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OE AND W* SUPERRIGIDITY RESULTS FOR ACTIONS BY SURFACE BRAID
GROUPS

IONUT CHIFAN AND YOSHIKATA KIDA

AssTrRACT. We show that several important normal subgroups I' of the mapping class
group of a surface satisfy the following property: any free, ergodic, probability measure
preserving action I' ~ Xis stably OE-superrigid. These include the central quotients of
most surface braid groups and most Torelli groups and Johnson kernels. In addition,
we show that all these groups satisfy the measure equivalence rigidity and we describe
all their lattice-embeddings.

Using these results in combination with previous results from [CIK13] we deduce
that any free, ergodic, probability measure preserving action of almost any surface braid
group is stably W*-superrigid, i.e., it can be completely reconstructed from its von Neu-
mann algebra.

1. INTRODUCTION

The study of rigidity phenomena in orbit equivalence has its inception in the fun-
damental work of Zimmer, who showed that free, ergodic, probability measure pre-
serving (p.m.p.) actions of higher-rank simple Lie groups and their lattices satisfy a
strong-type rigidity, [Zi80]. This is a consequence of Zimmer’s cocycle superrigidity
theorem which in turn extends Margulis’ superrigidity theorem in the context of mea-
surable cocycles, [Ma74]. In the last decades extreme forms of rigidity in orbit equiva-
lence have been discovered. Two free, p.m.p. actions of countable groups I' ~ X and
A ~ Y are called orbit equivalent if there exists a probability measure spaces isomor-
phism {: X — Y such that P(Ix) = A(x), for almost every x € X. A free, ergodic,
p-m.p. action of a countable group I' ~ X is called (stably) OE-superrigid if it satisfies
the property that any free, ergodic, p.m.p. action of a countable group A ~ Y, which
is (stably) orbit equivalent to I' ~ X, is (stably) conjugate to I' ~ X. In other words,
these are actions which are completely reconstructible from their orbits. The first such
examples emerged from the groundbreaking work of Furman, who showed that the
action of SL,,(Z) on the n-torus with n > 3 is OE-superrigid, [Fu99a, Fu99b]. Since
then, many other examples have been discovered through combined efforts spawning
from several directions of research including measurable methods group theory, geo-
metric group theory, Popa’s deformation/rigidity theory, or C*-algebraic techniques,
[BES10, Fu06, 1008, Io14, Ki08, Ki09b, Kil0, MS04, Po05, Po08, PV08, Sa09]. For further
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references and other related topics in orbit equivalence we encourage the reader to con-
sult the following excellent surveys [Fu09, Ga09, Po06, Sh05, V10].

Let S = S4x be a connected, compact, orientable surface of genus g with k bound-
ary components and denote by Mod(S) the corresponding mapping class group. The
second author showed that, given any high complexity surface S (3g + k —4 > 0), any
free, ergodic, p.m.p. action Mod(S) ~ X is stably OE-superrigid, [Ki06, Ki08]; this was
the first occurrence of examples of infinite, countable groups whose arbitrary action is
stably OE-superrigid. In the subsequent work, the same rigidity was obtained for free,
ergodic, p.m.p. actions of the amalgamated free product SL3(Z) *5 SL3(Z), where Z is
the subgroup of SL3(Z) consisting of matrices a = (ay;) with a3y = a3z, = 0, [Ki09b].

One of the main goals of this paper is to provide other natural examples of groups
which satisfy the superrigidity phenomenon described above. Let M be a closed, ori-
entable surface of genus g, let k be a positive integer, and denote by Fi(M) the space of
k-ordered, mutually distinct points of M. The fundamental group of Fi(M) is denoted
by PBx(M) and it is called the pure braid group of k strands on M. Notice that PB;(M) =
m1(M). Moreover, using Birman’s exact sequence [Bi74], the group PBy(M)—with only
a few exceptions—can be naturally identified with a certain normal subgroup of the
mapping class group Mod(S), where S = S, y. This subgroup of Mod(S) will be hence-
forth denoted by P(S). Building upon previous methods and results from [Ki05, Ki06,
KY10a, KY10b], we show the following:

Theorem A. Let M be a closed orientable surface of genus g > 2 and let k > 2 be an integer.
Then any free, ergodic, p.m.p. action PBy (M) ~ X is stably OE-superrigid.

When g = 0 or 1, the group PBy (M) has infinite center and the same conclusion holds
for its central quotient, assuming 2g+k > 5. In addition, we show that the theorem still
holds true if instead of PBx(M) ~ P(S) one considers other natural, normal subgroups
of Mod(S), such as the Torelli group, J(S) and the Johnson kernel, X(S) (see Theorem 6.4)
or, more generally, any finite direct product between all the aforementioned groups (see
Remark 6.8).

As a by-product of our methods, we obtain measure equivalence rigidity results for
PBy(M) and we describe all its lattice-embeddings. Measure equivalence is a notion
introduced by Gromov [Gr93] as a measure-theoretic counterpart to quasi-isometry be-
tween finitely generated groups. It is well known that two countable groups I' and A
are measure equivalent if and only if there exist free, ergodic, p.m.p. actions I' ~ X and
A~ Y which are stably orbit equivalent, [Fu99b]. Thus, assertion (i) in the following
theorem is a corollary of Theorem A. Assertion (ii) follows by appealing to the methods
developed in [Fu01] to describe all lattice-embeddings for higher rank lattices.

Theorem B. Let M be a closed, orientable surface of genus g > 2 and let k > 2 be an integer.
Then the following hold:

(i) Any countable group that is measure equivalent to PBy(M) is virtually isomorphic to
PBy(M).

(ii) Let T be a finite index subgroup of PBy(M). Then any locally compact, second count-
able group containing a lattice isomorphic to T admits a finite index subgroup which is
continuously isomorphic to a semidirect product T' x K, where K is a compact group.
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As before, the same conclusion holds for the Torelli group and the Johnson kernel of
most surfaces, as well as any finite direct product of such groups. We refer the reader
to Section 6 for the precise statements.

A free, ergodic, p.m.p. action I' ~ X is called (stably) W*-superrigid if, for any given
free, ergodic, p.m.p. action A ~ Y, any isomorphism between the group von Neu-
mann algebras L*°(X) x " and L*°(Y) x A entails a (stable) conjugacy between the ac-
tions ' ~ Xand A ~ Y. In other words, these are actions which can be completely
reconstructed—up to (stable) conjugacy—from their von Neumann algebras. The study
of W*-superrigid actions has received a lot of attention over the last years as it plays a
central role in the classification of the group measure space von Neumann algebras. It
was noted by Singer that two free, ergodic, p.m.p. actions are orbit equivalent if and
only if there exists an isomorphism between the corresponding von Neumann algebras
preserving the canonical Cartan subalgebras, [Si55]. Thus, a free, ergodic, p.m.p. ac-
tion ' ~ X is (stably) OE-superrigid if and only if the following property is satisfied:
whenever A ~ Y is a free, ergodic, p.m.p. action, the existence of a *-isomorphism
P: L®(X) x T — L®(Y) x A satisfying P(L*(X)) = L*°(Y) entails that the actions
'~ Xand A ~ Y must be (stably) conjugate. Consequently, (stable) W*-superrigidity
is a priori stronger than (stable) OE-superrigidity as it is the logical sum of the former
and the property that L*°(X) is the unique group measure space Cartan subalgebra of
L>°(X) x T, up to unitary conjugacy. Free, ergodic, p.m.p. actions satisfying this last
property are called C-superrigid.

To study the W*-superrigidity phenomenon and other problems of central impor-
tance in the classification of von Neumann algebras and related fields, Popa introduced
(over a decade ago) a completely new conceptual framework, now termed Popa’s de-
formation/rigidity theory. This theory develops a powerful technical paraphernalia de-
signed to incorporate various cohomological, geometric, and algebraic information of a
group and its actions at the von Neumann algebraic level. Through this novel approach
Popa and his co-authors obtained striking classification results for the group von Neu-
mann algebras and beyond. For instance, in their remarkable work [OP07], Ozawa and
Popa discovered the first examples of C-superrigid actions: all free, ergodic, profinite
p-m.p. actions of non-abelian free groups on standard probability spaces. This is a re-
sult that deeply influenced the entire subsequent developments on the classification of
group measure space von Neumann algebras.

In [Pe09], Peterson proved the existence of W*-superrigid actions. Shortly after, Popa
and Vaes were able to provide the first concrete examples W*-superrigid actions [PV09].
Their examples include large classes of Bernoulli actions of various amalgamated free
products groups. Later, Ioana managed to show that any Bernoulli action I' ~ [0, 1]
is W*-superrigid whenever I is an ICC property (T) group. Other examples of W*-
superrigid actions were unveiled subsequently, through combined efforts spawning
from both measurable methods in orbit equivalence and Popa’s deformation/rigidity
theory, [Po05, Ki06, Ki08, 1008, Pe09, Ki09b, PV09, FV10, CP10, HPV10, 1010, IPV10,
Val0, CS11, CSU11, PV11, PV12, Bo12, CIK13].

In particular, Houdayer-Popa-Vaes discovered that if I' = SL3(Z) *z SL3(Z) then any
free, ergodic, p.m.p. action I' ~ X is C-superrigid, [HPV10]. Combining this with the



4 I. CHIFAN AND Y. KIDA

second author’s stable OE-superrigidity result from [Ki0O9b] it follows that any free,
ergodic, p.m.p. action I' ~ X is stably W*-superrigid. This was the first instance of a
countable infinite group whose every free, ergodic, p.m.p. action is stably W*-superrigid.
Ioana and the authors proved in [CIK13] that all mapping class groups Mod (S ) of
high complexity surfaces Sy of low genus (g < 2) are other examples of such groups.
This was essentially obtained from the second author’s previous results on stable OE-
superrigidity for mapping class groups [Ki06] and the C-superrigidity results for ac-
tions by finite step extensions of hyperbolic groups, [CIK13, Corollary 3.2] (see also
[VV14, Proposition 4.6]).

In this paper we show that almost all surface braid groups PBy(M) satisfy the su-
perrigidity phenomenon described above, thus adding numerous new examples to the
list. Indeed, by [CKP14, Theorem 3.7], most of these groups are finite step extensions by
hyperbolic groups and, by [CIK13, Corollary 3.2], all their free, ergodic, p.m.p. actions
are C-superrigid. This, in combination with Theorem A, leads to the following:

Corollary C. Let M be a closed orientable surface of genus g > 2 and let k > 2 be an integer.
Then any free, ergodic, p.m.p. action PBy (M) ~ X is stably W*-superrigid.

Moreover, we show the same result holds for most Torelli groups and Johnson kernels
associated with surfaces of genus one (Theorem 7.3). As a result, Remark 5.2 combined
with Corollary C and [CIK13, Theorem A] settle completely the W*-superrigidity ques-
tion for all free, ergodic, p.m.p. actions of the central quotients of surface braid groups.

In the last part of the paper we exhibit a family of subgroups in direct products of
iterated amalgams or HNN-extensions over abelian subgroups whose all free, mixing,
p-m.p. actions are C-superrigid (see Theorem 8.14 for the precise statement). The re-
sult is obtained by combining powerful, recent classification results on normalizers of
subalgebras in II; factors from [PV12, 1012, Val3] with techniques from [CIK13].

When this is combined with recent developments in group theory [KM13, KM12] we
obtain the following:

Corollary D. Let A be a torsion-free, non-elementary hyperbolic group. If T is any finitely
presented, ICC, residually-/A group, then any free, mixing, p.m.p. action ' ~ X on a non-atomic
probability space is C-superrigid.

When T is limit group the result is already known from [PV12, Theorem 1.1]. When
I"is an ICC, residually free group then the result still holds if we only assume that I’
is finitely generated as opposed to finitely presented. This follows because results in
[CGO5, KM98a, KM98b, Se01] still allow one to embed such groups in a finite direct
product of iterated amalgams over abelian subgroups and Theorem 8.14 applies.

The W*-superrigidity question for the group actions described in Corollary D re-
mains open as we do not have a complete understanding of an additional, general
condition on these groups and their actions to insure the OE-superrigidity part. For
instance, there exist such group actions which are OE-superrigid (e.g., any Bernoulli
action ' ~ [0,1]", where ' = F, x F,, [Po08]) but there also exist such group actions
which are not OE-superrigid (e.g., any Bernoulli action I' ~ [0,1]", where ' = F,).
However, we conjecture the OE-superrigidity statement holds under the additional as-
sumption that I is not fully residually-A (Section 8.2).
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1.1. Comments on the proofs. Our strategy to show OE-superrigidity follows closely
the methods from [Ki06], where it was first shown that Mod(S) satisfies the following
strong-type rigidity: for any two free, ergodic, p.m.p. actions of Mod(S) that are or-
bit equivalent, the corresponding cocycle is equivalent to a virtual automorphism of
Mod(S). Once this is established, the OE-superrigidity for arbitrary actions of Mod(S)
is deduced via Furman’s general machinery [Fu99a, Fu99b]. This general strategy was
successfully applied to establish many subsequent OE-superrigidity results, [BFS10,
Ki09b, Ki10, MS04, Sa09].

A large part of our paper is devoted to show strong-type rigidity for groups P(S), J(S)
and X (S). Given two free, ergodic, p.m.p. actions P(S) ~ X, P(S) ~ Y together with an
isomorphism between the associated groupoids, ¢: P(S) x X ~ P(S) x Y, we will ana-
lyze geometric subgroupoids and how they are preserved under ¢. To understand alge-
braic properties of such groupoids, we will exploit their classification from [Ki05, Ki06]
which in essence parallels McCarthy and Papadopoulos’ classification of subgroups of
Mod(S), [MP89]. A key ingredient to conclude that ¢ is equivalent to a conjugacy be-
tween P(S) ~ X and P(S) ~ Y is the complex of hole-bounding curves and pairs of S,
denoted by CP(S). This is a version of the complex of curves of S that was introduced in
[KY10a] to compute virtual automorphisms of P(S), inspired by [Iv97, IIM03]. Finally,
to conclude our result we will use the results from [KY10a, KY10b] that describe all
simplicial automorphisms of CP(S) as well as the structure of a certain injection from
a subcomplex of CP(S) into CP(S). In the case of J(S) and X(S), we will use similar re-
sults from [BM04, BM08, FI105, Ki09c, KY10c] which are applicable to the corresponding
versions of curves complexes. We refer the reader to Subsections 4.1 and 5.1 for more
details on these simplicial complexes.

1.2. Organization of the paper. In Section 2, we review the mapping class groups and
the classification of their subgroups. In Section 3, given a subgroup I' < Mod(S) and a
p-m.p. action I' ~ X, we review the classification of subgroupoids of I' x X developed
in [Ki05, Ki06]. We study a certain chain of subgroupoids to characterize geometric
subgroupoids algebraically. In Section 4 we prove the strong-type rigidity for P(S),
then Section 5 deals with the strong-type rigidity of J(S) and X(S). In Section 6, we
discuss several consequences of the strong-type rigidity: OE superrigidity, measure
equivalence rigidity, description of lattice-embeddings, and rigidity of direct products.
In Section 7, we present several applications to W*-superrigidity. In the last section,
we prove the technical steps leading to the C-superrigidity of all free, mixing, p.m.p.
actions by finitely presented, residually hyperbolic groups.

1.3. Acknowledgments. The authors are very grateful to the anonymous referee for
his comments and suggestions which greatly improved the exposition and the overall
mathematical quality of the paper.

2. PRELIMINARIES ON MAPPING CLASS GROUPS

2.1. Surfaces and curves. Unless otherwise mentioned, we assume a surface to be con-
nected, compact and orientable. Let S = Sy be a surface of genus g with k boundary
components. A simple closed curve in S is called essential in S if it is neither homotopic
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Ficure 1. The curve « is a separating curve, (3 is a non-separating curve,
and {y1,v2}is a BP.

to a single point of S nor isotopic to a component of 0S. When there is no confusion,
we mean by a curve in S either an essential simple closed curve in S or its isotopy class.
A curve « in S is called separating in S if S\ o« is not connected. Otherwise « is called
non-separating in S. Whether « is separating in S or not depends only on the isotopy
class of «. A pair of non-separating curves in S, {3, v}, is called a bounding pair (BP) in S
if  and y are disjoint and non-isotopic and S\ (3 U7y) is not connected. This condition
depends only on the isotopy classes of 3 and y (see Figure 1).

