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ALMOST COMMUTING MATRICES AND
STABILITY FOR PRODUCT GROUPS

ADRIAN IOANA

ABSTRACT. We prove that any product of two non-abelian free groups, I' = F,,, XFy, for m, k > 2, is
not Hilbert-Schmidt stable. This means that there exist asymptotic representations 7, : I' — U(d,)
with respect to the normalized Hilbert-Schmidt norm which are not close to actual representations.
As a consequence, we prove the existence of contraction matrices A, B such that A almost commutes
with B and B*, with respect to the normalized Hilbert-Schmidt norm, but A, B are not close to
any matrices A’, B such that A" commutes with B’ and B’*. This settles in the negative a natural
version of a question concerning almost commuting matrices posed by Rosenthal in 1969.

1. INTRODUCTION AND STATEMENT OF MAIN RESULTS

A famous question, which can be traced back to the foundations of quantum mechanics [vN29],
is whether two matrices A, B, which almost commute with respect to a given norm, must be
close to two commuting matrices A’, B’. It was first explicitly posed by Rosenthal [Ro69] for the
normalized Hilbert-Schmidt norm and by Halmos [Ha76] for the operator norm. Almost commuting
matrices have since been studied extensively and found applications to several areas of mathematics,
including operator algebras and group theory, quantum physics and computer science (see, e.g, the
introductions of [LSI3/[EST9]). The most interesting case of this question is when the matrices
are contractions, and “almost” and “close” are taken independent of their sizes. The answer
depends both on the types of matrices considered and the norms chosen. Historically, research has
focused on the operator norm. In this situation, the answer is positive for self-adjoint matrices

by a remarkable result of Lin [Li97] (see also [FR96}Ha08[KS14]), but negative for unitary [Vo83]
and general matrices [Ch88] (see [Da85L[EL89I] for related results). More recently, several works

[HLOS|GITO/FKTOIFST1Sal4HST6LHS17] studied the question for the normalized Hilbert-Schmidt
norm and obtained affirmative answers for pairs of self-adjoint, unitary and normal matrices. In
fact, the answer is positive if at least one of the matrices is normal, see Remark [[.T[(1). However,
these results leave wide open the general situation when neither matrix is normal.

We make progress on this problem by proving that, in contrast to the case of normal matrices, a
version of Rosenthal’s question [Ro69] has a negative answer for non-normal matrices. The version
that we consider is natural from the perspective of (self-adjoint) operator algebras. Indeed, it
requires that A almost commutes not only with B but also with its adjoint, B*.

Theorem A. There exist sequences of matrices Ay, B, € My, (C), for some d,, € N, such that
(a) | Anll, I Bnll < 1, for every n € N,
(b) lim ||A,B, — B,A,|l2 = lim ||A, B} — B:A,|l2 =0 and
(c) infpen (||An — ALll2 + [|Bn — Byll2) > 0, for any sequences of matrices A, Bl, € My, (C)
such that Al B], = Bl,Al, and A, B/* = B/*A! | for every n € N.
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1 n
For A = (ai,j)?,j:l € M, (C), we denote by [|A], ||All2 = (l szzl |ai,j|2) 2 and 7(A) =1 Yo iy

n n
the operator norm, normalized Hilbert-Schmidt norm and normalized trace of A.

Remark 1.1. We continue with two remarks on the statement of Theorem [Al

(1) The conclusion of Theorem [A] fails if one of the matrices is normal. Moreover, the following
holds: let A,, B, € My, (C) be contractions such that ||A,B, — B,Ay|2 — 0 and B, is
normal, for every n € N. Then there are A/, B/, € My (C) such that A/ B!, = B, A!, and
Al Bl¥ = BI*Al | for every n € N, and ||A,, — A, ||2 + || Bn — Bl|l2 — 0 (see Lemma [T.T]).

(2) Theorem [Al complements a result of von Neumann [vN42, Theorem 9.7] which implies the
existence of contractions A, € My, (C), for some k,, — oo, such that any contractions
B, € My, (C) which verify condition (b), must satisfy that ||B, — 7(By)1|2 — 0. In
particular, A,, B,, are close to the commuting matrices A,,,7(By)1. Thus, the pair A,, B,
does not satisfy the conclusion of Theorem [A] for any choice of contractions B,, € My, (C).
Moreover, the arguments used in [vN42] are probabilistic, which suggests that randomly
chosen contractions A,, € My, (C) should have the above property. This rules out examples
as in Theorem [Al where one of the matrices is chosen randomly. Nevertheless, we use
matrices satisfying (a strengthening of) the property of [vN42] as building blocks in our
construction of A,,, B, as in Theorem [A] (see the comments at the end of the introduction).

