15]) shows that shift-minimal groups have no non-
trivial normal amenable subgroups, i.e., they have trivial amenable radical. This places shift-minimality
squarely between two other properties whose general equivalence with C*-simplicity remains an open prob-
lem. Indeed, it is open whether there are any general implications between C*-simplicity and the unique
trace property; in all concrete examples these two properties coincide. Furthermore, while the amenable
radical of any C*-simple group is known to be trivial [PS79|, it is an open question — asked explicitly by
Bekka and de la Harpe |[BHOO| — whether conversely, a group which is not C*-simple always contains a
non-trivial normal amenable subgroup. For shift-minimality in place of C*-simplicity, a stochastic version
of this question is shown to have a positive answer (Theorem [3.16]).

Theorem 1.3. A countable group I' is shift-minimal if and only if there is no non-trivial amenable
wvariant random subgroup of I' weakly contained in sr.

Here an invariant random subgroup (IRS) of T is a Borel probability measure on the compact space
Subr of subgroups of I that is invariant under the conjugation action I' ~ Subr of I'. It is called amenable if
it concentrates on the amenable subgroups of I'. Invariant random subgroups generalize the notion of normal
subgroups: if N is a normal subgroup of I' then the Dirac measure dn on Subr is conjugation invariant. It
is shown in [AGV12| that the invariant random subgroups of I" are precisely those measures on Subr that
arise as the stabilizer distribution of some measure preserving action of I' (see §2.3)).

Theorem[I.3]is not entirely satisfactory since it still seems possible that shift-minimality of I' is equivalent
to I having no non-trivial amenable invariant random subgroups whatsoever (see Question[7.4]). In fact, the
proof of Theorem [1.2]in shows that this possibly stronger property is a consequence of the unique trace

property.

Theorem 1.4. Let T be a countable group. IfT" has the unique trace property then I' has no non-trivial
amenable invariant random subgroups.

The known general implications among all of the notions introduced thus far are expressed in Figure [l

Our starting point in studying shift-minimality is the observation that if ' ~® (X, ) is a m.p. action
that is weakly contained in sr then every non-amenable subgroup of I' acts ergodically. We call this property
of a m.p. action NA-ergodicity. We show in Theorem [3.13that when a m.p. action of I" is NA-ergodic then
the stabilizer of almost every point must be amenable.

§4] deals with permanence properties of shift-minimality by examining situations in which freeness of a
m.p. action I' ~® (X, u) may be deduced from freeness of some acting subgroup. Many of the proofs in this
section appeal to some form of the Poincaré Recurrence Theorem.

A wide variety of groups are known to have the unique trace property and Theorem shows that all
such groups are shift-minimal. Among these are all non-abelian free groups ([Pow75|), all Powers groups
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Figure 1: The solid lines indicate known implications and the dotted lines indicate open questions discussed
in §71 Any implication which is not addressed by the diagram is open in general. However, these properties
all coincide for large classes of groups, e.g., linear groups (see §5.3).

and weak Powers groups ([Ha85|, [BN88]), groups with property P.,.; [BCH94], all ICC relatively hyperbolic
groups (JAMO7]), and all ICC groups with a minimal non-elementary convergence group action [MOY1I|. In
g5 we observe that all of these groups share a common paradoxicality property we call (BP), abstracted from
M. Brin and G. Picioroaga’s proof that all weak Powers groups contain a free group (see [Ha07, following
Question 15]). It is shown in Theorem [5.6]that any non-trivial ergodic invariant random subgroup of a group
with property (BP) must contain a non-abelian free group almost surely. Recurrence once again plays a key
role in the proof.

§6] studies the relationship between cost, weak containment, and invariant random subgroups. Kechris
shows in |Kel0, Corollary 10.14] that if @ and b are free measure preserving actions of a finitely generated
group I' then a < b implies C(b) < C(a) where C(a) denotes the cost of a (i.e., the cost of the orbit
equivalence relation generated by a). This is deduced from the stronger fact [Kel0, Theorem 10.13] that the
cost function C: FR(I', X, ) = R, a — C(a), is upper semi-continuous for finitely generated I'. In §6.2] we
obtain a generalization which holds for arbitrary countable groups (Theorem [6:4] below). The consequences
of this generalization are most naturally stated in terms of an invariant we call pseudocost.

If E is a m.p. countable Borel equivalence relation on (X, u) then the pseudocost of E is defined as
PC,(E) := inf (¢ )liminf,, C,(E,), where (E)nen ranges over all increasing sequences Eg C E; C ---, of
Borel subequivalence relations of E such that | J,, En, = E. The pseudocost of an action and of a group is
then defined in analogy with cost (see Definition [6.6)). It is immediate that PC,(E) < C,(E), and while
the pseudocost and cost coincide in most cases, including whenever E is treeable or whenever C,(E) < oo
(Corollary [6.8]), it is unclear whether equality holds in general.

One of the main motivations for introducing pseudocost is the following useful continuity property

(Corollary [6.20):

Theorem 1.5. Leta =T n® (X,u) and b =T AP (Y,v) be measure preserving actions of a countable
group I'. Assume that a is free. If a < b then PC(b) < PC(a).

Combining Theorem and [AW11, Theorem 1] it follows that, among all free m.p. actions of I', the
Bernoulli shift sr has the maximum pseudocost. Since pseudocost and cost coincide for m.p. actions of
finitely generated groups, this generalizes the result of [AW11] that sr has the greatest cost among free
actions of a finitely generated group I'. In Corollary[6.22] we use Theorem [I.5to deduce general consequences
for cost:

Theorem 1.6. Let a and b be m.p. actions of a countably infinite group I'. Assume that a s free and
a<b.
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1. If C(b) < oo then C(b) < C(a).
2. If By, 1s treeable then C(b) < C(a).
3. If C(a) =1 then C(b) = 1.

This leads to a characterization of countable groups with fixed price 1 as exactly those groups whose
Bernoulli shift has cost 1. This characterization was previously shown for finitely generated groups in
[AWTI].

Theorem 1.7. Let I" be a countable group. The following are equivalent:
(1) T has fized price 1
(2) Clsr) =1
(3) C(a) =1 for some m.p. action a weakly equivalent to sr.
(4) PC(a) =1 for some m.p. action a weakly equivalent to sr.
(5) T is infinite and C(a) < 1 for some non-trivial m.p. action a weakly contained in sr.

We use this characterization to obtain a new class of shift-minimal groups in §6.5l In what follows, ARy
denotes the amenable radical of I' (see Appendix [B]). Gaboriau [Ga00, Theorem 3] showed that if I' does not
have fixed price 1 then ARy is finite. We now have:

Theorem 1.8. Let ' be a countable group that does not have fized price 1. Then ARr is finite and
I'/ARr s shift-minimal.

In Theorem of §6.41it is shown that if the hypothesis of Theorem [1.8] is strengthened to C(I") > 1,
i.e., if all free m.p. actions of I' have cost > 1, then the conclusion may be strengthened considerably. The
following is an analogue of Bergeron and Gaboriau’s result [BGO05, §5] (see also [ST10, Corollary 1.6]) in
which the statement is shown to hold for the first {2-Betti number in place of cost.

Theorem 1.9. Suppose that C(I') > 1. Let ' ~n® (X, 1) be an ergodic measure-preserving action of I'
on a non-atomic probability space. Then ezxactly one of the following holds:

1. Almost all stabilizers are finite;
2. Almost every stabilizer has infinite cost, i.e., C(I'y) = co almost surely.
In particular, ARr 1s finite and I'/ARr has no non-trivial amenable invariant random subgroups.

The analysis of pseudocost in §6.2]is used in §6.3 to study the cost of generic actions in the Polish space
A(T, X, 1) of measure preserving actions of I'. For any group I" there is a comeager subset of A(T, X, u),
consisting of free actions, on which the cost function C : A(T,X,u) — R U {oo} takes a constant value
C.en(T") € R |KelQ]. Likewise, the pseudocost function a — PC(a) must be constant on a comeager set of
free actions, and we denote this constant value by PC,..(I"). Kechris shows in [Kel0| that C,..(I") = C(I")
for finitely generated I' and Problem 10.11 of [Kel0] asks whether C,.,(I") = C(I") in general. The following
is proved in Corollaries and

Theorem 1.10. Let I" be a countably infinite group. Then
1. The set{a € A(T,X,u) : a is free and PC(a) = PC(T")} is dense Gs in A(T', X, ).
2. PC,..(I") =PC(IN).
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3. E’LthET Cgen(r) — C(r) or Cgen(r) = 0.
4. If PC(I") =1 then C,,(I') =C(I") = 1.
5. The set

{b e A(l,X,u) :b is free and Japeriodic Borel subequivalence relations

Eo CEy CEy C -+ of Ey, with Ep = JEn and lim Cy(E,) = C(M}
mn
n

is dense Ggs mn A(T, X, ).

6. If all free actions of ' have finite cost then {b € A(T,X,u) : b is free and C(b) = C(I')} is dense
Gs mm AT, X, 1).

The only possible exception to the equality C,..(I") = C(I") would be a group I' with C(I") < co such that
the set {a € A(T, X, 1) : a is free, C(a) = oo and E, is not treeable} comeager in A(T, X, ).

A number of questions are discussed in §71 The paper ends with two appendices, the first clarifying
the relationship between invariant random subgroups and subequivalence relations. The second contains
relevant results about the amenable radical of a countable group.

Acknowledgments. I would like to thank Miklos Abért, Lewis Bowen, Clinton Conley, Yair Glasner,
Alexander Kechris, and Jesse Peterson for valuable comments and suggestions. The research of the author
was partially supported by NSF Grant DMS-0968710.

2 Preliminaries

Throughout, I' denotes a countable discrete group. The identity element of I" is denoted by er, or simply
e when I is clear from the context. All countable groups are assumed to be equipped with the discrete
topology; a countable group always refers to a countable discrete group.

2.1 Group theory

Subgroups. Let A and I' be countable groups. We write A < T' to denote that A is a subgroup of I' and
we write A< T to denote that A is a normal subgroup of I'' The index of a subgroup A < I is denoted by
[ : Al. The trivial subgroup of T" is the subgroup {er} that contains only the identity element. For a subset
S C T we let (S) denote the subgroup generated by S. A group that is not finitely generated will be called
infinitely generated.

Centralizers and normalizers. Let S be any subset of " and let H be a subgroup of I'. The centralizer
of S in H is the set
Cn(S)={heH:VseS (hsh!l=s5s)]

and the normalizer of S in H is the set
Nu(S)={heH: hSh t =S}

Then Cy(S) and Nyy(S) are subgroups of H with Cp(S) <Ny (S). Clearly Ci(S) = Cr(S)NH and Ny (S) =
Nr(S) N H. The group Cr(I') is called the center of I' and is denoted by Z(T'). We say that a subset T of T
normalizes S if T C N (S). We call a subgroup H self-normalizing in I' if H = Nr(H).

Infinite conjugacy class (ICC) groups. A group I is called ICC if every vy € T\ {e} has an infinite
conjugacy class. This is equivalent to Cr(y) having infinite index in I for all v # e. Thus, according to our
definition, the trivial group {e} is ICC.

The Amenable Radical. We let AR denote the amenable radical of T. See Appendix [B] below.
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2.2 Ergodic theory

Measure preserving actions. A measure preserving (m.p.) action of I' is a triple (T, q, (X, 1)), which
we write as ' ~@ (X, u), where (X, p) is a standard probability space (possibly with atoms) and a: 'x X — X
is a Borel action of " on X that preserves the probability measure u. For (y,x) € T x X we let y®x denote
the image a(y,x) of the pair (y,x) under a. We write a for ' ~® (X, ) when I' and (X, 1) are clear from
the context. A measure preserving action of I' will also be called a I'-system or simply a system when I is
understood.

For the rest of this subsection let @ =T ~® (X, ) and let b =T ~? (Y, V).

Isomorphism and factors. If ¢ : (X, u) — Y is a measurable map then we let ¢, denote the pushforward
measure on Y given by @.u(B) = u(@1(B)) for B C Y Borel. We say that b is a factor of a (or that a
factors onto b), written b C a, if there exists a measurable map 7t : X — Y with 7,u = v and such that
for each v € T the equality 7t(y®x) = yP7(x) holds for p-almost every x € X. Such a map 7 is called a
factor map from a to b. The factor map 7 is called an isomorphism from a to b if there exists a co-null
subset of X on which 7t is injective. We say that a and b are isomorphic, written a = b, if there exists some
isomorphism from a to b.

Weak containment of m.p. actions. We write a < b to denote that a is weakly contained in b and we
write a ~ b to denote that @ and b are weakly equivalent. The reader is referred to [KelQ] for background
on weak containment of measure preserving actions.

axb

Product of actions. The product of a and b is the m.p. actiona xb =T ~ (X x Y, x v) where

v4<P(x,y) = (Y9x,yPy) for each y € T" and (x,y) € X x Y.

Bernoulli shifts. Let ' x T — T, (y,t) — v -t be an action of ' on a countable set T. The generalized
Bernoulli shift corresponding to this action is the system sr1 =T ~* ([0, 1]T,AT), where A is Lebesgue
measure and where the action s is given by (y*f)(t) =f(y 1 -t)fory €T, f€[0,1]7, t € T. We write sr for
sr,r when the action of I' on itself is by left translation. The system sr is called the Bernoull: shift of T.

The trivial system. We call a = I' ~® (X, u) trivial if u is a point mass. Otherwise, a is called non-
triwvial. Up to isomorphism, each group I' has a unique trivial measure preserving action, which we denote
by ¢r or simply ¢ when I is clear.

Identity systems. Let ¢r,, =T ~*' (X, 1) denote the identity system of ' on (X, ) given by y* =idx for
all y € I'. We write ¢, when I is clear. Thus if u is a point mass then ¢, = 1.

Strong ergodicity. A system a is called strongly ergodic if it is ergodic and does not weakly contain the
identity system ¢r ) on ([0, 1], A).

Fixed point sets and free actions. For a subset C C T we let
Fix’(C)={yeY:V¥yeC y’y =yl

We write Fix®(y) for Fix®({y}). The kernel of the system b is the set ker(b) = {y € ' : v(Fix°(y)) = 1}.
It is clear that ker(b) is a normal subgroup of I The system b is called faithful if ker(b) = {e}, i.e.,
v(Fix®(y)) < 1 for each y € T'\ {e}. The system b is called (essentially) free if the stabilizer of v-almost
every point is trivial, i.e., v(Fix®(y)) = 0 for each vy € "\ {e}.

2.3 Invariant random subgroups

The space of subgroups. We let Subr C 2" denote the compact space of all subgroup of I and we let
¢ : ' x Subr — Subr be the continuous action of I on Subr by conjugation.
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Invariant random subgroups. An invariant random subgroup (IRS) of I' is a conjugation-invariant
Borel probability measures on Subr. The point mass dn at a normal subgroup N of ' is an example of an
invariant random subgroup. Let IRS; denote the space of invariant random subgroups of I'. We associate
to each 0 € IRSr the measure preserving action I' ~¢ (Subr, 0). We also denote this system by 6.

Stabilizer distributions. Each measure preserving action b =T A" (Y, V) of T gives rise to and invariant
random subgroup 0 of ' as follows. The stabilizer of a point y € Y under the action b is the subgroup Iy
of I defined by
Ny={yer:yy=yh.

The group I, of course depends on the action b. The stabilizer map associated to b is the map staby, :
Y — Subr given by staby(y) = I,. The stabilizer distribution of b, which we denote by 0y or type(d), is
the measure (stabyp).v on Subr. It is clear that 0 is an invariant random subgroup of I'. In [AGV12] it is
shown that for any invariant random subgroup 0 of I, there exists a m.p. action b of I" such that 6, = 6.
Moreover, if 8 is ergodic then b can be taken to be ergodic as well. See [CP12].

Group theoretic properties of invariant random subgroups. Let 6 be an invariant random subgroup
of ' We say that a given property P of subgroups of I' holds for 0 if P holds almost everywhere. For
example, 0 is called amenable (or infinite indez) if © concentrates on the amenable (respectively, infinite
index) subgroups of T".

The trivial IRS. By the trivial invariant random subgroup we mean the point mass at the trivial subgroup
{e} of . We write 0. instead of () for the trivial invariant random subgroup. An invariant random subgroup
not equal to d. is called non-trivial.

Remark 2.1. We will often abuse terminology and confuse an invariant random subgroup 0 with the measure
preserving action @ =I' ~° (Subr, 0) it defines, stating, for example, that 0 is ergodic or is weakly contained
in sr to mean that @ is ergodic or is weakly contained in sr. When there is a potential for ambiguity we
will make sure to distinguish between an invariant random subgroup and the measure preserving system to
which it gives rise. We emphasise that “0 is non-trivial” will always mean that 0 is not equal to the trivial
IRS &, whereas “6 is non-trivial” will always mean that 6 is not a point mass (at any subgroup).

3 Shift-minimality

3.1 Seven characterizations of shift-minimality

It will be useful to record here the main theorem of [AW11] which was already mentioned several times in
the introduction.

Theorem 3.1 (JAW11]). Let ' be a countably infinite group. Then the Bernoullt shift sr is weakly
contained 1n every free measure preserving action of I'.

We let Aut(X, 1) denote the Polish group of measure preserving transformations of (X, u), and we let
A(T, X, 1) denote the Polish space of measure preserving actions of I' on the measure space (X, p). See [Kel0]
for information on these two spaces. In the following proposition, let [a] denote the weak equivalence class of
a measure preserving action a of I'. Denote by sr o the full 2-shift of I', i.e., the shift action of ' on 2", ")
where we identify 2 with {0, 1} and where p({0}) = p({1}) = 1/2.

Proposition 3.2. Let " be a countable group and let (X, 1) be a standard non-atomic probability space.
Then the follounng are equivalent.

1. T s shift-minimal, i.e., every non-trivial m.p. action weakly contained in sr s free.
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2. Every non-trivial m.p. action weakly contained in sr s free.
3. Among non-trivial m.p. actions of T', [sr 2] is minimal with respect to weak containment.

4. FEither T' = {e} or, among non-trivial m.p. actions of I, [sr] is minimal with respect to weak
contaitnment.

5. Among non-atomic m.p. actions of I', [sr] 1s minimal with respect to weak containment.

6. The conjugation action of the Polish group Aut(X,u) on the Polish space Ags(I, X, n) = {a €
A(T, X, ) : a < sr} is minimal, i.e., every orbit is dense.

7. For some (equivalently: every) non-principal ultrafilter U on the the natural numbers N, every
non-trivial factor of the ultrapower (sr)y s free.

Proof. The equivalence (7)< (1) follows from [CKT-D12), Theorem 1]. For the remaining equivalences, first
note that if T" is a finite group then sr factors onto ¢, so if I' # {e} then I" does not satisfy (1), (4), (5) or (6).
In addition, for I" # {e} finite, sr > factors onto a non-trivial identity system, which shows that I' does not
satisfy (2) or (3) either. This shows that the trivial group I' = {e} is the only finite group that satisfies any
of the properties (1)-(6), and it is clear the trivial group satisfies all of these properties. We may therefore
assume for the rest of the proof that I' is infinite.

(1)=(2): This implication is clear since sr» is a factor of sr.

(2)=(3): Suppose that (2) holds. By hypothesis any a weakly contained in sr 5 is free and thus weakly
contains sr by Theorem [3] (3) follows since sr; is a factor of sr.

(3)=(4): Since we are assuming I" is infinite, Theorem 3] implies [sr] = [sr2], and this implication
follows. (4)=-(5) is clear.

(5)=-(6): Suppose (5) holds. By [Kel0), Proposition 10.1] the Aut(X, p)-orbit closure of any a € A(T, X, 1)
is equal to {b € A(T, X, ) : b < a}. Thus, if a is weakly equivalent to sr, then the orbit of a is dense in
As(T, X, n). Since [sr] is minimal with respect to weak containment, every element of A4(T, X, u) is weakly
equivalent to sr, so has dense orbit in A4(T, X, u). Thus, the action Aut(X, u) ~ Ag(T, X, 1) is minimal.

