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ON INVARIANT SUBALGEBRAS OF GROUP C* AND
VON NEUMANN ALGEBRAS

MEHRDAD KALANTAR AND NIKOLAOS PANAGOPOULOS

ABSTRACT. Given an irreducible lattice I" in the product of higher
rank simple Lie groups, we prove a co-finiteness result for the I'-
invariant von Neumann subalgebras of the group von Neumann
algebra L(T"), and for the T-invariant unital C*-subalgebras of the
reduced group C*-algebra C 4 (T).

We use these results to show that: (i) every I'-invariant von
Neumann subalgebra of £(I") is generated by a normal subgroup;
and (ii) given a non-amenable unitary representation 7 of I', ev-
ery I-equivariant conditional expectation on C}(T") is the canon-
ical conditional expectation onto the C*-subalgebra generated by
a normal subgroup.

1. INTRODUCTION

Given a discrete group I" and a subgroup A < I', we have a canonical
inclusion of the reduced group C*-algebras C};(A) C C* (), and the
characteristic function 1, of A extends to a conditional expectation
En @ Cry(T) — Cry(A). Considering the canonical action of I' on

*4(I') by unitary conjugations, one can observe that A is normal in
I' if and only if C;(A) is -invariant inside C}4(I"), or equivalently if
the conditional expectation &£, is I'-equivariant. Similar observations
hold for the inclusion £(A) C L(I') of the corresponding group von
Neumann algebras.

In this sense, I-invariant unital C*-subalgebras of C} (I'), and I'-
invariant von Neumann subalgebras of L(I") can be viewed as “noncom-
mutative normal subgroups” of I'. Similarly, I'-equivariant conditional
expectations on C (") or £(I'), can be considered as alternative non-
commutative generalizations of normal subgroups of I'.

This note is concerned with these objects. We are mostly inter-
ested in the case of lattices I' in higher rank semisimple groups, where
some of the most prominent results (e.g., Margulis’ Normal Subgroup
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Theorem |[Mar91], Stuck—Zimmer’s rigidity theorem [SZ94], character-
rigidity [Bek07|,[BH21], [BBHP20], [Pet15]) are concerned with rigidity
properties of their normal subgroups, and various generalized objects.
In this context, the above considerations naturally lead us to the ques-
tions of to what extent, and in what sense, those rigidity results can
be extended to the noncommutative setting.

The main result of this paper is that irreducible lattices in higher
rank semisimple Lie groups I' have no genuine “noncommutative normal
subgroups”.

Theorem 1.1. Assume G is a connected semisimple Lie group with
trivial center, no non-trivial compact factors, and such that all its sim-
ple factors have real rank at least two. Let I' < G be an irreducible
lattice. Then, any I'-invariant von Neumann subalgebra of L(T') is of
the form L(A) for some normal subgroup A <T.

The work of Alekseev—Brugger [AB21] and Brugger’s thesis [Brul§|,
seem to be the first systematic study of I'-invariant von Neumann sub-
algebras of L(I'), where the authors proved that for I' as in Theo-
rem [[T] (with the additional assumption of G being simple), the in-
clusion M C L(I') of any non-trivial I'-invariant subfactor M of £(I)
has finite (Jones) index (see also [CD20, Section 3| for some related
results).

Recall that if A is a subgroup of I', then A has finite index in I' if
and only if £(A) has finite index in £(I'). Hence, their result can be
considered as a noncommutative version of Margulis’ Normal Subgroup
Theorem (NST) [Mar91], which states that every group I' as in Theo-
rem [L1lis just-infinite, meaning that every non-trivial normal subgroup
of I" has finite index in I.

In the C*-algebra setting, we prove a complete description of equi-
variant conditional expectations as follows. We denote by Ar the left
regular representation of I'.

Theorem 1.2. Let I' be as in the statement of Theorem [1.1, and
let ™ be a non-amenable unitary representation of T' (in the sense
of Bekka |Bek90]). If £ is a I'-equivariant conditional expectation on
Cx(I'), then there is a normal subgroup A < T such that E|xr) = 1x(a)-

Here, by a conditional expectation on a unital C*-algebra B we mean
a unital completely positive (ucp) idempotent map € : B — B whose
range is a C*-subalgebra of B, and the action of I' on C}(I') is by
conjugations with unitaries 7(g), g € I'.
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Let us point out that the amenability condition is quite restrictive for
unitary representations of property (T) groups (see [BV93]). Examples
of non-amenable representations 7 of groups I' as in the statement of
Theorem include, for instance, the quasi-regular representation of I'
on /2(T'/A) for any subgroups A < T of infinite index, and the Koopman
representation of I' on L?(X, v) for any I'-quasi-invariant measure on a
compact minimal I'-space admitting no I'-invariant probability measure
(e.g., any topological I'-boundary X).

Since every von Neumann subalgebra of a finite von Neumann alge-
bra is the image of a unique trace-preserving conditional expectation,
Theorem [LT] can be equivalently stated as a rigidity result for condi-
tional expectations on L£(I).