Theorem [Alis a consequence of a non-stability result for the product group Fg x Fs, see Theorem
To motivate the latter result, we note that whether almost commuting matrices are near commuting
ones is a prototypical stability problem. In general, following [Hy41l[UI60], stability refers to a
situation when elements which “almost” satisfy an equation must be “close” to elements satisfying
the equation exactly. In recent years, there has been a considerable amount of interest in the
study of group stability (see [Th17,Io19]). For a countable group I', one can define stability with
respect to any class C of metric groups endowed with bi-invariant metrics. This requires that any
asymptotic homomorphism from T' to a group in C is close to an actual homomorphism [AP14]
[APT7[CGLTITTh17]. Specializing to the class C of unitary groups endowed with the normalized
Hilbert-Schmidt norms leads to the following notion of stability introduced in [HS17,[BL18]:

Definition 1.2. A sequence of maps ¢, : I' — U(d,), for some d, € N, is called an asymptotic
homomorphism if it satisfies lim ||@,(gh) — ©n(g9)@n(h)|l2 = 0, for every g,h € T'. The group I is
n—oo

called Hilbert-Schmidt stable (or HS-stable) if for any asymptotic homomorphism ¢, : I' — U(d,,),
we can find homomorphisms p,, : I' — U(d,,) such that lim ||¢,(g9) — pn(g9)|l2 = 0, for every g € T.
n—o0

The class of HS-stable groups includes the free groups F,,, virtually abelian groups and one-relator
groups with non-trivial center [HS17], certain graph product groups [At18], and is closed under free
products. Moreover, the product of two HS-stable groups is HS-stable, provided that one of the
groups is abelian [HS17, Theorem 1] or, more generally, amenable [IST9, Corollary D].

However, it remained a basic open problem whether HS-stability is closed under general direct
products and, specifically, if Fy x Fy is HS-stable (see [[o19, Remark 1.4]). We settle this problem
by proving that the product of two non-abelian free groups is not HS-stable. Moreover, we show:

Theorem B. The group Fy x F,, is not flexibly HS-stable, for any integers k,m > 2.

Before discussing the notion of flexible HS-stability and results related to Theorem [Bl let us outline
how Theorem [Bl implies Theorem [Al Let ¢, : Fo x Fo — U(d,,) be an asymptotic homomorphism

which witnesses that Fo x Fy is not HS-stable and a1, a2 € Fo be free generators. For 1 < j < 2

and n € N, let hy,j,ky; € My, (C) be self-adjoint matrices with spectrum contained in [—1, 1]
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such that ¢, (a;,e) = exp(2mih, ;) and ¢, (e, a;) = exp(2mik, ;). We then prove that the matrices
Ay, = hy1 + ik, and By, = hy o + iky o satisfy the conclusion of Theorem [Al

It was shown in [BLIS| that all infinite residually finite property (T) groups I' (e.g., SL,(Z), for
n > 3), are not HS-stable. The proof builds on the observation that any sequence of homomorphisms
pn : I' — U(d,) with d,, — oo can be perturbed slightly to obtain an asymptotic homomorphism
on : ' = U(d, — 1). To account for this method of constructing asymptotic homomorphisms, the
following weakening of the notion of HS-stability was suggested in [BL18|:

Definition 1.3. A countable group I' is called flexibly HS-stable if for any asymptotic homomor-
phism ¢,, : I' = U(d,), we can find homomorphisms p,, : I' — U(D,,), for some D,, > d,, such that

lim &= =1 and lim |j¢n(9) — pupn(9)pall2 = 0, for every g € I, where p, : CP» — C% denotes
n—oo “m n—o0
the orthogonal projection for every n € N.

If a Connes-embeddable countable group I' is flexibly HS-stable, then it must be residually finite.
On the other hand, deciding if a residually finite group is flexibly HS-stable or not is a challenging
problem. For instance, while the arithmetic groups SL,,(Z),n > 3, are not HS-stable by [BL1§]|, it
is open whether they are flexibly HS-stable. The first examples of residually finite groups which are
not flexibly HS-stable were found only recently in [[SW20], where certain groups with the relative
property (T), including Z? x SLy(Z), were shown to have this property.

Theorem [B] provides the only other known examples of non-flexibly HS-stable residually finite
groups, and the first that do not have infinite subgroups with the relative property (T). Moreover,
these are the first examples of residually finite non-HS-stable groups that neither satisfy property
(T;FD) (see [BL18| Section 4.2]) nor have infinite subgroups with the relative property (T).

Remark 1.4. We now compare Theorem [Bl with two related results concerning other notions of
stability. A countable group I' is called P-stable if it is stable with respect to the class of finite
permutation groups endowed with the normalized Hamming distance (see [[019] for a survey on
P-stability). As shown in [[019, Corollary B], P-stability is not closed under direct products.
Given the similarity between the notions of HS-stability and P-stability [AP14], it should not be
surprising that HS-stability is not closed under direct products. We note however that the methods
of [To19] cannot be adapted to prove Theorem [Bl The approach of [Io19], which exploits the discrete
aspects of P-stability, allows to prove that the group Fy x Z is not P-stable, despite being HS-stable
by [HS17, Theorem 1]. As we explain at the end of the introduction, to prove Theorem [B] we
introduce an entirely new approach based on ideas from the theory of von Neumann algebras.