(6)=(1): Suppose that every a € A(T, X, ) has dense orbit. If ¢, € Ag(I, X, 1) then, since ¢, is a
fixed point for the Aut(X, p) action, ¢, = sr and thus I' = {e}. Otherwise, if ¢, £ sr then the system sr is
strongly ergodic and the group I is therefore non-amenable. Let b =T A% (Y, V) be any non-trivial m.p.
action of I' weakly contained in sr. Then b x b is weakly contained in sr x sr = sr and therefore b x b is
strongly ergodic since strong ergodicity is downward closed under weak containment (see e.g., [CKT-D12,
Proposition 5.6]). In particular b x b is ergodic and it follows that the probability space (Y, v) is non-atomic.
The action b is then isomorphic to some action a on the non-atomic space (X, i), and a € Ag4(T", X, 1) since
b < sr. By hypothesis a has dense orbit in A4(T, X, 1) so that sr ~ a by [Kel0, Proposition 10.1] and hence
a is free, and thus b is free as well. O

Two more characterizations of shift-minimality are given in terms of amenable invariant random sub-
groups in Theorem below.

3.2 NA-ergodicity

Definition 3.3. Let a be a measure preserving action of a countable group I'. We say that a is NA-ergodic
if the restriction of a to every non-amenable subgroup of I is ergodic. We say that a is strongly NA-ergodic
if the restriction of a to every non-amenable subgroup of I' is strongly ergodic.

Example 3.4. The central example of an NA-ergodic (and in fact, strongly NA-ergodic) action is the
Bernoulli shift action sr; if H < I is non-amenable then sr|H = sy is strongly ergodic. More generally, if I’
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acts on a countable set T and the stabilizer of every t € T is amenable then the generalized Bernoulli shift
st =T 5T ([0,1]7,AT) is strongly NA-ergodic (see e.g., [KT09)]).

Example 3.5. The action SLj(Z) ~ (T2, A?) by matrix multiplication, where A? is Haar measure on T?, is
another example of a strongly NA-ergodic action. A proof of this is given in [Ke07, 5.(B)].

Example 3.6. I would like to thank L. Bowen for bringing my attention to this example. Let I' be a countable
group and let f be an element of the integral group ring ZI". The left translation action of I' on the discrete
abelian group ZI'/ZT'f is by automorphisms, and this induces an action of ' by automorphisms on the dual
group Zﬁf, which is a compact metrizable abelian group so that this action preserves normalized Haar
measure |1;. Bowen has shown that if the function f has an inverse in ¢! (I') then the system I' ~ (Zﬁﬁf, i)
is weakly contained in sr and is therefore strongly NA-ergodic by Proposition 310 (|[Bollal, §5]; note that
the hypothesis that I is residually finite is not used in that section so that this holds for arbitrary countable
groups I).

Remark 3.7. The actions from Examples 3.4] 3.5 and share a common property: they are tempered
in the sense of [Ke07]. A measure preserving action a = TI' ~® (X, ) is called tempered if the Koopman
representation k§ on L3(X,u) = L2(X, ) © Clx is weakly contained in the regular representation Ar of T
Any tempered action a of a non-amenable group I' has stable spectral gap in the sense of [Pop08] (this
means k§ ® kg does not weakly contain the trivial representation), and this implies in turn that the product
action a x b is strongly ergodic relative to b for every measure preserving action b of I' (see [[010]). In
particular (taking b = ir) a tempered action a of a non-amenable group is itself strongly ergodic. Since
the restriction of a tempered action to a subgroup is still tempered it follows that every tempered action is
strongly NA-ergodic. In [Ke07] it is shown that the converse holds for any action on a compact Polish group
G by automorphisms (such an action necessarily preserves Haar measure ug):

Theorem 3.8 (Theorem 4.6 of [Ke07]). Let ' be a countably infinite group acting by automorphisms on
a compact Polish group G. Let G denote the (countable) set of all isomorphism classes of irreducible
unitary representations of G and let Go = G\ {ig}. Then the following are equivalent:

1. The action I' ~ (G, ug) s tempered,

2. Ewvery stabilizer of the associated action of I' on Go is amenable.
3. The action I' ~ (G, ng) s NA-ergodic.

4. The action I' ~ (G, ug) is strongly NA-ergodic.

Condition (2) of Theorem [3.8 should be compared with part (ii) of Lemma [3.17] below, although Lemma
[BI1] deals with general NA-ergodic actions. It follows from [Kel0, Proposition 10.5] that any measure
preserving action weakly contained in sr is tempered. I do not know however whether the converse holds,
although Example and Theorem [3.8 suggest that this may be the case for actions by automorphisms on
compact Polish groups.

Question 3.9. Let T' be a countable group acting by automorphisms on a compact Polish group G and
assume the action is tempered. Does it follow that the action is weakly contained in sr? As a special case,
is it true that the action SLa(Z) ~ (T?,A?) is weakly contained in sgr,,(z)?

We now establish some properties of general NA-ergodic actions.

Proposition 3.10. Any factor of an NA-ergodic action is NA-ergodic. Any action weakly contained
in a strongly NA-ergodic action s strongly NA-ergodic.
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Proof. The first statement is clear and the second is a consequence of strong ergodicity being downward
closed under weak containment (see [CKT-D12), Proposition 5.6]). O

Part (ii) of the following lemma is one of the key facts about NA-ergodicity.
Lemma 3.11. Let b=T A" (Y, V) be any non-trivial NA-ergodic action of a countable group T.

(i) Suppose that C C T 1s a subset of ' such that v({y € Y : C C Iy}) > 0. Then the subgroup (C)
generated by C is amenable.

(i) The stabilizer Iy of v-almost every y € Y is amenable.

Proof. We begin with part (i). The hypothesis tells us that v(Fix®(C)) > 0. Since v is not a point mass
there is some B C Fix?(C) with 0 < v(B) < 1. Then B witnesses that b | (C) is not ergodic, so (C) is
amenable by NA-ergodicity of b.

For (ii), let F denote the collection of finite subsets F of I' such that (F) is non-amenable and let NA =
{y € Y : T, is non-amenable}. Then

NA=JyeY:FChy}
Fed

By part (i), v(ly € Y : F C Ty}) = 0 for each F € F. Since F is countable it follows that v(NA) =
0. O[Lemma]

The function N : Subr — Subr sending a subgroup H < T to its normalizer N(H) in I is equivariant for
the conjugation action I' ¢ Subr. In [Vel2] §2.4] Vershik examines the following transfinite iterations of
this function.

Definition 3.12. Define N* : Subr — Subr by transfinite induction on ordinals « as follows.

N°(H) =H,
N1 (H) = N(N*(H)) is the normalizer of N*(H)
NAH) = U N*(H) when A is a limit ordinal.

<A

Each N¢ is equivariant with respect to conjugation. For each H the sets H, N(H), ..., N*(H),N**1(H),...
form an increasing ordinal-indexed sequence of subsets of I'. The least ordinal oy such that N*++1(H) =
N&H (H) is therefore countable. If © € IRS; then we let 0% = (N%),0 for each countable ordinal o < wjy.
The net {0*}y<w, is increasing in the sense of [CP12) §3.5] (see also the paragraphs preceding Theorem
[A18 below), so by [CP12, Theorem 3.12] there is a weak*-limit 8> such that 6% < 8% for all «. Since IRSr
is a second-countable topological space there is a countable ordinal o« such that 8F = 0% for all B > «.
Thus N,0%° = 0%, and it follows from [Vel2, Proposition 4] that 6 concentrates on the self-normalizing
subgroups of T'.

Theorem 3.13. Leta =T ~® (X,Vv) be a non-triwial measure preserving action of the countable group
I". Suppose that a 1s NA-ergodic. Then the stabilizer Ty of w-almost every x € X is amenable. In
addition, at least one of the following s true:

(1) There ezists a normal amenable subgroup N < T such that the stabilizer of u-almost every x € X
1s contained in N.

(2) 6% is a non-atomic, self-normalizing, infinitely generated amenable invariant random subgroup,
where 0, denotes the stabilizer distribution of a.
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Proof. Let 0 = 04. It is enough to show that either (1) or (2) is true. We may assume that I' is non-amenable.
There are two cases to consider.

Case 1: There is some ordinal « such that the measure 0% has an atom. Let &g be the least such ordinal.
Then 8% is NA-ergodic, being a factor of a, and thus the restriction of 8*° to every finite index subgroup
of T' is ergodic since I' is non-amenable. Thus, 6% having an atom implies that it is a point mass, so let
N < T be such that 8% = §y. Then N is a normal subgroup of I' and we show that N is amenable so that
alternative (1) holds in this case. By definition of «g, a and each % for & < oy are non-trivial NA-ergodic
actions. Lemma [3.17] then implies that the invariant random subgroups type(a) = 0° and type(0%*) = 0%+,
for @ < «p, all concentrate on the amenable subgroups of I'. If g = 0 or if «p is a successor ordinal then
we see immediately that N is amenable. If g is a limit ordinal then N is an increasing union of amenable
groups and so is amenable in this case as well.

Case 2: The other possibility is that 6 has no atoms. Thus 6% is a non-trivial NA-ergodic action
with type(0*°) = N,0%° = 0°. This implies that 0 is amenable by Lemma 317l Since 0* is non-atomic
and there are only countably many finitely generated subgroups of I', 0°° must concentrate on the infinitely-
generated subgroups. This shows that (2) holds. O

3.3 Amenable invariant random subgroups

We record a corollary of Theorem which will be used in the proof of our final characterization of
shift-minimality.

Corollary 3.14. Any group ' that is not shift-minimal either has a non-trivial normal amenable
subgroup N, or has a non-atomic, self-normalizing, infinitely-generated, amenable invariant random
subgroup 0 such that the action @ =T ~° (Subr, 0) is weakly contained in sr.

Proof. Let I be a group that is not shift-minimal so that there exists some non-trivial a weakly contained
in s which is not free. The action a is strongly NA-ergodic by [3.4 and [3.10] so a satisfies the hypotheses
of Theorem [3.13 If (1) of Theorem holds, say with witnessing normal amenable subgroup N < T, then
N is non-trivial since a is non-free. If alternative (2) of Theorem [3.13 holds then taking 6 = 0%° works. [

We also need
Proposition 3.15. If T s shift-minimal then I' has no non-trivial normal amenable subgroups.

Proof. Suppose that I' has a non-trivial normal amenable subgroup N. Amenability implies that ¢n < SN -
Then since co-inducing preserves weak containment we have

Srr/N < CInd{;] (en) < CInd{;] (sn) = sr

which shows that sr,n < sr. The action sr /N is not free since N C ker(sr r/n). This shows that I' is
not shift-minimal. O

The following immediately yields Theorem from the introduction.
Theorem 3.16. The following are equivalent for a countable group I':
(1) T s not shift-minimal.

(2) There exists a non-trivial amenable invariant random subgroup 0 of I' that is weakly contained
mn Sr.

(3) Either ARr 1is finite and non-trivial, or there exists an infinite amenable invariant random
subgroup 0 of I' that s weakly contained in sr.
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Proof. (1)=-(3): Suppose that I' is not shift-minimal. If the second alternative of Corollary [3.14] holds then
we are done. Otherwise, the first alternative holds and so ARr is non-trivial. If ARy is finite then (3) is
immediate, and if ARr is infinite then the point-mass at AR shows that (3) holds.

(3)=(2) is clear. Now let 0 be as in (2) and we will show that I'" is not shift-minimal. If 6 is a point
mass, say at H € Sub(I"), then H is normal and by hypothesis H is non-trivial and amenable so (1) then
follows from Proposition If 0 is not a point mass then I' ~°¢ (Subr, 0) is a non-trivial and non-free
measure preserving action of I' that is weakly contained in sr. This action then witnesses that I" is not
shift-minimal. O

Any group with no non-trivial normal amenable subgroups is ICC (see [Ha07, Appendix J] for a proof),
so Proposition [3.15 also shows

Proposition 3.17. Shift-minimal groups are ICC.

4 Permanence properties

This section examines various circumstances in which shift-minimality is preserved. §4.I]establishes a lemma
which will be used to show that, in many cases, shift-minimality passes to finite index subgroups.

4.1 Invariant random subgroups with trivial intersection
For each invariant random subgroup 6 of A define the set
Po={0eA:0({H:5eH}) >0}

We say that two invariant random subgroups 6 and p intersect trivially if Po NP, = {e}. This notion comes
from looking at freeness of a product action.

Lemma 4.1. Ifa=A N (X,u) and b =A AP (Y,v) are measure preserving actions of A then a x b
1s free if and only if 0, and Oy intersect trivially.

Proof. For each 5 € A we have Fix®*?(§) = Fix®(8) x Fix®(6), and this set is (i x v)-null if and only if
either Fix®(8) is p-null or Fix®(3) is v-null. The lemma easily follows. O

It is a straightforward group theoretic fact that if L and K are normal subgroups of A which intersect
trivially then they commute. This generalizes to invariant random subgroups as follows.

Lemma 4.2. Let A be a countable group. Let 0,p € IRSA and suppose that 0 and p intersect trivially.
Suppose L and K are subgroups of A satisfying

O({H € Subps : L< H}) >
p({H € Subp : K< H}) >

3= 3

for some n,m € N. Then there exist commuting subgroups Ly < L and Ko < K with [L: Lg] <n and
[K : Ko] < m.

Proof. Define the sets

QL={lel: (IKI"'UK) CP,}
Qk ={keK: (kLk ' UL) C Po}.
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If L € Qr then for any k € K we have lkl 'k~ ! € (IKI"? UK) C P,,. Similarly, if k € Qg then for any l € L
we have Ikl 1k~ ! € (kLk~* UL) C Pg. Thus, if l € Q and k € Qk then Ikl 'k~ € P, NPy ={e} and so 1
and k commute. It follows that the groups Ly = (Qr) < L and Ky = (Qk) < K commute.

Suppose for contradiction that [L: Lg] > n and let 1y, ..., 1,1 be elements of distinct left cosets of Ly in
L, with l[g = e. Foreachi<mnlet A; ={H € Sub, : liKli’l < Hj so that p(Ai) = p(1 - Ag) = p(Ao) > % by
hypothesis. There must be some 0 <1< j <n with p(A; N A;) >0. Let 1 = lj’lli. Then p(1¢ - Ag N Ag) =
p(A; NAj) > 0 and 1¢ - Ag N Ap consists of those H € Suba such that IKI"™* UK < H. This shows that
(IKU" UK) C P, and thus 1 € Qp C Lo. But this contradicts that 1 = lj’lli and liLo # ljLo. Therefore
[L: Lo] < n. Similarly, [K: Ko] < m. O[Lemma [42]

Theorem 4.3. Let 0,p € IRSA, LK< A, and n,m € N be as in Lemma[{.3, and assume in addition
that L and K are finitely generated. Then there exist commuting subgroups Np and Ny, both normal
m A, with [L: LN Np] < oo and [K: KN Ng] < oco.

Proof. For a subgroup H < A and i € N let H(i) be the intersection of all subgroups of H of index strictly less
than i. Then L(n) is finite index in [, and K(m) is finite index in K, since L and K are finitely generated. By
Lemma 2 L(n) and K(m) commute. For any vy, € A the groups YLy ! and §K& ! satisfy the hypotheses
of Lemma [£:2] hence the groups (yLy !)(n) = yL(n)y ! and (6K&!)(m) = 6K(m)5~! commute. It follows
that the normal subgroups Ni = (Jsca 8L()57 1) and Ng = (Usca 0K(m)8~1) satisfy the conclusion of
the theorem. O

4.2 Finite index subgroups

The following is an analogue of a theorem of [Be91], and its proof is essentially the same as [BHOO, Proposition

6].

Proposition 4.4. Let a be a measure preserving action of a countable group I' and let N be a normal

subgroup of T'. If the restriction a | N of a to N is free then u(Fix®(y)) =0 for any vy € T’ satisfying
{hyh™* : h e N} = oo. (4.1)

Thus, if @Il holds for ally ¢ N then a m.p. action of T is free if and only if its restriction to N is
free.

For example, it is shown in [Be91] that (4.1]) holds for all v ¢ N whenever Cr(N) = {e} and N is ICC.

Proof of Proposition[{.4]. Supposey € I'\ {e} is such that u(Fix“(y)) > 0 and {hyh ™! : h € N} is infinite.
It suffices to show that a | N is not free. The Poincaré recurrence theorem implies that there exist hp,h; € N
with hoyhy ' # hyyh; ! and p(hg-Fix®(y)Nhg-Fix®(y)) > 0. Let h =h;*hg sothat h € N and hyh ! #1.
Since Fix®(y) = Fix®(y~!) we have

h® . Fix®(y) N Fix%(y) = Fix*(hyh }) N Fix%(y 1) C Fix®(y thyh 1),

which implies w(Fix®(y~*hyh™1)) > 0. This shows a | N is not free since e # vy~ *(hyh ') = (y *hy)h™! ¢
N by our choice of h. O

Proposition 4.5. Let K be a finite index subgroup of a countable ICC group I', and let a be a measure
preserving action of I'. If a | K s free, then a 1is free.

Proof. Let N = ﬂyeryKy_l be the normal core of K in I'. Then N is a normal finite index subgroup of T
Since I is ICC, the group Cr(vy) is infinite index in I for any vy € T, hence Cr(y) NN is infinite index in N.
In particular {hyh™! : h € N} is infinite. If @ is any m.p. action of I' whose restriction to K is free, then the
restriction of a to N is free, so by Proposition [4.4] a is free. O
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Proposition can be used to characterize exactly when shift-minimality of I' may be deduced from
shift-minimality of one of its finite index subgroups.

Proposition 4.6. Let K be a finite index subgroup of the countable group I'. Suppose that K is shift-
minimal. Then the following are equivalent.

1. T 1is shift-minimal.

2. T 1s ICC.

3. T has no non-trivial finite normal subgroups.
4. Cr(N) ={e} where N =, yKy 1.

Proof. Since K is shift-minimal, it is also ICC by Proposition[3.I5l The equivalence of (2), (3), and (4) then
follows from [Prél2, Proposition 6.3]. It remains to show that (2)=-(1). Suppose that I' is ICC and that
a < sr is non-trivial. Then a [ K < sk, so a | K is free by shift-minimality of K, and therefore a itself is
free by Proposition 4.5 O

Proposition shows that, except for the obvious counterexamples, shift-minimality is inherited from
a finite index subgroup. It seems likely that, conversely, shift-minimality passes from a group to each of its
finite index subgroups. By Proposition to show this it would be enough to show that shift-minimality
passes to finite index normal subgroups (see the discussion following Question [(11] in §7). Theorem [£3]
can be used to give a partial confirmation of this. Recall that a group is locally finite if each of its finitely
generated subgroups is finite.

Theorem 4.7. Let N be a normal finite index subgroup of a shift-minimal group I'. Suppose that N
has no infinite locally finite invariant random subgroups that are weakly contained in sNn. Then N 1s
shift-minimal.

Corollary 4.8. LetT" be a shift-minimal group. Then every finite index subgroup of I' which s torsion-
free is shift-minimal.

Proof of Corollary[4.8. Let K be a torsion-free finite index subgroup of I'. Note that K is ICC since the
ICC property passes to finite index subgroups. The group N := ﬂyer vYKy~! is finite index in I' and torsion-
free, and it is moreover normal in I". By Theorem [£7 N is shift-minimal, whence K is shift-minimal by
Proposition O

Theorem [4.7] will follow from:

Theorem 4.9. Let A be a countable group with ARA ={e}. Let 0 and p be invariant random subgroups
of A which are not locally finite. Suppose that p is NA-ergodic. Then 0 and p have non-trivial
intersection.