Theorem 1.3. Let I be as in the statement of Theorem[I1l. If € is an
ultraweakly continuous T'-equivariant conditional expectation on L(T'),
then there is a normal subgroup A < T such that €|y, vy = Lay(a)-

In contrast to the von Neumann algebra case, in general, even for
groups I' with the infinite conjugacy class (icc) property, it is not the
case that any I'-invariant unital C*-subalgebra A of C? (") is the im-
age of some conditional expectation (see Example 3.1]). In particular,
Theorem does not offer a complete description of all I'-invariant
unital C*-subalgebras A of C},(I"), although in the case of these lat-
tices, we do not know of any concrete example of such A that is not
the image of an equivariant conditional expectation of C} ().

We do however prove, in Theorem below, a co-finiteness result
for general I'-invariant unital C*-subalgebras of C? (I'), where I is a
lattice as in Theorem [I.1]

The co-finiteness of C*-subalgebras in our result is in the following
sense.

Definition 1.4. Let 7 be a unitary representation of the group I'.

A T-invariant von Neumann subalgebra N of 7(I")” is said to be
co-finite in w(I')", if the commutant N’ of N in B(H,) admits an ultra-
weakly continuous I'-invariant state (commutants are taken in B(H)).

A T-invariant unital C*-subalgebra A of C%(I") is said to be co-finite
in CX(T"), if the double commutant A” is co-finite in 7(I")".

Theorem 1.5. Let I' be as in the statement of Theorem [L1. Then
for every non-trivial unital I'-invariant C*-subalgebra A of C4(T") and
every unitary representation m of I' which is weakly contained in Ar,

mw(A) is co-finite in C(T).
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We also prove a von Neumann algebraic version of Theorem [L.5]
recorded as Theorem [2.17, which will be a key ingredient in the proof
of Theorem [LI

The conclusion of Theorem is indeed a noncommutative just-
infiniteness for I' (see Definition 2.13)). Obviously, any group I' that
satisfies the conclusion of Theorem is just-infinite, but not con-
versely: we will give examples of simple non-amenable groups I' for
which the conclusion of Theorem [[.5 does not hold (see Example 2.15)).
In this sense, the above theorem is a sharper result than Margulis” NST
for the lattices I' as in the statement.

We close this introduction by pointing out that a different concept
of just-infiniteness for C*-algebras has been studied by Grigorchuk-
Musat-Regrdam |[GMRIS].

2. I'-INVARIANT SUBALGEBRAS

In this section we prove some general properties of co-finite I'-invariant
subalgebras, mostly in the case of C%,(I") and £(I"). Throughout the
section, I is always a discrete group.

We observe that if A is a finite-index normal subgroup of I'; then
for any unitary representation 7 of I'; C*(A) is co-finite in C*(I"), and
m(A)" is co-finite in w(I')”. Indeed, in this case, the I-action on M :=
C*(A)" = m(A)’ factors through the finite group I'/A, hence M admits
a [-invariant ultraweakly continuous state.

One expects that for any natural notion of co-finiteness, certain prop-
erties should lift from co-finite subalgebras to the ambient space. In the
following theorem, we prove that amenability and Haagerup property
are among such properties.

Theorem 2.1. Let w be a factorial unitary representation of I

(1) If 7(I)" has a non-trivial co-finite I'-invariant von Neumann
subalgebra with the Haagerup property, then w(I')" also has the
Haagerup property.

(2) If m(I")" has an amenable non-trivial co-finite I'-invariant von
Neumann subalgebra, then w(I')" is amenable.

Proof. (1) Let N C w(I')” be a non-trivial co-finite I'-invariant von
Neumann subalgebra that has the Haagerup property. Let M = N’ C
B(H;). Then M has the Haagerup property [OT15, Theorem 3.12]. Let
7 be the I'-invariant ultraweakly continuous state on M guaranteed by
the co-finiteness assumption, and let p € M be the support projection
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of 7. Then p is '-invariant, and therefore p € 7 (I")’. Furthermore, 7
restricts to a faithful I'-invariant ultraweakly continuous state on the
[-von Neumann algebra pMp, which also has the Haagerup property
[OT15, Corollary 3.13|. Since there exists a conditional expectation
pMp — (pMp)t' = pMYp = pr([)'p (see e.g., [BBHP20, Proposition
2.7(1)]), it follows that p7(I')'p has the Haagerup property [OT15] The-
orem 5.9|. Since p7(I")'p is a factor, this implies 7(I")" has the Haagerup
property [OT15, Corollary 3.13|. Invoking [OT15] Theorem 3.12| once
again, the result follows.

(2) The proof is similar, the corresponding permanence results regard-
ing amenability are well-known (see e.g., [ADP]). O

Corollary 2.2. Let I be icc. Then

(1) I' is amenable if and only if L(I') has a non-trivial co-finite
['-invariant amenable von Neumann subalgebra.