We define V(S) as the set of isotopy classes of essential simple closed curves in S.
We denote by I: V(S) x V(S) — Zx¢ the geometric intersection number, i.e., the minimal
cardinality of the intersection of representatives for two elements of V(S). Let X(S)
denote the set of non-empty finite subsets o of V(S) with I(e, 3) = 0 for any «, 3 € o.
We extend the function I to the symmetric function on the square of V(S) U X(S) with
I[(x,0) = ZBEG I(e, B) and I(0o, T) = ZBEGWET I(B,v) forany « € V(S) and o, T € £(S).
Let V,(S) denote the subset of V(S) consisting of isotopy classes of separating curves in
S. Let Vi, (S) denote the subset of Z(S) consisting of isotopy classes of BPs in S.

Let o be an element of Z(S). We denote by S, the surface obtained by cutting S along
all curves in 0. When o consists of a single curve &, we denote S; by S. Each component
of S, is often identified with a complementary component of a tubular neighborhood of
a one-dimensional submanifold representing o in S. Let W(S) denote the set of isotopy
classes of the whole surface S and such subsurfaces of S as obtained from some o € X(S).
For any Q € W(S), the set V(Q) is naturally identified with a subset of V(S).

We mean by a pair of pants a surface homeomorphic to So3. We mean by a handle a
surface homeomorphic to Sy

Complex C(S). When 3g + k —4 > 0, we define C(S) as the abstract simplicial complex
so that the sets of vertices and simplices of C(S) are V(S) and Z(S), respectively.

When S = S 7, we define C(S) as the simplicial graph so that the set of vertices is
V(S) and two vertices &, 3 € V(S) are adjacent if and only if I(x, 3) = 1. When S = Sy 4,
we define a simplicial graph €(S) in the same manner after replacing the last condition
by I(OL, {3) = 2.

The complex C(S) is called the complex of curves of S.

The 1-skeleton of €(S) is known to be a Gromov-hyperbolic metric space with respect
to the graph distance ([Mi9%, MM99]). Let 0C(S) denote the Gromov boundary of the
1-skeleton of C(S). We refer to [Ha06, K199] for a description of 0C(S).
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2.2. Mapping class groups. Let S be a surface. The extended mapping class group of S,
denoted by Mod*(S), is the group of isotopy classes of homeomorphisms from S onto
itself, where isotopy may move points of the boundary of S. The mapping class group
of S, denoted by Mod(S), is the subgroup of Mod*(S) that consists of isotopy classes
of orientation-preserving homeomorphisms from S onto itself. The pure mapping class
group of S, denoted by PMod(S), is the subgroup of Mod(S) that consists of isotopy
classes of orientation-preserving homeomorphisms from S onto itself which preserve
each component of 9S. We refer to [FM11, FLP79, Iv92, Iv02] for fundamentals of these
groups. We have the natural actions of Mod*(S) on the sets V(S), Z(S), W(S), C(S),
0C(S), etc. Let Mod (S; 3) denote the subgroup of Mod(S) consisting of elements acting
on H;(S,Z/3Z) trivially. The group Mod(S;3) is torsion-free ([Iv92, Corollary 1.5]).

Theorem 2.1. [Iv92, Theorem 1.2and Lemma 1.6] Let S = S\ be a surface with 3g+k—4 >
0. Pick h € Mod(S;3) and o € Z(S) with ho = o. Then, for any o« € o, we have ha = «;
and for any component Q of Sg, the element h preserves Q and each component of 0Q, and the
element of PMod(Q) induced by h is either neutral or of infinite order.

Fix 0 € X(S). We set I' = Mod(S; 3) and denote by I, the stabilizer of o in I". We have
the natural homomorphism

0o: Te = | [PMod(Q),
Q

where Q runs through all components of S;. Let D denote the subgroup of PMod(S)
generated by Dehn twists about curves in 0. When o consists of a single curve «, we
denote Dy by Dy. The kernel of 8, is equal to D; N T ([Iv02, Corollary 4.1.B]). For Q €
W(S), we denote by Iy the stabilizer of Q in I" and have the homomorphism 0q: 'y —
PMod(Q).

For o, 3 € V(S), we say that « and  fill S if there exists noy € V(S) with I(«,y) =0
and I(B,y) = 0. When 3g+k —4 > 0, x and f fill S if and only if the graph distance
between them in the 1-skeleton of C(S) is at least 3. When S = S;; or Sp4, any two
distinct elements of V(S) fill S.

Lemma 2.2. [FM11, Proposition 2.8] Let S = Sy be a surface with 3g +k —4 > 0. Pick
o, € V(S). If xand B fill S, then the stabilizer of « and 3 in Mod(S),

{heMod(S) |ha=«, hp =B},
is finite. The stabilizer of x and 3 in Mod(S; 3) is therefore trivial.

2.3. Classification of subgroups. Let S = Sy be a surface with 3g + k —4 > 0. An
element of Mod(S) is called reducible if it fixes some element of X(S). By the celebrated
Nielsen-Thurston classification, any element of Mod(S) is fallen into exactly one of the
following three kinds: elements of finite order; reducible elements of infinite order; and
pseudo-Anosov elements. Two pseudo-Anosov elements hy, h, of Mod(S) are called
independent if the fixed point sets of h; and h; in the Thurston boundary are disjoint. In
this case, sufficiently large powers of h; and h; generate a free group of rank 2 ([Iv92,
Corollary 8.4]).

A subgroup of Mod(S) is called reducible if it fixes some element of Z(S). Otherwise
it is called irreducible. It is known that an infinite subgroup of Mod(S) is irreducible if
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and only if it contains a pseudo-Anosov element ([Iv92, Corollary 7.14]). A subgroup
of Mod(S) is called non-elementary if it contains two independent pseudo-Anosov ele-
ments. Any subgroup of Mod(S) is known to be fallen into exactly one of the following
four kinds: finite subgroups; infinite and reducible subgroups; infinite, irreducible and
virtually cyclic subgroups; and non-elementary subgroups ([MP89], [Iv92, Corollary
7.15]). The following theorem is obtained from this classification of subgroups, [MP89,
Proposition 5.1 (3)] and [Iv92, Corollary 7.13].

Theorem 2.3. Let N and G be infinite subgroups of Mod(S) with N <t G. Then, N and G are
subgroups of the same kind.

Let " be a non-trivial and reducible subgroup of Mod(S;3). We then have a unique
element o of X(S) satisfying the following: Any element of o is fixed by I, and for any
a € oand any 3 € V(S) with I(«,3) # 0, there exists an h € ' with h3 # {3 ([Iv92,
Corollary 7.12]). This o is called the canonical reduction system (CRS) of I'. The CRS o
of I' is the minimal element of X(S) satisfying the following: Any element of o is fixed
by I', and for any component Q of S, the subgroup 0q(I") of PMod(Q) is either trivial
or infinite and irreducible ([Iv92, Theorem 7.16]). Let Q be a component of S,. We say
that Q is T, IA, or IN for T if 0¢(T') is trivial; infinite, irreducible and virtually cyclic;
or non-elementary as a subgroup of PMod(Q), respectively. Here, “T", “IA" and “IN"
stands for “trivial”, “irreducible and amenable" and “irreducible and non-amenable",
respectively.

Lemma 2.4. Let S = Sy be a surface with 3g +k —4 > 0and (g,k) # (1,2),(2,0). Let
I be an infinite, normal subgroup of some finite index subgroup of Mod(S). Then, the Dirac
measure on the neutral element is the only probability measure on Mod™(S) invariant under
conjugation by T.

Proof. Let T and PMJF denote the Teichmdiller space and the Thurston boundary for S,
respectively, on which Mod*(S) naturally acts. As precisely proved in the next para-
graph, we first note that the limit set of I' in PMJ is the whole space PMJ.

Let G be a non-elementary subgroup of Mod(S). Denote by Ay(G) C PMT the set of
fixed points of pseudo-Anosov elements in G. Following [MP89], we call the closure of
Ao(G) in PMT the limit set of G in PMJT. As noted in [MP89, Section 5, Example 1], by
[FLP79, Exposé 6, §VII, Théoreme], the limit set of Mod(S) is PMTF. This is also proved
in [Iv92, Lemma 9.12]. It follows from [MP89, Propositions 5.4 and 5.5] that for any
infinite, normal subgroup of a finite index subgroup of Mod(S), its limit set is PMJ.
The set Ay(T") is thus dense in PMTF.

The rest of the proof follows the proof of [Ki06, Theorem 2.9]. For the reader’s conve-
nience, we give a complete proof. Pick vy € Mod*(S) such that the set {yyoy~' |y € T}
is finite. We set Fix(yo) = {x € TU PMTF | yox = x }. If the inclusion PMF C Fix(yy) is
shown, then it implies vy = e, and the lemma follows. Assuming PM3JF ¢ Fix(yo), we
deduce a contradiction. For a pseudo-Anosov element y of Mod(S), let F.+(y) denote its
two fixed points in PMJ so that for any x € TUPMT except for F_(y), y™x converges to
F.(y)asn — +oo,and F_(y) = F,(y7). By density of Ay(T") in PMTF, there exist two
independent pseudo-Anosov element y1,7y; € I with F (y1), F4(v2) € Fix(vo).
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As the union T U PMJ is homeomorphic to a finite-dimensional Euclidean closed
ball by [FLP79, Exposé 11, §II, Théoréme 3], the Brouwer fixed point theorem implies
that Fix(yo) is non-empty. Pick x € Fix(yo). There exists a subsequence {n;}; of N
with v, ™ yoy]" = vo for any i. The equation y; “yoY]'x = Yox = x then holds, and
therefore y;x € Fix(yo) for any i. If x were not F_(y1), then y]*x would converge to
Fi(v1) & Fix(vo) as i — oo. This is a contradiction. We thus have x = F_(y1). Similarly,
we have x = F_(v2). This contradicts that y; and y; are independent. O

Throughout the following lemma and its proof, for any subgroup I of PMod(S) and
any o € X(S), we will denote by I'; the stabilizer of oin T".

Lemma 2.5. Let I" be a subgroup of Mod(S;3) with ' < PMod(S). Fix o € X(S) and assume
that there exist two distinct components Q, R of S such that 0 (T's) and Or(T's) are non-trivial.
Then, there exist subgroups My, My and Ny of T such that Ny is infinite and amenable, M, is
non-amenable, and we have N1 <« My, My <« My and M, < T.

Proof. For X € W(S), let us say that an element of PMod(S) is supported on X if it has a
representative which is the identity outside X. By assumption, we have vy, 6 € I'; such
that 0g(v) and Or(6) are non-neutral. Pick an element 'y of PMod(S), such that it is
supported on Q and the element 8¢ ([y1,v]) is non-neutral, where for two elements x,
y of a group, [x,y] denotes the commutator xyx~'y~'. Such a y; is found as follows:
There exists y; € PMod(Q) with [y{, 8 (y)] non-neutral because the center of PMod(Q)
is finite ([FM11, Section 3.4]) and 0q(y) is not central by Theorem 2.1. Let vy be an
element of PMod(S) supported on Q with 8g(y1) = v;. This is a desired one. Similarly
we can find an element 87 of PMod(S), such that it is supported on R and the element
Or([d1,0]) is non-neutral. Since I' < PMod(S), the elements [y1,y] and [61, 8] belong to
I, and are moreover supported on Q and R, respectively.

We set Lr = ((y ker 0x) N Ty, where X runs through all components of S, other than
R. We have 0g(Lg) <1 Or(I'y) and Ox(T) <1 Or(Mod(S;3)s) because I' <« PMod(S). Since
(51, 8] belongs to Lg, the group Og(Lg) is non-trivial. By Theorems 2.1 and 2.3, O (Lg) is
a non-elementary subgroup of PMod(R), and L is therefore non-amenable.

Let N1 be the group generated by [y1,v]. The group Nj is infinite because [y1,y] is a
non-neutral element of Mod(S;3). We set M, = ker0g NIy and M; = N7V M,. The
groups N7 and M, commute, and we thus have N; << My and M, < M;. We also have
M, <1 Ts. The group M, contains Lg and is therefore non-amenable. O

3. GROUPOIDS FROM MAPPING CLASS GROUPS

3.1. Discrete measured groupoids. We refer to [ADRO0] and [Ta03, Chapter XIII] for
discrete measured groupoids and their amenability. By a standard probability space we
mean a standard Borel space equipped with a probability measure. All relations in-
volving measurable sets and maps that appear throughout the paper are understood to
hold up to sets of measure zero, unless otherwise mentioned. Let (X, ) be a standard
probability space. A non-negligible subset of A C X is a measurable subset satisfying
i(A) > 0. Let G be a discrete measured groupoid on (X, n) with the range and source
maps 1,s: § — X. A subgroupoid of G is a measurable one of § whose unit space is
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(X, 1). For a non-negligible subset A C X, we denote by
Sla ={g €9 :r(g),s(g) €A}

the restriction of G to A.

Let I" be a countable group, M a standard Borel space on which I" acts,and p: § — T
a homomorphism. Let A C X be a measurable subset. A measurable map ¢: A - M
is called (9, p)-invariant if p(g)@(s(g)) = @(r(g)) for almost every g € G. Suppose that
K is a compact metrizable space on which I'" acts continuously and that M is the space
of probability measures on K. If G is amenable, then there exists a (G, p)-invariant map
from X into M.

We say that § is finite if for almost every x € X, the set ' (x) is finite. We say that G is
nowhere finite if for almost every x € X, the set ! (x) is infinite. We say that G is nowhere
amenable if for any non-negligible subset A of X, the restriction G| is not amenable.

Let " be a countable group and I' ~ (X, u) a p.m.p. action. The product space I' x X
has the following natural structure of a groupoid on X: the range and source maps are
defined by r(y,x) = yxand s(v, x) = x, respectively, fory € I"'and x € X. The productis
defined by (v1,v2x)(v2,x) = (v1v2,%) fory1,v2 € I'and x € X. The element (e, x) is the
unit at x € X. The inverse of (y,x) € T x X is defined by (yv~',vx). This groupoid also
has the structure of a discrete measured groupoid on (X, 1) and is denoted by I' x (X, p);
when p is self-understood from the context, then it will be denoted by I" x X.

When 8 is a normal subgroupoid of G, we write § <1 G. We refer to [Ki06, Definition
2.2] for a definition of normal subgroupoids. The following lemma collects basic facts
on normal subgroupoids:

Lemma 3.1. [Ki06, Lemmas 2.13 and 2.16] The following assertions hold:

(i) Let T be a countable group, N a normal subgroup of T and T ~ (X, u) a p.m.p. action.
Then N x X < T x X

(ii) Let G be a discrete measured groupoid on (X, w), N a subgroupoid of G with N <1 G, and
A a non-negligible subset of X. Then N|p <1 G|a.

3.2. Preliminary results on subgroupoids. First we summarize some results from [Ki05,
Ki06] regarding groupoids associated with p.m.p. actions of mapping class groups. Af-
terwards we show a few consequences which will be used in the sequel.

Throughout this subsection, we fix the following notation: Let S = Sy be a surface
with 3g+k—4 > 0. Let " be an infinite subgroup of Mod(S;3) and I' ~ (X, u) a p.m.p.
action. We set § = T" x X and define p: § — T as the projection. For a set V on which
I"acts (e.g., V(S), Z(S) and W(S)) and for v € V, we denote by T, the stabilizer of vin I'
and set §, =T\, x X. For o € £(§) and Q € W(S), we define homomorphisms pg, pg by

o =050p: G5 — [ [PMod(R) and pg = 6q o p: Go — PMod(Q),
R

where R runs through all components of S;. Let Y be a non-negligible subset of X and
§ a nowhere finite subgroupoid of Gly.

Definition 3.2. With the above notation,
(i) we say that 8 is reducible if there exists an (8, p)-invariant map from Y into Z(S).
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(ii) For @ € V(S) and a measurable subset A of Y, we say that the pair (o, A) is (8, p)-
invariant if there exists a partition A = | | A, into countably many measurable
subsets such that for any n, the constant map from A, into V(S) whose value is
« is (8, p)-invariant.

(iii) Suppose that (c, A) is a (8, p)-invariant pair. We say that (x, A) is purely (8, p)-
invariant if for any $ € V(S) with I(«, 3) # 0 and for any non-negligible subset
B of A, the pair (3, B) is not (8, p)-invariant.