We first show how to deduce [£.7] from

Proof of Theorem [{.7] from Theorem[{.9 Let a =N ~¢ (X, i) be a non-trivial m.p. action of N weakly
contained in sn. We will show that a is free.

The coinduced action ¢ = CIndL (a) is weakly contained in s, so c is free by shift-minimality of T.
Let T = {to,...,tn_1} be a transversal for the left cosets of Nin I Then ¢ | N = H0<i<n a't where for
be A(N,X,u), bt € A(N, X, u) is given by kP* = (t~1kt)® for each k € N, t € T [Kel0, 10.(G)]. Observe
that 0, = (@()+0 where @ : Suby — Suby is the conjugation map H ~ tHt™!. In particular, for each

~

t € T, a' is free if and only if a is free. It is easy to see that (sn)! = sy for each t € T, so it follows
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that ¢ | N = J[pc;,a' < sn. Foreachj <nlet ¢j = [[;¢;_, a'". We will show that ¢; is free for all
0 <j < n, which will finish the proof since this will show that ¢,,_; = a'»—1 is free, whence a is free.

We know that co = ¢ [ N is free. Assume for induction that c¢;_; is free (where j > 1 is less than n) and
we will show that ¢; is free. Note the following:

(i) 0,t, and O, intersect trivially. This follows from Lemma &.1] because c¢j 1 = a1 x ¢ is free.
(ii) Both @+, , and 0., are NA-ergodic, since they are both weakly contained in sn.

(iii) ARN ={e}. This is because I is shift-minimal, so that AR = {e} by Proposition[3.15 and N is normal
in T so apply Proposition [B.1l

Theorem[4.9 along with (i), (ii), and (iii) imply that either 0, , or 0, is locally finite. But N has no infinite
locally finite invariant random subgroups weakly contained in sy by hypothesis, and since ARNn = {e}, N
actually has no non-trivial locally finite invariant random subgroups weakly contained in syn. It follows
that either 0., , or O, is trivial. If O, is trivial then ¢; is free, which is what we wanted to show. If 0 ¢;_,

a
is trivial then a%—* is free, so a't is free for all i < n, and therefore ¢; is free all the same. O

Proof of Theorem[4.9 Suppose toward a contradiction that 8 and p intersect trivially. By hypothesis 0 is
not locally finite, so the set of H € Suba that contain an infinite finitely generated subgroup is 6-non-null.
As there are only countably many infinite finitely generated subgroups of A, there must be at least one
—call it L — for which O6({H : L € H}) > 0. Similarly, there is an infinite finitely generated K < A with
p({H : K< H}) > 0. Then 0, p, L and K satisfy the hypotheses of Theorem [4.3] (for some n and m), so there
exist normal subgroups N, Nk < A which commute, with [L: LN Np] < oo and [K: KN Nx] < co. Since L
and K are infinite, neither N nor Ny is trivial, and since ARA ={e}, both N{ and Nk are non-amenable.

Pick some k # e with k € KN Ng. Since k € K, the set {H : k € H} has positive p-measure, and it is
N -invariant since N commutes with k. NA-ergodicity of p and non-amenability of Ny then imply that
p({H : k € H}) = 1. On the other hand, the set

M,={5€A:p({H:5ecH)=1}

is a normal subgroup of A which acts trivially under p, so NA-ergodicity of p implies M, is amenable, and
as AR = {e}, we actually have M, = {e}, which contradicts that k € M,. O

Question[7.IT]below asks whether a finite index subgroup of a shift-minimal group is always shift-minimal.

4.3 Direct sums

Proposition 4.10. Let (T})ic1 be a sequence of countable ICC groups and let a be a measure preserving
action of I'= @ Ti. If a | Ty is free for each i € I then a is free. In particular, the direct sum of
shift-minimal groups is shift-minimal.

Proof. We will show that if a is not free then a [ I is not free for some i € I. We give the proof for the case
of the direct sum of two ICC groups — say I'; and I'; — since the proof for infinitely many groups is nearly
identical. Let ' =Ty x I'; and let (y,8) € T be such that p(Fixa((y,é))) > 0 where (v,0) # er. Suppose
that & # e (the case where vy # e is similar). Since I'; is ICC we have that Cr,(8) is infinite index in I; so
by Poincaré recurrence there exists o« € Iy, « ¢ Cr,(8) such that

n((e, 0)® - Fix((v,8)) N Fix®((y,5))) > 0.

Thus p(Fix®({(y,x8x 1), (v,8)))) > 0 and in particular p(Fix®((e, xdx*6"!))) > 0. Our choice of
implies that «doc"18~! # e and so a | I is non-free as was to be shown. O
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4.4 Other permanence properties

Proposition 4.11. Let a be a measure preserving action of I'. Let N be a normal subgroup of T.
Suppose that both N and Cr(N) are ICC. Suppose that a | N and a | Cr(N) are both free. Then a is
free.

Proof. Let K = Cr(N)N. Then K is normal in I" since both N and Cp(N) are normal. By hypothesis
Cr(N)N'N ={e} so K= Cr(N) x N. It follows that K is ICC, being a product of ICC groups. Proposition
[4.10] then implies that a | K is free. Since Cr(K) < Cr(Cr(N)) N Cr(N) = Z(Cr(N)) = {e}, Proposition [4.4]
implies that a is free. O

Definition 4.12. A subgroup H of I' is called almost ascendant in I if there exists a well-ordered increasing
sequence {Hq}o<a Of subgroups of I', indexed by some countable ordinal A, such that

(i) H=Hp and H) =T.
(ii) For each o < A, either Hy is a normal subgroup of Hy1 or Hy is a finite index subgroup of Hy1.
(iii) Hp = Uy~p Ha whenever 8 is a limit ordinal.

We call {Hy}aca an almost ascendant series for H in I'. If H is almost ascendant in I" and if there exists
an almost ascendant series {Hy}a<a for H in I' such that Hy is normal in Hy for all @ < A then we say
that H is ascendant in I and we call {Hy}x<) an ascendant series for Hin .

Proposition 4.13. Let a =T ~® (X, u) be a measure preserving action of I'.

1. Suppose that L 1s an almost ascendant subgroup of I' that is ICC and satisfies Cr(L) = {e}. Then
a 1s free if and only if a | L is free. Thus, if L ts shift-minimal then so s T.

2. Suppose that L is an ascendant subgroup of I' such that ARy = ARc,. (L) ={e}. Then a s free if
and only if both a | L and a | Cr(L) are free.

Proof. (1): Assume that a | L is free. Let {Lyx}axr be an almost ascendant series for L in I'. Then
Cr(Ly) = {e} for all « < A. By transfinite induction each L, is ICC. Another induction shows that each
a | Ly is free: this is clear for limit «, and at successors, Ly is either normal or finite index in Ly41, SO
assuming a | Ly is free it follows that a [ L1 is free by applying either Proposition [£11] (Proposition [£.4]
also works) or Proposition [£.5
If now L is shift-minimal and a is a non-trivial m.p. action of ' with @ < sr then a | L < sp so that
a | L is free and thus a is free.
(2): Assume that both @ | L and a | Cr(L) are free. Let {Ly}a<r be an ascendant series for L in T.
Theorem [B.9 implies that ARy = ARc, (1) ={e} for all o < A. For each & < A we have
{e} = ARc,(1,) NLat+1 = ARcp 1) N CrL,., (La) = ARc,

oc+1 (La)

where the last equality follows from Corollary [B.4] since the series {Cp, (L«)}p<a is ascendant in Cr(Ly). It
is clear that Cp_,,(Ls) < Cr(L), so by hypothesis @ | Cr_ ,(L«) is free for all « < A. We now show by
transfinite induction on « < A that a | Ly is free. The induction is clear at limit stages. At successor stages,
if we assume for induction that a | Ly is free then all the hypotheses of Proposition [£.11] hold and it follows
that a | Ly is free. O

Proposition 4.14. Let a =T ~% (X, u) be a measure preserving action of I'. Let K = ker(a).

1. Suppose that there exists a normal subgroup N of I' such that a | N is free and such that every
finite index subgroups of N acts ergodically. Then I'y = K almost surely.
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2. Suppose that a 1s NA-ergodic and there exists a non-amenable normal subgroup N of I' such that
a | N is free. Then K is amenable and I'y = K almost surely.

Proof. We begin with (1). Note that, by Proposition 4.4, if v € T is such that the set {hyh™! : h € N} is
infinite, then p(Fix®(y)) = 0. It therefore suffices to show that if u(Fix®(y)) > 0 and {hyh™! : h € N} is
finite, then v € K. This set being finite means that the group H = Cr(y) NN is finite index in N, so a [ H
is ergodic by hypothesis. Since H < Cr(y), the set Fix“(y) is a | H-invariant, so if it is non-null then it
must be conull, i.e., v € K, by ergodicity.

For (2), amenability of K is immediate since a is non-trivial and NA-ergodic. NA-ergodicity also implies
that every finite index subgroup of N acts ergodically, so (1) applies and we are done. O

The following Corollary replaces the hypothesis in Proposition £13l(1) that Cr(L) = {e} with the hy-
potheses that AR ={e} and a is NA-ergodic.

Corollary 4.15. Suppose ARr = {e}. Let a be any NA-ergodic action of I' and suppose that there
exists a non-trivial almost ascendant subgroup L of I' such that the restriction a [ L of a to L s free,
then a itself is free.

Proof. Let {La}axga be an almost ascendant series for L in I'. Since ARr = {e}, Corollary [B.4] implies that
AR _ ={e} for each & < A. Suppose for induction that we have shown that a [ L is free for all « < (3. If
( is a limit then L = Uoc<[3 Ly so a | Lg is free as well. If 3 = o« + 1 is a successor then a | L is free and
L is either finite index or normal in Lg. If L is finite index in Lg then a | Lg is free by Proposition 4.5 If
Ly is normal in Lg then a | Ly is free by Proposition[4.141(2). It follows by induction that a [ I' is free. O

Corollary 4.16.

1. Let T' be a countable group with ARr = {e}. If ' contains a shift-minimal almost ascendant
subgroup L then T is itself shift-minimal.

2. Suppose that I s a countable group containing an ascendant subgroup L such that L is shift-
minimal and ARc (1) = {e}. Then T is shift-minimal. In particular, if both L and Cr(L) are
shift-minimal then so s T.

Proof. Starting with (1), let L be a shift-minimal almost ascendant subgroup of I'. Let @ be a non-trivial
measure preserving action of I' weakly contained in sr. Then a is NA-ergodic and a [ L is free, so a is free
by Corollary [4.15 Statement (2) is a special case of (1) since Theorem [B.9] shows that AR = {e}. O

5 Examples of shift-minimal groups

Theorem below shows that if the reduced C*-algebra of a countable group I' admits a unique tracial
state then T is shift-minimal. We can also often gain more specific information by giving direct ergodic
theoretic proofs of shift-minimality. These proofs often rely on an appeal to some form of the Poincaré
recurrence theorem (several proofs of which may be found in [Ber96]).

5.1 Free groups

Since the argument is quite short it seems helpful to present a direct argument that free groups are shift-
minimal.

Theorem 5.1. Let I' be a non-abelian free group.
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(i) If a=T ~2 (X, ts any non-trivial measure preserving action of I' which is NA-ergodic then a
s free.

(1) T is shift-minimal.

Proof. For (i) we show that non-free actions of I'" are never NA-ergodic. Suppose that a is non-free so that
w(Fix®(y)) > 0 for some y € I' —{e}. Fix any & € I' — {y). By the Poincaré recurrence theorem there exists
an n > 0 with p(6™ - Fix®(y) N Fix®(y)) > 0. The group H generated by 6™y6 ™ and 7y is free on these
elements and «® - x = x for every o € H and x € 6™ - Fix®(y) N Fix®(y). In particular a | H is not ergodic,
whence a cannot be NA-ergodic.

Statement (ii) now follows since any non-trivial action weakly contained in sr is strongly NA-ergodic,
hence free by (i). O

Another proof of part (i) of Theorem follows from Theorem (see also [AGV12, Lemma 24]).
Indeed, alternative (2) of Theorem can never hold since a non-abelian free group has only countably
many amenable subgroups. So if a is any non-trivial NA-ergodic action of a non-abelian free group I' then
(1) of Theorem [B.13 holds, and so a is free since the only normal amenable subgroup of T" is the trivial group
N ={e}.

5.2 Property (BP)
Definition 5.2. Let I' be a countable group.

1. T is said to be a Powers group ([Ha85|) if I' # {e} and for every finite subset F C I' \ {e} and every
integer N > 0 there exists a partition ' = C LU D and elements «;,...,an € I" such that

yCNC=g forallyeF
asDNogD =@ foralljkell,...,N}, j#k.

I" is said to be a weak Powers group (|BN88|) if I' satisfies all instances of the Powers property with F
ranging over finite subsets of mutually conjugate elements of '\ {e}. We define I to be a weak* Powers
group if I satisfies all instances of the Powers property with F ranging over singletons in I' \ {e}.

2. T has property P, (|IBCH94|) if for any finite subset F of I" there exists an element « € T" of infinite
order such that for each y € F, the canonical homomorphism from the free product (y) * («) onto the
subgroup (y, «) of ' generated by y and « is an isomorphism.

If T satisfies the defining property of P.,; but with F only ranging over singletons, then we say that I'
has property P*

nai®

3. T is said to have property (PH) ([Pro93]) if for all nonempty finite F C "'\ {e} there exists some ordering
F={y1,...,yYm} of F along with an increasing sequence e € Q; C --- C Qq of subsets of I" such that
for all i < m, all nonempty finite M C Q; and all n > 0 we may find «1,...,0n € Qi and Tq,..., Ty
pairwise disjoint such that

(8)vi(x;8) T\ T) C T

foralld e Mand1<j<n.

Examples of groups with these properties may be found in [AMO07, [HP11, MOY11| [PT11] along with the
references given in the above definitions. For our purposes, what is important is a common consequence of
these properties.
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Definition 5.3. A countable group I' is said to have property (BP) if for all y € '\ {e} and n > 2 there
exists ag,...,an €T, a subgroup H < T, and pairwise disjoint subsets T;,..., T, € H such that

ajyafl(H\Tj) CT
forallj=1,...,n.

Note that when vy, H, «1,...,an, and Tq,..., T, are as above, then ocjycx;l c€HandTj # @ forallj <n.

We show in Theorem that groups with property (BP) satisfy a strong form of shift-minimality. The
definition of property (BP) (as well as its name) is motivated by an argument of M. Brin and G. Picioroaga
showing that all weak Powers groups contain a free group. Their proof appears in [Ha07] (see the remark
following Question 15 in that paper), though we also present a version of their proof in Theorem [5.4] since
we will need it for Theorem 5.6

Theorem 5.4 (Brin, Picioroaga [Ha07]).
(1) All weak* Powers groups have property (BP).
(2) Property Pr.. implies property (BP).

(3) Property (PH) implies property (BP).

(4) Groups with property (BP) contain a free group.

Proof. (1): giveny € I'\{e} and n > 1 by the weak* Powers property there exists «y, ..., ®, and a partition
'=CUDof I'with yCNC =2 and ;D NoyD =@ for all 1 <1i,j <n,i#j. Take H =T and for each
1<j<nlet Ty = oD so that the sets Ty,..., T, are pairwise disjoint and

ajya;l(F\Tj) =a5Y(F\ D) = o5yC C oj(I'\ C) = oD =T;

thus verifying (BP).

(2): Let v € T'\ {e}. By property P:  there exists an element & € I' of infinite order such that the
subgroup H = (y, «) of T is canonically isomorphic to the free product (y) * («). Let T, denote the set of
elements of H whose reduced expression starts with a™y* for some k € Z with y* # e. Then the sets Ty,
n € N, are pairwise disjoint and a™yo " (H\ T,,) C Ty.

(3): Assume that ' has property (PH) and fix any v € T'\ {e} and n > 1 toward the aim of verifying
property (BP). Taking F = {y} we obtain a set Q = Q; C I from the above definition of (PH) with e € Q.
Taking M = {e}, the defining property of Q produces «y,..., %, € Q and pairwise disjoint Ty,..., T, C T
with

®ye; H(M\T;) C T;,

so taking H = I" confirms this instance of property (BP).
Statement (4) is a consequence of the following Lemma, which will be used in Theorem below.

Lemma 5.5 (Brin, Picioroaga). Suppose that xi,...xs are elements of a group H and that Ty,..., Ty
are pairwise disjoint subsets of H such that

X (H\T) C T;

for each j € {1,...,4}. Then the group elements u = x1x2 and v = x3xq freely generate a non-abelian
free subgroup of H.



5 EXAMPLES OF SHIFT-MINIMAL GROUPS 22

Proof of Lemmal[5.8 The hypothesis xj(H \ T;) € T; implies that also x;l(H \'T;) € Tj. For distinct
1,j €{1,...,4} it then follows that
xixj(H\T) CxiT; Cxi(H\T) €Ty
and (xixj) '(H\Ty) C Xj_lTi C Xj_l(H \T) CT

so for u = x;x5 and v = x3x4 We have

U.(H\Tg)ng u_l(H\Tl)ng
V(H\T) €Tz v 1(H\Ts) CT,.

A ping pong argument now shows that u and v freely generate a non-abelian free subgroup of H. [[Lemma

E.5]

If now I" has property (BP) then taking any y € I' \ {e} and n = 4 we obtain «1,...,0x4 € I, H T
and Tq,...,Ts € H as in the definition of property (BP). Lemma now applies with x; = ocwoc;l for
jedl,... 4. O[Theorem [5.4]

Lemma[5.5 can be used to show that any non-trivial ergodic invariant random subgroup of a group with
property (BP) contains a free group.

Theorem 5.6. Let I' have property (BP) and let a =T ~® (Y,v) be an ergodic measure preserving
action of I'. Suppose that a is non-free. Then the stabilizer of v-almost every y € Y contains a
non-abelian free group. In particular, all groups with property (BP) are shift-minimal.

Proof. Since a is non-free there exists an element y € '\ {e} such that v(A) = r > 0 where A = Fix%(y). By

the Poincaré recurrence theorem, for all large enough n (depending on 1), if Ag,..., A, C Y is any sequences
of measurable subsets of Y each of measure r, then there exist distinct i1,...,1s < n with v(A;, NA{, NA N
Ai,) > 0. Pick such an n with n > 4. By property (BP) there exists oy,...,an € I', H < T, and pairwise

disjoint Ty,..., Ty € H such that ociyoci_l(H \Ti) C T for alli e {1,...,n}. By our choice of n there must
exist distinct 1y,...,12 < n such that

viag ANaf, ANai ANaf,A) >0. (5.1)

Forj =1,...,41let xj = oci).yocil. Lemma 5.5 (applied to xi1,...xs and Ty,...Ty) shows that (xi,...,x4)
contains a free group. Additionally, (5.I)) shows that v(Fix®((x1,...,x4))) > 0 since

4
Fix®({(x1,...,X4)) 2 ﬂ Fix%(xi) = ﬂ al A.

The event that I'y contains a free group is therefore non-null. This event is also a-invariant, so ergodicity
now implies that almost every stabilizer contains a free group.

If now b is any non-trivial measure preserving action of I' weakly contained in s then b is ergodic and by
Lemma [3.17] almost every stabilizer is amenable hence does not contain a free group. Then b is essentially
free by what we have already shown. Therefore I' is shift-minimal. O

In [Be91] Bédos defines a group I' to be an ultraweak Powers group if it has a normal subgroup N that
is a weak Powers group such that Cr(N) ={e}. Let us say that I' is an ultraweak* Powers group if it has a
normal subgroup N that is an weak* Powers group such that Cr(N) = {e}.

Theorem 5.7. Let I be a countable group.