A countable group I is called W*-tracially stable if it is stable with respect to the class of unitary
groups of tracial von Neumann algebras endowed with their 2-norms [HS17]. Theorem [Blstrengthens
[[S19, Theorem E] which showed Fj x F,, is not W*-tracially stable, for any integers k,m > 2.
Indeed, being W*-tracial stable is stronger than being HS-stable, which corresponds to restricting
to unitary groups of finite dimensional von Neumann algebras.

Next, we mention two reformulations of Theorem [Bl in terms of operator algebras. Let (M,,1,),
n € N, be a sequence of tracial von Neumann algebras and w be a free ultrafilter on N. The tracial
ultraproduct von Neumann algebra [, M, is defined as the quotient ¢*°(N, M,,)/Z,(N, M,,) of the
Cr*-algebra (*°(N, M,,) of sequences (z,,) € [[y M, with sup||z,|| < co by its ideal Z,,(N, M,) of
sequences (z,) such that 711_1)13u |z |l2 = 0.

First, by [IS19, Proposition C], if P, Q are commuting separable subalgebras of a tracial ultraproduct
[1, M,, and P is amenable, then there are commuting von Neumann subalgebras P,, Q),, of M,
for all n € N, such that P C [[, P, and @ C ], Qn. In contrast, Theorem [Blimplies that, without
the amenability assumption, this lifting property fails in certain matricial ultraproducts:
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Corollary C. There ezist a sequence (d,) C N and commuting separable von Neumann subalgebras
P,Q of [1,, Mg, (C) such that the following holds: there are no commuting von Neumann subalgebras
P,,Qn of My, (C), for all n € N, such that P C [[, P, and Q C [], @n-

By [IS19] Theorem B]|, the conclusion of Corollary [C] holds for the ultrapower M% of certain,
fairly complicated, examples of I1; factors M. Corollary [C] provides the first natural examples of
tracial ultraproducts that satisfy its conclusion. We conjecture that this phenomenon holds for any
ultraproduct II; factor [[ M,.

Second, Theorem [B] can be reformulated as a property of the full group C*-algebra C*(Fy x Fy).
This has been an important object of study since the work of Kirchberg [Ki93] showing that certain
properties of C*(Fy x F3) (being residually finite or having a faithful trace) are equivalent to Connes’

embedding problem (see [0z04,[Pi20)]).

Theorem [Bl implies the existence of a *-homomorphism ¢ : C*(Fg x F3) — [][ My, (C), for a
sequence (d,) C N, which does not “lift” to a *-homomorphism ¢ : C*(Fg x Fg) — ¢*°(N, M, (C)).
Specifically, there is no *-homomorphism ¢ such that 7o @ = ¢, where m : £>°(N,My,) — [[, Ma,
is the quotient homomorphism. We do not know if ¢ admits a unital completely positive (ucp)
lift @. If no ucp lift exists, then it would follow that C*(Fg x Fy) does not have the local lifting
property (LLP) (see [Oz04] Corollary 3.12]). Whether C*(IFy x Fy) has the LLP is an open problem

which goes back to [0z04] (see also [Oz13l[Pi20]).

Comments on the proof of Theorem [Bl We end the introduction with a detailed outline of
the proof of Theorem [Bl Let us first reduce it to a simpler statement. As we prove in Lemma 2.6,
if I'y, 'y are HS-stable, then I'y x I's is flexibly HS-stable if and only if it is HS-stable. Also, if
(T1 % A1) x (T'g % Ag) is HS-stable, for groups I'1, 'y, A1, Ag, then T'; x T’y must be HS-stable. These
facts imply that proving Theorem [Bl is equivalent to showing that Fy x Fy is not HS-stable. To
prove the latter statement, we will reason by contradiction assuming that Fy x Fy is HS-stable.

The proof of Theorem [Bl is divided into two parts, which we discuss separately below. A main
novelty of our approach is the use of ideas and techniques from the theory of (infinite dimensional)
von Neumann algebras to prove a statement concerning finite unitary matrices. We combine small
perturbations results for von Neumann algebras with finite dimensional analogues of two key ideas
(the use of deformations and spectral gap arguments) from Popa’s deformation /rigidity theory.

The first part of the proof, which occupies Sections 3-5, is devoted to proving the following:

Proposition 1.5. Assume that Fo x 9 is HS-stable. Then for every e > 0, there exists § > 0 such
that the following holds: for every k,m,n € N and every Uy, ..., Ug, Vi, Vi € U(n) satisfying that
LS, zj U ViR <8, we can find Ut oo, Up, Vi, ooy Vi € U(n) such that

km

(1) [U;,V;] =0, for every 1 <i <k and1<j <m,
k ~ o <
(2) £330 U = U3 < e and X STV - VilZ <e.