(2) T' has the Haagerup property if and only if L(T') has a non-
trivial co-finite I'-invariant von Neumann subalgebra that has
the Haagerup property.

Proof. The arguments for both parts are similar and therefore we only
give the proof of (2). If I" has the Haagerup property then £(I') has the
Haagerup property, and so the forward direction follows. Conversely,
since I' is icc, the regular representation of I' is factorial. If £(I') has a
non-trivial co-finite I'-invariant von Neumann subalgebra that has the
Haagerup property, Theorem 2.1] implies that £(I") has the Haagerup
property. Hence I" has the Haagerup property [Cho83, Theorem 3|. [

2.1. Noncommutative just-infiniteness. Any notion of co-finiteness
in the operator algebraic setting naturally leads to noncommutative no-
tions of just-infiniteness.

Definition 2.3. We say I' is m-just-infinite if 7 is infinite-dimensional
and every nontrivial I-invariant von Neumann subalgebra N C «(I")”
is co-finite in 7w (I")".

Recall that A\r denotes the left regular representation of I'.
Lemma 2.4. If I" is Ar-just-infinite, then I is icc.

Proof. Assume T is not icc. Then L£(I') contains a non-trivial central
projection p. Then, N = Cp @ Cp~ is a non-trivial I-invariant von
Neumann subalgebra of £(T'), and N’ = pB(¢*(I'))p & p=B(*(T))pt.
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Since I' is Ap-just-infinite, N’ admits a I'-invariant ultraweakly con-
tinuous state. The map a — pap + plap’, from B(¢*(I')) to N/, is
ultraweakly continuous, I'-equivariant, and ucp. Hence, we obtain a
[-invariant ultraweakly continuous state on B(¢*(T')), which implies
that I" is finite. This is a contradiction as Ap-just-infinite groups are
by definition assumed to be infinite. O

Example 2.5. It follows from Lemma 2.4] that there are just-infinite
groups that are not Ap-just-infinite. Indeed, the integer group I' =
Z is just-infinite (in fact, it even satisfies the conclusion of Stuck—
Zimmer’s rigidity theorem), but not icc, hence it is not Ap-just-infinite

by Lemma 2.4]

Proposition 2.6. Assume I' is Ap-just-infinite and does not have the
Haagerup property. Then L(I') does not admit any non-trivial I'-
imvariant von Neumann subalgebras with the Haagerup property.

Proof. For the sake of contradiction assume that N is a non-trivial
[-invariant von Neumann subalgebra of £(I") with the Haagerup prop-
erty. Since, I' is Ap-just-infinite, N is co-finite in £(I"), hence Lemma 2.4]
and Corollary entail that £(I") has the Haagerup property. There-
fore, by [Cho83, Theorem 3|, the group I' has the Haagerup property,
which contradicts our assumption. 0

Proposition 2.7. Assume that I is Ap-just-infinite and non-amenable.
Then L(I') does not admit any non-trivial I'-invariant amenable von
Neumann subalgebras.

Proof. The argument is similar to the proof of Proposition 2.6l using
the fact that £(I') is amenable if and only if I" is amenable. O

In particular, we conclude

Corollary 2.8. Assume that I' is Ap-just-infinite and non-amenable.
Then L(I') does not admit any Cartan subalgebra with Ap(I') € Nzay(N).

Let us point out that the current understanding of Cartan subalge-
bras of £(I') is far from complete in the higher-rank realm. Important
partial results in this direction were obtained recently by Boutonnet—
loana—Peterson in [BIP21], where they proved the lack of certain classes
of Cartan subalgebras.

We conclude the section with another useful consequence of Propo-

sition 2.71



7

Corollary 2.9. Assume I is A\p-just-infinite and non-amenable. Then
every I'-invariant von Neumann subalgebra of L(I') is a factor.

Proof. Let M be a I'-invariant von Neumann subalgebra of £(I'). Then
the center Z(M) of M is a [-invariant abelian von Neumann subalgebra
of L(I'). Hence, Z(M) = C1 by Proposition 2.7 O

Weak just-infiniteness. We have parallel results in the C*-algebra
setup, and as we see, a formally weaker just-infiniteness condition would
suffice.

Definition 2.10. Let 7 be a unitary representation of I'. We say I is
weakly w-just-infinite if 7 is infinite-dimensional and every nontrivial
[-invariant unital C*-subalgebra of C*(I") is co-finite in C(I).

The next two results are C*-algebraic analogues of Propositions
and 2.7l By the canonical trace, we mean the (unique) state on C7 (I")
that extends the dirac function supported on the neutral element e € T.

Proposition 2.11. Assume I' is weakly Ap-just-infinite and does not
have the Haagerup property. Then C¥,(I') does not admit any non-
trivial I'-invariant exzact C*-subalgebra on which the restriction of the
canonical trace s an amenable trace.