5 EXAMPLES OF SHIFT-MINIMAL GROUPS 23

1. Suppose thatT" contains an almost ascendant subgroup L with property (BP) such that Cr(L) = {e}.
Then for every ergodic m.p. action a =T ~® (X,u) of I', either a s free or Ty N L contains a
non-abelian free group almost surely.

2. Suppose that T contains an ascendant subgroup L such that both L and Cr(L) have property
(BP). Then for every ergodic m.p. action a =T ~® (X,u) of T, either a is free, Iy N L contains
a non-abelian free group almost surely, or Iy N Cr(L) contains a non-abelian free group almost
surely.

3. Every non-trivial ergodic tnvariant random subgroup of an ultraweak®-Powers group contains a
non-abelian free group almost surely.

Proof. (1) Since L has property (BP) it is ICC, so if a [ L is free then a itself is free by part (1) of
Proposition[4.13] Suppose then that a [ L is non-free. Let 7w: (X, 1) — (Z,1) be the ergodic decomposition
map for @ | L and let u = fz u, dn(z) be the disintegration of w with respect to n. Since a | L is non-free
then the set A C Z, consisting of of all z € Z such that L ~® (X, u,) is non-free, is n-non-null. If z € A
then p,({x : Ly contains a non-abelian free group}) = 1 by Theorem The event that L, contains a
non-abelian free group is therefore p-non-null. This event is -invariant (a subgroup contains a free group
if and only if any of its conjugates contains one), so ergodicity implies that L, contains a free group almost
surely. Since Ly =TIy N L we are done.

The proof of (2) is similar, using part (2) of Proposition £I3 (3) is immediate from (1) and the
definitions. O

We note also that (BP) is preserved by extensions.

Proposition 5.8. Let N be a normal subgroup of I'. If N and I'/N both have property (BP) then I'
also has property (BP).

Proof. Let vy € T'\{e} and n > 1 be given.
If v € N then property (BP) for N implies that there exists oy, ..., %n € N, H < N and pairwise disjoint
Ti,...,Tn C H as in the definition of (BP) for N. These also satisfy this instance of property (BP) for T'.
If v € N then the image of y in I'/N is not the identity element so property (BP) for I'/N implies that there
exist cosets oy N, .- anN € I'/N, a subgroup K < T' containing N, and pairwise disjoint Ty,..., Ty € K/N
as in the definition of (BP) for I'/N. Then «,...,an, K, and the sets T/ = JT;, i = 1,..., M, verify this
instance of property (BP) for T. O

Remark 5.9. If a group I' has property (BP) then it has the unique trace property. A quick proof of this
follows [BCHO94]. The proof of this is almost exactly as in [BCH94, Lemma 2.2] with just a minor adjustment
to the first part of their proof which we now describe. One first shows for any v € I' \ {e} and any n > 2, if

X1,...,0n, H, and Tq,..., T, are as in the definition of (BP) then for all z = (z,...,zn) € C™ we have
n
1> ziAr(agyo )| < 2llzlle. (5.2)
j=1

Let x; = ocjyocj*1 so that x; € Hand x;(H\T;) C Tj for allj = 1,...,n. Let 14 denote the indicator function
of a subset A C H. For f,g € {3(H) we then have
[ (x5)f, ) < T (%) (11, ), @) + [ (x5) (L1, ), 9)]
= (A () (11, ), )1 + (L, () A (%5) (), 115, 9)| < 127 FlL gl =+ (1127, gl
The remainder of the proof of (5.2]) now proceeds as in [BCH94, Lemma 2.2] using that the Tj are pairwise

disjoint. It now follows as in the paragraph following [BCH94| Definition 1] that C}(T") has a unique tracial
state.
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5.3 Linear groups

In the case that I' is a countable linear group, a theorem of Y. Glasner [GI12| shows that the existence of a
non-trivial normal amenable subgroup is the only obstruction to shift-minimality: Glasner shows that every
amenable invariant random subgroup of a linear group I' must concentrate on the subgroups of the amenable
radical of I'. Along with Proposition[3.15 this implies that a countable linear group I is shift-minimal if and
only if ' contains no non-trivial normal amenable subgroups. Another way to deduce these results is to use
Theorem [5.14] below along with the following Theorem of Poznansky.

Theorem 5.10 (Theorem 1.1 of [Poz09]). Let I' be a countable linear group. Then the following are
equivalent

(1) T is C*-simple.
(2) T has the unique trace property.
(3) T contains no non-trivial normal amenable subgroups, i.e., ARr = {e}.

Corollary 5.11. Let I be a countable linear group. The properties (1), (2), and (3) of Theorem[5.10
are equivalent to each of the following properties:

(4) T is shift-minimal.
(5) T has no non-trivial amenable invariant random subgroups.

Proof. The implication (2)=-(5) follows from Theorem [5.I4, the implication (5)=-(4) is Corollary 314
and (4)=-(3) follows from Proposition [3.I5 The remaining implications follow from Poznansky’s Theorem
B.10 O

5.4 Unique tracial state on C;(I)

We write C(I") for the reduced C*-algebra of I'. This is the C*-algebra generated by {Ar(y) : v € 'l in
B({2(T")), where Ar denotes the left regular representation of I'. Let 1. € £?(T") denote the indicator function
of {e}. We obtain a tracial state tr, called the canonical trace on C:(I'), given by tr(a) = (a(le), 1e).

Let p be a probability measure on Subr and define the function ¢, € {*(I") by

eo(y) =p({H : vy € H}).

It is shown in [IKT09| (see also Theorem [A16) and [Vell] that ¢, is a positive definite function on I'. It
will be useful here to identify ¢, as the diagonal matrix coefficient of a specific unitary representation of I'
described below.

Consider the field of Hilbert spaces {¢2(I'/H) : H € Subr}. For y € T denote by x¥ € [[,, £3(I'/H)
the vector field x}; = 1,1 where 1,14 € (3(T/H) is the indicator function of the singleton set {yH} C I'/H.
Then {x"},cr determines a fundamental family of measurable vector fields and we let J{, = fﬁ ¢3(T/H) dp
denote the corresponding Hilbert space consisting of all square integrable measurable vector fields. The
inner product on K, is given by (x,y) = IH (XH, YH)e2(r/n) dp. Define the unitary representation A, of I’
on H, by

®
Ap = J Ar/n dp,
H
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e, Ap(¥)(X)n = Ar/n(y)(x1), where Ar/yy denotes the quasi-regular representation of I' on (2(I'/H). We
then have

Mo(y) (x°),x) = jH<Apm(xe)H,er>ez(r/H) dp

_ JH@F/HW)HHJ, e do = p({H : v € H)) = @p(y).

We have shown the following.

Proposition 5.12. (3,,A,,x¢) is the GNS triple associated with the positive definite function @, on
I.

It is clear that if p is conjugation invariant (i.e., if p is an invariant random subgroup) then ¢, will be
constant on each conjugacy class of T.

Lemma 5.13. If H 1s an amenable subgroup of I' then Ar,y is weakly contained in Ar. Thus, for all
f € ¢(T") we have [Ar/u(f)ll < [Ar(f)].

Proof. H being amenable implies that the trivial one dimensional representation 1y, of H is weakly contained
in the left regular representation Ay of H ([BHVO08, Theorem G.3.2]). Thus by [BHV08, Theorem F.3.5]
we have Ar/py = IndL(lH) =< IndL(?\H) = Ar. The second statement follows immediately from [BHVO0S|
F.4.4]. O

Theorem 5.14. If p s any measure on Subr concentrating on the amenable subgroups then A, 1s
weakly contained in the left regular representation Ar of T.

Therefore, if 0 1s an amenable invariant random subgroup of I' then @g extends to a tracial state
on Ci(I") which s distinct from the canonical trace Tr whenever 0 is non-trivial.

Proof. By [BHVO08, F.4.4] to show that A, < Ar it suffices to show that [[]A,(f)|| < [[Ar(f)]| for all f € ¢(T).
Using that p concentrates on the amenable subgroups and Lemma [5.13] we have for f € (}(T') and x,y € K,

(Ao (F)x, y)| = |JHO\F/H(f)(XH),UHN?(F/H) dp|
<j e ()] Il ll do
H

< H?\r(f)HJ Ibentll lyrll dp
H
< IO I Tl

from which we conclude that [|A, (f)|] < [[Ar(f)]].

Suppose now 0 is an amenable invariant random subgroup of I'. Since Ag is weakly contained in Ar, Ag
extends to a representation of C}(I") and g extends to a state on C}(T") via a — (Ag(a)(x®),x®). Since
@ is conjugation invariant this is a tracial state. If 0 is non-trivial then there is some v € T\ {e} with
@o(y) =0({H : v € H}) > 0 showing that this is distinct from the canonical trace. O

Corollary 5.15. Let T be a countable group with the unique trace property. Then I' has no non-trivial
amenable invariant random subgroups. It follows that every non-trivial NA-ergodic action of I' is free
and I' s shift-minimal.

Proof. That I' has no non-trivial amenable invariant random subgroups follow from Theorem [5.14] If a is
a non-trivial NA-ergodic action of I' then the invariant random subgroup 0, is amenable by Theorem [3.13]
and thus 0, = 3¢, i.e., a is free. Since every m.p. action weakly contained in sr is NA-ergodic, I is also
shift-minimal. O
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Remark 5.16. The positive definite function g associated to an invariant random subgroup 0 is also
realized in the Koopman representation k3° corresponding to the 8-random Bernoulli shift s¢, of I' with
a non-atomic base space (Z,1) (see [T-D12a] for the definition of the 6-random Bernoulli shift). Indeed,
take Z = R and take 1 to be the standard Gaussian measure (with unit variance). Let p, : RS\ — R
be the function py(f) = f(H¢y). Then p, € [2(n°\") and each p, is a unit vector. In addition we have

Ko'" (Y)(pe) = py and
<py,pe>:j j F(Hy)F(H) dn ™ de(H):J Lt Hy—v) 46 = @o(y) (5.3)
H JfeRH\T H

and so (L2(M°\"), kg>",pe) is a triple realizing @g.

6 Cost

6.1 Notation and background

See [Ga00] and [KMO5| for background on the theory of cost of equivalence relations and groups. We recall
the basic definitions to establish notation and terminology.

Definition 6.1. Let (X, u) be a standard non-atomic probability space.

(i) By an L-graphing on (X, ) we mean a countable collection ® = {¢; : Ai — Bi}ie1 of partial Borel
automorphism of X that preserve the measure u. The cost of the L-graphing @ is given by

=> uA
iel
In (ii)-(vi) below @ denotes an L-graphing on (X, p).
1 e denote by G the graph on X associated to @, 1.e., for x,y € X, (x,y) € Go if and only i1f x an
ii) We d by So th h on X iated to @, i.e., for x,y € X, (x,y) € Go if and only if x # y and
@Tt(x) =y for some @ € ®. We let dg : X x X = N U {oo} denote the graph distance corresponding
to Go, i.e., for x,y € X,
do(x,y) =inffm € N : J@q,..., om_1 € O* (5 0 0 @it 0 o5 (x) =)}
where @* = @ U{idx} and idx : X — X is the identity map.

(iii) We let Eq denote the equivalence relation on X generated by @, i.e., xEoy < dao(x,y) < oco. Then
Eo is a countable Borel equivalence relation that preserves the measure p.

(iv) Let E be a measure preserving countable Borel equivalence relation on (X, ). We say that @ is an
L-graphing of E if there is a conull set Xy C X such that Eq [ Xog = E [ Xo. This is equivalent to the
condition that [x]g, = [x]g for p-almost every x € X. The cost of E is defined as

C.(E) =inf{C,(¥) : ¥ is an L-graphing of E}.

(v) Let @ =T ~® (X,u) be a measure preserving action of I'. Let Q be a subset of " and let A : Q —
MALG,, be a function assigning to each 6 € Q a measurable subset A5 of X. Then a and A define an
L- graphlng QA = {py @A . 5 € Q), where b A =59 A, L., dom((pg'A) = A; and (pg’A(x) = 6%
for each x € As. It is clear that Egpe,a C E4 and

(Da/-\ Z m A5
5€Q

so that Cu((D“'A) only depends on the assignment A and not on the action a.
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(vi) As a converse to (v), whenever Eq, C E, we may find a function A = A“® : T — MALG,, such that
Spar = Go and C, (@4?) < C, (D). Indeed, for each @ € @ there exists a measurable partition
X =|Jser As'® such that @ [ Ay® =8¢ [ Ay®. Then taking As = J,cq As'® works.

For a measure preserving action a = I' ~® (X,u) of I denote by E, the orbit equivalence relation
generated by a. The cost of a is defined by C(a) = C.(Eq). Denote by C(I') the cost of the group T, i.e.,
C(I") is the infinimum of costs of free m.p. actions of I'.

By “subequivalence relation” we will always mean “Borel subequivalence relation.”

6.2 Cost and weak containment in infinitely generated groups

Lemma together with Theorem provide a generalization of [Kel(O, Theorem 10.13]. The purpose of
Lemma is to isolate versions of a few key observations from Kechris’s proof.

Lemma 6.2. Let F C T be finite and let r € RU{co}. Then the following are equivalent for a measure
preserving action a =T ~ (X,u) of I':

1. There ezists a sub-equivalence relation E of Eq such that Eqpr;y CE C Eq and Cu(E) <.

2. There exists a finite Q C T' containing F and a sub-equivalence relation E of E, such that
Ea[(F) CEC Ea[(Q) and CH(E) <T.

8. There exists a finite Q C ' containing F, an assignment A : Q — MALG,,, and a natural number
M € N such that
Cul@M) + ) ulfx : dpan(x,v%) > M) <T.
veF

Proof of Lemma[6.2. We begin with the implication (3)=-(2). If such an A : Q - MALG, and M € N
exist then define B: Q — I' by taking B| Q\ F=A | Q \ F and for y € F taking

By =A,U{x: dpaa(x,y*x) > M}

Let E = Egas. Then Cu(E) < Cu(®*B) < 1 and Egas C Ear(Q)- In addition we have Eqpr) C Egass
since for each v € F and x € X, either dga.aio(x,y*x) < M so that (x,v*x) € Egaar C Egas, Or
dpaarq(x,vy*x) > M, in which case x € dom((pfyl’B) and so (x,Y%x) € Ega.s.

(2)=-(1) is obvious, and it remains to show (1)=-(3). Let E be as in (1) and let ® be an L-graphing of E
with C,(®) =s < 1. Since E C E, we may by [6.1l(vi) assume without loss of generality that ® = ®*B for
some B : "' — MALG,, vy~ B,. Let € > 0 be such that s +e <.

We have By ;) © E=Ega,s s0, as F is finite, if we take a large enough finite set Q C I' containing F, we
can ensure that

Z w{x : dgasro(x,v"x) = c0}) < €.
veF

So if we take M € N large enough then

Z w({x : dpasio(x,v*x) > M}) < €.
veF

It follows that A =B [ Q and M satisfy the desired properties. O[Lemma [6:2]

Definition 6.3. For each finite F C " and r € RU{oo} let Ar . = Af (T, X, 1) denote the set of a € A(T, X, 1)
that satisfy any — and therefore all — of the equivalent properties (1)-(3) of Lemma
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It is clear that the set A (T, X, 1) is an isomorphism-invariant (and in fact, orbit-equivalence-invariant)
subset of A(T, X, ). In what follows, we let FR(T", X, ) denote the subset of A(T, X, i) consisting of all free
actions.

Theorem 6.4. Let I' be an infinite countable group. For each finite F C T and v € RU {oo} the set
Ar (M, X, w) NFR(T, X, 1) ts contained in the interior of Ar. (I, X,u). In particular, Ar.(I',X,u) N
FR(T, X, u) is open in FR(T, X, u).

Proof. Let a € Afr be freeand let Q C T, A: Q - MALG,, and M € N be given by Lemma [6.2/(3). For

each y € Flet s = p({x : dpana(x,v%x) > M}). Let s = Cu(@4A) + ZyeF sy. By hypothesis we have

s < 1. Let € > 0 be small enough so that s + [Fle < r. Since the number C,(®**) = ZéeQ w(As) is
independent of a, if we can show for each vy € F that the set

beAlX, 1) : ul{x : dgpo.a(x,v°x) > M}) < sy +¢€} (6.1)

contains an open neighborhood of a, then the intersection of these sets as vy ranges over F will by Lemma
be a subset of Ar; containing an open neighborhood of a and we will be done.
Fix then y € F, let Q* = Q U{e} and let  be the collection

Z={((bm-1,---,%0),(eEM-1,-..,€0)) : 65 € Q" and ¢; € {—1,1} forj =0,...,M —1}.
For each b € A(T', X, 1) and o € X, writing o as

o= ((dm-1,---,%0), (EM—1,---,€0)) (6.2)

(where 8 € Q* and €j € {—1,1} for j =0,...,M — 1), we define

b,A b,A
Qo= (@gy )M oo (g,

Let Z(y) denote the set of all 0 € £ with the property that §3}' " ---85,° = y. Observe that for 0 € Z(y)
and b € A(T, X, u), if x € dom(@%) then ¢%(x) = y°x and so d(x,y?x) < M. It follows that

{x 1 dgv.a(x,v°x) > M} C ﬂ X\ dom(@?). (6.3)
oex(v)

If we assume further that b is (essentially) free then, ignoring a null set, the set containment (6.3)) becomes an
equality. Indeed, restricting to a co-null set Xo on which b is free we have, for x € Xo, if dgv.a (%, YP%) <M

then there exists some o € L such that x € dom(¢%) and @& (x) = y®x. Writing o as in (6.2]), this means

that (83" )" -+ 85°)"x = yPx. Since b is free on Xo this implies Sy 7' -+ - §5° =y and therefore o € Z(y).
Now, for each 0 € £ and b € A(T, X, 1) we see from the definition of ¢! that the set dom(¢%) is an

o
element of the Boolean algebra AP generated by
[aPAs : 6 € Qand x € (Q*UQ HM)

where (Q*UQ )M ={8pm_1---8180 : 85 € Q*UQ ! for j =0,...,M — 1}. The algebra AP is finite since
Q is finite. The Boolean operations are continuous on MALG,,, so if n > 0 is small enough (depending on
€, Q, and A) then every b in the open neighborhood U,, of a given by

Uy ={be A(NX,p) : Ve (Q"UQ HMVs € Q (n(a®AsAa®As) < 7))
satisfies

w( ﬂ X\ dom(93)) < p( ﬂ X\ dom(§)) +e=s5+e
oeX(y) oeX(y)
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where the equality follows from the paragraph following (6.3)) since a is free. By (6.3]) we then have for such
n and b € U,, that
u({x : dev.a(x,v°x) > M}) < sy te

which shows that the open neighborhood U,, of a is contained in the set (E.1). (]

Note that if a € A(T, X, u) and C,.(Eq) < 1, then E = E, witnesses that a satisfies property (1) of Lemma
and therefore @ € Ar (T, X, n) for all finite F C T'. It is immediate that if " is generated by a finite set Fg
then Af, (T, X, 1) ={a € A(T,X,n) : C(a) < 1}, so we recover (a slightly stronger formulation of) [Kel0,
Theorem 10.13] in the following Corollary.

Corollary 6.5 (Kechris, [Kel0Q]). Let I' be an infinite, finitely generated group. Then the cost function
C:A(l,X,u) — R is upper semicontinuous at each a € FR(T, X, u), i.e.,

limsup C(b) < C(a).

b—a

For general groups, Theorem has several consequences for cost and weak containment. It will be
helpful to introduce the following notation and definitions.

Definition 6.6. Let Eg,E;,Es,..., and E be m.p. countable Borel equivalence relations on (X, u). The
sequence (En)nen is called an ezhaustion of E, denoted (En)neny / E,if Eg CEy C ---, and E = |J,, En.
The pseudocost of E, denoted PC,,(E), is defined by

PCL(E) = inf{lir%linf Cu(En) @ (En)nen / EL

Ifa =T~ (X,u) is a m.p. action of a countable group I' then define the pseudocost of a by PC(a) :=
PC,(Eq). Finally, define the pseudocost of I' by PC(T") :=inf{PC(a) : a is a free m.p. action of I'}.