Remark 3.3. In [Ki06], reducible subgroupoids are defined in a different way. We show
that the two definitions are equivalent. Let PMJ denote the Thurston boundary for S
and MIN denote the subset of PMJ consisting of minimal measured foliations. The
group Mod(S) naturally acts on PMJF, and MIN is a subset invariant under this action.
Let M(PMJ) be the space of probability measures on PMF, on which Mod(S) naturally
acts. In [Ki06, Definition 3.2], a subgroupoid 8 of Gly is called reducible if there exists
an (8, p)-invariant map \: Y — M(PMTF) such that for almost every x € Y, the measure
P(x) is supported on the complement of MIN. If such a map 1 exists, then there exists
an (8, p)-invariant map from Y into X(S) ([Ki06, Theorem 3.6]). The converse also holds
because we have the embedding of X(S) into the complement of MIN that is equivariant
under the action of Mod(S) ([FLP79, Remarque in Exposé 4, §II]).

Theorem 3.4. [Ki06, Theorem 3.6] Suppose that & is reducible. Then, there exists a unique
(8, p)-invariant map @: Y — X(S) satisfying the following conditions (1) and (2):

(1) Forany o € £(S) with @' (o) non-negligible and for any « € o, the pair (o, o' (0))
is purely (8, p)-invariant.
(2) If (x, A) is a purely (8, p)-invariant pair, then o« € @(x) for almost every x € A.

Following terminology for reducible subgroups, we call this (8, p)-invariant map ¢
the canonical reduction system (CRS) of 8. For any non-negligible subset A of Y, the CRS
of 8| is the restriction of ¢ to A.

Lemma 3.5. Let N be a nowhere finite subgroupoid of 8 with N <1 8. Then, the following
assertions hold:

(i) If N is amenable and 8 is nowhere amenable, then 8 is reducible.
(ii) If N is reducible, then the CRS of N is (8, p)-invariant. In particular, 8 is reducible.
(iii) In assertion (ii), let @,\p: Y — X(S) denote the CRS’s of N and 8, respectively. Then
@(x) C P(x) for almost every x € Y.

Proof. Assertion (ii) is [Ki06, Theorem 3.6 (iii)]. Assertion (i) follows from assertion (ii)
and [Ki06, Proposition 4.1]. Assertion (iii) holds because if a pair («, A) is purely (N, p)-
invariant and is (8, p)-invariant, then it is purely (8, p)-invariant by definition. O

The set W(S) was introduced in Subsection 2.1. We define Q)(S) as the set of finite
subsets F of W(S) (including the empty set) such that any two distinct elements of F have
disjoint representatives in S. For o € X(S), let ws; € Q(S) denote the set of components
of S. For a surface Q = Sy v with 3g’ 4+ k’ —4 > 0, we define 9,C(Q) as the quotient
space of 0C(Q) x 0C(Q) obtained by identifying any its point (x,y) with (y, x).
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Theorem 3.6. [Ki06, Theorems 3.13 and 3.15] Suppose that 8 is reducible and denote by
@:Y — X(S) the CRS of 8. Then, there exist unique (8, p)-invariant maps @, @ia, @in: Y —
Q(S) satisfying the following conditions (1)—(4):

(1) For almost every x € Y, the equation @¢(x) U @ia(x) U @in(x) = W) holds, the sets
©1(x), @ia(x) and @iy (x) are mutually disjoint, and any element of w () that is a pair
of pants belongs to @(x).

(2) Pick F € Q(S) with (p;1 (F) non-negligible and pick Q € F. Then, for any x € V(Q),
the pair («, (ptq (F)) is (8, p)-invariant.

(3) Pick F € Q(S) with @] (F) non-negligible and pick Q € F. Then, for any non-
negligible subset A of Y, there exists no (8, pq)-invariant map from A into £(Q), and
there exists an (8, pq)-invariant map from 'Y into 9,C(Q).

(4) Pick F € Q(S) with ¢, (F) non-negligible and pick Q € F. Then, for any non-
negligible subset A of Y, there exists no (8, pq)-invariant map from A into L(Q) U
0,€(Q).

Following terminology for reducible subgroups again, we call the maps @, @i, and
@in in Theorem 3.6 the T, IA and IN systems of 8, respectively. For any non-negligible
subset A of Y, the T, IA and IN systems of §|a are the restrictions of @, @iq and @i to
A, respectively. We often reduce our argument to the case where the CRS of § and all of
these three maps are constant on Y. In this case, we call elements of the constant values
of @y, @iq and @i the T, IA and IN components of §, respectively.

Remark 3.7. Suppose that 8 is reducible and that all of the CRS and the T, IA and IN
systems of § are constant. Let Q be a T component of §. By Lemma 2.2 and condition
(2) in Theorem 3.6, there exists a partition Y = | |, Y, into countably many measurable
subsets such that for any n, the image pq(8ly, ) consists of only the neutral element.

Theorem 3.8. [Ki06, Theorem 3.15 and Lemma 3.16] Suppose that 8 is reducible and all of
the CRS and the T, IA and IN systems of § are constant. Let Q be an IA component of 8. Then,
the following assertions hold:
(i) There exists a unique (8, pq)-invariant map \po: Y — 02C(Q) satisfying the follow-
ing maximality: For any non-negligible subset A of Y and any (8, pq)-invariant map
P: A — 02C(Q), the inclusion \p(x) C Po(x) holds for almost every x € A, where
each point of 9,C(Q) is naturally regarded as a non-empty subset of 0C(Q) consisting
of at most two points.
(ii) Let M be a subgroupoid of Gly with § <t M. Note that M is reducible by Lemma 3.5 (ii).
Suppose that all of the CRS and the T, IA and IN systems of M are constant. Then, the
map o in assertion (i) is (M, pq)-invariant, and Q is an 1A component of M.

Based on these general results from [Ki06] on reducible subgroupoids, in the rest of
this section, we prove several lemmas for later use.

Lemma 3.9. Suppose that § is reducible and amenable. Let @in: Y — Q(S) be the IN system
of 8. Then @in(x) = 0 for almost every x €Y.

Proof. We may assume that all of the CRS and the T, IA and IN systems of 8 are constant.
Let 0 € X(S) be the value of the CRS of 8. Let Q be a component of S; and PMJ denote
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the Thurston boundary for Q. As stated in [Ki06, Theorem 3.15 (iii)], if Q were IN for
§, then there would exist no (8, pg)-invariant map from Y into the space of probability
measures on PMJ. By amenability of §, there however exists such a map because PMJ
is compact. It follows that Q is not an IN component of 8. O

The following lemma is an immediate consequence of [Ki06, Proposition 3.17]:

Lemma 3.10. Suppose that 8 is reducible and nowhere amenable. Let @in: Y — Q(S) be the
IN system of 8. Then @in(x) # 0 for almost every x € Y.

Lemma 3.11. Suppose that T is reducible and denote by o € L(S) the CRS of T'. Then, all of
the CRS and the T, IA and IN systems of G = ' x X are constant, and their values are equal to
those of T', respectively.

Proof. We suppose that all of the CRS and the T, IA and IN systems of Gy are constant,
and show the conclusion of the lemma holds for G|y. This is enough for the lemma. The
assertion on the CRS is [Ki06, Lemma 3.8]. Let Q be a component of Si. If Q is T for T,
then either Q is a pair of pants or any element of V(Q) is fixed by any element of 0¢(T').
In the latter case, for any o € V(Q), the pair (e, Y) is (G, pg)-invariant. The component
Q is therefore T for Gly.

Suppose that Q is IA for I'. There exists a g € T" such that 6g(g) is pseudo-Anosov
and generates a finite index subgroup of 6q(I'). Since any non-zero power of 8q(g)
fixes no element of V(Q), the component Q is not T for G|y. Since any non-zero power
of 0 (g) fixes exactly two points of 9C(Q), the component Q is IA for Gly.

Suppose that Q is IN for I'. There exist g1,g> € T such that 8g(g7) and 0¢(gz) are
independent pseudo-Anosov elements. Let {Ff[} and {Ff} denote the fixed point sets of
0q(g1) and 0g(g2) in 9C(Q), respectively. As in the previous paragraph, Q is not T for
Sly. If Q were IA for Sly, then there would exist a (G, pg)-invariant map \: Y — 0,€(Q).
Fori = 1,2, we set I} = (gi) and set §; = (I} x X)|y. By the assertion proved in the
previous paragraph, Q is IA for both §; and G;. Fori = 1,2, let ¥;: Y — 0,C(Q) be
the (G, pg)-invariant map satisfying the maximality in Theorem 3.8 (i). This map is
constant, and its value is {Fii} because that constant map is (G, pg)-invariant. On the
other hand, 1 is (Gi, pg)-invariant, and the maximality of {»; implies that the inclusion
P(x) C Pi(x) holds for almost every x € Y. This contradicts independence between
0q(g1) and 0g(g2). We have shown that Q is not IA for Gly, and Q is therefore IN for
Sly. U

Lemma 3.12. Let N be a nowhere finite subgroupoid of 8 with N <1 8. Suppose that § is
reducible and that all of the CRS’s and the T, IA and IN systems of § and N are constant. Let Q
be an IN component of 8. Then, either there exists a T component R of N with Q C Ror Q is
an IN component of N.

Proof. Let o, T € Z(S) be the values of the CRS’s of 8§ and N, respectively. Since N < 8,
we have T C 0 by Lemma 3.5 (iii). We thus have the component R of S; with Q C R. If R
is T for N, then the lemma follows. Suppose that Risnot T for N. For any « € o, the pair
(«,Y) is (N, p)-invariant, and thus o is not a curve in R. The equation Q = R follows. If
Q were IA for N, then by Theorem 3.8 (ii), the assumption N <1 § would imply that Q
is IA for 8. This is a contradiction. It follows that Q is IN for N. O
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Lemma 3.13. Let « € V(S) be a non-separating curve in S. Suppose that Dy NT is trivial. Let
N be a nowhere finite subgroupoid of 8 with N <1 8. Suppose that § is reducible and that all of
the CRS’s and the T, IA and IN systems of 8 and N are constant. Then, the following conditions
(1) and (2) are equivalent:

(1) The value of the CRS of 8 is {«}, and the component S is IN for 8.
(2) The value of the CRS of N is {oc}, and the component Sy is IN for N.

Proof. We first assume condition (1). By Lemma 3.5 (iii), the value of the CRS of N is
{a}. By Lemma 3.12, the component Sy is either T for N or IN for N. If S, were T for N,
then there exists a non-negligible subset A of Y such that p(N|4) C ker8s, < D4. Since
D, N T is assumed to be trivial, N|a is trivial. This contradicts that N is nowhere finite.
We have shown that S, is IN for N, and condition (2) follows.

We next assume condition (2). Let 0 € Z(S) be the value of the CRS of §. By Lemma
3.5 (iii), o contains «. Pick 3 € 0. The pair (f3,Y) is (N, p)-invariant because N < §. We
have 3 = o« because Sy is IN for N. We therefore have o = {«}. The component S is IN
for 8 because it is IN for N. Condition (1) follows. O

Lemma 3.14. Pick « € V;(S). We suppose the following conditions (a)—(c):

(@) The CRS of Ty is {«}.

(b) One component of Sy is IN for T, and another component of S is either T or IN for T'y.

(c) Ifthereis a T component of Ty, denoted by Q, then for any R € W(Q), the group Or(TR)
is trivial.

Let £, My, My and Ny be subgroupoids of Gy such that M is nowhere amenable, Ny is amenable
and nowhere finite, and we have Guly < £, N1 < My, My < My and My < L. Then G4ly = £.

Proof. By Lemma 3.5 (i) and (ii), all of £, My, M, and N are reducible. We will show
that the CRS of £ is constant and its value contains «. This implies £ < G4ly, and the
lemma follows. We may therefore assume that all of the CRS’s and the T, IA and IN
systems of £, My, M, and N are constant. Let o,07,02, 71 € Z(S) denote the values
of the CRS’s of £, M;, M, and Nj, respectively. We set M = G4ly. The CRS and the T,
IA and IN systems of M are constant, and their values are the same as those of 'y by
Lemma 3.11.

We show that o contains x. Assuming to the contrary that o does not contain «, we
deduce a contradiction. Pick 3 € o. The pair ($,Y) is purely (£, p)-invariant, and is
(M, p)-invariant because M < £. We have I(«x, 3) = 0 because («, Y) is purely (M, p)-
invariant. The curve « is separating in S, and S, therefore consists of exactly two com-
ponents. The curve 3 does not lie in any IN component of Iy because (3,Y) is (M, p)-
invariant. By condition (b), one component of S is IN for 'y, another component of S,
denoted by Q, is T for I'y, and we have 3 € V(Q). Since f3 is an arbitrary element of o,
we have 0 € Z(Q).

By condition (c), any component of S; contained in Q is T for £. Let R denote the
component of S; containing the IN component of I'y. This R is the unique IN component
of £, and we have « € V(R).

By Lemma 3.12, the inclusion M, <1 £ implies that either there exists a T component
of M; containing R or R is an IN component of M,. If the former were true, then by



SUPERRIGIDITY RESULTS FOR ACTIONS BY SURFACE BRAID GROUPS 15

condition (c), any other component of S, would also be T for M,. By Lemma 3.10, this
contradicts that M, is nowhere amenable. It follows that R is an IN component of M.

By Lemma 3.5 (iii), the inclusion M, <1 My implies 0, C o7. No curve in o7 lies in R
because R is IN for M. It follows that o7 € Z(Q) and that R is a component of S, and
is IN for M; because it is IN for M.

The inclusion N7 < M; implies 71 C o7 and 11 € £(Q). By Lemma 3.12, either there
exists a T component of Ny containing R or R is an IN component of Ny. The latter
does not hold because N7 is amenable. By condition (c), the former implies that any
component of S¢, is T for N7. By condition (c) again, 8¢ (I'y) is trivial, and D, N T is
therefore trivial. There exists a non-negligible subset A of Y such that p(Ny|a) consists
of only the neutral element. This contradicts that N7 is nowhere finite. O

The following lemma for a BP is an analogue of Lemma 3.14.

Lemma 3.15. Pick b € Vi, (S). We suppose the following conditions (a)—(c):
(a) The CRS of Ty, is b, and Dg N T is trivial for any € b.
(b) One component of Sy, is IN for Ty, and another component of Sy, is either T or IN for Ty,
(c) Ifthereisa T component of Ty, denoted by Q, then for any R € W(Q), the group Og(Tr)
is trivial.
Let £, My, My and Ny be subgroupoids of Gly such that M is nowhere amenable, Ny is amenable
and nowhere finite, and we have Sply < £, N1 < My, Mz < My and My < L. Then Gply = £.

Proof. By Lemma 3.5 (i) and (ii), all of £, My, M; and N; are reducible. We will show
that the CRS of £ is constant and its value contains b. This implies £ < Gply, and the
lemma follows. We may therefore assume that all of the CRS’s and the T, IA and IN
systems of £, My, M, and N are constant. Let o,07,02, 71 € Z(S) denote the values
of the CRS’s of £, M;, M, and Nj, respectively. We set M = Gy|y. The CRS and the T,
IA and IN systems of M are constant, and their values are the same as those of I}, by
Lemma 3.11.

We show that o contains b. Assuming to the contrary that o does not contain b, we
deduce a contradiction. Suppose that o consists of a single curve of b, denoted by «. By
the latter condition in condition (a), we can apply Lemma 3.13. Applying it three times,
we see that all of 0, 01, 02 and 17 are equal to {«}, and the component S, is IN for any of
L, My, M; and Nj. By Lemma 3.9, this contradicts that N; is amenable. It follows that
o \ b is non-empty.

As in the second paragraph of the proof of Lemma 3.14, picking 3 € o\ b, we can
show that 3 does not lie in any IN component of I, one component of Sy, is IN for T3,
another component of Sy, denoted by Q, is T for I, and we have 3 € V(Q). We thus
have o\ b € Z(Q).

By condition (c), any component of S; contained in Q is T for £. Let R denote the
component of S; containing the IN component of I,. This R is the unique IN component
of £, and at least one curve of b belongs to V(R).

As in the fourth and fifth paragraphs of the proof of Lemma 3.14, we can show that R
is IN for M; and M and that 0, C o7and o7\b € £(Q). Atleast one curve of b does not
belong to 07. The inclusion N7 < My implies Ty C 07 and 71\ b € Z(Q)U{0}. By Lemma
3.12, either there exists a T component of Ny containing R or R is an IN component of
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N7. The latter does not hold because N7 is amenable. The former therefore holds. By
condition (c), any component of S, is T for Nj.