Proof. For the sake of contradiction, assume that A is a non-trivial
exact I'-invariant unital C*-subalgebra of C7, (') such that the restric-
tion of the canonical trace 7 to A is an amenable trace on A. Then
by [Suzl3, Corollary 3.7| the pair (A, 7) has the Haagerup property in
the sense of [Donll| and so from [Suzl3l Lemma 4.5] follows that A”
has the Haagerup property. Since A is co-finite in C (I") by Ap-just-
infiniteness, A” is co-finite in £(I') and so as in the proof of Proposi-
tion we get a contradiction. U

Proposition 2.12. Assume that I is weakly Ar-just-infinite and non-
amenable. Then C},(I") does not admit any non-trivial I'-invariant
nuclear C*-subalgebras.

Proof. For the sake of contradiction assume that C?;(I") admits a non-
trivial nuclear I'-invariant unital C*-subalgebra A. Then A is co-finite
in C’,(I') by C*-just-infiniteness and so A” is a non-trivial amenable
co-finite von Neumann subalgebra of £(I'). Corollary 2.2 implies that
L(T') is amenable, hence I' is amenable. This is a contradiction, and
the proof is complete. O
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2.2. C*-just-infinite groups. In this section we prove Theorem [L.5.

Definition 2.13. A discrete group I' is said to be C*-just-infinite, if
it is infinite and for every non-trivial invariant unital C*-subalgebra
A of C%4(T") and every unitary representation 7 of I' which is weakly
contained in Ar, w(A) is co-finite in C*(I).

We remark that for a given unitary representation 7 of I' and an
invariant C*-subalgebra A C C*(I"), co-finiteness of A is effectively a
von Neumann algebraic property: it is equivalent to the same property
for the bi-commutant A”. Noting that the unitary representations 7
of I" which are weakly contained in Ar correspond to kx-representations
of C¥4(T), we see that C*-just-infiniteness is defined in terms of von
Neumann algebras generated by all x-representations of C¥ ,(I).

Before getting to the proof of Theorem [L.3] let us prove some general
properties of C*-just-infinite groups.

Proposition 2.14. Let I' be a C*-just-infinite group. Then I" is either
amenable or C*-simple.

Proof. Assume that I' is not C*-simple. Let w: C% (I') — B(H,) be
a non-faithful representation, and let I = ker(w). In particular, 7
defines a unitary representation of I' which is weakly contained in .
Define A = [ + C1. Then A is a [-invariant unital C*-subalgebra of

*a(I), and w(A) = C1. Thus, by the assumption, there exists a I'-
invariant state on B(H,). Since 7 is weakly contained in A, there is
also a T-invariant state on B(¢*(T")) [Bek90, Corollary 5.3|. Restricting
this state to ¢>°(I"), it yields an invariant mean on ¢>(I"), and so I is
amenable. O

Example 2.15. It follows from Proposition [2.14] that there are sim-
ple non-amenable groups I' that are not C*-just-infinite. Indeed, the
existence of non-C*-simple groups with the unique trace property was
proven by Le Boudec in [LB17]. And as remarked after [LB17, The-
orem C|, those examples include groups admitting simple subgroups
of index two. Obviously any such subgroup is also non-C*-simple,
and non-amenable, and therefore also non-C*-just-infinite by Proposi-

tion 214

Proof of Theorem The proof of Theorem is structured sim-
ilarly to Margulis’ proof of the Normal Subgroup Theorem, consisting
of two parts: the Amenability half, and the Property (T) half.
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Proof of Theorem[L.3. Let A C C},(I') be a non-trivial I'-invariant
unital C*-subalgebra, and let m be a unitary representation of I" which
is weakly contained in \.

Amenability half. We prove that 7(A)" admits a [-invariant state.

Let P be a minimal parabolic subgroup, and K a maximal compact
subgroup of G such that G = KP. Let vp be the unique K-invariant
probability on G/ P, and p a fully supported probability on I" such that
(G/P,vp) is the Poisson boundary of the (I', u)-random walk [Fur67].

The action G ~ G/P is faithful; indeed, since ker(G ~ G/P) is
contained in P, it is a normal amenable subgroup of G, which is also
a subproduct of G by semisimplicity. Since each factor of G is non-
amenable, it follows ker(G ~G/P) is trivial. In particular, I' also acts
faithfully on G/P. Thus, since the action I'~ G/ P is strongly proximal
[Fur67], it follows I' has trivial amenable radical [Fur03l Proposition 7].
This implies I" is C*-simple by [BCAIH94) Theorem 1] (cf. [BKKO17,
Corollary 6.10]). Hence, 7 is weakly equivalent to A, and therefore the
map 7(g) — A(g) extends to a I'-equivariant ucp map v¢: B(H,) —
B(£*(T")). Since C*(T') lies in the multiplicative domain of v, it follows
that ¢(m(A)") C A’. Therefore, it suffices to show that A’ admits a
[-invariant state.