To illustrate the strength of the conclusion of Proposition [L5, we make the following remark:

Remark 1.6. Let k,m € N. Then F; x [F,,, is HS-stable if and only if for every ¢ > 0, there exists
6 > 0 such that the following holds: for every n € N and every Uy, ..., U, V4, ..., V,;, € U( ) satisfying

that H[UZ,V]H2<5 forall 1 <7 <kand1<j<m,we can find U, ..., Uk,Vl, ,Vin € U(n) such

that [UZ,V]—O \U; — U||2<6and||V V||2<6 forall 1 <i<kand1l<j<m. In view of
this, Proposition [[L3] can be interpreted as follows: if Fo x [F5 is HS-stable then Fy x IF,,, is HS-stable
and, moreover, it satisfies an “averaged” version of HS-stability, uniformly over all k,m € N.
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We continue with some comments on the proof of Proposition under the stronger assumption
that Fg x 3 is HS-stable. The proof of Proposition [[L5 has three main ingredients. All subalgebras
of matrix algebras considered below are taken to be von Neumann (i.e., self-adjoint) subalgebras.

The first is a small perturbation result for subalgebras of a tensor product of three matrix algebras
M = Mj(C) ® M, (C) ® M, (C) (see LemmaB.H). Roughly speaking, we prove that any subalgebra
P C M which almost contains M (C) ® 1 ® 1 and is almost contained in M (C) ® M,,(C) ® 1 must
be close to a subalgebra of the form My (C) ® S ® 1, for some subalgebra S C M, (C). Here, for
subalgebras P,@ C M and ¢ > 0, we say that P is e-contained in @ if for all x € P with |jz| <1
there is y € Q with ||z — y||2 < e, and that P is e-close to Q if P C. @ and Q C. P [MvN43]. A
crucial aspect of Lemma [B.0is that the constants involved are independent of k,n,m € N. Its proof
is based on ideas from [Ch79[Po01l[Po03] and in particular uses the basic construction as in [Ch79].

The second ingredient in the proof of the Proposition is the existence of pairs of unitaries
satisfying the following “spectral gap” condition: for a universal constant x > 0 and every n € N,
we can find X7, Xy € U(n) such that ||z —7(z)1]|2 < &(||[X1, z]||2+ ||[X2, x]||2), for every z € M, (C)
(see Lemmal[43]). This is a consequence of a result of Hastings [Ha07,[Pi12] on quantum expanders.

To finish the proof of Proposition we combine the first two ingredients with a tensor product
trick. Let Uy,--- U, Vi, , Viy € U(n) such that ||[U;, Vj]||2 = 0, for every i,j. Let X1, Xs € U(k)
and Y1, Y, € U(m) be pairs of unitaries with spectral gap. We define M = M (C) @M, (C) @M, (C)
and unitaries 2y, Zo, Z3,11, 15, T3 € M by letting

k
Z1=X101®1, Z=X1®1, Zgzzeiﬂ'@UZ‘@l
=1

m
N=1010Y, H=101Y, Ti3=Y 10V,®e¢,.
j=1
Then ||[Z;, T;]||2 = 0, for every 1 <i,j < 3. Since Fg x F3 is assumed HS-stable, there are unitaries

Z;,T] € M such that [Z],Tj] = 0, || Z; — Zj||2 = 0 and ||Tj — T}||2 = 0, for every 1 <4,j < 3.

Let P the subalgebra of M generated by Z1, Z}, Z4 and let @ be its commutant. Since P almost
commutes with 77, Ts, using the spectral gap property of Y7, Y5 via an argument inspired by [Po06al,
[Po06b] we deduce that P is almost contained in My (C) ® M,,(C) ® 1. Similarly, it follows that @
is almost contained in 1 ® M,,(C) ® M, (C). Since P is the commutant of @), the bicommutant
theorem implies that M (C) ® 1® 1 is almost contained in P. The first ingredient of the proof now
provides commuting subalgebras R, S C M,,(C) such that P is close to M;(C) ® R® 1 and Q is
close to 1 ® S ® M,,,(C). At this point, the conclusion of Proposition follows easily.

In the second part of the proof of Theorem [Bl presented in Section 6, we construct a counterexample
to the conclusion of Proposition and derive that Fo x Fy is not HS-stable. Our construction,
which we describe in detail below, is inspired by Popa’s malleable deformation for noncommutative

Bernoulli actions, see [Po03,[Va06], and its variant introduced in [Io06].

Construction 1.7. Let n €¢ N and t € R.