We claim that D, N T is trivial. Condition (c) implies that 6q(Ty) is trivial. We have
D, NT'< T}, < ker 0q. If Ty contains no curve of b, then we have t; € £(Q), and D, NT
is trivial. Otherwise, denoting by v the curve of b N o7, we have D, NI < D,,. By the
latter condition of condition (a), D, NI is trivial. The claim was proved.

By the claim, ker 0, NT is trivial. Since any component of S, is T for Ny, there exists
a non-negligible subset A of Y such that p(N1|a) consists of only the neutral element.
This contradicts that N7 is nowhere finite. O

Lemma 3.16. Pick o € Z(S). Suppose that the CRS of Ty is o and that any component of Sy
is either T or IN for Ty. We set T, = Do N T and T = Ty x X. Let N be an amenable and
nowhere finite subgroupoid of Gely with N <1 Gsly. Then, there exists a partition Y = | |, Yn
into countably many measurable subsets such that Ny, < Tly, for any n.

Proof. We may assume that all of the CRS and the T, IA and IN systems of N are constant.
Let T € X(S) denote the value of the CRS of N. By Lemma 3.5 (iii), we have T C o. If
there were an IA component of N, then it would be also IA for G|y by Theorem 3.8
(ii). By Lemma 3.11, this contradicts that I'; has no IA component. It follows that N
has only T components and that there exists a partition Y = | |, Y;, into countably many
measurable subsets such that p(Nly, ) C ker 8, for any n. The lemma was proved. O

Lemma 3.17. Suppose that T is a subgroup of Mod (S; 3) with I' <« PMod(S). Let M and N be
subgroupoids of Sly such that N is amenable and nowhere finite, M is nowhere amenable, and
N < M. Note that M and N are reducible by Lemma 3.5 (i). Suppose that all of the CRS’s and
the T, IA and IN systems of M and N are constant and that there exists an IA component of N.
Let o € X(S) denote the value of the CRS of M. Then, the following assertions hold:

(i) There exist subgroupoids My, My and Ny of Gly such that Ny is amenable and nowhere
finite, M, is nowhere amenable, and we have N1 <0 My, My < My and My < G.
(ii) For any non-negligible subset A of Y, we have M|a # Gola.

Proof. By assumption, we have an IA component of N, denoted by Q. By Theorem 3.8
(ii), Q is also IA for M and in particular is a component of S;. By Lemma 3.10, there
exists an IN component R of M. By Lemma 3.12, R is contained in a T component of
N and in particular is distinct from Q. The groups 0q(I';) and 0r(I;) are non-trivial
because Q and R are not T for M. By Lemma 2.5, there exist subgroups M;, M; and N;
of I such that N is infinite and amenable, M, is non-amenable, and we have N7 <1 M;,
M; < Mjand M; < T. Setting N1 = (N7 x X)|y, My = (M x X)|ly and M, = (M x X)ly,
we obtain assertion (i).

We prove assertion (ii). The group 0¢(I';) is a normal subgroup of some finite index
subgroup of PMod(Q) because I' <« Mod(S;3). As is already shown, the group 0¢ ()
is non-trivial and therefore a non-elementary subgroup of PMod(Q) by Theorems 2.1
and 2.3. The component Q is IN for I'; and also IN for §; by Lemma 3.11. Assertion (ii)
follows because Q is IA for M. O
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4. TAUTNESS OF SURFACE BRAID GROUPS

Two important ingredients in establishing OE rigidity results of surface braid groups
are the measure equivalence coupling and the tautness of a group.

Definition 4.1. [Gr93, 0.5.E] Let I and A be countable groups. A (I; A)-coupling is a
standard measure space endowed with a o-finite measure, (X, m), on which I" x A acts,
preserving m, so that there exist measurable subsets X, Y C X with m(X) < oo, m(Y) <
oo, and

=] v, ey =] ](eNX

yer AEA

The subsets X, Y are called fundamental domains of the actions {e} x A ~ Zand T" x {e} ~
Iz, respectively. A (I;T')-coupling is called a self-coupling of T.

Two countable groups I', A are called measure equivalent (ME) if there exists a (I, A)-
coupling.

ME defines an equivalence relation between countable groups ([Fu99a, Section 2]).
We refer the reader to [Fu99b] for the relationships between ME and OE.

Tautness was introduced in [BFS10, Ki09b] to study ME and OE rigidity aspects of a
group from a general standpoint. While in [Ki09b], this property was named differently,
the term “taut" was coined in [BFS10].

Definition 4.2. Let G be a countable group together with I" a subgroup. We say that I’
is taut relative to G if the following conditions hold simultaneously:

(1) For any self-coupling (X, m) of T', there exists a (I" x I')-equivariant measurable
map from X into G, where I' x I" acts on G by the formula

(v1,v2)g =v19Y;' foryi,y2 €Tandg € G;

(2) The Dirac measure on the neutral element is the only probability measure on G
invariant under conjugation by T".

Notice that the condition (2) implies the uniqueness of the equivariant map from
the condition (1) ([Fu99a, Proposition 4.4], [Ki06, Lemma 5.7], [Ki09b, Lemma 3.4] and
[BFS10, Section A.4]).

Let S = Sy« be a surface and denote by S the closed surface obtained by attaching
a disk to each component of 9S. We have the homomorphism t: PMod(S) — Mod(S)
induced by the inclusion of S into S and denote by P(S) = kert. If g > 2 and k > 2,
then P(S) is naturally isomorphic to the pure braid group of k strands on S (see [CKP14,

Subsection 3.3] and references therein). The aim of this section is to prove the following:

Theorem 4.3. Let S = Sy be a surface with g > 2 and k > 2. Then P(S) is taut relative to
Mod*(S).

The proof of this theorem will be postponed until Subsection 4.3 below and will fol-
low in spirit the methods developed in [Ki06], where it is shown that Mod*(S) is taut
relative to Mod™(S) for a non-exceptional surface S.
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Ficure 2. The curve « is an HBC, {f31, 32} is a non-separating HBP, and
{v1,7v2} is a separating HBP.

4.1. Complexes for surface braid groups. A holed sphere is a surface of genus 0 with
non-empty boundary. Let S = Sg i be a surface. A curve « in S is called a hole-bounding
curve (HBC) in S if « is separating in S and cuts off a holed sphere from S. A pair {$3, v}
of curves in S is called a hole-bounding pair (HBP) in S if the following are satisfied:

¢ (3 and 7y are disjoint and non-isotopic;

e either 3 and y are non-separating in S or 3 and y are separating in S and are not

an HBC in S; and
e S\ (B Uvy)is not connected and has a component of genus zero.

An HBP in S is called non-separating in S if both its curves are non-separating in S.
Otherwise it is called separating in S (see Figure 2). If g = 0, then any curve in S is an
HBC. If g = 1, then there is no separating HBP in S.

The following simplicial complex CP(S) was introduced in [KY10a], inspired by the
work of Irmak-Ivanov-McCarthy [[IM03], to compute virtual automorphisms of P(S).

Complexes CP(S) and CP,,(S). Let V,(S) denote the subset of V(S) consisting of isotopy
classes of HBCs in S. Let V,,(S) denote the subset of Z(S) consisting of isotopy classes
of HBPs in S. We define CP(S) as the abstract simplicial complex such that the set of
vertices is the disjoint union V,(S) U V;,(S), and a non-empty finite subset o of V. (S) U
V;(S) is a simplex of CP(S) if and only if I(u,v) = 0 for any u,v € o.

Let Vi, (S) denote the subset of V},(S) consisting of isotopy classes of non-separating
HBPs in S. We define CP,,(S) as the full subcomplex spanned by V¢(S) U Vi, (S).

Let X and Y be any of CP(S) and CP,(S). Let V(X) and V(Y) denote the sets of vertices
of X and Y, respectively. Note that a map ¢: V(X) — V(Y) defines a simplicial map
from X into Y if and only if I(d(a), (b)) = 0 for any a,b € V(X) with I(a,b) = 0. A
superinjective map ¢: X — Y is a simplicial map ¢: X — Y satisfying I(d(a), (b)) #
0, for any a,b € V(X) with I(a,b) # 0. One can show that any superinjective map
from X into Y is injective, proceeding as in the proof of [Ir04, Lemma 3.1], where any
superinjective map from C(S) into itself is shown to be injective.

The following theorem will be essential to show tautness of P(S):

Theorem 4.4. [KY10b, Corollary 8.15] Let S = Sy be a surface with g > 2 and k > 2.
Then any superinjective map ¢: CPn(S) — CP(S) is induced by an element of Mod™(S); that
is, there exists an h € Mod*(S) such that $(v) = hv for any vertex v of CPy(S). Moreover,
such an h is unique.
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The uniqueness of h in the theorem follows by a similar argument as in [KY10a,
Lemma 2.2 (i)] and is based on the fact that Mod*(S) acts faithfully on CP,(S).

For « € V(S), let T4 denote the subgroup of PMod(S) generated by the Dehn twist
ty about . For any BP b = {f3,v} € Vpp(S), we denote by Ty, the subgroup of PMod(S)
generated by tﬁt;]. If x € Vc(S)and b € V,(S), then Ty and Ty, are subgroups of P(S).
The family of all groups Ty and T, with « € V,(S) and b € V,(S) generates P(S) ([Bi74,
Section 4.1]). The following result will also be used to show tautness of P(S):

Lemma 4.5. [KY10a, Lemma 2.3] Let S = Sy be a surface with g > 1 and k > 0. Pick
o € Z(S). Then, the group D, N P(S) is generated by all Ty and Ty, with « an HBC in o and b
an HBP of two curves in o.

4.2. Geometric subgroupoids. Throughout this subsection, we fix the following nota-
tion: Let S = Sy be a surface with g > 2and k > 2 and denote by I' = P(S)NMod(S; 3).
LetT" ~ (X, u) beap.m.p. action. Consider § = I'x X and denote by p: § — T the canon-
ical projection. For a set V on which I'acts (e.g., V(S) and £(S)) and for v € V, we denote
by T, the stabilizer of vin I and denote by G, = I, x X. Forv € V¢(S)UV,(S), we denote
by 7, = (T, NT) x X.

The aim of the following sequence of Lemmas 4.6—4.8 is to provide a more algebraic
description of the subgroupoid G,, where v € V(S) U V,,(S). Moreover, these lemmas
along with Lemma 3.17 will be essential for the next subsection.

Lemma 4.6. Let Y be a non-negligible subset of X, M a nowhere amenable subgroupoid of SGly,
and N an amenable and nowhere finite subgroupoid of Gly with N <1 M. We suppose that the
following condition (x) holds:

(x) If My and Ny are subgroupoids of Gly such that Ny is amenable and nowhere finite and
we have M < My and N7 < My, then M = Mj.

Then, there exists a partition Y = | |, Yn into countably many measurable subsets such that for
any n, one of the following cases (1) and (2) occurs:

(1) There exists an element v € V¢(S) U V,(S) with Mly, = Glv,,.

(2) All of the CRS’s and the T, IA and IN systems of Mly, and Nly, are constant, and letting
o € X(S) denote the value of the CRS of Mly,,, we have the following: No curve in o is an
HBC in S, no pair of two curves in o is an HBP in S, and there exists an IA component

OfN|Yn-

Proof. By Lemma 3.5 (i), M and N are reducible. Restricting M to a non-negligible subset
of Y, we may assume that all of the CRS’s and the T, IA and IN systems of M and N are
constant. Let o € X(S) be the value of the CRS of M.

If o contains an HBC « in S, then Ty < G4 and M < G4ly. By condition (x), we have
M = Guly which gives case (1). If o contains two curves forming an HBP b in S, then
similarly we have M = G|y which again gives case (1).

Suppose that no curve of o is an HBC in S and no pair of two curves of o is an HBP in
S. Let T € X(S) be the value of the CRS of N. Since N <« M, the inclusion T C o holds by
Lemma 3.5 (iii). No curve of T is an HBC in S, and no pair of two curves of T is an HBP
in S. By Lemma 4.5, ker 0. NT is trivial. If there were no IA component of N, then every
component of S; would be T for N by Lemma 3.9, and N would therefore be finite. This
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is a contradiction. It follows that there exists an IA component of N and hence case (2)
holds. O

Lemma 4.7. Pick o« € V,(S). Let Y be a non-negligible subset of X and set M = SGuly. Then,
the following assertions hold:

(i) The group Ty is non-amenable, and M is therefore nowhere amenable.
(if) The groupoid M fulfills condition (x) in Lemma 4.6.

(iii) Let £, My, M, and Ny be subgroupoids of S|y such that M, is nowhere amenable, N1 is
amenable and nowhere finite, and we have M < £, N1 < My, My < My and M, < L.
Then M = L.

(iv) If N is an amenable and nowhere finite subgroupoid of M with N <1 M, then there exists
a partition Y = ||, Yn into countably many measurable subsets such that Ny, < Taly,,
for any n.

Proof. First we check that conditions (a)—(c) in Lemma 3.14 hold. The HBC « divides S
into a component of genus 0 and a component of genus g, denoted by Q and R, respec-
tively. If Q is a pair of pants, then R contains a non-separating HBP in S, and 0y (I,) is
therefore non-elementary. If Q is not a pair of pants, then Q contains an HBC in S, and
R contains a non-separating HBP in S. Since both 0 (I'y) and Og(I'y) are non-elementary
then the conditions (a)—(c) in Lemma 3.14 follow.

Assertion (i) holds because there exists an IN component of I',. We prove assertion
(ii). To check condition () in Lemma 4.6, let M and Nj be subgroupoids of G|y such
that N7 is an amenable and nowhere finite and we have M < M; and N7 < M;. Putting
L = My = M; and applying Lemma 3.14, we obtain M = Mj and hence assertion
(ii) follows. Finally, assertion (iii) follows directly from Lemma 3.14. and assertion (iv)
follows from Lemma 3.16. O

Lemma 4.8. Pick b € V. (S). Let Y be a non-negligible subset of X and set M = Gy|y. Then,
the following assertions hold:

(i) The group Ty, is non-amenable, and hence M is nowhere amenable.
(ii) The groupoid M fulfills condition () in Lemma 4.6.
(iii) Let £, My, M, and Ny be subgroupoids of S|y such that M, is nowhere amenable, N1 is
amenable and nowhere finite, and we have M < £, N1 < My, My < My and M, < L.
Then M = L.

Proof. First we check that conditions (a)—(c) in Lemma 3.15 hold. Let S denote the closed
surface obtained by filling a disk to each component of 0S. For any 3 € b, the group
Dg N T is trivial because B is also essential in S through the inclusion of S into S.

The HBP b divides S into a component of genus 0 and a component of genus g — 1,
denoted by Q and R, respectively. If Q is a pair of pants, then R contains a component
of 0S and contains a curve in S forming an HBP in S together with a curve of b. Thus
we have that 0 (I}, ) is non-elementary and hence the conditions (a)—(c) in Lemma 3.15
follow.

Suppose that Q is not a pair of pants. There is an HBC in S which belongs to V(Q),
and 0q(Iy,) is thus non-elementary. If R contains a component of 9S, then R contains a
curve in S forming an HBP in S together with a curve of b, and 0x(I},) is non-elementary.
Conditions (a)—(c) in Lemma 3.15 follow.
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Suppose that R contains no component of 9S. The set V(R) is injectively embedded
into V(S) through the inclusion of S into S. For any Ry € W(R), the set V(R;) is also

injectively embedded into V(S), and the group O, (I, ) acts on V(R;) trivially because
any element of I' acts on V(S) trivially. By Theorem 2.1 and Lemma 2.2, the group
O, (Tx,) is trivial. Conditions (a)—(c) in Lemma 3.15 follow.

Assertion (i) of the lemma holds because there exists an IN component of I},. Asser-
tions (ii) and (iii) follow from Lemma 3.15, proceeding in a similar manner as in the

proofs of parts (ii) and (iii) of Lemma 4.7 above. a

The non-separability assumption on the HBP b in Lemma 4.8 was necessary because
of the use of Lemma 3.15 in its proof. However, the following lemma holds for any HBP
in S and it follows from Lemma 3.16.

Lemma 4.9. Pick b € V,(S). Let Y be a non-negligible subset of X and set M = Gyly. If N
is an amenable and nowhere finite subgroupoid of M with N <t M, then there exists a partition
Y = ||, Yn into countably many measurable subsets such that Nly, < Tyly,, for any n.