It is shown in Corollary below that the infimum in the definition of PC, (E) is always attained.
If E is aperiodic then PC,(E) > 1 by [KMO05, 20.1 and 21.3]. We have PC,(E) < C,(E) as witnessed by
the constant sequence (E,)nen given by E,, = E for all n. In many cases we actually have the equality
PC.(E) = C,(E) as we now show. Recall that a countable Borel equivalence relation E on a standard Borel
space X is called treeable if there exists an acyclic Borel graph 7 C X x X whose connected components are
the equivalence classes of E. Such a T is called a treeing of E, and we say that E is treed by T to mean that
T is a treeing of E. A theorem of Gaboriau (Theorem 1 of [Ga00]) states that if p is an E-invariant measure
on X and if 7 is a treeing of E then C,,(E) = Cy,(7) = 1 fx deg+(x) du. This will be used implicitly below.

)

Proposition 6.7. Let E be a m.p. countable Borel equivalence relation on (X,u) and let (En)nen be
an echaustion of E.

1. Suppose that C,,(E) < co. Then C,(E) < liminf, Cy(En).
2. Suppose that E is treeable. Then C,(E) < liminf,, C,(En).
3. (Gaboriau [Ga00]) Suppose that lim, C.(En) =1. Then C,(E)=1.
In terms of pseudocost vs. cost this implies
Corollary 6.8. Let E be a m.p. countable Borel equivalence relation on (X, u).
1. If C(E) < oo then PC,(E) = Cu(E).

2. If E 1s treeable then PC, (E) = C.(E).
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3. PCL(E) =1 if and only f C, (E) =1.

Proof of Proposition[6.7 (1): Let r = liminf, C,(E,) and fix € > 0. We may assume that r < oo.
Let @ = {9iJ*, be an L-graphing of E with C,(®) = Z@O p(dom(@i)) < oco. Let N be so large that
2 i-n H(dom(@i)) < e. If My € N is large enough then for any n > Mo we have } ; -\ p({x € dom(ep:) :
(x, pi(x)) € En}) < e. Since r = liminf,, C,(E,) we can find some n > Mg with C,(E,,) <t + €. Let ¥ be
an L-graphing of E, with C,(¥) < v+ €. Then

Yiu{eilisn U{ei [ {x € dom(ei) : (x, @i(x)) & Entlign

is an L-graphing of E with cost strictly less than r + 3e.

(2): Let T be a treeing of E and let Ty = TN E,,. Then T, C Tny1 and T = J,, Tn so lim, Cu(Tn) =
C,.(7). Let R, be the equivalence relation generated by T,,. Then R, C E,, and R, N T = T;,. We need the
following lemma which is due to Clinton Conley.

Lemma 6.9 (C. Conley). Let F be a countable Borel equivalence relation treed by Tr and let R C F be a
subequivalence relation treed by Tr C Tr (so that Tr = RN Tr). Then any equivalence relation R’ with
R C R/ CF has a treeing Tr: with Tgr C Tg.

Proof. Proposition 3.3.(iii) of [JKL02] shows how to obtain a treeing Tg, of R’ from the given treeing Tt of
F. It is clear from their construction that if an edge of T¢ connects two R’-equivalent points, then that edge
remains in Tr.. Hence, every edge in Jg remains in Jg-. O[Lemma [69]

Apply Lemma to F=E, R=R,, and R’ = E,, along with Jr = T and Tr = T}, to obtain a treeing
T! of By with Tn C 7. Then liminf, C,(En) = liminf, C,(77) > liminf, Cp(Tn) = Cpu(7).

(3): Since the E,, are increasing and lim,, C,(E,,) = 1 we have |[x]g, | — oo almost surely (see [KMO5),
22.1]), and so E is aperiodic. It follows that PC,,(E) = 1, so by Corollary[6. 17 there is an exhaustion (E/ Jnen
of E with C,(E/) — 1 such that E/ is aperiodic for all n. It follows from [KMO5, Proposition 23.5] that
Cu(E)=1. O

Remark 6.10. One may also deduce (2) of Proposition [6.7 by using the equality C,(E) —1 = $1(E) — fo(E)
for treeable E [Ga02, Corollary 3.23] along with [Ga02), Corollary 5.13].

Corollary 6.11. IfE is a m.p. treeable equivalence relation on (X, W) of infinite cost then any increasing

sequence Eg CEy C -+, with E =J,, En satisfies C.(En) — oo.
Proof. Immediate from (2) of Proposition 6.7 O

Remark 6.12. Corollary [6.11] may be seen as a generalization of a theorem of Takahasi.

Corollary 6.13 (Takahasi [Ta50]). Suppose Ho C H; C --- is an ascending chain of subgroups of a free
group F, and assume that the H,, have rank uniformly bounded by some natural number r < co. Then
all Hy, coincide for n sufficiently large.

Proof. Suppose that infinitely many H,, are distinct. Then H = |J,, H, has infinite rank, so Corollary
6.11] implies that for any free m.p. action H ~® (X,pu) we have C,(Eq;n,) — o0, contradicting that
sup, Cu(EqH, ) < sup, rank(H,) <. O

We will use another characterization of pseudocost in order to show that it respects weak containment.
In what follows, a sequence (Qn)nen of subsets of a countable group I is called an ezhaustion of I if
QoCQ; C--- and |J,, Qn =T. A sequence (Qn)nen is called a finite ezhaustion of I' if (Qn)nen is an
exhaustion of I and Q. is finite for all n € N.
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Lemma 6.14. Let E be a m.p. countable Borel equivalence relation on (X, 1) and let r € RU{oo}. Then
the following are equivalent:

(1) There exists an exhaustion (En)neny of E with limsup,, C,(En) < 7.

(2) For any countable group T and any m.p. action b=T ~? (X,u) with E = Ep, and any sequence
(Fa)nen of finite subsets of I', there exists a finite ezhaustion (Qn)nen of I' along with an ez-
haustion (En)nen of E such that Fn C Qn and Eypq,) € En C Eppo for allm € N, and
limsup, C,.(En) < 71.

n+1>

(8) For any countable group T, any m.p. action T A% (X,u) with E = Ey, and any sequence (Fn)nen
of finite subsets of I', there exists an ezhaustion (En)nen of E satisfying Ey 5.y € En for alln
and limsup,, C,(En) < 1.

(4) For any countable group T and any m.p. action b=T ~° (X,u) with E = Ey,, we have b € AF,rte
for all finite FCT and all € > 0.

(5) There exists a countable group I and a m.p. action b = T ~° (X,u) with E = Ey such that
be Ar i forall finite FCT and all € > 0.

(6) There exists a countable group T and a m.p. action b =T ~Y (X,u) with E = Ey, along with an
ezhaustion (Qnnen of T and a (not necessarily increasing) sequence (En)nen of subequivalence
relations of E such that By (q,) € En and limsup,, C,(E,) <.

Remark 6.15. It is clear that each of the conditions (1), (2), (3), and (6) of Lemma [6.14] are equivalent to
their counterparts in which “lim sup” is replaced with “lim inf” or with “lim.”

Proof of[6.14. (1)=(4): Assume that (E,)nen is a sequence as in (1). Let I'and b =T AP (X,p) with
E = Ep be given. Fix a finite F C I" and € > 0. Let n € N be large enough so that C,,(En) < v+ €/2
and ) cpul{x 0 vPx & e, )) < /2. Let @ = {y® | {x : y’x ¢ [X]E“}}veF' Then R:=E, VEgp isa
subequivalence relation of E containing Ep(ry with C (R) < Cpu(En) +Cp(®@) <T+€/2+€/2=1+¢€. Then
R witnesses that b € Af (', X, ). This shows that (4) holds.

(4)=(2): Assume (4) holds. Let I'and b =T ~" (X, ) with E = E, be given along with a sequence
(F)nen of finite subsets of I'. We may assume without loss of generality that (F,,)ncn is a finite exhaustion
of I'. Fix some sequence of real numbers €, > 0 with €, — 0. We proceed by induction to construct
sequences (Qn)nen and (En)nen as in (2). Define Qg = Fy. Suppose for induction that we have constructed
finite subsets Qg C Q; C --- Qk of " and equivalence relations Eg,...,Ex_; with F; C Q; for all i < k and
Eproy € Ei € Eppq.,,) foralli <k. By (4) we have b € AQ, UF,,,,r+ex, SO by Lemma [6.2 there exists a
finite Qw41 C T containing Qx UFx1 and a subequivalence relation Ey of Ey, with Epjiq,) € Ex € Ep(Qy,q)
and C,(Ex) < r+ ex. Then Qy41 and Ey extend the induction to the next stage. We obtain from this
inductive procedure sequences (Qr ) and (E,) which satisfy (2) by construction.

(2)=-(3) is clear. (3)=(6) holds since there always exists some countable group I'" and some m.p. action
b=T Y (X,u) with E = Ey, (see [FM77]). (6)=(5) is routine. Finally, the proof of (4) = (2) shows that
(5) = (1). O

Remark 6.16. If the the equivalence relation E in Lemma is aperiodic then condition (1) implies the
stronger statement (1*) in which the equivalence relations E, are additionally required to be aperiodic.
Indeed, assume that E is aperiodic and that (1) holds. Then (3) holds as well. By [Kel0Q, 3.5] there is an
aperiodic T € [E]. Take any countable subgroup I" < [E] that generates E and with T € I'. Then I' naturally
acts on (X, i) as a subgroup of [E]. Take some finite exhaustion {F;, }nen of I' with T € Fy. Now apply (3) of
Lemma to this sequence {Fn }nen to obtain the desired aperiodic sequence satisfying (1*).
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Similarly, if E is aperiodic then (3), and (6) of Lemma[6.14] are each equivalent to their counterparts (3*),
and (6*), in which the equivalence relations E,, are each required to be aperiodic.

Corollary 6.17. Let E be a m.p. countable Borel equivalence relation on (X,u). There ezists an
ezhaustion (En)nen / E with limy C(En) = PCL(E). In other words, the infimum in the definition of
pseudocost is always attained. In addition, if E is aperiodic then such an erhaustion (En)nen exists
with B, aperiodic for all n.

Proof. Let s = PC,(E). By definition of PC,(E), for any § > 0 there exists a sequence (E3)nen /' E with
limsup,, C,(E%) < s+ 8/2. By [FMT7] there is a countable group I' and some action b =T ~" (X, ) of
I' such that E = E,. Now, E satisfles (1) of Lemma with respect to the parameter r = s + 3/2, so
by (1)=(4) of Lemma [6.14 we have b € Af ¢ 5/2+c for all finite F C " and e > 0. Taking € = §/2 shows
that b € Afr45 for all finite F C T'. Since & > 0 was arbitrary this shows that b satisfies (5) of Lemma
with respect to the parameter s, so by (5)=(1) Lemma [6.14] there exists a sequence (En )nen / E with
limsup, C.(En) < 's. Since s = PCy(E) < liminf, C,(En) this shows that in fact lim,, C,(En) = PCy(E).
By remark[6.16]if E is aperiodic then we can choose such a sequence (E,, )nen With E,, aperiodic for alln. O

Corollary 6.18. Let E be an aperiodic m.p. countable Borel equivalence relation on (X,u). Assume
that E is ergodic. Then for any ezhaustion (Rn)nen of E satisfying Cu(Rn) < oo for allm € N, there
ezists an ezhaustion (En)nen of E with Ry C By for alln € N and lim, C,(E,) = PC.(E).

Proof. Let (Rn)nen be an exhaustion of E with C,(Rn) < oo for all n. Since E is ergodic we many
apply [KMOS5, Lemma 27.7] to obtain, for each n € N, a finitely generated group I, and a m.p. action
bn = I AP (X,n) with Ry, = Rp,. There is a unique action b = ' A% (X, ) of the free product
I' = *,en T satisfying b [ T, = b, for all n € N. For each n € N let F,, be a finite generating set for
.. By Corollary there exists an exhaustion (E; )nen of E with lim,, C,(E}) = v where r = PC,(E).
This shows that E satisfies (1) of Lemma [6.14], so, by applying (3) of Lemma [6.14 to the action b and the
sequence (Fn)nen, We obtain an exhaustion (En)newn of E with Ry = Epjr,, € En and limsup,, C,(En) < 7.
Since r = PC(E) it follows that lim,, C,(En) = PCy(E). O

Corollary 6.19. Let a =T~ (X,u) be a m.p. action of I'. Then PC(a) <1 if and only if a € Arrie
for every finite FC T and € > 0.

Proof. This follows from the equivalence (1)< (4) from Lemma [6.14 O

Corollary 6.20. Leta =T ~® (X, ) and b =T AL (Y,v) be measure preserving actions of a countable
group I'. Assume that a s free. If a < b then PC(b) < PC(a).

Proof. Let r =PC(a). Fix F C T finite and € > 0. Since PC(a) =r we have a € Af (I, X, 1) by Corollary
Since a is free, Theorem [6.4]implies that a is contained in the interior of Af ;¢ (T, X, 1), so by [Kel0),
Proposition 10.1] there exists some ¢ € Af (T, X, 1) which is isomorphic to b. Hence b € Afr4e(T,Y, V)
and therefore PC(b) < v by Corollary 6.19 O

Corollary 6.21. Leta =T ~% (X,u) and b =T AP (Y,v) be measure preserving actions of a countably
nfinite group I'. Assume that a s free and is weakly contained in b. Then there exists an exhaustion
(En)nen of E with limy Cy(Eq) < C(a) and E, aperiodic for alln € N.

Proof. Corollary[6.20] tells us that PC(b) < PC(a), so by[6.17 we can find an exhaustion (E,)nen of E, with
lim, Cu(En) < PC(a) and E,, aperiodic for all n € N. Since PC(a) < C(a) we are done. O

Corollary 6.22. Let a and b be m.p. actions of a countably infinite group I'. Assume that a is free
and a < b.
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1. If C(b) < oo then C(b) < C(a).
2. If By, 1s treeable then C(b) < C(a).
3. If C(a) =1 then C(b) = 1.

Proof. (1) and (2): Suppose C(b) < oo or Ey, is treeable. Then by Corollary [6.8 and Corollary [6.20] we have
C(b) = PC(b) < PC(a) < C(a).

Similarly, if C(a) = 1 then by Corollary £.20] we have PC(b) < PC(a) < C(a) = 1, so PC(b) = 1 and
thus C(b) = 1 by Corollary[6.8 O

Definition 6.23. A group I is said to have fized price 1 if C(a) = 1 for every free measure preserving
action a of T.

In [AW11], Abért and Weiss combine their theorem on free actions (stated above in Theorem [3]) with
[Kel0, Theorem 10.13] to characterize finitely generated groups I' with fixed price 1 in terms of the Bernoulli
shift s;. We can now remove the hypothesis that I is finitely generated.

Corollary 6.24. Let T" be a countable group. Then the following are equivalent:
(1) T has fized price 1
(2) C(sr) =1
(3) C(a) =1 for some m.p. action a weakly equivalent to sr.
(4) PC(a) =1 for some m.p. action a weakly equivalent to sr.
(5) T is infinite and C(a) < 1 for some non-trivial m.p. action a weakly contained in sr.

Proof. (1)=-(2) holds since sr is free. (2)=(3) is clear. (3) < (4) follows from Corollary[6.8l Suppose that
(3) holds and we will prove (1). Let a be weakly equivalent to sr with C(a) = 1. This implies a is free.
If b is another free measure preserving action of I' then a < b by Theorem [B.], so Corollary shows
that C(b) = 1. Thus I" has fixed price 1. This shows that properties (1), (2), and (3) are equivalent. The
implication (3)=-(5) is clear.

The proof of the remaining implication (5)=-(3) uses Lemma [6:34, proved in §6.5 below. Assume that
(5) holds. Let a =T ~® (X, u) be a non-trivial action weakly contained in sr with C(a) < 1. Let 6 = 0,. If
I' is amenable then (1) holds, so we may assume that I' is non-amenable. Then sr is strongly ergodic, hence
both a and 6 are weakly mixing. It follows that O is either a point mass at some finite normal subgroup N
of ', or O concentrates on the infinite subgroups of T

Case 1: 0 is a point mass at some finite normal subgroup N < I". Then C(a) = 1 since E is aperiodic.
By [CKT-D12, Proposition 4.7] there is some b = I' ~* (Y, v) weakly equivalent to sr such that a is a factor
of b, say via the factor map 7: Y — X. Let Yy be a Borel transversal for the orbits of N ~P (Y,v) and let
0 :Y — Yp be the corresponding selector. Let vy denote the normalized restriction of v to Yy and let bg
be the action of T on (Yo, Vo) given by y?°y = o(yPy). Then 7t factors by onto a. Since 0, = 0, = On,
the actions a and by descend to free actions & and by respectively of I'/N, and 7t factors by onto &. Then
C(a) = C(a) = 1, so C(bg) = 1 by Corollary 220 Since Ev, = Eb [ Yo we have Cy,(Ep [ Yo) = 1, so
C(b) = Cy(Ep) = 1 by [KMO5, Theorem 25.1] ([KMO05, Theorem 21.1] also works). This shows that (3)
holds.

Case 2: 0 is infinite. We have a < sr, so a is NA-ergodic and therefore 0 is amenable by Theorem [3.13
Then C(0, X sr) =1 by Lemma [6.34], and 0, x sr is weakly equivalent to sr, so (3) holds. O
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Note 6.25. Similar to [Kel0O, Corollary 10.14], one may strengthen Corollaries [6.20, [6.21] and by
replacing the hypothesis @ < b their statements with the weaker hypothesis that

ac{ce AT, X,u) : E. is orbit equivalent to Ey} (6.4)

where (X, 1) is the underlying space of a. The proofs remain the same. Note that (4] is actually slightly
weaker than the hypothesis a < b from [Kel0, Corollary 10.14], since the action ¢ from (€4) ranges over
all of A(T, X, u) and not just FR(T, X, ). Specializing to the case where I' is finitely generated, we recover
a somewhat strengthened version of the first statement of [Kel0, Corollary 10.14].

6.3 The cost of a generic action

The results of the previous section have consequences for generic properties (with respect to the weak
topology) in FR(T, X, i) related to cost. We begin by proving analogues of Corollaries and for
groups. Recall that a countable group I is called treeable if it admits a free measure preserving action a
such that E, is treeable.

Proposition 6.26. Let I' be a countably infinite group.

(1) Suppose that C(T') < co. Then for any free m.p. action b=T ~? (X,u) of I', and any ezhaustion
(En)nen of Eb, we have liminf,_,, C,(En) > C(I"). Hence PC(T") = C(T).

(2) Suppose that T is treable. Then PC(TI") = C(T").
(3) PC(T') =1 if and only if C(T") = 1.

(4) PC(T) s attained by some free m.p. action of I'. In fact, if a € FR(I',X,u) has dense conjugacy
class in (FR(T, X, u),w) then PC(a) = PC(T").

Proof. (1): Let b be a free m.p. action of I'. It suffices to show that PC(b) > C(I'"). Let a be a free m.p.
action of I' with C(a) = C(I") < co and let ¢ = a x b. Then by the remark at the bottom of p. 78 in [Kel0]
we have C(c¢) < C(a) = C(I'), hence C(c¢) = C(I') < co. Since C(e¢) < oo we have PC(c) = C(c) by (1) of
Corollary 6.8l In addition, b < ¢ and b is free, so Corollary [6.20 implies PC(b) > PC(c) = C(e) = C(TI').