Define 0, = 3 11(9)Ad, (), where p: T' — B(¢*(I)) is the right
regular representation. Then 6, is a I'-equivariant ucp map on B(¢*(T")),
and we denote by 7?[“ the noncommutative Poisson boundary of (I, u1)
in the sense of Izumi [[zu04], i.e., the space {a € B(¢*(T")) : ,(a) = a}
of fixed points of 6,. We also denote by H, = ﬁu N £>(T") the space of
bounded p-harmonic functions on I'.

Any point-weak™ limit £, of the sequence of maps % > h_y 0, defines
a [-equivariant ucp idempotent from B(¢*(T')) onto 7:2,“ and endowed
with the Choi-Effros product defined by &,, the space ﬁu becomes a
von Neumann algebras. Note that ﬁu is also canonically equipped with
a [-action since it is a I-invariant subspace of B(¢?(T)).

Since C} (") lies in the multiplicative domain of &, it follows that
EJ(A) C AN 7:2#. We will show that the latter intersection admits a
[-invariant state, hence its composition with &, yields a I'-invariant
state on A’, and this will conclude the proof of this part.

By [[zu04, Theorem 4.1], there is a I'-equivariant von Neumann alge-

bra isomorphism ®: I' x L>(G/P) — H,, that restricts to the identity
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map on C},4(I'), and to the Poisson transform P,,: L*(G/P) — H,
defined by P,.(f)(g) = fG/P f(gz) dvp(z) for f € L*°(G/P)and g € T.

Since @ is identity on C}4(I"), it maps the relative commutant B of A
in the crossed product I x L>°(G/P) onto A’ ﬁ’ﬁu. Thus, it now suffices
to show that the I'-von Neumann algebra B admits a ['-invariant state.

Let &: ' x L*(G/P) — L*(G/P) be the canonical conditional
expectation, which is ['-equivariant and faithful. Then, the composition
o(-): = fG/P Eo(+)(x) dvp(zx) defines a faithful ultraweakly continuous
p-stationary state on I' x L>°(G/P). We will show that the restriction
of o to B is I'-invariant.

First, we see that I' ~ B is ergodic, i.e., the I'-invariant subalgebra
{b€B:gb=0bVgeT'}of Bis trivial. One can show this, for instance,
by using the freeness of '~ G/ P to conclude a unique stationarity as
in [HK| Example 4.13], and then apply [BBHP20|, Proposition 2.7.(3)];
(alternatively, |[DP20, Theorem A| can be used to show the claim).
However, it was pointed out to us by Rémi Boutonnet that the er-
godicity in the above follows from the following general fact, which we
include for the future easy reference; we thank him for providing us
with the proof.

Lemma 2.16 (Boutonnet). Let I' be an icc group with p € Prob(T)
whose support generates T'. If (X, v) is any ergodic (I', u)-space, then
the action of T' on the crossed product T' x L*(X) by conjugation is
ergodic.

Proof. Denote by € : I' x L>®(X) — L*°(X) the canonical conditional
expectation. Let a € I'x L>°(X) be I'-fixed, and set b = a—&(a). Then
b is I'-fixed and £(b) = 0. For g € I, let ¢, := E(bA;-1) € L>(X) be
the Fourier coefficient of b at g. Since b is ['-fixed, the map g — |gzﬁg|2
is I'-equivariant with respect to the conjugation action of I' on itself,
and so the function ((g) :== [y |¢,|” dv is p-harmonic (for the conjugate
action). Moreover, Y- . ¢(9) = [y E(b*b)dv < oo, and so ¢ € £1(T).
Thus, ¢ attains its maximum values on a finite conjugate-invariant
subset of I, that is {e} by the icc assumption. Since ¢ > 0and ((e) = 0,
it follows ¢ = 0. So b =0, and a = £(a). The function £(a) € L>(X)
is -invariant, hence constant by ergodicity of I' ~ (X, v). O

Returning to the proof of the theorem, we can now invoke [BH21,
Theorem B| to conclude that either the restriction p|g is I'-invariant,
or that there exists a closed subgroup P C @) C G and a [-equivariant
von Neumann algebra embedding ¥: L*(G/Q,vg) — B, such that
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0oV = vg, where v is the pushforward of vp under the canonical map
G/P — G/Q. We will rule out the latter possibility.

For the sake of contradiction, assume otherwise, that such 9 exists.
Then the composition £yod is an ultraweakly continuous ['-equivariant
ucp map from L*(G/Q,vg) into L>(G/P,vp). The canonical em-
bedding is the unique such map (see e.g., [BS06, Theorem 2.14|), so
Ey oV = id|p=(gQ). Since & is a faithful conditional expectation,
it follows ¥ = id|ze(/o) by [Ham85, Lemma 3.3]. In particular,
L>(G/Q) Cc BN L>*(G/P), and therefore, ® (L>*(G/Q)) C A NH,.
As remarked above, ® restricts to the Poisson transform on L*(G/P),
50 A C (P (L¥(G/Q)))".