Remark 4.10. For some separating HBP in S, Lemma 4.8 (iii) does not hold. To see this,
letb = {$3, v} be a separating HBP in S such that at least one of the two components of Sy,
of positive genus contains a component of 9S. Let Q1, Q2 and Q3 denote the components
of Sy so that Q1 and Q3 are of positive genus, and Q; contains a component of 9S. We
may assume that 3 is a component of Q1. Then, there exist subgroups L, M, M; and
N; of I" such that M, is non-amenable, N; is infinite and amenable, we have I, < L,
N; < My, M; < My and M; < L, and we have [L : Iy] = oco. In fact, letting R be the
component of Sg containing Q, and Q3 and setting

L:FB, My =ker0g NI, Ny =T,NT' and M; =M,V Ny,
we can check that these groups satisfy the desired properties.

4.3. Proof of tautness. Throughout this subsection, except for the proof of Theorem
4.3, we fix the following notation: Let S = Sg i be a surface with g > 2 and k > 2. We
set ' = P(S) N Mod(S;3). We alsoset V = V. (S) UV, (S) and Vi = V(S) U Vip(S).

LetT' ~ (X,u) and ' ~ (Y,v) be p.m.p. actions, and denote by § = ' x X and
H =T x Y. Suppose that we have non-negligible subsets A C Xand B C YwithlTA =X
and I'B =Y, and have an isomorphism f: §|a — H]g.

As before, for any set L on which I acts and for any element 1 € L, we denote by I}
the stabilizer of 1in I and we set §; = I x X and J; = I x Y. For v € V, we denote by
Ty=(LNTN x Xand U, = (T, NT) x Y.

Lemma 4.11. For any v € Vy, there exist a countable set N, a partition A = | |, cn An into
measurable subsets and wy, € V indexed by n € N with £(G,|a,,) = Hw, l¢(a,,) foranyn € N.

Proof. Fix v € V. By Lemma 4.7 (i) and Lemma 4.8 (i), Gy is nowhere amenable. By
Lemma 4.7 (ii) and Lemma 4.8 (ii), G| satisfies condition (x) in Lemma 4.6, and so
does the image f(9,)[g. We set M = f(G,)[g and N = f(7,)[g. Applying Lemma 4.6 to
N < M, we have a partition B = | | By, into countably many measurable subsets such
that for any n, one of the following cases occurs:

(1) There existsaw € V with Mg, = Hyls,,.
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(2) All of the CRS’s and the T, IA and IN systems of M|, and N|g,, are constant, and
letting 0 € X(S) denote the value of the CRS of M|g, , we have the following: No
curve in o is an HBC in S, no pair of two curves in o is an HBP in S, and there
exists an IA component of NJg, .

The lemma follows if for any n, case (2) never occurs. Assume that there is an n for
which case (2) occurs. By Lemma 3.17, we have subgroupoids £, My, M; and Ny of H|g,,
such that M, is nowhere amenable, N7 is amenable and nowhere finite, and we have
M < L, Ny <My, My < My and M; < £, and for any non-negligible subset C of B;,, we
have M|c # £L|c. The image of £, M;, M, and N7 under f~1 also has the same property.
Applying Lemma 4.7 (iii) and Lemma 4.8 (iii) to the groupoid G|¢-1(5,) = (Mg, )
and the images of £, M;, M; and N7 under =1 we obtain the equation Gyl¢-1(5,) =
£f71(L)| e (B,)- Lhis is a contradiction. O

Lemma 4.12. For any v € V,, there exist a countable set N, a partition A = | | .\ An into
measurable subsets and wy, € V indexed by n € N with f(T,|a,,) = WUs,, l¢(a,) for anyn € N.

Proof. Fixv € Vy. By Lemma 4.11, we have a countable set N, a partition A = | | .n An
into measurable subsets and w;,, € V indexed by n € N with f(G,[a,,) = H, l¢a,) for
any n € N. We have 7, < G, and thus f(Ty[a,) < Hw,l¢a,) for any n. By Lemma
4.7 (iv) and Lemma 4.9, taking a finer partition of A, we may suppose that for any
n, the inclusion f(T,|a,) < Uw,lfa,) holds. Applying Lemma 4.7 (iv) and Lemma
4.9 to (U, )|, we can find a finer partition of A so that for any n, the equation
f((-Tv|An) == uwn|ﬂAn) holds. Il

Note that for any non-negligible subset B; C B and for any w;, w; € V, the equation
Uw, Ip = Uw,|p implies wi = w;. This follows from that for any distinct vi,v, € V, the
intersection T,, NT,, is trivial.

We define a map ¢o: A x Vo — V as follows: Pick v € V. By Lemma 4.12, we have a
partition A = | | A, into measurable subsets and w, € V with f(Ty|a, ) = Uw,l¢(a,,) for
any n. We set @o(x,v) = wy, for x € Ay,. This definition is independent of the choice of
the partition of A because of the assertion in the previous paragraph.

Lemma 4.13. For almost every x € A, the map @o(x,-): Vo — V defines a superinjective map
from CPy(S) into CP(S).

Proof. Pick v1,v; € Vj and a non-negligible subset Z of A such that for any i = 1,2,
we have f(T,,|z) = Uw,l¢z) with some w; € V. Suppose first that I(vi,v;) = 0. The
groupoid (T, |z)V(Ty,|z) isamenable, and so is its image under f, (U, l¢(z))V (Uw, l¢(z))-
If we had I(wy,w2) # 0, then for any sufficiently large n,m € N, t}} and t|j, would
generate a free group of rank 2. This is proved similarly to [Ki06, Lemma 5.3] through
[Iv92, Theorem 4.3]. By [Ki06, Lemma 3.20], (Uw, l¢(z)) V (Uw,l¢(z)) is non-amenable.
This is a contradiction. We therefore have I(wq,w;) = 0. A verbatim argument shows
that if I(wy,wy) = 0, then I(vq,v,) = 0. Thus the statement follows. O

By Theorem 4.4, for almost every x € A, there exists a unique h € Mod™(S) such that
for any v € V,, the equation @¢(x,v) = hv holds. We define ¢(x) € Mod™(S) to be this
h and obtain the map ¢: A — Mod*(S), which is measurable.
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Lemma 4.14. Let : Gla — T denote the composition of the isomorphism f: G|a — H|g with

the projection from 3 onto T. Then, for any y € T and almost every x € ANy ~'A, we have
n(v,x) = e(yx)ye(x) .

Proof. We proceed in a similar manner as in the proof of [Ki06, Lemma 5.5]. Picky € T

and v € V;. It suffices to show that the equation

Ny, x)e(x)v = @(yx)yv

holds, for almost every x € ANy~'A. Consider a non-negligible subset Z C A satisfying
the following: yZ C A; there exists 6 € ' with n(y,x) = 0 for any x € Z; the map ¢ is
constant on Z and on yZ and denote by s, t € Mod*(S) its constant values, respectively;
and we have f(Ty|z) = Usylgz) and f(Tyvlyz) = Uiyvliyz).- The set AN v~ 1A is covered
by countably many such subsets as Z.

For h € T, let Adh be the inner automorphism of § defined by

Adh(1,x) = (h, x)(L,x)(h,x)~" = (hth™", hx) for (I,x) € G.

For any o € V(S) and h € Mod*(S), the equation ht,h™! = tf, holds, where ¢ = 1 if
h € Mod(S), and ¢ = —1 otherwise ([Iv02, Lemma 4.1.C]). It follows that Ady(T,|z) =
Tywlyz. Applying f to this equation, we get that AdS(Usyl¢z)) = Uiyvliyz). The left
hand side equals Ussls¢(z). Hence dsv = tyv holds which in turn gives the desired
equation. O

Proof of Theorem 4.3. The proof uses the connection between ME couplings and stable
orbit equivalence, revealed in [Fu99b]. Our aim is to show that P(S) is taut relative
to Mod™*(S). We check conditions (1) and (2) in Definition 4.2. Condition (2) follows
from Lemma 2.4. To check condition (1), let (X, m) be a self-coupling of P(S). We set
I'=P(S) "Mod(S;3). The space (£, m) is also a self-coupling of I'. To distinguish two
I"s, we put A = I'and regard (£, m) as a (I, A)-coupling. Pick measurable fundamental
domains X,Y C X for the actions {e} x A ~ Zand ' x {e} ~ I, respectively. Let
n: ' x X — A be the cocycle defined so that (y,n(y,x))x € Xfory € I'and x € X. The
map (v,x) — (v,n(y,x))x defines the natural action of I' on X, which is p.m.p. with
respect to the restriction of m to X. To distinguish this action from the original action
of I' x {e} on Z, we denote (y,n(y,x))x by v - x, using a dot. We also have the natural
p-m.p.actionof AonY. Weset § =T x Xand H = A x Y.

By [Ki09a, Lemma 2.27], we can choose X and Y so that, putting Z = X NY, we
haveI'- Z = Xand A - Z =Y. By [Ki09a, Proposition 2.29], we have the isomorphism
f: G|z — |z defined by f(y,x) = (n(y,x),x) for (y,x) € G|z. By Lemma 4.14, there
exists a measurable map ¢: Z — Mod*(S) satisfying the equation

(4.1) n(v,x) = (yx)ye(x)”"  for almost every (y,x) € §lz.
We define a map ®@: T — Mod*(S) by
O((v,A\)x) =ve(x)"'A7" foryel,Ae Aand x € Z.

Using the same arguments as in the proofs of [Ki06, Theorem 5.6] and [Ki09b, Theorem
4.4], the formula (4.1) above shows that @ is well-defined. By definition, the map @ is
(I' x A)-equivariant.
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The group I' = A is a finite index subgroup of P(S). As " = A is a normal subgroup
of the finite index subgroup Mod(S;3) of Mod(S), by Lemma 2.4, the Dirac measure
on the neutral element is the only probability measure on Mod*(S) invariant under
conjugation by I' = A. By these two facts, [Ki06, Lemma 5.8] is applicable to @, and
it implies that @ is (P(S) x P(S))-equivariant. Hence, condition (1) in Definition 4.2
holds. O

5. TAUTNESS OF THE TORELLI GROUP AND THE JOHNSON KERNEL

Let S = Sy be a surface. As in Subsection 4.1 above, for « € V(S), let t, € PMod(S)
denote the Dehn twist about o and T, denote the group generated by t,. For a BP
b ={B,v}in §, let T, denote the group generated by tgt, 1. We define the Torelli group
J(S) as the group generated by all Ty and T, with & € V(S) and b € V4, (S). We define
the Johnson kernel X(S) as the group generated by all Ty with o« € V(S). We refer to
[FM11, Chapter 6] for background of these groups. The main result of this section is
the following;:

Theorem 5.1. Let S = Sy be a surface. Then, the following assertions hold:
(i) Ifeitherg =1andk > 3; g =2and k > 1;0r g > 3 and k > 0, then J(S) is taut
relative to Mod* (S).
(ii) If either g =Tand k > 3; g =2and k > 2; 0or g > 3 and k > O, then K(S) is taut
relative to Mod™ (S).

The proof of this theorem follows the same outline as the proof of Theorem 4.3 above
and therefore many details will be omitted. We will only state several keys lemmas in
Subsections 5.2 and 5.3 which, in the same spirit as in the previous sections, provide an
algebraic description of various geometric subgroupoids.

Remark 5.2. We briefly discuss the cases not covered by Theorem 5.1. Suppose g = 0.
We have V(S) = V,(S) = V(S) and P(S) = K(S) = J(S) = PMod(S). If k > 5, then by
[Ki06, Corollary 5.9] PMod(S) is taut with respect to Mod*(S). If k = 4, then PMod(S)
is commensurable with a free group of rank 2. If k < 3, then PMod(S) is trivial.

Suppose g = 1. We have V,(S) = V,(S), Vp(S) = Vpp(S) and P(S) = I(S). If k < 1,
then both J(S) and K(S) are trivial. If k = 2, then J(S) and K(S) are isomorphic to the
free groups of rank 2 and oo, respectively, by Birman’s exact sequence.

Suppose g = 2. If k = 0, then V;,,(S) is empty, we have X(S) = J(S), and the group
J(S) is isomorphic to the free group of rank oo ([Me92, BBM10]). If k = 1, then K(S) is
not a free group because there exist two separating curves in S which are disjoint and
non-isotopic. In this case we do not know whether X (S) is taut relative to Mod™(S). The
main difficulty here stems from the fact that the complex of separating curves, Cs(S),
defined in Subsection 5.1, has simplicial automorphisms which are not induced by an
element of Mod*(S) (see [Ki09¢, Remark 1.3]).

5.1. Complexes for the Torelli group and the Johnson kernel. We consider the fol-
lowing versions of curves complexes:

Complexes T(S) and C(S). We define T(S) as the abstract simplicial complex so that
the set of vertices is the disjoint union V(S) U V4, (S), and a non-empty finite subset o
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of V(S) U Vip (S) is a simplex of T(S) if and only if I(u,v) = 0 for any u,v € o. The
complex T(S) is called the Torelli complex of S.

We define C;(S) as the full subcomplex of C(S) spanned by V;(S). This is identified
with the full subcomplex of T(S) spanned by V;(S). The complex C(S) is called the
complex of separating curves of S.

The Torelli complex was examined by Farb-Ivanov [FI05], McCarthy-Vautaw [MV03]
and Brendle-Margalit [BM04, BM08] to compute virtual automorphisms of the Torelli
group. They have dealt mostly with closed surfaces, and subsequently Yamagata and
the second author have generalized their results to the following ([Ki09¢c, Theorem 1.1],
[KY10c, Theorem 1.2]):

Theorem 5.3. Let S = Sy be a surface and suppose either g = 1and k > 3, g = 2and k > 1;
or g > 3and k > 0. Then, any simplicial automorphism & of T(S) is induced by an element of
Mod*(S), that is, there exists an h € Mod™(S) such that ¢(v) = hv for any vertex v of T(S).
Moreover, such an h is unique.

The complex of separating curves was examined by Farb-Ivanov [FI05] and Brendle-
Margalit [BM04, BMO08] to compute virtual automorphisms of the Johnson kernel. They
have dealt mostly with closed surfaces, and subsequently the second author generalized
their results to the following ([Ki09c, Theorem 1.2]):

Theorem 5.4. Let S = Sy be a surface and suppose either g = 1and k > 3, g = 2and k > 2;
or g > 3and k > 0. Then, any simplicial automorphism ¢ of Cs(S) is induced by an element of
Mod*(S), that is, there exists an h € Mod*(S) such that ¢(v) = hv for any vertex v of Cs(S).
Moreover, such an h is unique.

Assertions (i) and (ii) of the next theorem were obtained in [Vau02] and [BBM10], re-
spectively, in the context of for closed surfaces. Relying on those assertions, the second
author obtained the following generalization:

Theorem 5.5. [Ki09¢c, Theorem 6.1] Let S = Sy be a surface satisfying 3g +k —4 > 0 and
fix 0 € X(S). Then, the following assertions hold:
(i) The group Dy N I(S) is generated by all Ty and Ty, where « € o N V(S), b € Vyp(S)
and b C o.
(i) The group Dy N XK(S) is generated by all Ty, where x € o N V;(S).

The following lemma will be used in Subsection 5.2:

Lemma 5.6. Let S = Sy be a surface with 3g +k —4 > 0. Let « € V(S) be a separating
curve in S cutting off a handle Q from S. Then 0 (J(S)«) is trivial.

Proof. Let S be the closed surface obtained by attaching a disk to each component of S.
The group J(S) acts on H; (S,7) trivially. The group 0 (J(S)«) acts on H(Q, Z) trivially
because H;(Q, Z) is a subgroup of H;(S, Z) through the inclusion of Q into S. Then the
lemma follows because Mod(Q) acts on H;(Q, Z) faithfully. O

5.2. Geometric subgroupoids for the Torelli group. Throughout this subsection, we
fix the following notation: Let S = Sy be a surface with eitherg =1and k > 3; g =2
and k > 1;0or g > 3 and k > 0. Denote by I' = J(S) N Mod(S;3) and let ' ~ (X, ) be a
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p-m.p. action. Define § = I" x X and denote by p: § — T the canonical projection. For
any set V on which I' acts and for any element v € V, we denote by I, the stabilizer of v
inT and we let G, =T, x X. For every v € Vi(S) U Vy,p(S) weset T, = (T, N T) x X.