(1) We denote M,, = ®j_,; M3(C) = My (C) and A4, = @}_, C*> = C?". We view A, as a
subalgebra of M,,, where we embed C? C My (C) as the diagonal matrices.

(2) For1<i<mn,let X;,; =1®---100®1---®1 € A,, where 0 = (1 0

2 .
0 _1> € C# is placed

on the ¢-th tensor position.
(3) Let G, be a finite group of unitaries which generates A4,, ® M,,.
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(4) We define U; € U(C? ® C?) by U; = P + ¢'(1 — P), where P : C?> ® C? — C? ® C2 be the
orthogonal projection onto the one dimensional space spanned by e; ® es —e2 R €7 .

(5) We identify M, @M, = ®}_,(Mz(C)®@M;(C)) and let 6; ,, be the automorphism of M, ® M,
given by 8, ,(®}_ xy) = @F_ Uz Uf.

(6) Finally, consider the following two sets of unitaries in M, @ M,: U, = {X,;®1 |1 <i <n}
and Vt,n = Gn U Htm(Gn)

Then U,, and V;, almost commute: ||[U,V]|2 < 4¢, for U € U, V € V;,. This is because U,
commutes with G, and ||0; ,(U) — Ul|2 < 2t, for every U € U,,. Using this, we show that if ¢ > 0 is
small enough, then the sets U,,, V; ,, contradict the conclusion of Proposition for large n € N.

To informally outline our argument, suppose that Fy x Fy is HS-stable. Then Proposition
provides commuting subalgebras P,, Q,, of M,, ® M,, so that P, almost contains U/, and (),, almost
contains V;,. Thus, P, almost commutes with V;, and hence with the generating groups G,
Orn(Gp) of Ay @ M, 6;,(A, @ M,). By passing to commutants, we derive that P, is almost
contained in both A, ® 1 and 6;,,(A, ® 1). By perturbing P, slightly, we can in fact assume that
P, is a subalgebra of A, ® 1 which is almost contained in 6;, (A4, ® 1).

Assume for a moment that n = oo in the above construction. Then (0 o )tcr recovers the malleable
deformation of the Bernoulli action on the hyperfinite II; factor My, = @4 ;M (C), see [Po03lVa06].
In this case, if a subalgebra P of M ® 1 is almost contained in ; (Mo ® 1), then it must have a
finite dimensional direct summand [Io06]. While this result cannot be used in our finite dimensional
setting, we use the intuition behind its proof and a dimension argument to derive a contradiction.

Since P, C A, ® 1 is almost contained in 6;,(A, ® 1), it is almost contained in the subspace of
tensors of A,, = ®Z:1C2 of length at most [, for some [ independent on n. This forces the dimension
of P, to be at most polynomial in n. But P, also almost contains U,, and so all tensors of length 1.
This forces the dimension of P, to be at least exponential in n, giving a contradiction as n — oo.

Remark 1.8. Let I' = Fj, x [F,,,, for integers k,m > 2. Note that {4, and V;, almost commute
in the operator norm: |[|[U,V]| < 4t, for U € U,,V € Vi,. Using this fact, a close inspection
of the proof of Theorem [Bl shows that we prove the following stronger statement: the asymptotic
homomorphism ¢, : I' = U(d,,) which witnesses that I' is not flexibly HS-stable is an asymptotic
homomorphism in the operator norm, i.e., JE&HSDn(gh) — on(g)pn(h)|| = 0, for all g,h € T.

Therefore, I" fails a hybrid notion of stability which weakens both the notion of matricial stability
studied in [ESS18[Da20] and (flexible) HS-stability.

1.1. Acknowledgements. I am grateful to Rémi Boutonnet for stimulating discussions and to
Sorin Popa for helpful comments.

2. PRELIMINARIES

While the main results of this paper concern matrix algebras, the proofs are based on ideas and
techniques from the theory of von Neumann algebras. Moreover, our proofs often extend with no
additional effort from matrix algebras to general tracial von Neumann algebras. As such, it will
be convenient to work in the latter framework. In this section, we recall several basic notions and
constructions concerning von Neumann algebras (see [AP] and [Ta79] for more information).

2.1. Von Neumann algebras. For a complex Hilbert space H, we denote by B(#) the algebra of
bounded linear operators on H and by U(H) = {u € B(H) | v*u = uu* = 1} the group of unitary
operators on H. For x € B(H), we denote by ||z|| its operator norm. A set of operators S C B(H)
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is called self-adjoint if x* € S, for all z € S. We denote by S’ the commutant of S, i.e., the set of
operators y € B(H) such that zy = yz, for all x € S.