Since A is non-trivial, and A N ¢>(I") = C1, there exists a € A
and g,h € I" with g # h such that (ad,,d5) # 0. Denoting by
m, € B((*(I")) the multiplication operator associated to a function
¢ € (>(I'), a commutes with p(g)mpr(f)p(g_l) = mp,, () for every
g € I'and f € C(G/Q). The action G~ G/Q is strongly proximal,

weak*

so given z € G/ there exits a net (g;) in I' such that g,vg —— 9,

in Prob(G/@Q). This implies mp,. () WOt mp, (5 in B(¢*(T)), and

therefore a commutes with mp, () for every f € C(G/Q) and x € G/Q.
Hence,

f(gx)(ady, on) = (amp;_(5)dg,0n) = (mp, (r)adg, o)
= (adg, mp, (5)0n) = f(hx)(ady, on)

for all f € C(G/Q) and z € G/Q, which implies that gh™! lies in
ker(I' ~G/Q). But it follows from similar reasoning as in the beginning
of the proof that I' ~ G /@ is faithful. This contradicts g # h, and
therefore completes the proof of the first half.

Property (T) half. The assumptions imply that G has property (T)
and since I'is a lattice in G, I" also has property (T) (see e.g., [BAIHVO0S,
Theorem 1.7.1]). Recall that 7 is a unitary representation of I weakly
contained in .

Let M = n(A), and let (M, Hy, J;, P) be its standard form in the
sense of [Haa7h]. By [Haa7h, Theorem 3.2|, the action I' ~ M is
implemented by a unitary representation o of I' on Hs. As usual, we
endow B(H,) with the I'-action defined by unitaries o,4, g € I'.

By the Amenability half, there exists a ['-invariant state on M. Since
M has separable predual, a standard argument yields a sequence (w,)
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of ultraweakly continuous states on M such that ||w, o 0, — w,| =
lgwn — wal| =22 0 for every g € T.

By [Haa75l Lemma 2.10], the map & — we|y is a I'-equivariant home-
omorphism from P onto M.", where we is the vector state defined by
the vector £&. Hence, there exists an almost o-invariant sequence in H,
and property (T) implies the existence of a ¢(I")-invariant unit vector
& in Hs. The vector state we, restricts to an ultraweakly continuous

[-invariant state on M. This completes the proof. O
We note that the proof of Theorem also yields the following;:

Theorem 2.17. Every group I' as in the statement of Theorem [1.1 is
Ar-just-infinite.

Remark 2.18. Margulis’ NST and its generalizations such as Stuck—
Zimmer’s theorem [SZ94], are considered as rigidity results for I". How-
ever, there are just-infinite groups that should not really be considered
as rigid objects in the same spirit as higher rank lattices.

Examples 2.5l and 2.15]show that the noncommutative just-infiniteness
properties we consider in this section are indeed stronger properties
than the usual group-theoretic notion, and therefore in this sense, The-
orems [L.Al and 2.I7 entail sharper results compared to the NST for
lattices I' as in the statements.

Remark 2.19. Another fact that follows from the arguments in the
proof of Theorem is that, given a discrete property (T) group T’
and a unitary representations m of I', the weak m-just-infiniteness of I'
depends only on the weak equivalence class of .

3. PROOFS OF THEOREMS [L.1], 1.2] AND [1.3

Proof of Theorem[L 1. Let N be a non-trivial ['-invariant von Neumann
subalgebra of L(I'). By Corollary and Theorem .17 N is a factor.
As shown in [Brul8, Lemma 4.3.2 & Remark 4.2.8|, there is a non-
trivial normal subgroup A < I" such that the restriction of the I'-action
on N to A is inner. This gives a projective unitary representation
o : A — U(N). Since N is a factor, we also get a projective unitary
representation o’ : A — U(N'NL(T)) such that Ar(g) = o(g)o’(g) for all
g € A. Furthermore, the latter decomposition is unique. In particular,
both o(A)” and ¢'(A)” are I'-invariant, hence factors by Corollary 2.9

Let N be the von Neumann algebra generated by o(A)Uo’(A). Then
L(A) €N C £(I'). Since A has finite index in I (by Margulis’ NST), it
follows that £(A) has finite index in N. Thus, as observed in the proof
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of [Brul8, Lemma 4.3.6], it cannot be the case that the trace vanishes
on o(g) and ¢’(g) for all non-neutral g € A.

The proof of [BH21l, Theorem C| can be modified to conclude that if
7 is a projective unitary representation of A generating a finite factor
M, then either M is finite dimensional or else, 7(7(g)) = 0 for all g € A,
g # e, where 7 is the trace of M.