Lemma 5.7. Let Y be a non-negligible subset of X, M a nowhere amenable subgroupoid of
Sly, and N an amenable and nowhere finite subgroupoid with N < M. Suppose the following
condition holds:

(x) If My and Ny are subgroupoids of Gly such that Ny is amenable and nowhere finite and
we have M < My and N7 <« My, then M = M;.

Then, there exists a partition Y = | |, Yn into countably many measurable subsets such that for
any n, one of the following cases occurs:
(1) There exists av € Vs(S) U Vip (S) with Mly,, = Gyly,,.
(2) All of the CRS’s and the T, IA and IN systems of Mly, and Nly, are constant, and letting
o € X(S) to be the value of the CRS of Mly, , we have the following: No curve in o is
separating in S, no pair of two curves in o isa BP in S, and there exists an LA component
OfN|yn.

Proof. The proof will be omitted as it follows verbatim as the proof of Lemma 4.6 above.
We only remark that in the course of the proof, one has to use Theorem 5.5 (i) in place
of Lemma 4.5. O

Lemma 5.8. Fixv € V(S) U Vi, (S). Let Y be a non-negligible subset of X and set M = G, |y.
Then, the following assertions hold:

(i) The group T, is non-amenable, and M is therefore nowhere amenable.
(ii) The groupoid M satisfies condition (x) in Lemma 5.7.

(iii) Let £, My, M, and Ny be subgroupoids of G|y such that M, is nowhere amenable, N1 is
amenable and nowhere finite, and we have M < £, N1 < My, My < My and M, < L.
Then M = L.

(iv) If N is an amenable and nowhere finite subgroupoid of M with N <t M, then there exists
a partition Y = | |, Yn into countably many measurable subsets such that Nly, < T,ly,
for any n.

Proof. Let Q be a component of S,. Either Q is a pair of pants, Q is a handle, or 6¢(I})
is non-elementary. If Q is a handle, then v is a separating curve in S cutting off Q from
S, and for any R € W(Q), we have 9Q C 9R. It follows that for any R € W(Q), we have
Ik <T\. By Lemma 5.6, 0 () is trivial, and so is Og(TR).

It follows that if v € V;(S), then conditions (a)—(c) in Lemma 3.14 hold. If v € V4, (S),
then conditions (a)—(c) in Lemma 3.15 hold, where we use Theorem 5.5 (i) to check that
Tg N T is trivial for any curve 3 of v. The lemma is proved similarly to Lemma 4.7. O

Using Theorem 5.3 and the above two lemmas, one can show Theorem 5.1 (i) follow-
ing the same line of proof as in Theorem 4.3. We leave the details to the reader.

5.3. Geometric subgroupoids for the Johnson kernel. Throughout this subsection,
we fix the following notation: Let S = Sy be a surface with either g = 1 and k > 3;
g=2andk > 2;0org > 3and k > 0. Denote by I' = X(S) NMod(S;3) and let " ~ (X, )
be a p.m.p. action. Denote by § =TI x X and let p: § — T be the canonical projection.
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For any set V on which I acts and for every element v € V, we denote by T, the stabilizer
of vinT and set G, = I}, x X. For every elementv € V(S), we denoteby T, = (T,NT") x X.

Lemma 5.9. Let Y be a non-negligible subset of X, M a nowhere amenable subgroupoid of
Sly, and N an amenable and nowhere finite subgroupoid with N <t M. Suppose the following
condition holds:

(x) If My and Ny are subgroupoids of Gly such that Ny is amenable and nowhere finite and
we have M < My and N7 < My, then M = Mj.

Then, there exists a partition Y = | |, Yn into countably many measurable subsets such that for
any n, one of the following cases occurs:

(1) There exists an « € Vi(S) with Mly,, = Galy,, -

(2) All of the CRS’s and the T, IA and IN systems of Mly, and Nly, are constant, and letting
o € X(S) to be the value of the CRS of Mly, , we have the following: No curve in o is
separating in S, and there exists an IA component of Nly,,.

Proof. The proof will be omitted as it follows verbatim as the proof of Lemma 4.6 above.
We only remark that in the course of the proof, one has to use Theorem 5.5 (ii) in place
of Lemma 4.5. O

Lemma 5.10. Pick o € Vi(S). Let Y be a non-negligible subset of X and set M = Gyly. Then,
the following assertions hold:

(i) The group Ty is non-amenable, and M is therefore nowhere amenable.
(ii) The groupoid M satisfies condition (x) in Lemma 5.9.

(iii) Let £, My, M, and Ny be subgroupoids of Sly such that M, is nowhere amenable, Ny is
amenable and nowhere finite, and we have M < £, N1 < My, My < My and M, < L.
Then M = L.

(iv) If N is an amenable and nowhere finite subgroupoid of M with N <1 M, then there exists
a partition Y = | |, Yn into countably many measurable subsets such that Ny, < Tuly,,
for any n.

Proof. For any component Q of Sy, either Q is a pair of pants, Q is a handle, or 8¢ ()
is non-elementary. Applying Lemma 3.14 as in the proof of Lemma 5.8, we obtain the
lemma. O

Using Theorem 5.4 and the above two lemmas, one can show Theorem 5.1 (ii) fol-
lowing the same line of proof as in Theorem 4.3. Again, we leave the details to the
reader.

6. ArpLicaTIONS TO ME AND OE SUPERRIGIDITY

In this section we summarize several applications of the tautness results proved in
the Sections 4-5. Deriving measure equivalence (ME) and orbit equivalence (OE) rigid-
ity results from the tautness property is a method which traces back to the influential
work of Furman [Fu99a, Fu99b, Fu01]. Since then, this strategy was successfully applied
in many subsequent developments, e.g., [BFS10, Ki06, Ki08, Ki09b, Ki10, MS04, Sa09].
Recycling these methods we obtain several new ME and OE rigidity results for large
classes of surface braid groups, Torelli groups, and Johnson kernels. For the proofs
of these results we will refer the reader to the relevant previous papers. For instance,
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applying the method of deriving ME-rigidity from tautness shown in [Ki09b, Theorem
3.5] on the basis of [Fu99a], we obtain the following;:

Theorem 6.1. Let S = Sy be a surface and denote by G = Mod*(S). Let T be a group in one
of the following classes:

o I'=P(S), whereg > 2,k > 2.

o I'=17(S), whereeitherg=1,k>3,g=2,k>1,0rg>3,k>0.

o I'=X(S), whereeitherg=1,k>3;,g=2,k>2;,0rg>3,k>0.
Then for every countable group /A that is measure equivalent to T there exists a homomorphism
&: A — G such that ker ¢ is finite and $(A) is commensurable with T.

Also, combining our tautness results with the results in [Fu01, Section 2] we derive
the following;:

Theorem 6.2. Denote by S, G and I" as in Theorem 6.1. Let Ty be a finite index subgroup of T, H
be a second countable, locally compact group, and v: Ty — H be an injective homomorphism such
that «(Ty) a lattice of H. Then, there exists a continuous homomorphism ®: H — G such that
ker @ is compact, the image ®(H) is commensurable with T', and for any 'y € Ty, the equation
®((y)) = v holds. In particular, Hy = @~V (I) is a finite index subgroup of H that admits the
following semi-direct decomposition Hy = ((I7) x ker @.

To state properly the orbit equivalence rigidity results we recall some definitions:

Definition 6.3. Two ergodic p.m.p. actions I' ~ (X, u) and A ~ (Y, V) are called
(1) conjugate if there exist a probability space isomorphism {: (X, ) — (Y,v) and
a group isomorphism &: I' — A such that ) (yx) = d(y)P(x), for any y € I"and
almost every x € X.
(2) stably conjugate if there exist finite index subgroups Iy < I', Ag < A, and finite
normal subgroups N <1 I, M <1 A such that
e the action I' ~ (X, p) is induced from some p.m.p. action Iy ~ (Xo, po).
e the action A ~ (Y, V) is induced from some p.m.p. action Ay ~ (Yo, Vo).
e the actions I;/N ~ (Xo, Ho)/N and Ag/M ~ (Yp, vo)/M are conjugate.
(3) orbit equivalent (OE) if there exists a probability space isomorphism: (X, u) —
(Y, v) such that P (I’x) = A(x), for almost every x € X.
(4) stably orbit equivalent (stably OE) if there exist non-negligible subsets A C X, B C
Y and a probability space isomorphism : (A, i(A)"'ula) — (B, v(B)~'v|p)
such that P(I'x N A) = A (x) N B, for almost every x € A.
Here, we say that an ergodic p.m.p. action I' ~ (X, p) is induced from a p.m.p. action
o ~ (Xo, Ho) of a finite index subgroup I} of T if Xy is a [-invariant and non-negligible
subset of X such that pu(yXo N Xp) =0foranyy € I'\ .

Finally, we say thata p.m.p. action " ~ (X, p) is aperiodic if any finite index subgroup
of I acts on (X, ) ergodically.

It is clear from the definitions that (stable) conjugacy implies (stable) OE for actions.
The reversed implications are false in general and whenever they hold are labeled as
OE-rigidity phenomena. A free, ergodic, p.m.p. action I' ~ (X, p) is called

(1) OE-superrigid if whenever A ~ (Y, V) is a free, ergodic, p.m.p. action which is
OEtoT" ~ (X, u), the actions A ~ (Y, v) and I' ~ (X, n) are conjugate.



SUPERRIGIDITY RESULTS FOR ACTIONS BY SURFACE BRAID GROUPS 29

(2) stably OE-superrigid if whenever A ~ (Y, V) is a free, ergodic, p.m.p. action which
is stably OE to ' ~ (X, ), the actions A ~ (Y,v) and ' ~ (X, u) are stably
conjugate.

Our tautness results in combination with the technique from [Fu99a, Fu99b] provide
many new examples of OE-superrigid actions. Also, as its by-product we obtain new
examples of countable p.m.p. equivalence relations with trivial fundamental group.

Theorem 6.4. Let T be the group as in Theorem 6.1. Then any free, ergodic, p.m.p. action
'~ (X, n) is stably OE-superrigid. If the action is further aperiodic, then it is OE-superrigid.

Theorem 6.5. Let I be the group as in Theorem 6.1. Then the equivalence relation arising from
any free, ergodic, p.m.p. action ' ~ (X, w) has the trivial fundamental group.

In the remaining part of the section we show the tautness property for direct products
of groups in Theorem 6.1. Recall that Monod-Shalom’s class € consists of countable
groups I' which admit a mixing unitary representation 7t on a Hilbert space such that
the second bounded, 7-valued cohomology group HZ (T} 7t) does not vanish [MS04].

First we review a few general facts on tautness. Let I' be a countable group, and
denote by Comm(T") the abstract commensurator of I'. There exists a natural homomor-
phism from I' into Comm(T") which is injective if and only if I is ICC, [Ki09b, Lemma
3.8]. If there exists a countable group G such that I' < G and T is taut relative to G then
it follows from [Ki09b, Lemma 3.9] that G contains Comm(T") and T is taut relative to
Comm(I").

Theorem 6.6. Suppose that T, ..., Ty, are countable ICC groups in Monod-Shalom’s class C
and that each Tj is taut relative to Comm(T}). Then the direct product Ty x --- x I3, is taut
relative to Comm(I7 x -+ x I}).

Proof. The proof relies heavily upon the methods used [MS04] and it is essentially given
in [Ki06, Section 7], where direct products of mapping class groups are treated. Let
=T x--- x T, and G; = Comm(I}). We set

I={(i,j)e{l,...,n}* |l and [ are commensurable. }.

Denote by n!: I} — T; the identity map. For (i,j) € I with i < j, we fix an isomorphism
nji: Fio — Fjo between finite index subgroups Fio < Tjand FJ-O < I;. For (i,j) € Iwithi >j,
we define ni to be the inverse ofn]@. Let T be the set of bijections t: {1,...,n} = {1,...,n}
such that (i,t(i)) € I, for all i.

The group G1 x - - - x G, is naturally a subgroup of Comm(I"). For any bijectiont € T
there exists an element 1y € Comm (T") induced by the isomorphism

(Y1y-ees¥n) = (Tll(])(Yt(]))»--->ﬂ?(n)h/t(n)))-

Let G be the subgroup of Comm(I') generated by Gy x --- x G, and the elements 1.
The group G is a finite extension of Gy x - -- x G and does not depend on the choice
of n}. Next we will show that I is taut relative to G. Before doing so we briefly notice
that in particular this implies the equality G = Comm(I") which is not necessary for the
proof of the theorem.
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Let (X, m) be a self-coupling of I'. To distinguish the two actions of T', we set A; =
[iand A =T, and we view (X, m) as a (I A)-coupling. We will identify I7 with the
subgroup {e} x --- x {e} x [ x {e} x --- x {e} of ', and T with the subgroup I' x {e} of
I' x A. Similarly, the subgroups A; and A will be identified with subgroups of I' x A.
proceeding as in the proof of [MS04, Proposition 5.1 and Theorem 1.16], there exists a
decomposition & = | |-t £t into (I" x A)-invariant measurable subsets such that for each
t € T, there exist fundamental domains X, Yy C X for the actions A ~ Zyand ' ~ L4,
respectively, satisfying I' Xy C Ay ;) Xt and Ayq) Yy C 1Yy, for all i. We may assume that
=X forsometecT,andset X =X;and Y = Y;.

Weset I = [[; 4[5 and A{ = []; 4 A;. Let % be the space of ergodic components
for the action I x /\t’(i) ~ (X, m), and denote by 7t;: £ — Y, the projection. We define
a measure p; on ¥; by projecting the restriction of m to IY and a measure v; on L;
by projecting the restriction of m to Ay;)X. Notice that p; and v; are both (T} x Ay )-
invariant and are equivalent. It follows that there exists a measure m; equivalent to p;
and with respect to which I is a (T}, Ay(;))-coupling. For a precise proof, the reader is
referred to the proof of [MS04, Theorem 1.16].

The space (£, m;) is a self-coupling of T} given by the formula (v, A)x = (v, nz(l) (A))x,
fory,A € lTand x € Z;. By the tautness assumption, there exists a measurable, (I5 x I} )-
equivariant map ®@;: £; — G;. Denote by ®; = ®; om;: £ — Gy, s = t~!, and define a
map @: Z — G by letting

(D((}\]) .. -a}\n)x) = (d)] (X)> ceey (Dn(x))(nl(l)o\sﬂ))) see )ﬂ?(n)(ks(n)))i]ns
= (D1(x), .., Pn(X)Ms(A1, ..y An) !

for all A; € Aj and x € X. Finally, one can check that this is well-defined and (" x A)-
equivariant. O

By [Ha08, Corollary B], all groups Mod(Sg ), with 3g+k —4 > 0 belong to €. More-
over, by [MS04, Proposition 7.4], the class C is also closed under taking a normal sub-
group. Thus, all groups described in Theorem 6.1 belong to C as well. Consequently,
we have the following;:

Corollary 6.7. Let T1,..., [y, be any groups as in Theorem 6.1. Then Ty x --- x Ty is taut
relative to Comm (I x -+ x I}).

Remark 6.8. As mentioned earlier, this tautness property implies that Theorems 6.1,
6.2, 6.4 and 6.5 also hold for products groups I' = T7 x - - - x I;;, where [} are any groups
as in Theorem 6.1.

7. APPLICATIONS TO W*-SUPERRIGIDITY

In this section we will explain how the orbit equivalence superrigidity results ob-
tained in the previous section can be used in combination with the uniqueness of Car-
tan subalgebra results proved in [CIK13] to produce new examples of (stably) W*-
superrigid actions. This will include large classes of actions by many of the normal
subgroups of mapping class groups considered in the previous sections. To be able to
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state these results we will first recall some terminology and will provide some context
from [CIK13].

Definition 7.1. Denote by €, the collection of groups consisting of all non-elementary
hyperbolic groups and all non-amenable, non-trivial free products of groups. By defi-
nition we let Quot; (Crss) := Crgs. For a given integer n > 2, we denote by Quot, (C;s;)
the collection of all groups I' satisfying the following properties:

o there exists a family of groups I, 1 < k <n,such thatT" =T, I € g, and
o there exists a family of surjective homomorphisms m: I\ — Ty such that
ker(my) € Crgs, forall 2 < k < n.

We denote by Quot(Cirgs) = (J,cny Quotn(Ciss), the class of all finite-step extensions of
groups in Crgs.