(2): Let b be a free m.p. action of I Once again it suffices to show PC(b) > C(TI'). Let a be a free
m.p. action of I' with E, treeable and let ¢ = a x b. By |[KMO05, Proposition 30.5] E. is treeable and
C(e) = C(a) = C(I'). Then (2) of Corollary [6.8] implies that PC(c¢) = C(¢), so, as b < ¢, Corollary [6.20
implies that PC(b) > PC(e) = C(e) = C(T").

(3): This is immediate from (3) of Corollary [6.8

(4): If a € FR(T, X, 1) has dense conjugacy class this means that b < a for every m.p. action b of I'
[Kel0, Proposition 10.1] (also note that such an a exists by [KelO, Theorem 10.7]). Corollary then
shows that PC(a) < inf{PC(b) : b € FR(T', X, u)} = PC(T"), hence PC(a) = PC(I"). O

By [Kel0, Proposition 10.10] the cost function a — C(a) is constant on a dense G5 subset of FR(T", X, u).
Let C,..(I") € [0, 00] denote this constant value. Similarly, the pseudocost function a — PC(a) is constant
on a dense Gy subset of FR(T", X, u). Denote this constant value by PC,.,(I"). Problem 10.11 of [Kel0] asks
whether C,..(I") = C(T") holds for every countably infinite group I', and |[Kel0, Corollary 10.14] shows that
the equality holds whenever I is finitely generated.

Corollary 6.27. Let I be a countably infinite group. Then

1. The set MINPCOST(T, X, ) = {a € FR(I',X,u) : PC(a) = PC(T")} is dense Gs in A(T,X,u). In
particular, PC,,(I") = PC(T).
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2. E’LthET CgEn(r) — C(r) or Cgen(r) = 0.
3. If PC(I") =1 then C,,(I') =C(I") =1.

Proof. (1): Let r = PC(I"). Corollary [6.19 shows that
MINPCOST(T, X, u) = ﬂ{AF,TH/n(F, X, W) NFR(T,X,u) : FCT is finite and n € N}.

To show this set is dense G5 in A(T, X, 1) it therefore suffices to show that A (I, X, u) N FR(T, X, 1) is
dense Gs for each F C T finite and € > 0. By [Kel0, Theorem 10.8], the set FR(T, X, n) is dense Gs in
A(T, X, n). Theorem [6.4] shows that Af .. is relatively open in FR(T, X, ), so it only remains to show that
it is dense. By Proposition [6.26] we have PC(a) = PC(I") whenever a € FR(T, X, 1) has a dense conjugacy
class. Since the set of actions with dense conjugacy class is dense G; in FR(I, X, i) the result follows.

(2): Suppose that C,..(I') = r < co. This means the generic a € FR(T, X, u) has C(a) = r. Since
T < 00 it follows from Corollary 6.8 that C(a) = r = C(a) = PC(a). Thus the generic free action a satisfies
PC(a) =7 = C(a) and by part (1) we therefore have C(T") > PC(T") = PC,., = C,..(T") = C(T'), which shows
that C,..(I") = C(I").

(3) follows from (1) along with Corollary[6.8 O

Let MINCOST(T, X, 1) ={a € FR(I, X, 1) : C(a) = C(I")}.
Corollary 6.28. Let I' be a countably infinite group. Then the set

D= {b € FR(T, X, u) : Japeriodic subequivalence relations
Eo CEy CEp €+ of By, with Ep =| JEn and lim Cy(E,) = C(M)}
n
n

is dense Ggs wn A(T, X, u). Additionally, if C(T') < co then we have the equality of sets
MINCOST(T, X,u) =D n{b e FR(T', X, 1) : C(b) < co}. (6.5)
In particular, if all free actions of I' have finite cost then MINCOST (T, X, u) = D 1s dense Gs.

Proof. We begin by showing D is dense Gs. By [KelQ, Theorem 10.8], FR(I", X, u) is dense Gs in A(T, X, u).
If C(T) = oo then D = FR(T, X, ) and we are done, so we may assume that C(I") < co. Then C(I") = PC(T")
by Proposition [6.26] so it follows from Corollary that D = {a € FR(I, X,u) : PC(a) = PC(I")} =
MINPCOST(T, X, i), and therefore D is dense G5 by Corollary .27

For the second statement of the theorem, suppose that C(I") < co. Then C(I') = PC(I") by Proposition
The inclusion from left to right in (6.5]) is clear. If b has finite cost and b € D then, PC(b) < C(T")
PC(T), hence PC(b) = PC(I") = C(T"), i.e., b € MINCOST(T, X, u).

ool

6.4 Cost and invariant random subgroups
Equip each of the spaces I'" and 2" with the pointwise convergence topology.

Lemma 6.29. There exists a continuous assignment Subr — I'", H — oy, with the following proper-
ties:

(i) For each H € Subr, oy : ' = T s a selector for the right cosets of H in T, i.e., on(d) € Hb for
all 8 €T, and oy s constant on each right coset of H.

(i1) on(h) = e whenever h € H.



6 COST 36

(#1) The corresponding assignment of transversals Subr — 27, H — Ty := on(T), is continuous.

Proof. Fix a bijective enumeration I' = {y;}men of I with yo = e, and define oy (ym) = yi where 1 is
least such that ymy; ' € H. This is continuous and (i) and (ii) are clearly satisfied, and (iii) follows from
continuity of H — o4, since the map I'" — 2" sending f : ' — T to its set of fixed points is continuous. [J

Define the set
A(Subr, X, ) :={(H,a) : H € Subr, and a € A(H, X, u)}.

This set has a natural Polish topology in which (H.,a.) — (H,a) if and only if H,, -+ H and a, — a
pointwise. We make this precise by taking * to be some point isolated from Aut(X,u) and then defining
v® = % whenever H < T, b € A(H,X, ), and vy € H. Then (Hn,an) — (H, a) means that y¢» — vy for
every y €T.

Lemma 6.30. For any r € R the sets

Sy ={H e Subr : C(H) <1}
A, ={(H,a) € A(Subr, X, ) : a is free and C(a) < 1}

are analytic. In particular, the map H+— C(H) is universally measurable.

Proof. 1t suffices to show that A, is analytic since S; is the image of A, under projection onto Subr which
is continuous. We may assume that X = 2" and that u is the uniform product measure.

Let I ~% X" denote the left shift action given by (y° - f)(8) = f(y *8) for f € X". Let H — oy
and H — Ty C T be a continuous assignment of selectors and transversals given by Lemma For
(H,a) € A(Subr, X, ) define the map @y 4 : X — X" by @y 4(x)(ht) = (h"}) % for h € H, t € Ty, x € X.
Then @y, is injective and equivariant from H ~¢ X to the shift action H ~° X" and so the measure
UHa = (Ph,a)«p is H S X" invariant, and the systems H ~® (X, ) and H ~* (X", uyy o) are isomorphic.
Let P denote the space of Borel probability measures on X" equipped with the weak*-topology.

Claim 1. The map A(Subr,X,u) = P, (H,a) — un,q s continuous.

Proof of claim. Suppose that (Hn,an) = (Hoo, @) in A(Subr, X, n). Letting pun = pn,, a,, it suffices to
check that 1, (A) — peo(A) whenever A C X' is of the form A = {f € X" : Vy € F (f(y) € Ay)} where
F C T is finite and A, C X is Borel. For y € F write vy = h,t, where t, € Ty, and h, € Hy. By
continuity of H — oy and H — Ty, for all large enough n, h, € Hn and t, € Ty, for all y € F. Then

tn(A) = (N, er by (Ay)) = 1Ny er hy(Ay)) = Beo(A) since an — a. O[Claim]

Now let Ey denote the orbit equivalence relation on X" generated by H ~% X". The set
B ={(H,v) € Subr x P : v is Ey-invariant and H ~* (X", V) is essentially free}

is Borel so by the proof of [KMO05, Proposition 18.1] the set D ={(H,v) € B : Cy(En) < r} is analytic. We
have (H,a) € A, if and only if (H, tH,o) € D, which shows that A, is analytic. O

It follows that for any ergodic invariant random subgroup 6 of I' there is an r € R U {oco} such that
C(H) = r for almost all H < T. The following is an analogue of [BGO5, §5] for cost. I would like to thank
Lewis Bowen for a helpful discussion related to this.

Theorem 6.31. Let 0 be an tnvariant random subgroup of I' and suppose that © concentrates on the
infinite subgroups of I' which have infinite index in I'. If 6({H : C(H) < oo}) # 0 then C(I') = 1.

Thus, if C(I') > 1 then for any ergodic non-atomic m.p. action I' ~* (X, u), either Iy is finite
almost surely, or C(I'y) = co almost surely.
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Proof. To see that the second statement follows from the first observe that an ergodic non-atomic m.p.
action cannot have stabilizers which are finite index. We now prove the first statement. By decomposing
0 into its ergodic components we may assume without loss of generality that 0 is ergodic and there is an
T € R such that C(H) < r almost surely.

By Lemma [6.30] the set A, ={(H,a) € A(Subr, X, u) : a is free and C(a) < r} is an analytic subset of
A(Subr, X, u). Since C(H) < r almost surely, we may measurably select for each H € Subr a free action
ay € FR(H, X, ) € A(H, X, u) of H such that almost surely C(an) < r (we are applying [Ke95), 18.1] to the
flip of the graph of the projection function A, — Subr, (H,a) — H). A co-inducing process can now be
used to obtain an action b of I' from the selection H — apy € A(H, X, 1) as follows.

Let H — oy be as in Lemma Let COSr C 2" denote the closed subspace of all right cosets of
subgroups of I', on which I' acts continuously by left translation y*-H = yH$. The function p : 'xCOSp — T
defined by

p(v, HB) = (0yny2(¥8)) " tyou(d)
is a continuous cocycle of this action with values in I'. It is clear that p(y,H8) € 6~ 1HS$, so the map
(v,Hd) — p(y,Hd)—1rs is a well-defined measurable cocycle with values in Aut(X, ). We therefore obtain
an action b of T on the space W = {(H,f) : H < T and f : H\I' = X} given by y®(H,f) = (yHy%,y®"f)
where y°Hf: yHy\I' — X is given by

(Y F)(YHS) = ply, HE) %o 1ns (f(H3)).

This action preserves the measure k = IH(SH x uM\") do(H) since

vox=| Gy x v a0 = [ (spyx TT (oly o) 2e)u) a0
H H yHs€yHy 1\

:J (z’wmﬂ x 11 u) do :J (8yry 1 x WY ) o :J Sn x pde = «.
H YHSeyHy—1\T H H

Lemma 6.32.

1. For each (H,f) € W, and h € H we have (hP"f)(H) = ho"(f(H)) and thus the map X"\ = X,
f— f(H) factors
bH —H mbH (XH\F, }‘LH\F)

onto ay.

2. (Analogue of [Ioll, Lemma 2.1]) For almost all H < T and every y € T'\ {e} the sets
WH ={f e X"\ : yHy ' = H and (y*"f)(H) = f(H)}

are u"\"-null. In particular, b is essentially free.

Proof. (1) is clear from the definition of by. For (2), If f € W;‘ then p(y, H)*" (f(Hy™!)) = f(H) by
definition of by. So for each H with ay essentially free, if v € H \ {e} then f € W;‘ if and only if
Y (f(H)) = f(H), so that WI! is null, while if y € I'\ H then W} C {f € X"\ : p(y,H)*" (f(Hy?)) =
f(H)}, which is null since Hy=! # H and p is non-atomic. Since almost all a}; are essentially free we are
done. O[Lemma [6.32]

We now apply a randomized version of an argument due to Gaboriau (see [KMO05, Theorem 35.5]). There
is another measure preserving action s = ' A% (W, k) of T on (W, k) given by y$(H,f) = (yHy™L,ysHf)
where (y*Hf)(yHd) = f(Hd) (this is the random Bernoulli shift determined by 6 [T-D12a, §5.3]). The
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projection map W — Subr, (H,f) — H factors both b and s onto 8. We let a denote the corresponding
relatively independent joining of b and s over 0, i.e., a is the measure preserving action of I' on

(Z,n) = ({(H,f,9) : f,g e X"}, JH(éH x u /Mo u/M) ae)

given by y¢(H, f, g) = (YHy!,y®"f,ys+g) where (y*"g)(yH8) = g(H5). This action is free since it factors
onto b.

Let p : Z — W denote the projection map p((H, f,g)) = (H, g). For each (H, g) € W the set p~*((H, g))
is a [ H-invariant, and we let E (1 4) denote the orbit equivalence relation on P 1((H, g)) generated by a | H,
ie., (H,f1,g)E(n,g)(H, f2, g) if and only if there is some h € H such that hbrf; = f,. Define the equivalence
relation E on Z by E = |14 g)cw E(r,q)s i€,

(Hi, f1,91)E(Ha, f2,92) < (Hi,91) = (Hz, g2) and 3h € Hy (h°Hf; = f3).

Recall that if F C R are countable Borel equivalence relations on a standard Borel space Y, then F is said to
be normal in R if there exists some countable group A of Borel automorphisms of Y which generates R and
satisfies xFy = 8(x)Fo(y) for all § € A.

Lemma 6.33. E s a normal subequivalence relation of E, that is almost everywhere aperiodic and
with Cy(E) <.

Proof of Lemmal6.33. It is clear that E is an equivalence relation and that E is contained in E,. Also,
E is almost everywhere aperiodic since 0 concentrates on the infinite subgroups of I' by hypothesis. Let
v € T and let (H,f,g),(H,f’,g) € Subr x X be E-related so that h®"f = f’ for some h € H. To show E
is normal in E, we must show that y¢(H,f,g) and y*(H, h®"f, g) are E related as well, i.e., we must find
some k € yHy ! such that (ky)®"f; = y®H (hPHf;). The element k = yhy ! works.

If we disintegrate n via the E-invariant map p : Z — W, then for each (H,g) < T, the equivalence
relation E (14, 4) on (p~((H, 9)),M(H,g)) is isomorphic to the orbit equivalence relation generated by by [ H on
(XM, uM\T). By Lemmal6.321(1), b factors onto ay, so for 6-almost every H we have r < Cy,, ., (E(1,q9)) =
C(bn) < C(an) < r by |[Kell, bottom of p. 78]. Then by |[KMO05| Proposition 18.4] we have

Cy(E) :JH Chng (E(H,g)) dO(H) <. O[Lemma [6.33]
.9

Since H is almost surely infinite index, the equivalence relation Es on W generated by s is aperiodic. By
[Kel0] the full group [Es] contains an aperiodic transformation T: W — W. Let B : ' - MALG,, v — B,
be a partition of W such that T | By = y® | By. Then A : ' - MALG, given by A, = p 1(B,) is a
partition of Z, and determines the L-graphing @A = {(P$’A}yer where ¢$’A TA, =7 Ay

Fix € > 0 and find by Lemma [6.33 a graphing {¢i}icy of E C Z of finite cost ) ; C;;(¢i) < 0o. Let M be
so large that } ;_,; Cn(@i) < €/2. Let Yo C W be a Borel complete section for Et with k(Yp) < €/(2M),
and let Y = p~1(Yp). Then n(Y) = k(Yp) < €/M, and Y is E-invariant so that {¢; | Y}icn is an L-graphing
of E [ Y. It follows that

Cov(ETY) <) Crlloi YD <M (V) + ) Cul{ei)) <e.
ieN i>M

Claim 2. ECE[YV Egaa.

Proof. Suppose (H,f,g)E(H,f’,g). Since Yy is a complete section for Et there exists yi,...,vkx and
€1,...,€x € {—1,1} such that (32)¢* o--- (0@$P)€1((H,q)) € Yo. Let y = Y- --vit and let (Ho, go) =
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Y*((H, g)) € Yo. It follows that
YOH, f,9) = (veH)* - (v ) (H, f, 9) = (@5 )% o+ 0 (0941 (H, T, g)
YO, 9) = (Y9 (v ) (H, 7, 9) = (@$/M) % o+ o (@2 (H, 1/, g).

This shows that (H) f, Q)EQO:AYQ(H, f, 9) and Ya(Hy fl) g)E(D“'A (Hy fl) g) As YQ(H) f, 9) = (H01Ybe1 90) €
Y and y¢(H, f/, g) = (Ho, y°"f’, go) € Y we will be done if we can show these two points are E-related. Let
h € H be such that h®"f = f’ and let k = yhy . Then k € yHy ! = Hg and

k®(Ho,v°"'f, go) = (ky)“(H,f,g) = (Yh)*(H,f,g) = v*(H,f’,9) = (Ho,Y""f', go)
which shows that (Ho,y°"'f, go)E(1,,90) (Ho, Y°"f’, go). O[Claim 2]

We have Cy;(E [ YVEga.,a) < 1+€. Since we have shown that E C E [ YVEga,4 and that E is an aperiodic
normal subequivalence relation of E,, it follows from [KMO05), 24.10] that C,(Eq) < Cy(E [ YVEgaa) < 1+e€.
As € > 0 was arbitrary it follows that C(E,) = 1 and therefore C(I") = 1. O

6.5 Fixed price 1 and shift-minimality
The following lemma will be needed for Theorem [6.36]

Lemma 6.34. Let 0 be an invariant random subgroup of a countable group I' that concentrates on the
infinite amenable subgroups of I'. Leta =T ~% (X, 1) be a free measure preserving action of I' and let

Oxa=T~"(Subr x X,0 x u)
be the product I'-system. Then Coxu(Ecxa) =1.

Remark 6.35. The proof shows that the hypothesis that 0 is amenable can be weakened to the hypothesis
that © concentrates on groups of fixed price 1.

Proof. The proof is similar to that of Lemma [6.33 Since E.x, is aperiodic it suffices to show that
Coxu(Ecxa) < 1. For each H € Subr let Eq1 denote the orbit equivalence relation on X generated by
a | H=Hn* (X, ). Define the subrelation E C E..4 on Subr x X by E ={((H,x), (H,y)) : xEq;ny}, ie.,

(H,x)E(L,y) & H=Land (Fh e H) (h® -x=vy).

Then E is a normal sub-equivalence relation of E.« 4. Since 0 concentrates on the infinite subgroups of I', E
is aperiodic on a (0 x p)-conull set. By [KMO5, 24.10] and then [KMO5, Proposition 18.4] we therefore have
ConulEcra) < Coxu(E) = | CulEam) dB(H) =1

H
where the last equality follows from [KMO05| Corollary 31.2] since 0-almost every H is infinite amenable. [

Theorem 6.36. Let ' be a countably infinite group that contains no non-trivial finite normal subgroup.
If T 1s not shift-minimal then I' has fized price 1.

Proof. Suppose that I' is not shift-minimal. By Corollary [3.14] either I' has a non-trivial normal amenable
subgroup N that is necessarily infinite by our hypothesis on T', or there is an infinitely generated amenable
invariant random subgroup 0 of I' that is weakly contained in sr. In the first case define 6 = 6y, so that in
either case 0 concentrates on the infinite amenable subgroups of I', and 6 < sr.

Let (X, u) denote the underlying measure space of sr and consider the product I'-system

0 x spr =T A% (Subr x X,0 x w).

By Lemma [6.34] we have C(@ x sr) = 1. The action 0 is weakly contained in sy, so € x sr is weakly
equivalent to sr. This implies that I" has fixed price 1 by (3)=(1) of Corollary [6.24 O
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Corollary 6.37. Suppose that I' does not have fized price 1. Then the following are equivalence
1. T 1is shift-minimal.
2. T contains no non-trivial finite normal subgroups.
3. ARy 1s triveal.

Proof. (3)=(2) is obvious. (2)=-(1) is immediate from Theorem [6.36] by our assumption that " does not
have fixed price 1. (1)=(3) holds in general with no assumptions on I O

Corollary 6.38. Let ' be any group that does not have fized price 1. Then ARy is finite and I'/ARr
15 shift-minimal.