Thus, either o(A)” or ¢’(A)” is finite dimensional, hence trivial by
Proposition 2.7] since they are I'-invariant. We therefore conclude that
either N or its relative commutant N’ N L(I") contains £(A), hence has
finite index in £(I"). This implies that one of the these von Neumann al-
gebras is finite dimensional [Jon83, Corollary 2.2.3], hence trivial since
they are I'-invariant. Since we assumed N is non-trivial, it follows that
N N L(T) is trivial. We may now invoke [CD20, Theorem 3.15| to
conclude the result. O

Proof of Theorem[1.3. Let € be an ultraweakly continuous ['-equivariant
conditional expectation on £(I'). Then the image of £ is a I-invariant
von Neumann subalgebra of £(I'), hence of the form L£(A) for some
normal subgroup A < TI', by Theorem [Tl Since I is icc, the canonical
trace 7 is the unique trace on £(I'). Since the characteristic function
1, extends to the unique trace preserving conditional expectation from
L(I") onto L(A), it suffices to show that € is trace preserving. For this,
we observe that since &£ is I'-equivariant, 7€ is [-invariant and unl-
traweakly continuous, hence a trace on £(I'). By the uniqueness of 7,
we conclude that 7€ = 7, thereby completing the proof. O

Proof of Theorem[1.2. Let m be a non-amenable unitary representation
of I'. Then 7 does not contain any finite-dimensional subrepresentation
[Bek90, Theorem 1.3|. Hence, it follows from [BH21, Corollary D] that
7 weakly contains Ar, and C*(I") has a unique trace 7, which is the lift
of the canonical trace on C),(I"). Let I be the kernel of the quotient
map C*(I") — C¥ (). Since 7 factors to a faithful trace on C, 4 (I'), it
follows I = {a € CX(T"): 7(a*a) = 0}.

Assume €& is a I'-equivariant conditional expectation from C(I") onto
a C*-subalgebra A C C*(T"). Since & is I'-equivariant, A is -invariant.

Furthermore, the I'-equivariance of £ implies that 7€ is ['-invariant,
hence a trace on CX(I'). Since 7 is the unique trace on Ci(I"), we
conclude 7€ = 7.

Given a € I, we get 7(E(a)*E(a)) < 7(E(a*a)) = 7(a*a) = 0, which
implies £(I) € I. Thus, & factors to a map on C4(I'), which is
also a I'-equivariant conditional expectation, we still denote it by &.
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Since & is trace-preserving, it is faithful on C7 ('), hence £ extends
to an ultraweakly continuous trace-preserving conditional expectation
E: L(I') — A” (see [Pop00, Lemma 4.5]). By Theorem [[.3] we have
that €|\, ) = Ly, (a) for some normal subgroup A < T'. This implies

We conclude this section with an example of an icc group I' for
which C74(I") contains a I'-invariant unital C*-subalgebra that is not
the image of any I'-equivariant conditional expectation.

Example 3.1. Let I" be as in Example .15 and let A be the C*-
subalgebra of C7 (') constructed from a non-zero proper ideal I as
in the proof of Proposition .14l Assume £ : C}4(I') — Ais a I-
equivariant conditional expectation. Since C74(I") has a unique trace,
it follows, as seen in the proof of Theorem above, that £ is faithful
and trace preserving, hence extends to the canonical trace preserving
conditional expectation from L£(I') onto A”. Since L(I') is a factor,
and [ is non-zero, it follows A” = L(I"). In particular, £ = id, and
therefore A = C}4(T"). This implies the quotient of C%,(I") by I has
dimension one, and so admits a trace, which contradicts the uniqueness
of the canonical trace on C,(I"). Hence, A cannot be the image of any
I'-equivariant conditional expectation on C (I").
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REFERENCES

[AB21] V. Alekseev and R. Brugger, A rigidity result for normalized subfactors, J.
Operator Theory 86 (2021), no. 1, 3-15. 12

[ADP] C. Anantharaman-Delaroche and S. Popa, An introduction to II; factors,
book in preparation. 1{f]

[BBHP20] U. Bader, R. Boutonnet, C. Houdayer, and J. Peterson, Charamenability
of arithmetic groups of product type, preprint (2020). 12 [E]

[BS06] U. Bader and Y. Shalom, Factor and normal subgroup theorems for lattices
in products of groups, Invent. Math. 163 (2006), no. 2, 415-454. {1l

[Bek90| B. Bekka, Amenable unitary representations of locally compact groups, In-
vent. Math. 100 (1990), no. 2, 383-401. 121 Bl

[Bek07] , Operator-algebraic superridigity for SLy,(Z), n > 3, Invent. Math.
169 (2007), no. 2, 401-425. 1

[BCdIH94| B. Bekka, M. Cowling, and P. de la Harpe, Some groups whose reduced
C*-algebra is simple, Inst. Hautes Etudes Sci. Publ. Math. 80 (1994), 117-134

(1995). 11




15

[BAIHVO08] B. Bekka, P. de la Harpe, and A. Valette, Kazhdan’s property (T), New
Mathematical Monographs, vol. 11, Cambridge University Press, Cambridge,
2008. 111l

[BK20] B. Bekka and M. Kalantar, Quasi-regular representations of discrete groups
and associated C*-algebras, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 373 (2020), no. 3, 2105—
2133. 1