Using recent striking classification results for normalizers of amenable subalgebras
in finite von Neumann algebras due to Popa and Vaes [PV11, PV12] and to Ioana [I012],
the following dichotomy was proved in [CIK13, Theorem 3.1]: Let I' € Quot(Cyss), let
I' ~ (B, T) be a trace-preserving action on a finite von Neumann algebra (B, ) and de-
note by P = B x I" the corresponding crossed product von Neumann algebra. Then for
any masa A C P one of the following holds: 1) a corner of A can be intertwined into B
inside P in the sense of Popa [Po03, Theorem 2.1, Corollary 2.3] or 2) the normalizing
algebra Np(A)” has infinite Pimsner-Popa index inside P [PP86, Theorem 2.2]. For sim-
ilar results regarding actions by group extensions the reader may also consult S. Vaes
and P. Verraedt’s more recent work [VV14]. In particular, our dichotomy can be used
to produce many new examples of free, ergodic, p.m.p. group actions on probability
spaces which give rise to von Neumann algebras with unique Cartan subalgebra.

Theorem 7.2. [CIK13, Corollary 3.2] If ' € Quot(C,) then any free, ergodic, p.m.p. action
'~ (X, n) is C-superrigid.

The class Quot(C,;) is fairly large and includes many natural families of groups in-
tensively studied in other areas of mathematics, such as all non-elementary groups
that are hyperbolic relative to finite families of residually finite, infinite, proper sub-
groups [0s06, DGO11]; all mapping class groups associated to punctured surfaces Sq
where either g = 0,k > 4, g =1,k > 1, 0or g = 2, k > 0. For a more compre-
hensive list of groups in Quot(C,ss) we refer the reader to [CIK13, Section 4.3] and
[CKP14, Section 3] together with all references therein. In particular, [CKP14, Theo-
rem 3.7 and Theorem 3.9] show that most surface braid groups along with most Torelli
groups and Johnson kernels associated with surfaces of low genus are natural exam-
ples of groups in Quot(C,s,); moreover, by [CIK13, Lemma 2.10] the same holds for any
direct product of finitely many such groups. Hence, Theorem 7.2 is applicable to all
these groups and by further combining it with Theorem 6.4 and Remark 6.8 we obtain
new examples of W*-superrigid actions. These add to the previous examples found in
[Pe09, PV09, FV10, CP10, HPV10, Io10, CS11, CSU11, PV11, PV12, Bo12, CIK13].

Corollary 7.3. Let ' =T x - - - x I'y be a product group such that each factor T is in one of the
following classes:

(i) P(Sgx), whereg > 2,k > 2.
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(i) I(Sgx), where eitherg =1,k > 3;0org=2k > 1.

(iii) K(Sqx) where either g =1,k >3;0rg=2,k > 2.
Then any free, ergodic, p.m.p. action ' ~ (X, W) is stably W*-superrigid. If the action is further
aperiodic, then it is W*-superrigid.

Since by Remark 5.2 the central quotient P(S; ) coincides with J(S; ) for all k > 3
the parts (i) and (ii) in the previous corollary together with [CIK13, Theorem A] set-
tle completely the W*-superrigidity question for all free, aperiodic actions by (direct
products of finitely many) central quotients of most surface braid groups.

We conjecture that this W*-superrigidity result also holds for the remaining cases,
in particular, for all free, ergodic, p.m.p. actions of Torelli groups and Johnson kernels
"= J(Sgx), K(Sgx) with g > 3 and k > 0. While we have already seen in the pre-
vious section that the OE-superrigidity holds, establishing the C-superrigidity prop-
erty seems a more challenging problem, even for particular actions such as profinite or
Bernoulli, as it requires a completely new technological approach.

Finally, we point out that the previous results can be exploited to produce new ex-
amples of II; factors with trivial fundamental group.

Corollary 7.4. If T" is the group as in Corollary 7.3 and T ~ (X, W) is a free, ergodic, p.m.p.
action then the corresponding IIy factor P = L°°(X) x T has the trivial fundamental group.

Proof. Let R = {(x,y) € X x X | I'x = Ty} be the equivalence relation arising from
the action ' ~ (X, ). By Theorem 7.2 L*°(X) is the unique Cartan subalgebra of P,
and hence the fundamental groups of P and R are isomorphic. By Theorem 6.5 the
conclusion of the corollary follows. O

8. C-SUPERRIGIDITY FOR ACTIONS BY RESIDUALLY HYPERBOLIC GROUPS

In this section we use techniques similar with the ones developed in [CIK13] to show
that free, mixing, p.m.p. actions by many finitely presented, residually free groups are
C-superrigid (see Theorem 8.14 and Corollary 8.15 below). Before proceeding to the
proofs of these results we record three elementary group theory propositions which
will be used later. We thank the referee for simplifying our original proof of the follow-
ing proposition.

Proposition 8.1. Let I', H and A be countable groups such that T is ICC and A is virtually
abelian. Assume there exists ®: ' — H x A an injective group homomorphism such that
mia o (') = A; here ma: H x A — A is the canonical projection. Then there exists a finite
index subgroup Ty < T and an injective group homomorphism p: Ty — H.

Proof. Notice that the ICC condition is preserved under passing to finite index sub-
groups. Hence, by passing to a finite index subgroup of I', we can assume that A is
abelian. Denote by p = 7 o @ the composition homomorphism ' - Hx A — H. Let Z
be the kernel of p. Then ®(Z) C {e} x A. Since @ is injective and {e} x A is in the center
of H x A it follows that Z is in the center of I'. But I" is ICC, so its center is trivial. This
implies Z = {e} and hence p is the desired injective homomorphism. O

A subgroup X < TI'is called malnormal in T if for any v € '\ Z we have Iy NI ={el.
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Proposition 8.2. Let 0: ' — A be a group homomorphism and let L < A be a malnormal
subgroup. Then for every hyk € T'\ 871 (L) one of the following holds:

(1) ho 'Lk "noe (L) =0

(2) there exists w € 071 (L) such that h0~"(L)k~ ' N0~ 1(L) = wker(0).

Proof. Assume (1) does not hold; there exists w & ho " (L)k ' N0 ' (L). Thus one
can find o € 07'(L) so that hok™' = w and hence h = wko~'. Using this we get
ho " (Dk'"no (L) = wko 'O (L)k'Nno (L) = wko L)k ' noT(L)).

On the other hand since k € T\ 67'(L) we have ker(8) < k6" (L)k-' N6~ (L) <
071 (0(k)LO(k)' N L) and using O(k)LO(k)"' N L = {e} we obtain that k6~ "(L)k~' N
0~ 1(L) = ker(0). This, together with the previous paragraph give (2). O

The next result classifies amenable subgroups of HNN extensions and amalgamated
free products over malnormal subgroups.

Lemma 8.3. The following assertions hold:

(i) Let G = A %A B be an amalgamated free product such that A is proper in A and B,
and is malnormal in A\. Then any amenable subgroup of G is either infinite cyclic or
contained in a conjugate of A or B in G.

(ii) Let A be a group, A a malnormal subgroup of A\, and &: A — A an injective homomor-
phism. Suppose that AAN™' N &(A) is trivial for any A € A. We define G = (At |
tat™" = ¢(a), a € A) as the HNN extension. Then any amenable subgroup of G is
either infinite cyclic or contained in a conjugate of A in G.

Proof. We prove assertion (i). Let T denote the Bass-Serre tree associated with the de-
composition G = A x5 B. Since A is malnormal in A, no non-neutral element of G fixes
a geodesic segment in T of length more than 2. Let us refer this fact as ().

Let g be a non-neutral element of G. We say that g is elliptic if g fixes some vertex of
T. We say that g is hyperbolic if g fixes a bi-infinite geodesic in T, called the axis of g,
and acts on it by translation. It follows from [DD89, Proposition 1.4.11] that any non-
neutral element of G is either elliptic or hyperbolic. Let 0T be the boundary of T. For
a hyperbolic element g € G, let g* and g~ denote the two fixed points of g in 9T such
that for any point x of T, we have g"x — g™ and g ""x — g~ as . — +o0.

Claim 8.4. Let g, h € G be hyperbolic elements. Suppose that there exists a pointx € 0T
fixed by g and h. Then gP = h for some non-zero integers p, q, and thus {g*} = {h*}.

Proof of Claim 8.4. We may assume x = g* = h' by exchanging h with h™! if necessary.
There exists a geodesic ray 1 starting at some vertex of T and toward x such that gl C 1
and hl C 1. We then have positive integers p, q such that g7Ph fixes any vertex in 1. By
fact (%), the equality gP = g9 holds. u

Let M be an amenable subgroup of G. If any non-neutral element of M is elliptic,
then by [DD89, Theorem 1.4.12] and fact (%), the group M fixes a vertex of T, and is
hence contained in a conjugate of A or B.

Suppose otherwise. We have a hyperbolic element g € M. We show that any element
h € M fixes g* and g~. Assuming hg" ¢ {g*}, we deduce a contradiction. If hg~ €
{g*}, then applying Claim 8.4 to hgh™' and g, we have {hg*} = {g*}. This contradicts
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our assumption. We therefore have hg~ ¢ {g*}. By the ping-pong argument, we can
show that the group generated by g and hgh™' contains . This contradicts that M is
amenable. It follows that hg* € {g*}. By Claim 8.4, we have {hg*} = {g*}. Since any
element of G fixing an edge of T also fixes its two vertices, we have hg* = g*.

We have shown that any element of M fixes the axis of g. By measuring the transla-
tion distance, we obtain a homomorphism 6: M — Z. The kernel of § fixes any vertex
of the axis, and is therefore trivial by fact (x). It follows that M is isomorphic to Z.
Assertion (i) was proved.

Assertion (ii) can also be proved along similar argument. The assumption implies
that in the associated Bass-Serre tree, for any geodesic segment of length more than 2,
its stabilizer in G is trivial. O

8.1. Popa’s intertwining-by-bimodules technique. Popa introduced in [Po03, Theo-
rem 2.1 and Corollary 2.3] a powerful technical tool to find intertwiners between subal-
gebras of a tracial von Neumann algebra called the intertwining-by-bimodules technique.
On a von Neumann algebra (M, 1) endowed with a faithful, normal, tracial state T we
have a Hilbert norm given by ||x||2 = t(x*x)!/?, for all x € M.

Theorem 8.5. [Po03, Theorem 2.1 and Corollary 2.3] Let (M, 1) be a separable tracial von
Neumann algebra and let P,Q C M be (not necessarily unital) von Neumann subalgebras.
Then the following are equivalent:

(1) There exist non-zero projections p € P, q € Q, a x-homomorphism ¢: pPp — qQq
and a non-zero partial isometry v € qMp such that $(x)v = vx, for all x € pPp.
(2) There is no sequence u, € U(P) satisfying ||Eq(xuny)|j2 — 0, for all x,y € M.

If one of the equivalent conditions of Theorem 8.5 holds true, then we say that a corner
of P embeds into Q inside M and write P <y Q. If Pp’ <y Q, for any non-zero projection
p’ € P’ N 1pMTp, then we write P <3, Q.

Now we establish a several facts which are essential in the proof of the main result.
The first result provides a precise “location” of normalizers of various subalgebras in
crossed products arising from actions by malnormal subgroups. The result is largely
inspired from [Po81, Theorem 6.1] and [Po03, Theorem 3.1] and a proof is included only
for the sake of completeness.

Proposition 8.6. Let 0: ' — A be a group homomorphism and let L < A be a malnormal
subgroup. Let ' ~ A be a trace preserving action on a finite von Neumann algebra, consider the
crossed products M = A xT, N = A x 0~'(A), Q = A xker(0) and notice that Q N C M.
Let p € N be a projection and let R C pNp be a von Neumann subalgebra such that R AN Q.
Then Npmp(R)” C pNp.

Proof. To get our conclusion it suffices to show that Nymp(R) € pNp. Fix u € Npmp(R)
andlet0: R — Rbea x-isomorphism such that ux = 6(x)u, forall x € R. SinceR C pNp,
this further implies that for all x € R we have

(8.1) vx = 0(x)v,

where v =u — Eyn(u).
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Since R AN Q, by Theorem 8.5 one can find a sequence of unitaries (xn)n C U(R)
such that

(8.2) lim [|[Eq(axnb)|lz =0, foralla,b € N.
n—oo

Fix ¢ > 0. By the Kaplansky Density Theorem there exist v € M and a finite subset
Fe € T\ 07'(L) such that [|[ve|joo < 2, |[v —Ve|l2 < ¢, and v belongs to the linear span
of {ayu, | ay € A,y € F¢ }. These estimates combined with (8.1) and Cauchy-Schwarz
inequality lead to

|13 = T(0(x)vxnv*) < 4e + T(0(x5)vexnv?)

(8.3) <de+[[En(vexnvi)llz <4e+4 ) [En(uyxnup-1)|l2.
Y»)\EFS

Using the Fourier expansion of x,, and Proposition 8.2, basic calculations show that
for every v, A € F, there exists w € 0~'(L) such that

[En(wyxnuy-1)[J3 = > [EA(xnug-1)|13
ged—1(L)Nny=10-1(L)A

= ) IEalaug)3 = [Equg-1xn)|3-
gew ker(0)

This further implies the existence of a finite subset K, C 0~ '(L)and a positive integer
Ce > Tsuchthat} 5o [[En(wyxnip1)ll2 < Ce 3 ek, [[EQ(te-1%n)ll2- Notice that Ce
can be taken the highest number of repetitions of the same w for different y and A as
defined in the previous paragraph. Combining the previous inequality with (8.3) we
obtain ||v||3 < 4e¢ +4C, 2 wek. IEQ(ig-1xn)][2. Since K. is finite then taking the limit
over n and using (8.2) we get ||[v||3 < 4¢. Since ¢ > 0 was arbitrary we conclude that
v =0 and hence u = Ex(u) € pNp. O

Notation 8.7. Assume that I' and A are countable groups and let 6: ' — A be a group
homomorphism. LetI" ~ (A, T) be a trace preserving action on a tracial von Neumann
algebra (A, T) and denote by M = A x T the corresponding crossed product von Neu-
mann algebra. We denote by {u,}yer C LT and {vajhen C LA the canonical unitaries.
Consider the *-homomorphism A: M — M®LA defined by

Alauy) = auy, ®vs,) forallace AandyeT.

Next we show an intertwining result for subalgebras of the form A(P) where P C M s
a subalgebra. Many of these are straightforward generalizations of results from [CIK13]
and some proofs will be included only for the reader’s convenience.

Proposition 8.8. Assume we are in the setting from Notation 8.7. Let p € M be a projection,
let P C pMp be a von Neumann subalgebra, and let ¥ < A be a subgroup. If A(P) <maLa
MQLE, then there exists A € A such that P <p A x 8 T(AZAT).

Proof. We proceed by contradiction; so assume that P ﬁM A x5 T (AZAT), forall A € A.
Thus there exists a sequence of unitaries (xn)n C U(P) such that forall x,y € M,A € A
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we have

(8.4) nh_{{}o IEAws—1 (aza-1) (xxnY)]|2 = 0.

In the remaining part we will show that (8.4) implies that for all z,t € M®LA we have
(8.5) Jim [[Emgrs (2A0n)t)][2 =0,

which, by Theorem 8.5, further gives that A(P) Aygin M®LL, a contradiction.

Using basic approximations it suffices to show (8.5) only for elements of the form
Z = aly, ®Vy, and t = bu,, ® vy,, where a,b € A, y1,y2 € I, and A1, A; € A

If we consider the Fourier expansion x, = Zy Xyly where ay €A, forally € T'and
n € N then a basic calculation shows that

HEM@LZ(ZA(Xn)t)H% = ||EM®LZ Z au’hx;/lbu“\/z ®V7\1v5(y)v?\z H%

r
(8.6) e i )
= > laoy,(g0li= ) lo,(a)xblz.

yer yer

AMB(y)A2€X A10(v)A2€X

LetF ={y € T| Md(y)A\2 € Z}. If F = () then we already get (8.5), so assume there
exists yo € F. A straightforward calculation then shows that for every vy € F we have
MOy AT = M8()8(vg AT = MO(YIAA, (8(v0)) AT = Ms (¥ (M8 (vo)Aa) T €
¥, and hence y € 671 (\ }:?\1_1 )vo. In conclusion, F € 61 (A\ Z?\]_] )Yo and the last quan-
tity in (8.6) is smaller than

< > loyalaxdl
yes T (A IAT vo
2
< [laflcol[lloo > IPey1l2

y€5T(A1ZAT vo
2
< llalloolIblloo [|E A s5-1 AZA ) (Xnuy51 ][5

Lettingx =Tandy = u, 1 in (8.4) we see that the last quantity above converges to 0

asn — oo and as a consequence we get (8.5). g
Definition 8.9. Let C be a countable group and let A,B < C be subgroups. Consider
the quasi-regular representation Ag: C — U(2(C/B)). We say that A is amenable rela-
tive to B inside C if there exists a sequence of unit vectors (&), C €*(C/B) such that

limn o0 || (AB)a(én) — &Enll2 = O for all a € A. Here || - |2 is the 2-norm of the Hilbert
space (*(C/B).