A self-adjoint subalgebra M C B(#H) is a von Neumann algebra if it is closed in the weak operator
topology. By von Neumann bicommutant’s theorem, a unital self-adjoint subalgebra M C B(H) is
a von Neumann algebra if and only if it is equal to its bicommutant, M = (M’)". From now on, we
assume that all von Neumann algebras M are unital. We denote by Z(M) = M’ N M the center
of M, by (M), = {x € M | ||z|| < 1} the unit ball of M, by My = {x € M | x > 0} the set of
positive elements of M, and by U(M) the group of unitary operators in M. We call M a factor if
Z(M) = C1. Two projections p,q € M are Murray-von Neumann equivalent if there is a partial
isometry v € M such that v*v = p and vv* = ¢. A linear functional ¢ : M — C is a called (a) a
state if (1) =1 and ¢(x) > 0, for every x € M, (b) faithful if having ¢(z) = 0, for some = € M,
implies that x = 0, and (c) normal if sup ¢(x;) = ¢(sup z;), for any increasing net (z;) C M.

A tracial von Neumann algebra is a pair (M, T) consisting of a von Neumann algebra M and a
trace T, i.e., a faithful normal state 7 : M — C which satisfies 7(xy) = 7(yz), for all z,y € M. We
endow M with the 1- and 2-norms given by ||z|; = T((CU*CE)%) and ||z|2 = T(CC*$)%, for all x € M.
Then ||zyll2 < ||| |yl and ||zyll2 < ||z|l2 |y||, for all 2,5 € M. We denote by L?(M) the Hilbert
space obtained as the closure of M with respect to || - ||2, and consider the standard representation
M C B(L?(M)) given by the left multiplication action of M on L?*(M). For further reference, we
recall the Powers-Stgrmer inequality (see [BO0S8| Proposition 6.2.4] and [AP], Theorem 7.3.7])

(2.1) I = kI3 < 152 = K2 < 1h — Kllsllh + ks, for every h,k € M,
and the following inequality
(2.2) I7(p) = 7(q)] < lp—qll3, for every projections p,q € M.

The latter inequality holds because ||p — ¢||3 = 7(p) + 7(¢) — 27(pq) and 7(pq) < min{7(p),7(q)}.
We also note that (Z1]) and (Z2]) more generally hold when 7 : M — C is a semifinite trace.

The matrix algebra M,,(C) = B(C"), for n € N, with its normalized trace T : M,,(C) — C given by
1 n
T(z) = - lem for == (zi;)i;-1 € My(C),
-
is a tracial von Neumann algebra. The associated 2-norm is the normalized Hilbert-Schmidt norm

R :
ol = (5 D" leagl?) " for @ = (iy)fj=1 € Ma(C).
ij=1

Since M,,(C) has trivial center, it is a tracial factor. Any tracial factor is either finite dimensional
and isomorphic to M, (C), for some n € N, or infinite dimensional and called a II; factor.

Moreover, any finite dimensional von Neumann algebra M is isomorphic to a direct sum of matrix
algebras and therefore it is tracial. Indeed, if zq,- -,z € Z(M) are the minimal projections, then
M = @le M z;, where M z; is a finite dimensional factor and thus a matrix algebra, for 1 <i < k.
We claim that there is a finite subgroup G C U(M) which generates M. If M = M,,(C), we can
take G to be group of unitaries of the form (Eiéo(i),j)%zl, where €1, ,&, € {£1} and 0 is a
permutation of {1,--- ,n}. In general, if G; C U(Mz;) is a generating group, for every 1 < i < k,
then the finite group G = {u1 @ --- D ug | u1 € G1,--- ,ur € Gi} generates M.

A subalgebra of a matrix algebra M, (C) is a von Neumann subalgebra if and only if it is self-adjoint.
Nevertheless, for consistency, we will call self-adjoint subalgebras of M, (C) von Neumann algebras.
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2.2. The basic construction. Let (M, 7) be a tracial von Neumann algebra together with a von
Neumann subalgebra @ C M. Then we have an embedding L?(Q) ¢ L?*(M). We denote by
eq : L*(M) — L2(Q) the orthogonal projection onto L?(Q). We denote by Eg : M — @ the
conditional expectation onto @, i.e., the unique map satistying 7(Eq(z)y) = 7(xy), for all x € M
and y € Q. Considering the natural embedding M C L*(M), then eg(M) C Q and Eg = €Q -

Jones’ basic construction (M, eq) of the inclusion @) C M is defined as the von Neumann subalgebra
of B(L?(M)) generated by M and eq. Let J : L?(M) — L*(M) be the involution given by J(z) = z*,
for all x € M. Then (M,eq) is equal to both JQ'J, the commutant of the right multiplication
action of @ on L?(M), and the weak operator closure of the span of {zeqy | x,y € M}.

The basic construction admits a normal semifinite trace Tr : (M, eq)+ — [0, +00] which satisfies

Tr(zeqy) = 7(xy), for every x,y € M.