[BV93] B. Bekka and A. Valette, Kazhdan’s property (T) and amenable represen-
tations, Math. Z. 212 (1993), no. 2, 293-299. 13l

[BH21] R. Boutonnet and C. Houdayer, Stationary characters on lattices of
semisimple Lie groups, Publ. Math. Inst. Hautes Etudes Sci. 133 (2021), 1-
46. 121 1O,

[BIP21] R. Boutonnet, A. Ioana, and J. Peterson, Properly proximal groups and
their von Neumann algebras, Ann. Sci. Ec. Norm. Supér. (4) 54 (2021), no. 2,
445-482 (English, with English and French summaries). 16l

[BKKO17] E. Breuillard, M. Kalantar, M. Kennedy, and N. Ozawa, C*-simplicity
and the unique trace property for discrete groups, Publ. Math. Inst. Hautes
Etudes Sci. 126 (2017), 35-71. 10

[Brul8] R. Brugger, Characters on infinite groups and rigidity, Georg-August Uni-
versity of Gottingen, 2018. Doctoral Dissertation (Ph.D.) 12 12

[CD20] I. Chifan and S. Das, Rigidity results for von Neumann algebras arising
from mizing extensions of profinite actions of groups on probability spaces, Math.
Ann. 378 (2020), no. 3-4, 907-950. 12 I3l

[Cho83] M. Choda, Group factors of the Haagerup type, Proc. Japan Acad. Ser. A
Math. Sci. 59 (1983), no. 5, 174-177. 1

[DP20] S. Das and J. Peterson, Poisson boundaries of IT; factors (2020), available
at larXiv:2009.11787. 110

[Donll] Z. Dong, Haagerup property for C*-algebras, J. Math. Anal. Appl. 377
(2011), no. 2, 631-644. 11

[Fur03] A.Furman, On minimal strongly prozimal actions of locally compact groups,
Israel J. Math. 136 (2003), 173-187. 10

[Fur67] H. Furstenberg, Poisson boundaries and envelopes of discrete groups, Bull.
Amer. Math. Soc. 73 (1967), 350-356. 1

[GMR18] R. Grigorchuk, M. Musat, and M. Rgrdam, Just-infinite C*-algebras,
Comment. Math. Helv. 93 (2018), no. 1, 157-201. 1

[Haa75] U. Haagerup, The standard form of von Neumann algebras, Math. Scand.
37 (1975), no. 2, 271-283. L]

[Ham85] M. Hamana, Injective envelopes of C*-dynamical systems, Tohoku Math-
ematical Journal 37 (1985), 463-487. {1l

[HK] Y. Hartman and M. Kalantar, Stationary C*-dynamical systems, J. Eur.
Math. Soc. (JEMS), to appear. I

[Izu04] M. Izumi, Non-commutative Poisson boundaries, Discrete geometric analy-
sis, Contemp. Math., vol. 347, Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 2004, pp. 69—

81. 1@
[Jon83] V. F. R. Jones, Index for subfactors, Invent. Math. 72 (1983), no. 1, 1-25.

13


arXiv:2009.11787

16 MEHRDAD KALANTAR AND NIKOLAOS PANAGOPOULOS

[LB17] A. Le Boudec, C*-simplicity and the amenable radical, Invent. Math. 209
(2017), no. 1, 159-174. 18

[Mar91] G. A. Margulis, Discrete subgroups of semisimple Lie groups, Ergebnisse
der Mathematik und ihrer Grenzgebiete (3) [Results in Mathematics and Re-
lated Areas (3)], vol. 17, Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 1991. 112l

[OT15] R. Okayasu and R. Tomatsu, Haagerup approzimation property for arbi-
trary von Neumann algebras, Publ. Res. Inst. Math. Sci. 51 (2015), no. 3, 567—
603. 1,

[Pet15] J. Peterson, Character rigidity for lattices in higher-rank groups, preprint
(2015). 112

[Pop00] S. Popa, On the relative Dizmier property for inclusions of C*-algebras, J.
Funct. Anal. 171 (2000), no. 1, 139-154. 14

[SZ94] G. Stuck and R. J. Zimmer, Stabilizers for ergodic actions of higher rank
semisimple groups, Ann. of Math. (2) 139 (1994), no. 3, 723-747. 12

[Suz13] Y. Suzuki, Haagerup property for C*-algebras and rigidity of C*-algebras
with property (T), J. Funct. Anal. 265 (2013), no. 8, 1778-1799. 1[0

MEHRDAD KALANTAR, UNIVERSITY OF HOUSTON, USA
Email address: mkalantar@uh.edu

NI1KOLAOS PANAGOPOULOS, UNIVERSITY OF HOUSTON, USA
Email address: npanagopoulos@uh.edu



	1. Introduction
	2. -invariant subalgebras
	2.1. Noncommutative just-infiniteness
	Weak just-infiniteness
	2.2. C*-just-infinite groups
	Proof of Theorem 1.5

	3. Proofs of Theorems 1.1, 1.2 and 1.3
	Acknowledgements

	References