Proof. Any group containing an infinite normal amenable subgroup has fixed price 1 [KMO05, Proposition
35.2]. Therefore N = AR is finite. Let a =T ~® (X, ) be a free measure preserving action of I'" of cost
C.(Eg) > 1. The measure preserving action b of I'/N on the ergodic components of @ [ N is free, and
since N is finite we have C(b) > C(a) > 1. Thus, I'/N does not have fixed price 1, and AR/ N = {e} by
Proposition[B.Il Corollary [6.37 now shows that I'/N is shift-minimal. O

7 Questions

7.1 General implications

A countable group I is called C*-stmple if the reduced C*-algebra of I' is simple, i.e., C(I") has no non-trivial
closed two-sided ideals. As observed in the introduction, there is a strong parallel between shift-minimality
and C*-simplicity. The following characterization of C*-simplicity of a countable group I' may be found in
[Ha07]. Let Ar denote the left-regular representation of I on €2(T").

Proposition 7.1. Let I" be a countable group. Then " 1s C*-simple if and only if m1 < Ar tmplies T~ Ar
for all nonzero unitary representations m of T'.

In this characterization of C*-simplicity we may actually restrict our attention to irreducible represen-
tations of I'. That is, I' is C*-simple if and only if every irreducible unitary representation 7t of I' that is
weakly contained in Ar is actually weakly equivalent to Ar. See [BHO0|. See also [BHV08, Appendix F| and
[Di77] for more on weak containment of unitary representations.

Characterization (6) of shift-minimality from Proposition [3.2] also has an analogue for C*-simplicity. Let
H be an infinite dimensional separable Hilbert space and let Irry (", H) denote the Polish space of irreducible
representation of I on H that are weakly contained in Ar (see [Di77]). Let U(H) be the Polish group of all
unitary operators on . Then I" is C*-simple if and only if ' is ICC and the conjugation action of U(H) on
Irra (T, ) is minimal (i.e., every orbit is dense). See [Kel0, Appendix H.(C)].

Consider now the following properties of a countable group TI':

(UT) T has the unique trace property.
(CS) T is C*-simple.
(SM) T is shift-minimal.
(UIRSp) T has no non-trivial amenable invariant random subgroup that is weakly contained in sr.
(UIRS) T has no non-trivial amenable invariant random subgroups.

(AR.) T has no non-trivial amenable normal subgroups, i.e., the amenable radical ARr of I' is trivial.
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All of the known implications (besides (SM)<(UIRSy)) are depicted in Figure[dlin the introduction. It
is known that (UT) and (CS) imply (AR.) (|[PS79], see also [BHOO, Proposition 3]), though it is an open
question whether there are any other implications among the properties (UT), (CS), and (AR.) in general
[BHOO]. The following questions concern some of the remaining implications.

The implication (UT)=-(SM) was shown in Theorem One of the most pressing questions is:

Question 7.2. Does (CS) imply (SM)? That is, are C*-simple groups shift-minimal?

For a positive answer to Question [7.2]it would suffices by Corollary[3.14to show that if 6 is a non-atomic
self-normalizing amenable IRS of a countable group I' that is weakly contained in sr then the tracial state
on Ci(T") extending @ from the proof of Theorem [5.14]is not faithful.

The implication from (UT) to (UIRS) is quite direct. The converse would mean that a tracial state on
C;(T) different from 11 somehow gives rise to a non-trivial amenable invariant random subgroup of I'. This
is addressed by the following question:

Question 7.3. Does (UIRS) imply (UT)? That is, if I' does not have any non-trivial amenable invariant
random subgroups then does C#(I") have a unique tracial state?

We know from Theorem [3.I6 that (SM) and (UIRSy) are equivalent. The equivalence of (SM) and (UIRS)
is open however (clearly though (UIRS)=(UIRSy))

Question 7.4. Does (UIRSp) imply (UIRS)?

To obtain a positive answer to Question [7.4]it would be enough to show the following: (x) Every ergodic
amenable invariant random subgroup of a countable group I" that is not almost ascendant is weakly contained
in Sr.

Indeed, assume that (x) holds and suppose that ' does not have (UIRS), i.e., there is an amenable
invariant random subgroup 6 of I' other than .. By moving to an ergodic component of 0 we may assume
without loss of generality that 0 is ergodic. If 0 is not almost ascendant then (x) implies that 6 is weakly
contained in sr, which shows that I' does not have (UIRSp). On the other hand, if 0 is almost ascendant
then, by Corollary [B.4], © concentrates on the subgroups of AR, and in particular AR is non-trivial, so
dar, witnesses that I' does not have (UIRSp).

The implication (SM)=-(AR.) is shown in Proposition[3.I5labove. The converse is a tantalizing question:

Question 7.5. Does (AR.) imply (SM)? That is, if I" has no non-trivial amenable normal subgroup then is
every non-trivial m.p. action that is weakly contained in sr free?

To obtain a positive answer to Question by Corollary 314 it would be enough to show that if 0 is
a non-atomic self-normalizing invariant random subgroup weakly contained in s then 0 concentrates on

subgroups of the amenable radical of I'. (Note that 0 does indeed concentrate on the amenable subgroups
of T by NA-ergodicity.)

7.2 Cost and pseudocost

In the infinitely generated setting it appears that pseudocost, rather than cost, may be a more useful way
to define an invariant. In addition to the properties exhibited in §6.2, pseudocost enjoys many of the nice
properties already known to hold for cost. For instance, pseudocost respects ergodic decomposition, and
PC(I") < PC(N) whenever N is an infinite normal subgroup of I'. (The proofs are routine: for the first
statement one uses the corresponding fact about cost along with basic properties of pseudocost, and the
proof of the second is nearly identical to the corresponding proof for cost.)
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Question 7.6. Is there an example of a m.p. countable Borel equivalence relation E such that PC,(E) <
Cu(B)?

By Corollary [6.81(1) the equality PC, (E) = C,(E) holds whenever C,(E) < oo, so the question is
whether it is possible to have PC(E) < oo and Cy(E) = oco. Equivalently: does there exist an increasing
sequence Eg C E; C -+, of m.p. countable Borel equivalence relations on (X, u) with sup,, C,.(En) < oo and
Cu(U, En) = 007 If such a sequence (En)nen exists then, letting E = J,, En, Corollary[6.8(2) implies that
E could not be treeable. In addition, E would provide an example of strict inequality ;1 (E)+1 < C,(E). This
follows from [Ga02, 5.13, 3.23]. Gaboriau has shown that any aperiodic m.p. countable Borel equivalence
R satisfies $1(R) + 1 < C.(R) [Ga02|, although it is open whether this inequality can ever be strict. Note
that a positive answer to would not necessarily provide a counterexample to the fixed price conjecture,
even if the equivalence relation E comes from a free action of some group I'; at this time there is no way to
rule out the possibility that such a I" has fixed cost co while at the same time admitting various free actions
with finite pseudocost.

Question 7.7. Suppose that a countable group I' has some free action a with C,(a) = co. Does it follow
that C,.(sr) = 00?

By Corollary [6.20], sr attains the maximum pseudocost among free actions of I". Corollary [6.22] implies
that
C(sr) = sup{C(b) : b € FR(T, X, u) and either C(b) < oo or Ey is treeable}.

This is not enough to conclude that sr always attains the maximum cost among free actions of I'. A positive
answer to Question [7.7 would imply that sr always attains this maximum cost.
It would be just as interesting if sr could detect whether C(T") < co.

Question 7.8. Suppose that a countable group I' has some free action a with C,.(a) < co. Does it follow
that C,.(sr) < 00?

At this time it appears that one cannot rule out any combination of answers to Questions[Z.7and [.8] A
positive answer to both questions would amount to showing that no group has both free actions of infinite
cost and free actions of finite cost — this would essentially affirm a special case of the fixed price conjecture!

7.3 Other questions

It is shown in [T-D12b| that the natural analogue of Question [(5], where “amenable” is replaced by “finite”
and “weakly contained in” is replaced by “is a factor of,” has a positive answer:

Theorem 7.9 (Corollary 1.6 of [T-D12b]). Let I' be a countable group. If I' has no non-trivial finite
normal subgroups then every mon-trivial totally ergodic action of I' is free.

In particular, if ' has no non-trivial finite normal subgroups then every non-trivial factor of sr is
free.

Here, a measure preserving action of I' is called totally ergodic if all infinite subgroups of I act ergodically.
Theorem motivates the following question concerning strong NA-ergodicity.

Question 7.10. Let ' ~1@ (X, 1) be a non-trivial measure preserving action of a countable group I'. Suppose
that for each non-amenable subgroup A < T the action A ~ (X, u) is strongly ergodic. Does it follow that
the stabilizer of almost every point is contained in the amenable radical of I'?

A positive answer to would imply a positive answer to by Proposition [3.10

The following question concerns the converse of Proposition
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Question 7.11. Suppose I is shift-minimal. Is it true that every finite index subgroup of I' is shift-minimal?

Question [(.17]is equivalent to the question of whether every finite index normal subgroup N of a shift-
minimal group T is shift-minimal. Indeed, suppose the answer is positive for normal subgroups and let K be
a finite index subgroup of a shift-minimal group I'. Then K is ICC, since the ICC property passes to finite
index subgroups. Since the group N = ﬂyeryKy*1 is finite index and normal in T, it is shift-minimal by
our assumption. Proposition then implies that K is shift-minimal.

Corollary provides a positive answer to Question [Z.11] for finite index subgroups which are torsion-
free. Theorem [4.7] gives a positive answer for finite index normal subgroups N of I' for which there is no
infinite locally finite invariant random subgroup that is weakly contained in sy. Note that a positive answer
to the analogue of Question [(11] for C*-simplicity was demonstrated in [BHOO] (and likewise for the unique
trace property).

The results from §6.2] and §6.5] suggest that the following may have a positive answer:

Question 7.12. If an infinite group I has positive first {2-Betti number then is it true that C:(I'/ARr) is
simple and has a unique tracial state?

There are already partial results in this direction: Peterson and Thom [PT1I| have shown a positive
answer under the additional assumptions that I is torsion free and that every non-trivial element of ZI" acts
without kernel on (2T

Finally, we record here a question raised earlier in this paper.

(Question 3.9)). Let I'" be a countable group acting by automorphisms on a compact Polish group G and
assume the action is tempered. Does it follow that the action is weakly contained in sr? As a special case,
is it true that the action SLa(Z) ~ (T?,A?) is weakly contained in sgr,,(z)?

Appendices

Appendix A Invariant random subgroups as subequivalence rela-
tions

This first appendix studies tnvariant random partitions of I' which are a natural generalization of invariant
random subgroups. In §A.1]it is shown that every invariant random partition of I' comes from a pair (a, F)
where a is a free m.p. action of I' and F is a (Borel) subequivalence relation of E4. It is shown in §A.2lthat
for an invariant random subgroup any such pair (a,F) will have the property that F is normalized by a,
i.e., Y9 is in the normalizer of the full group of F for every y € T'.

Many of the ideas here are inspired by (and closely related to) the notion of a measurable subgroup
developed by Bowen-Nevo [BoNe09| and Bowen [Bollb|. See also Remark

A.1 Invariant random partitions

By a partition of I' we mean an equivalence relation on I'. The set P of all partitions of I is a closed subset
of 2"%" and T acts continuously on Pr by left translation ' ~¢ Pr, i.e.,

(x,B) €YP & (v le,y 'B)€P

for each v,x,p € Tand P € Pr. For P € Pr and « € T let [a]p ={B : («, ) € P} denote the P-class of .
Then it is easy to check that y[alp = [yal,p for ally €T.
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Definition A.1. An invariant random partition of I' is a translation-invariant Borel probability measure
on Pr.

Remark A.2. Let IRPr denote the space of all invariant random partitions of I'. This is a convex set that
is compact and metrizable in the weak*-topology. Similarly, let IRS; denote the compact convex set of
all invariant random subgroups of I'. There is a natural embedding @ : Subr < Pr that assigns to each
H € Subr the partition of I' determined by the right cosets of H, i.e., [8]gp ) = Hb for &6 € I'. Observe
that this embedding is -equivariant between the conjugation action I' ~¢ Subr and the translation action
I' ~Y Pr. We thus obtain an embedding @, : IRS — IRPr, 6 — ©,0.

Suppose now that F C X x X is a measure preserving countable Borel equivalence relation on (X, u) and
a=T (X, ) is a m.p. action of I'. Each point x € X determines a partition Pf(x) of I' given by

PE(x) ={(, ) €T : B~ xFor *x}.

Note that Pg(x) = Pg g (x) for all x € X, so if we are only concerned with properties of P then we might
as well assume that F C E.

Proposition A.3. The map x — PP(x) is equivariant and therefore (Pf).u is an invariant random
partition of T'.

Proof. For any vy € I' and x € X we have
(o, B) € PE(Yx) & « yxFBlyx & (v lo, v ) € PR(x) © (o, B) € ¥' - PR(x). O

Proposition [A.3] has a converse in a strong sense: given an invariant random partition p of ' there is a
free m.p. action b =T AP (Y,v) of T and a subequivalence relation F of Ey, with (P}).v = p. In fact,
F and b can be chosen independently of p, with only v depending on p, as we now show. Let p denote
the m.p. action ' ~* (Pr,p) and let b = p x sr (any free action of I will work in place of sr) so that
(Y,v) = (Pr x [0,1]", p x AT). Define F C Y x Y by

(P,x)F(Q,y) & FyeTl (v elelp and (vP,yx) = (Q,y)). (A1)

Theorem A.4. Let p be an invariant random partition of I' and write b=T ~P (Y,v) for the action
pXxsr. Let F be given by (Ad). Then F is an equivalence relation contained in the equivalence relation
Ep generated by the b, and P%((P,x)) =P for v-almost every (P,x) € Y. In particular, (P$).v = p.

Proof of Theorem[A.4). 1t is clear that ¥ C E,. We show that F is an equivalence relation: It is clear
that J is reflexive. To see J is symmetric, suppose (P,x)F(Q,y), as witnessed by vy ! € [e]p with yP = Q
and yx = y. Then y € [elyp = [elg and (Y 'Q,y 'y) = (P,x), so (Q,y)F(P,x). For transitivity, if
(P,x)F(Q,y)F(R,z) as witnessed by Yy~ * € [elp with (yP,yx) = (Q,y) and § ! € [e]q with (5Q, dy) = (R,z)
then y~! € [e]p and yP = Q implies le]qo = le]lyp = vlelp. Therefore 57t € vlelp, ie., (6y)™! € [elp and
(oYP, 8yx)(8Q, 8y) = (R, z).

Fix now (P,x) € Y. We show that PY((P,x)) = P. For each «, 3 € I' we have by definition

(o, B) € PH((P,x)) & (a P, 'x)F(B P, B 1x)
& Fy el (yteleyrpand (ya *P,ya 'x) = (B71Q, B x)). (A.2)

Therefore, if («, B) € PY((P,x)) as witnessed by some v as in (A.2)) then yo tx = B~ 1x so freeness of a
implies y = B 'a. Then o !B =y~ ! € [ely 1p, i-e., (a7 1B, e) € a 1P, which is equivalent to (8, ) € P.
This shows that Pg((P,x)) C P. For the reverse inclusion, if (,) € P then v = B« satisfies (A.2) and
thus («, B) € PS((P,x)). O
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Definition A.5. Let a =T ~® (X, u) be a m.p. action of I and let F be a subequivalence relation of E,. If
p is an invariant random partition of I" then the pair (a, F) is called a realization of p if (P#).u=p. If 0 is
an invariant random subgroup of I' then (a, F) is called a realization of 0 if it is a realization of ®@,0, where
®, : IRSr — IRPr is the embedding defined in Remark [A.2] A realization (a, F) is called free if a is free.

The following is a straightforward consequence of Theorem and the definitions.
Corollary A.6. Every invariant random partition admits a free realization.

The remainder of this subsection works toward a characterization of the set ®,(IRSr). Let K be a
metrizable compact space and consider the set Pr ® K of all pairs (P, f) where f: P* — K is a function with
dom(f) = P* = {[a]p : « € I'} and taking values in K. The set Pr ® K has a natural compact metrizable
topology coming from its identification with the closed set

f]’/r_?é)/K ={(P,g) € Pr x K" g is constant on each P-class} C Pr x K"

via the injection (P,f) — (P,f) where f(x) = f([«]p) for & € I'. Observe that P ® K is invariant in
Pr x K" with respect to the product action € x s of I' (where s denotes the shift action ' ~° KI), so we
obtain a continuous action I' ~!®s P ® K. Explicitly, this action is given by v - (P, f) = (yP,y*?f) where
y3Pf: (yP)* — K is the function

(V" f)([adyp) = fly tedyp) = f(ly tadp).
There is a natural equivalence relation R = Rg on Pr ® K given by
(P,AR(Q,g) & 3Jyelelp (y 1P, f)=(Q,9)).
It is clear that R is an equivalence relation that is contained in E;gs.
Lemma A.7. P C Pg?s((P,f)) for every (P,f) € Pr ® K.
Proof. Suppose that (e, ) € P. Then B« € [e]s—1p so for any f € KP”, from the definition of R we have
(B, B R(B o) HBRTIP, BT = (P, M),
ie., B~1(P,f)Ra*(P,f). This means that (e, B) € PE**((P,)) by definition. O

If p is an invariant random partition and p is a Borel probability measure on K then the measure p ® 1
on Pr ® K given by

p®u=J (5p x u"7) dp
P
is { ® s-invariant.

Theorem A.8. Let p be an tnvariant random partition of I', let 1 be any atomless measure on K, and
let R = Ry. Then the following are equivalent:

1. p € ®,(IRSy)
2. (p ® u)-almost every R-class is trivial.

Proof. (1)=(2): Suppose that (1) holds. It follows that (p®u) concentrates on pairs (®(H), f) € PrK with
H € Subr. It therefore suffices to show that the R-class of such a pair (®(H), f) is trivial. If (O(H), f)R(Q, g)
then there is some v € [e]gn) = H with y '®(H) = Q and vy *f = Q,g. But y *®(H) = ®(y 'Hy) =
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®(H) (since y € H) so that Q = ®(H). In addition, for each 4 € I we have y[8] ¢ 1) = YHO = Hd = [8]o (1)
since y € H. Therefore g([8]¢ 1)) = (v ) ([8lom)) = f(v[Sla) = f([8lom)), showing that g = f.

(2)=(1): Suppose that (2) holds. Since y is non-atomic, for each P € Pr the set {f € KP" : f is injective}
is uP"-conull. This along with (2) implies that there is a M'invariant (p@u)-conull set Y C Pr®K on which R is
trivial and such that f : P* — K is injective whenever (P, f) € Y. The projection Yo = {P € Pr : 3f (P,f) € Y}
is then p-conull so it suffices to show that Yo C ®@(Subr). Fix P € Yy and an f: P* — K with (P,f) € Y.

Claim 3. Let o, €T. Then («,B) € P if and only of B! € [e]p.

Proof of Clatm. Suppose (o, 3) € P. Lemma [A7] implies («, ) € P$(P,f) so as the relevant R-classes
are trivial this implies o~ *(P,f) = B~ *(P,f) and thus e P = P and af~!f = f. Then f([elp) =
(aP~2f)([elp) = f([Box t]p) so injectivity of f shows that [Bo]p = [e]p, i.e., P! € [e]p.

Conversely, suppose B! € [elp. Then (Bo) (P,f)R(P,f) by definition of R, and since the R-
classes are trivial this implies (Boa)~*(P,f) = (P,f) and thus p~*(P,f) = a (P, f). Therefore f([Blp) =
(B ) ([elg—p) = (o *f)([e]lq—p) = f(lalp). Since f is injective we conclude that [Blp = [alp, ie.,
(x,pB) € P. U[Claim]

It is immediate from the claim that [e]p is a subgroup of I" and that P is the partition determined by the
right cosets of [e]p, i.e., P = ®([e]p). O

A.2 Normalized subequivalence relations

As in the previous section let F C X x X be a m.p. countable Borel equivalence relation on (X, ) and let
a=Tn%(X,u) be am.p. action of T.