—

It also admits a normal semifinite center-valued tracial weight ® : (M,eq); — Z(Q), which
satisfies Tr = 70 @, ®(X*X) = ®(XX"), for every X € (M,eq), and ®(ST*) = Ez()(T*S), for

o —

all bounded right Q-linear operators S,7 : L?(Q) — L?(M) (see [AP, Section 9.4]). Here, Z(Q),
denotes the set of positive operators affiliated with Z(Q). If S and T are the left multiplication
operators by x and y*, for x,y € M, then ST* = zegy and TS = Eg(yx). Thus, we conclude that

(2.3) P(zeqy) = Ez(g)(yx), for every z,y € M.

If z € Z(Q), then egJ2J = egz" and thus ®(zeqyJzJ) = ®(veqz*y) = Ez() (2 yz) = ®(reqy)2”,
for every x,y € M. Therefore, it follows that

(2.4) O(TJzJ) =O(T)z", for every T € (M,eq)+ and z € Z(Q).

We note that if M is finite dimensional, then (M, eq) is finite dimensional and Tr and ® are finite,
ie., Tr(l) < oo and ®(1) € Z(Q). We next record two well-known properties of ®.

Lemma 2.1. Given two projections p,q € (M, eq), the following hold:

(1) p is equivalent to a subprojection of q if and only if ®(p) < ®(q).
(2) There is a projection r € (M, eq) such that r < p and ®(r) = min{®(p), (q)}.

Proof. For (1), see [APL Proposition 9.1.8.]. For (2), it is easy to see that any maximal projection
r < p which is equivalent to a subprojection of ¢ has the desired property. |

2.3. Almost containment. Let us recall the notion of e-containment studied in [MvN43|Mc70],
[ChT9]. Let P C pMp, Q@ C ¢Mq be von Neumann subalgebras of a tracial von Neumann algebra
(M, ), for projections p,q € M. For £ > 0, we write P C. () and say that P is e-contained in @Q if
|z —Eqg(x)||2 <e¢, for all z € (P);. We also define the distance between P and @ by letting

d(P,Q) :=min{e >0| P C. Q and Q C. P}.

Convention. To specify the trace 7, we sometimes write ||z[|2-, Cc -, d; instead of [|z|2, C., d.

In the rest of this subsection, we prove several useful lemmas. We start with two well-known results.
Lemma 2.2. The following hold:

(1) Let M be a von Neumann algebra with a faithful normal semifinite trace T. If p,q € M are
equivalent finite projections, there is u € U(M) satisfying upu* = q and ||lu—1||2 < 3||p—q||2-

(2) Let (M,T) be a tracial von Neumann algebra, P C M a von Neumann subalgebra and
u € U(M). Then there is v € U(P) satisfying |[u — v|j2 < 3||u — Ep(u)||2-
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Proof. For (1), see [Ch79, Lemma 2.2]. For (2), using the polar decomposition of Ep(u) we find
v € U(P) such that Ep(u) = v|[Ep(u)|. Then |ju —v|2 < |lu — Ep(u)||2 + |1 — |Ep(u)|||2. Since
1= Ep()lll2 < 11 = [Ep(w)]?]l2 = [lu*u — Ep(u)*Ep(u)ll2 < 2[u — Ep(u)ll2, (2) follows. u

Lemma 2.3. Let (M,7) be a tracial von Neumann algebra and P C pMp,Q C qMq be von
Neumann subalgebras, for some projections p,q € M. Assume that P C. Q and ||p — q||2 < €, for
some e > 0. Then Q' NgMq Cy4e P’ NpMp.

Proof. Let y € (Q' N gMgq);. Then for every u € U(P), we have that [u,pyp] = plu,y|p and
thus ||[u, pyplllz < |llw,vylll2 = [[[u — Eq(u),ylll2 < 2||lu — Eg(u)|l2 < 2e. Since this holds for
every u € U(P), it follows that |[pyp — Eprprp(pyp)|l2 < 26. Since y = qyq, we also have that
lly — pypll2 = llqyg — pypll2 < 2||p — ¢q||2 < 2. By combining the last two inequalities we derive that
ly — Epraprip(W)ll2 < ly — Epraparp(pyp)||2 < 4e, which finishes the proof. |

The following lemma is a simple application of the basic construction.

Lemma 2.4. Let (M,7) be a tracial von Neumann algebra and let P,QQ C M be von Neumann
subalgebras. Assume that P is finite dimensional and G C U(P) is a finite subgroup which generates
P and satisfies that ‘—(1;| Y vea lU —EqU)|3 < e, for some e > 0. Then P Ca: Q-

Proof. Consider the basic construction (M, eg) with its canonical semifinite trace Tr : (M, eq) — C.
Denote f = ‘—(1;| Y vecUeU* € (M, eq). Then an easy calculation shows that

1
(2.5) If = eqllsm = @l > IU—EqU); <.
veG

Since G is a group, f commutes with G and thus with P. Therefore, if x € (P);, then using that
x commutes with f and ([235]) we get that

1 1
lz = Eq()[l3 = S llveq — equllzm = S llv(eq = f) = (e = Nzl5m < 2lleq — fll5m < 2e.
This proves the conclusion. |

Our next goal is to establish the following useful elementary lemma.