For further reference we also notice the following proposition whose proof will be
omitted since it is very similar to the proof of [CIK13, Proposition 3.5].

Proposition 8.10. Assume we are in the setting from Notation 8.7. Let p € M be a projection
and let £ < A be a subgroup. If A(pMp) is amenable relative to MRLL inside M&LA, in the
sense of [OP07, Definition 2.2], then the group (") is amenable relative to T inside A as in
Definition 8.9.
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A group H is called CSA if any maximal abelian subgroup of H is malnormal in H
([MR96, Section 5]). To properly state our main result we need to introduce a notation.

Notation 8.11. LetI'be a group, A be anon-elementary hyperbolic groupand Hy, ..., Hy
be CSA groups. Assume for every 1 < k < m the following exist:
a) A finite sequence of groups, A = Af§, A¥,...,AX = Hy, such that for every
i=1,...,n, the group AF is either
e an amalgamated free product AF | * A¥ Bk, where we assume that B¥ is an
abelian group, and that A is a common proper subgroup of A¥ ;| and B¥
and is malnormal in /\f_1 , Or
e an HNN extension /\{1]»&/\{< = (AF  t]tat™ = ¢p¥(a), a € AF), where we
assume that A¥ is an abelian, malnormal subgroup of Ak ;, that ¢p¥: A¥ —
A¥ | is an injective homomorphism, and that AAKA™T N ¢¥(A¥) is trivial for
any A € /\‘f_l ;

b) A group homomorphism &: I' — Hy such that "%, ker(8;) = {e}.
Remark 8.12. For any i = 1,...,n, Lemma 8.3 is applicable to A¥ = AF | %, BF
or /\’; = /\}f_1
induction on i, it follows that any amenable subgroup of Hy is virtually abelian.

*ak. Notice that any amenable subgroup of A is virtually abelian. By

Lemma 8.13. Let I be an ICC group as in Notation 8.11. Assume that T ~ (X, w) is free, mea-
sure preserving action on a non-atomic probability space whose restriction to any non-amenable
subgroup of T is ergodic. Denote by M = L*°(X) x T the corresponding group measure space
von Neumann algebra and let p € M be a non-zero projection. Let C C pMp be a masa such
that Nomp (C)” C pMp has finite index. Then for each 1 < k < m one of the following holds:
c) C =3 L=°(X) x ker(dy);
d) o«(T") is virtually abelian.

Proof. Throughout the proof we denote by A = L°*°(X). Fixing k we will proceed by
induction on ng. When ny = 0 we have that A = Ay is a non-elementary hyperbolic
group. Let A: M — M®LA be the von Neumann algebra *-homomorphism arising
from &y as described in Notation 8.7. Then, applying [PV12, Theorem 3.1] for subalgebra
A(C) C MKLA, one of the following must hold:

1) A(C) Zmaia M@ 1 i

(2) A(P) is amenable relative to M ® 1 inside M®LA.

Assuming situation (1), then Proposition 8.8 implies that C <p A x ker(dy). Next
assume we are in situation (2). Since P has finite index in M then by [CIK13, Lemma 2.4]
we have pMp =7, P and thus A(pMp) is amenable relative to A(P) inside PMp&RLA.
By [OP07, Theorem 2.4] this further implies that A(pMp) is amenable relative to M ® 1
inside M®LA. Applying [CIK13, Proposition 3.5] we deduce that 5y (") is amenable
and finitely generated. By Remark 8.12 8 (T") is virtually abelian.

Now we show the induction step. For simplicity we denote by A, = A% , B, =B ,
A1 = /\]ka—l and following the notation a) above we either have I' = A,,_j %A, By or
I' = An—1%a,. Applying [Io12, Theorem 1.6] (or more directly [Val3, Theorem A]) and
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[Va13, Theorem 4.1] for subalgebra A(C) C MLl = (M®LAL_1) *maLa, (MRLBL),
one of the following must hold:

(3) A(C) Zmarry MAL(AL);

4) A(P) Zmar(r) M&L(By);
(5) A(P) 2marr) M@L(An);
(6) A(P) is amenable relative to M®L(A,,) inside MRL(T").

We will analyze each of these cases separately. First, assume we are in situation (6).
Since P has finite index in M then [CIK13, Lemma 2.4] implies that pMp j;Mp P and
thus A(pMp) is amenable relative to A(P) inside pMp&L(A,). Hence [OP07, Theorem
2.4] gives that A(pMp) is amenable relative to pMp®L(A,,) inside MRL(A). Applying
Proposition 8.10 ( whose proof is similar with the proof of [CIK13, Proposition 3.5])
this further implies that 6y (I") is amenable relative to A,, inside A. Since A, is finitely
generated abelian it follows that oy (T') is finitely generated amenable and hence virtually
abelian, as before.

Assume (4). Then by Proposition 8.8 we have P <p1 A x 6;1 (uBnp™') where pu €
An—1 *a,, Bn = Hy. Writing A1 xa,, Bn = (WAL u *(pAnn 1) (uUBnp™') can assume
w.lo.g. that uB,pu~' = B, and proceeding as in the beginning of the proof of [CIK13,
Theorem 3.1] we can find projections p1,p, € Z(P) with p; + p, = p and py # 0 such
that Pq; =<3, A x 6[](Bn) and Pp; Am A x 6[1(]3“). As before, since P C pMp has
finite index it follows that pyMp; =<3, Ppj. Altogether, by [Va07, Remark 3.7], we have
PiIMpr =M A X 6;1 (Bn). This further implies that 6;1 (Bn) has finite index in I' and
since By, is abelian then it follows that 6y (") is virtually abelian.

Assuming (5), Proposition 8.8 implies P <y Ax8, Y uAn_qu") forsome p € Ap_ *A
Bn = Hy. As before suppose w.l.o.g. that pA;,_; u ' = An_1. Asin the previous case
6[1 (An—1) has finite index in T'. Also since C < A x 6[] (An—1)and C C pMp is a masa
then by [CIK13, Proposition 3.6] we can find a non-zero projection p; € A x 5, (A1)
and a masa By C pi(A x 6;1(/\n,1))p1 such that Py C p1(A x 6[1(An,1))p1 has finite
index, where P; = Nm (A5 (An1))p1 (B1)”. Moreover, we can find non-zero projections
po € C,p; € BiNp1Mps, and a unitary u € M such that u(Cpo)u* = Bypj. Also, by the
induction assumptions applied to the group homomorphism (8y), 5. (Ann)’ 5 An1) &

An—1 and the algebra By C p1(A x 6[1 (An—1))p1, we have one of the following:

(7) 8k(8;' (An_1)) is virtually abelian;

(8) B] jsAX]é;](/\n,]) A X ker(élégl(/\nil)) .

Since &, V(An_1) has finite index in " then (7) implies that & (T") is also virtually abelian.
Also if we assume (8) then combining with the above we get that C <y A x ker(dy).
Assuming (3), Proposition 8.8 gives C <y A x 6;] (LALpu~") for some p € Ay *An
B = Hy. Since Hy is CSA, one can find a maximal abelian subgroup pA, n! < I < Hyg
which is malnormal in Hy and notice that C <y A x 6;1 (£) = N. Thus, one can find

non-zero projections z € C and q € N, a non-zero partial isometry v € Mp, and a
*-homomorphism 0: Cz — qNq such that

(8.7) O(x)v =vx, forall x € Cz.
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Since C C pMp is a masa then v*v = z and q' := w* € 0(Cz)' N gMgq. Also, we
can assume w.l.o.g. that the support projection of En(q’) equals q. Moreover, as in
[lo11, Lemma 1.5] we can assume that 6(Cz) is a masa in qNq. Notice that if 6(Cz) <y
A xker(8y) then using [IPP05, Lemma 1.4.5] we get that C <p A xker(dy). So for the rest
assume that 8(Cz) Ay A xker(dy). Applying Proposition 8.6 we have Nqmq(8(Cz))” C
qNg. Since 6(Cz) is a masa in qNq this further implies w* = q’ € qNq N 08(Cz)’ =
0(Cz). If u € M is unitary such that v = uz then uzu* = q’ and relation (8.7) im-
plies that 6(Cz)q’ = uBzu*. This together with the hypothesis assumptions imply that
Ng'mq/(8(Cz)q’)" = uNzm.(Cz)"u* has finite index in uzMzu*. Thus, since Nqmq(0(Cz))” C
qNq then q'Ngq’ also has finite index in q’Mq’. Since by assumptions these are II; fac-
tors if follows that 6, 1(£) has finite index in T'; hence, 5y (I") is virtually abelian.

Summarizing, in all cases we have obtained that either C <y A x ker(dy) or & (T) is
virtually abelian. Proceeding as in the beginning of the proof of [CIK13, Theorem 3.1]
we obtain the desired conclusion. a

Theorem 8.14. Let Hy, Hy, ..., Hy be groups as in Notation 8.11. Let T be an ICC group
for which exists in injective group homomorphism ¢: Ty — Hy x Hp x -+ x Hy. Assume
that To ~ (X, W) is free, measure preserving action on a non-atomic probability space whose
restriction to any non-amenable subgroup of Ty is ergodic. Denote by Mg = L*°(X) x Ty the
corresponding group measure space von Neumann algebra. For any Cartan subalgebra B C My
there exists a unitary d € U(My) such that dBd* = L*°(X).

Proof. For a subset F C {1,2,...,n} we denote by Hf the subgroup consisting of all
elements of Hy x Hj x - - - x Hy, whose it" coordinate is trivial, for all i € {1,2,...,n}\F.

Let 1 < m < n be the smallest integer satisfying the following properties:

(1) there exists a finite index subgroup of I < I for which there exists an injective
group homomorphism 0: I' = Hp for some F C {1,2,...,n} with [F[ =m;
(2) thereis no finite index subgroup I'7 < I" for which there exists an injective group
homomorphism v: I — Hg forany K C {1,2,...,n} with [K| =m —1.
Assume w.l.o.g. thatF ={1,2,...,m}so Hf = H; xH; x - - - X Hy,. Denote by A = L*°(X)
and since I has finite index in Iy then we have that B <), A xT' = M. Thus there exists
non-zero projections r € B, p € M, a partial isometry w € M and a *-homomorphism
0o: Br — pMp such that 8y(x)w = wx, for all x € Br. Notice that w*w = r and ww* €
00(Br)'NpMyp. Also we can assume w.l.0.g. that the central support of Ep (ww*) equals
p. Since B C My is a Cartan subalgebra then by [CIK13, Proposition 3.6] (see also [Io11,
Lemma 1.5]) we can assume that C := 6y(Br) is also a masa in pMp and its normalizer
P = Npmp(C)” has finite index in pMp. For all k = 1,..., m denote by &, = 7y, © 6,
where 7y, : Hy x -+ X Hyy — Hy is the canonical projection. Clearly &y’s satisfy the
properties listed in Notation 8.11. Then (1) above and Lemma 8.13 imply that for each
1 <k < m we have either c) C <3, A x ker(dy), or, d) 8 (') is virtually abelian.

Next we claim that possibility d) above never occurs. Indeed if m = 1 then this
is straightforward as the group I is assumed non-amenable. When m > 2 assume
there exists k such that dy(T") is virtually abelian. Since I} is ICC then so is I and by
Proposition 8.1 there will be a finite index subgroup of I'' < I" and an injective group
homomorphism v: I7 — Hx where K = {1,2,...,m} \ {k}. Since |[K| = m — 1, this
contradicts the minimality of m. Thus for everyl < k < mwe havec) C <3, A xker(dy).
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Notice that by similar arguments as before we can assume that c) holds if we replace
C by any algebra Ca where a € C is a projection. Moreover, since C is a masa in pMp,
ker(8y) are normal in T satisfying (-, ker(8x) = {e}, then [Va10, Lemmas 2.3 and 2.7]
further imply that C <) A. Combining this with the first part of the proof we have by
[IPPO5, Lemma 1.4.5] that B <pm A; then using [Po01, Appendix 1] we get the desired
conclusion. O

8.2. Residually free groups and residually A-groups. Let A be a group. Suppose that
A is an element of A whose centralizer in A, denoted by C = Cx(A), is maximal abelian
in A. The amalgamated free product Axc (C x Z) is then called an extension of centralizers
of A. A group obtained from A by a finite sequence of extensions of centralizers is called
an iterated extension of centralizers of /.

A group H is called toral relatively hyperbolic if H is torsion-free and hyperbolic rela-
tive to some collection of subgroups, {P1, ..., Ps}, such that each P; is finitely-generated
abelian. Any toral relatively hyperbolic group is CSA ([Gr09, Lemma 6.9], [KM12, Sec-
tion 1.4]). It implies that in any toral relatively hyperbolic group, the centralizer of any
non-neutral element is maximal abelian ([MR96, Remark 4]).

Toral relative hyperbolicity is preserved under taking an extension of centralizers. In
fact, let A be a toral relatively hyperbolic group and pick a non-neutral element A € A.
The centralizer C = Cx(A) is maximal abelianin A. Let L = Ax¢c (C xZ) be the extension
of centralizers of A. By [Da03, Theorem 0.1 (2)], L is toral relatively hyperbolic.

A group T is called residually free if for every v € T there exists a homomorphism
¢: ' = F; such that ¢(y) # 1. A group I is called fully residually free if for every finite
subset F C T there exists a homomorphism ¢: ' — [, such that ¢(y) # 1, for all
v € F. It is well known that the class of finitely generated, fully residually free groups
coincides with the class of limit groups in the sense of Sela, [Se01, Theorem 4.6] (see also
[CGO5, Theorem 1.1]). We refer to [CG05, KM98a, KM98b, Se(1] for details on (fully)
residually free groups.

Corollary 8.15. If I' is any finitely generated, ICC, residually free group, then any free, mixing,
p.m.p. action ' ~ (X, u) on a non-atomic probability space is C-superrigid.

Proof. It follows from [KM98b, Corollary 2] and [Se01, Claim 7.5] that there exist finitely
generated, fully residually free groups Gy, ..., Gs such that I" is a subgroup of the direct
product G7 x --- x Gg. It further follows from [KM98b, Theorem 4] that each G; is a
subgroup of an iterated extension H; of centralizers of a finitely generated, free group
(see also [CGO5, Theorem 4.2]). Notice that any iterated extension of centralizers of Z is
Z™ for some n € N, and is a subgroup of an iterated extension of centralizers of F,. We
may therefore assume that each H; is an iterated extension of centralizers of a finitely
generated, non-abelian free group F;, and is obtained from F; by finite iterated steps
of amalgamation of the type described in Notation 8.11. The corollary follows from
Theorem 8.14. O

Fix a group A. A group I is called residually-A if for every y € T there exists a ho-
momorphism ¢: I' = A such that ¢(y) # 1. When we have the stronger property that
for every finite set F C I there exists a homomorphism ¢: I' — A such that ¢(y) # 1,
for all y € F, then T is called fully residually-A. We refer to [Gr05, Gr09, KM13, KM12]
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for details on (fully) residually A-groups when A is hyperbolic, or more generally toral
relatively hyperbolic.

Corollary 8.16. Let A be a torsion-free, non-elementary, hyperbolic group. If T is any finitely
presented, ICC, residually A\-group, then any free, mixing, p.m.p. action I’ ~ (X, 1) on a non-
atomic probability space is C-superrigid.

Proof. It follows from [KM13, Theorem 3.21] that there exist iterated extensions of cen-
tralizers of A, Hy, ..., Hs, such that I' is a subgroup of the direct product Hy x - - - x Hs.
The results mentioned in the beginning of this subsection imply that each H; is toral
relatively hyperbolic and is obtained from A by finite iterated steps of amalgamation of
the type described in Notation 8.11. The corollary follows from Theorem 8.14. O
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