Definition A.9. F is said to be normalized by a =T ~® (X, ) if there is a conull set Xy C X such that
xFy = yxFyy

for all y € T and x,y € Xo. Equivalently, F is normalized by a if the image of ' in Aut(X, i) is contained in
the normalizer of the full group of F. A realization (a,F) of an invariant random partition p of I'" is called
normal if F is normalized by a.

Note that if F is normalized by a then FNE, is normalized by a and Pg ¢ (x) = P{(x) so it makes sense
once again to restrict our attention to the case where F C E,. Define now

Me(x) ={y el : vy *xFx}
It follows from the definitions that I'¥(x) = [elpg (x)-
Proposition A.10. Let F be a subequivalence relation of Eq. Then the following are equivalent
1. F is normalized by a.

2. For almost all x, T (x) ts a subgroup of I' and PE(x) s the partition of I' determined by the right
cosets of I'#(x), t.e.,
(o, B) € PE(x) & TF(x)a=TF(x)B.

forall o, €T.
3. TE(yx) =yI&(x)y~* for almost allx € X and all y €T.

4. The set [elp is a subgroup of ' for (P{).u-almost every P € Pr and the map P — [elp is an
isomorphism from T AL (Pr, (P&).p) to T AC (Subr, (M)«
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Proof. (1)=>(2): Suppose (1) holds. By ignoring a null set we may assume without loss of generality that
xFy = yxFyy for all x,y € X and vy € . We have that e € I'?(x) for all x. If y € I'?(x) then vy !xFx so by
normality we have xFyx and thus y~! € I#(x). If in addition § € I'?(x) then & *xFxFyx so that 5 'xFyx
which by normality implies y '8 !xFx, i.e., &y € I'#(x). This shows that [(*(x) is a subgroup. It remains to
show that [8]pe(x) =¥ (x)0. We havey € [8]pa(x) if and only if 5 IxFy~!x which by normality is equivalent
to (&y1)xFx, i.e., vy € T¢(x)0.

(2)=-(3): Suppose (2) holds. Then for almost all x and all y,5 € I" we have

S ETE(yx) & & MyxFy®x & vy 1o tyxFx & s eylg(x)y .

(3)=>(1): Suppose that (3) holds. Let Xo C X be an E,-invariant conull set such that [ (yx) = yI¢(x)y !
for all x € Xp and y € T'. Then for any x,y € F, if xFy then xE,y so that y = 6x for some & € I'. This means
that 6! € I'#(x) and, so for ally € T we have y5 'y ~! € I'*(yx) and thus

vy = (v& 1) T Hyx)Fyx.

This shows that F is normalized by a.

(2)+(3)=(4): Assume (2) and (3) hold. Then the measure (P#).u concentrates on ®(Subr). It follows
that P — [e]p is injective on a (P£).p-conull set. By (3) this map is equivariant on a conull set. Since the
composition x — P¢(x) > [e]pa(x) is the same as x +— I}¥(x) this map is measure preserving.

Finally, the implication (4)=-(3) is clear. O

The following corollary is immediate.
Corollary A.11. If F is normalized by a then (I'f).u is an invariant random subgroup of I'.

Theorem [A 4] also implies a converse to Corollary[A. 11l Let 0 be an invariant random subgroup of I' and

let p = @,0. Let b and F be defined as in Theorem[A.4l Let a = 6 x sy so that (X, 1) = (Subr x[0,1]", 0 x A).

Then the map ¥ : (H,x) — (®(H),x) is an isomorphism of a with b. Letting Fp, = (¥ x ¥)~1(J), we have
that

(H,x)Fo(L,y) & H=Land (Fh € H)(h*x =y). (A.3)

Corollary A.12. JFy s a subequivalence relation of E, on X which is normalized by a and satisfies
I'g (H,x) = H for 0 x p-almost-every (H,x) € X. Thus (P;o)*p = ®,0. It follows that every invariant
random subgroup of I' admaits a normal, free realization.

Proof. All that needs to be checked is that Fy is normalized by 0 x a. If (H,x)JFo(L,y) then H = L
and h% = y for some h € H. Then for any y € I we must show that v - (H,x) Fovy - (H,h%x). Now,
v+ (H,x) = (YHy1,v9), so as Yhy ! € yHy ! the definition (A.3)) of T shows that

(YHY ™5 y* ) Fovhy ™ - (YHY ™, v%%) = v - (H,h*x) O

Remark A.13. In Corollary[A.12] if 6 concentrates on the amenable subgroups of I' then Fy will always be
an amenable equivalence relation. For other properties of 6, a judicious choice of free action d in place of
sr in the definition of a may ensure that properties of 0 are reflected by the equivalence relation F. For
example, if 0 concentrates on subgroups of cost r then the proof of Theorem [6.31] above shows that d can be
chosen so that the corresponding equivalence relation Fy has cost r. Similarly, if © concentrates on treeable
subgroups then Fy can be made a treeable equivalence relation.

Remark A.14. Following [BoNe09, §2.2] let 2L = {L € 2" : e € L} and define the equivalence relation
Re C 20 x 2T by
(LLK)eRe = IyelL ylL=K.
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Then any R.-invariant Borel probability measure on 2. is called a a measurable subgroup of I' (see [BoNe0Q9)
and [Bollb)). If p is any invariant random partition of I" then the image of p under P — [e]p is a measurable
subgroup of I'. I do not know whether every measurable subgroup of I' comes from an invariant random
partition in this way.

Creutz and Peterson [CP12] define the subgroup partial order on (IRSr, <) as follows: Let 01,0, € IRSy.
Then 0, is called a subgroup of 0, (written 0; < 0,) if there exists a joining of 6; and 0, that concentrates
on the set {(H,L) € Subr : H < L}. It is shown in [CP12] that this is a partial order on IRS;. The same
idea can be used to define a notion of refinement for invariant random partitions.

For partitions P, Q € Pr, P is said to refine Q, written P < Q, if P is a subset of Q. Equivalently P < Q
means that [a]p C [a]q for every o € T'. If p; and p, are invariant random partitions of I' then p; refines p2,
written p; < pa, if there exists a joining of p; and p» that concentrates on the set {(P,Q) € PrxPr : P < Q}.
It is clear that the restriction of the refinement relation on Pr (respectively, IRPr) to Subr (respectively,
IRSr) is the subgroup relation.

The point of view developed in this section can be used to give a characterization of the partial orders
(IRSr, <) and (IRPr, <) in terms of subequivalence relations of free actions of I

Theorem A.15. Let p;, ps € IRPr. Then the following are equivalent
(1) p1 < p2
(2) There exists a free m.p. action I' A (X,u) of T' and equivalence relations F; C F, C E, with
(PR )sp = p1 and (PE)).p = p2.
If 81,02 € IRSr then then follounng are equivalent
(1°) 6; < 0s.
(2’) There ezists a free m.p. action ~® (X, u) of ' and normalized equivalence relations F; C Fo C Eq
with (TE )« = 01 and (T ). = 0.
Proof. Suppose (2) holds and let P§ x Pg, : X — Pr x Pr be the map x — (Pg (x),Pg,(x)). Then
(PE, x PE,)«p is a joining of p; and pp with the desired property.
Assume that (1) holds and let v be a joining of p; and p; witnessing that p; < ps. Let X = PrxPrx|[0,1]",
let u=v x A", and let a = € x { x s. Then we define the equivalence relations F; and F; on X by
(PI)P2)X)F1(Q11 szy) e EY € r(yil € [e]P1 and Ya : (Pl,Pz,X) = (Qll Q%y))
(P1,P2,x)F2(Q1,Q2,y) & Jy eT(y " € [elp, and v* - (P1, P2, %) = (Q1, Qz2,Y)).
Then as in the proof of Theorem[A.4] F; and F, are equivalence relations that are contained in E, and (a, F;)
is a realization of F; for each i € {1, 2}. The defining property of v also ensures that F; C F,.

The equivalence of (1’) and (2’) then follows from the equivalence of (1) and (2) along with Proposition

A1d O
Finally, we note the following (observed by Vershik [Vell] in the case of invariant random subgroups),
which is a consequence of [IKT09, §1].
Theorem A.16. Let p be an wnvariant random partition of I'. Then the function
@o(v) =p({P : vy € [elp})
1s a positive definite function on .

Proof. By Corollary[A.6l there is a free m.p. action b =T ~" (Y,v) of T and a subequivalence relation F of
Eyp such that (P2).v = p. Thus

eo(v) =v({y : v 'yFy)).
This is a positive definite function by [IKT09]. O
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Appendix B The amenable radical of a countable group

Every countable discrete group I' contains a largest normal amenable subgroup called the amenable radical
of T (see, e.g., [Zi84] 4.1.12]). We write AR for the amenable radical of . We present in this appendix
some facts concerning AR for countable TI'.

B.1 Basic properties of ARr
Proposition B.1. Let I" be a countable group.

(1) ARr is an amenable characteristic subgroup of ' which contains every normal amenable subgroup
of .

(2) Suppose @ : T — A is a group homomorphism and that ker(¢) is amenable. Then @(ARr) =
AR, (r). In particular, the amenable radical of the quotient group I'/ARr 1s trivial.

(3) If H is normal in T then ARy is a normal subgroup of ARr with ARy = ARrNH.
(4) If H is finite index in ' then ARy s a finite index subgroup of ARr with ARy = ARr N H.

Proof. For (1) see [Zi84]. For (2), let N = ker(¢). It is clear that ¢ (ARr) is a normal amenable subgroup
of (T'), so that @(ARr) < AR (r) by (1). The group K = ¢ *(AR(r)) is normal in I and K is amenable
since both N and K/N = AR, (r) are amenable. Hence K < ARr and so AR, (r) < @(K) < @(ARy).

We now prove (3). Suppose that H is normal in T'. It is clear that ARr N H is normal in ARr, so it
suffices to show that ARr N H = ARy. Conjugation by any element of I' is an automorphism of H, so fixes
(setwise) the characteristic subgroup ARy. This shows that ARy is normal in T, and since it is amenable
it must be contained in ARr. Thus ARy < ARr N H. In addition, ARr N H is a normal amenable subgroup
of H, so ARr N'H < ARy. This proves (3).

We need the following Lemma for (4):

Lemma B.2. Suppose that K is an amenable subgroup of I' whose normalizer Nr(K) is finite indez in
I'. Then K < ARr.

Proof of Lemma[B.2. Suppose first that K is finite. Nr(K) being finite index means K has only finitely
many conjugates in I', so as K itself is finite this implies that every element of K has a finite conjugacy class
in I'. Thus, K C FCr C ARy, where FCr is the amenable characteristic subgroup of I' consisting of all
elements of I' with finite conjugacy classes (see e.g., [Ha07, Appendix J]).

Suppose now that K is infinite. The normal core N = ﬂyerer(K)yﬂ of Nr(K) in T is a normal finite
index subgroup of I'. Thus, letting H = KNN, we have [K: H = [KN : N] < [I': N] < oo, and so H is
finite index in K. It is clear that H is normal in N, and H is an amenable group since it is a subgroup of K.
Thus H < ARy . In addition, ARy is normal in T since ARy is characteristic in N and N is normal in T.
Therefore

H < ARN < ARy

Now, H is finite index in K, and H < ARy, so the image p(K) of K in I'/ARr under the quotient map p
is a finite subgroup of I'. So if p(K) were non-trivial then I'/ARr would have non-trivial amenable radical,
contrary to part (2). O[Lemma [B.2]

We can now show (4). If H is finite index in T', then ARy is an amenable subgroup of I' whose normalizer
Nr(ARy) contains H. Therefore Nr(ARy) is finite index in T, so ARy < ARr by Lemma [B.2] and thus
ARy < ARr N H. The group ARr is normal in I', so ARr N H is normal in H and since it is an amenable
group we have the other inclusion ARr N H < ARy. O
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Lemma B.3. LetT be a countable group and let {Hy}axn be an almost ascendant series in ' (Definition
[4:73). Then {ARn_ }a<h s an almost ascendant series in ARr. The same holds if we replace “almost
ascendant” by “ascendant.”

Proof. We show by transfinite induction on ordinals « (with o« < A) that {ARp }p<« is an almost ascendant
series in ARy . If o« = 3 + 1 is a successor ordinal then by hypothesis Hp is either normal or finite index
in Hg 1. Proposition [B.1] then implies that ARy, is either normal or finite index in ARng ., -

Suppose now that « is a limit ordinal and let K = UB<‘X ARy, . We must show that ARy, = K. By the
induction hypothesis the groups ARy, B < «, are increasing with 3, so K is amenable, being an increasing
union of amenable groups. Additionally, K is normal in H, as we now show. For each h € H, there is
some 3o < « such that h € Hg,. Therefore h € Hp for all B < f < «. Thus h normalizes ARy, for all
Bo < B < «, and since the AR}y, are increasing we have

hkKht= (] hARy,h*= [J ARy, =K
Bos<B<x BoP<x

It follows that K < ARy,. We have the equality K = ARy, since ARn, = Ug_o(ARn, NHp) <
Up<«a ARH, =K. O

Corollary B.4. Let " be a countable group and let H be an almost ascendant subgroup of I'. Then
ARy =ARrnNH,

In particular, ARy 1s contained in ARr, and ARy contains every almost ascendant amenable subgroup
of T'.

Proof. The containment ARy < ARj N H is immediate from Lemma [B.3] We have equality since ARr NH

is an amenable normal subgroup of H. O

Corollary B.5. Let I be a countable group and let y € T'. If the centralizer Cr(y) of v is almost
ascendant in I' then v € ARr. Thus, if ARr is trivial then the centralizer of any non-trivial element
of T is not almost ascendant.

Proof. The group (y) is a normal amenable subgroup of Cr(y), so if Cr(y) is almost ascendent then (y) <
ARc, (y) < ARr by [B4 O

B.2 Groups with trivial amenable radical

Lemma B.6. Let N be a normal subgroup of I'. Then ARr s trinal if and only if both ARN and
ARc.(n) are trivial.

Proof. Since Nisnormalin ", Cr(N) isnormal in I" as well. Thus, if AR is trivial it follows from Proposition
Bl that both ARn and AR¢ (N are trivial.
Suppose now that ARN and AR (n) are trivial. We have

ARrNN = ARy ={e}

and thus ARr and N must commute, being normal subgroups of I' with trivial intersection. This means
that AR < Cr(N) and so
ARr =ARrnCr(N) = ARCr(N) ={e}. o

Lemma B.7. Suppose {Hylaca s an ascendant series of length A and suppose I' = H) has trivial
amenable radical. Then ARc (n,) ={e} for all o« <A.
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Proof. We proceed by transfinite induction on A. By Corollary [B.4 we know that ARy, ={e} for all o < A.

Limit stages: Suppose first that A is a limit ordinal. Fix o« < A and let H = H,. By intersecting each
term of the ascendant series {Hp}p<an with Cr(H) we obtain the series {Cy, (H)}g<a which is ascendant in
Cr(H). Lemma [B.3] implies that {ARCH[3 (H)Jp<a is an ascendant series in AR¢,. (1) and so

ARc,y= |J ARc,, ) (B.1)

a<pP<A

where the union is increasing. For each 3 with o < 3 < A the series {H:}:<p has length strictly less than
A, so by the induction hypothesis we have

ARCHB (H) = le}

Since this holds for each p with « < f < A, equation (B.1) shows that ARc, (11) = {e} as was to be shown.
Successor stages: Suppose now that A = n+ 1 is a successor ordinal. Fix for the moment some o« < A
and let H = Hy. Applying the induction hypothesis to the ascendant series {Hpg}g<, in H,, we obtain that
ARc, (n) = {e}. Since H,, is normalin I', Cy, (H) is normal in Cr(H), so it follows from Proposition[B.1l(3)
that
ARCr(H) NH, = ARCr(H) N CHP(H) = ARCH“(H) ={e}. (B.2)

Since o was an arbitrary ordinal satisfying o« < A, (B.2) holds for all &« < A. We use this to show the
following.

Claim 4. Let & and B be ordinals with £ < B < A. Then
ARcr ) < ARcrHg)

Proof of Clavm[{] We show by transfinite induction on B < A that {ARc, (1,)le<p is increasing in &.
If = 0 this is trivial. If f = a + 1 is a successor ordinal then the induction hypothesis tells us that
{ARc, (H,)}e<« is increasing with & and we must show that ARc (1) < ARc, (Ho )

Since Hy is normal in Hyy1, Proposition [B.1l(2) shows that Hy,1 normalizes ARc .y, ). Thus, for
d€Hyy1 and vy € ARc, (H,) we have

(8y8 1)y € ARc, (1)

5(V6_ly_l) € Hu(VHuV_l) =H,
so that Sys tyte ARc(H ) NHy ={e}

by (B.2) (we use in the second line that Hy 3 < Hy and Hy, <T). This shows that the groups ARc, (1)
and Hy1 commute, and so ARc (1, ) is a subgroup of Cr(Hyy1). As Cr(Hgy1) is contained in Cr(Hy)
we conclude that ARc (n,) is normal in Cr(Hy.1) and therefore ARc (1) < AR, (H, )

Now suppose {3 is a limit ordinal. The induction hypothesis tells us that {ARc, (1,)}le<p is increasing
with & < 3 and we must show that ARc (1) < ARc,(n,) for all & < . Fix & < . For each « with
& < o < B we have that AR¢ | (1,) < ARc,(1,) < Cr(Ha). Intersecting this over all such o shows

ARc, o) <[] Cr(Ha) =Cr( |J Ha«)=Cr(Hp).

ESa<B ESa<B

Since Cr(Hp) < Cr(Hg) we actually have ARc . (11,)<Cr(Hp) and so ARc, (11,) < ARc, (11,), Which finishes
the proof of the claim. O[Claim 4]

Given now any « < A we have shown that ARc, (1,) < ARc.(n,). But H, isnormalin I'and ARr = {e},
so Lemma [B.6l shows that ARc,(n,) ={e} and therefore ARc, (1) = {e} as was to be shown. O[Lemma

B.7
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Lemma B.8. Let {Hqy}x<n be an ascendant series of length A with Hg = H and H) =T. Suppose that
ARc.(n) = ARy ={e}. Then ARr ={e}.

Proof. We proceed by transfinite induction on the length A of the series.

Limit stages: Suppose first that A is a limit ordinal. By intersecting each group in the series {Hq}a<a
with Cr(H) we obtain the series {Cy_ (H)}x<a, Which is ascendant in Cr(H). Applying Lemma [B.3] to the
series {Cn_ (H)}x<a Wwe obtain

U ARc,., 1) = ARc, (n)-

<A

Since ARc, (1) = {e} we conclude that AR¢, (1) ={e} for all & < A. In addition we have ARy = {e} so it
follows from the induction hypothesis (applied to each series {Hg}s<« for & < A) that ARy, = {e} for all «.
Another application of Lemma [B.3 now shows that ARr = J,_, ARn, = {e}.

Successor stages: Now assume that A = L+ 1 is a successor ordinal. Since H,, is normalin H,; =T
we have Cy,, (H) < Cr(H). It follows that ARCH“(H) < ARcp (1) ={e} and so

ARc,,, (n) ={e}
By assumption ARy = {e} so the induction hypothesis applied to {Hq}x<,. implies that
ARHP = {e} (B3)

Since Hy is normal in I', Cr(H,) is normal in I as well. In addition, Cr(H,.) is contained in Cr(H), so in
fact Cr(H,) < Cr(H). It follows that

ARc(n,) < ARc, () ={e} (B.4)

We see from (B.3)) and that the normal subgroup H,, of I satisfies the hypotheses of Lemma [B.6] and
so AR = {e}. This completes the induction. O

Theorem B.9. Let H be an ascendant subgroup of a countable group I'. Then ARr = {e} if and only
’Lf ARH = {e} and ARCr(H) = {e}
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