Lemma 2.5. Let (M, 7) be a tracial factor and P C M a von Neumann subalgebra. Let € € (0, %]
and assume that ¢ € M is a projection such that 7(1 — q) = . Then there is a von Neumann

subalgebra Q@ C qgMq such that d(P,Q) < 14e1.

Proof. We claim that P or P’ N M contains a projection p such that 7(p) € [8,8%]. Assume
that P does not contain a projection p with 7(p) € [5,5%]. Since 2e < 5%, there is a minimal

projection r € P such that 7(r) > 3. Let z € P be the smallest central projection such that
r < z. Then we can find d € N such that 7(z) = dr(r), Pz =2 My(C) and there is a *-isomorphism
0 :rMr — z(P' N M)z such that 7(6(z)) = dr(z), for every z € rMr. Since M is a factor and
7(1 —¢q) = €, rMr contains a projection of trace e. Thus, P’ N M contains a projection of trace de.

Since de > € and de = (daé)aé < (dT(?“))e’f% = T(Z)E% < 2, the claim follows.

Let p be a projection in P or P’ N M with 7(p) € [5,5%]. Since 7(1 —p) < 1—¢ = 7(q) and M
is a factor, there is projection gy € ¢Mq such that 7(¢p) = 7(1 —p) > 1 — £3. Then 1 — p and qg
are equivalent projections in M such that ||(1 —p) — qoll2 < [Ipll2 + |1 — qoll2 = 27'(]9)% < 271. By
Lemma [Z2(1) we can find a unitary u € M such that u(1 — p)u* = ¢p and ||ju — 1|2 < 6et.
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Finally, since 1 — p belongs to P or P’ N M, (1 — p)P(1 — p) is a von Neumann algebra. Define
Q:=u(l—p)P(1—p)u*®C(q¢—qp). Then Q C ¢Mgq is a von Neumann subalgebra and for x € (P);

= u(1 = p)r(1 = p)ufla < 21 —u(1l = p)ll2 < 2(|[1 = ullz + [[pll2) < 14¢7.
Since u(1l — p)z(1 — p)u* € @, we get that P C et Q. Conversely, let y € (Q); and write
y = uzu®* + a(q — qo), for some = € (P); and a € C w1th |a] < 1. Then
ly = @ll2 < fuau — 2 + g — qoll2 < 2[lu— 1|2 + |1 = gol|2 < 137.
Hence, Q C ot P, and the conclusion follows. [ |
We end this section by illustrating the usefulness of Lemma in proving the following:

Lemma 2.6. Let I'y and I's be HS-stable countable groups. Then I'y x I's is HS-stable if and only
if it is flexibly HS-stable.

Proof. Let I' =11 x I'y. To prove the lemma, we only have to argue that if I" is flexibly HS-stable,
then it is HS-stable. To this end, assume that I" is flexibly HS-stable.

For n € N, denote by 7, the normalized trace of M, (C). Let m, : I' — U(k,) be an asymptotic
homomorphism. Since I is ﬂexibly HS-stable, we can find homomorphisms p,, : I' — U(K,), for
K, > ky,, such that lim,,_, & =1 and denoting by e, : CK» — CF» the orthogonal projection,
(2.6) lim [|7,(9) — enpn(9)enll2,r, =0, for every g € T.

n—oo

Since lim,, oo Ig—; =1land [le, — 12,7y, = \/K"K—:f“'", for every n € N, we get that

(2.7) lim |le, — 1f[2,7, = 0.

n— o0

Let P, C Mk, (C) be the von Neumann algebra generated by p,,(I'1). By using (Z7) and applying
Lemma [2Z5] we can find a von Neumann subalgebra @,, C e,Mk, (C)e, = My, (C) such that

(2.8) Tim dry (P, Qn) = 0.
Next, by combining (2.7), (Z.8]) and Lemma 2.3 we derive that
(2.9) lim dr,. (P, "M, (C), @, N M, (C)) =0.

Since p,(T'1) C P, and p,(T'2) C P, NMg, (C), combining 2.0, (7)), (Z8) and (Z3]) implies that
li o 17 (91) — By (Tn(91)ll2ms, = 0 and ity soc [ (92) — Byt (¢) (7 (92))l2mg, = 0, for
every g1 € I'1 and go € I'y. By putting together these facts and Lemma [2.2[2), we can find maps
op :T1 = U(Qy) and o2 : Ty — U(Q), N My, (C)) such that limy, o |7 (91) — o (91) 2,7, = 0 and
lim,, o0 |70 (g92) — 02 7(92)|l2,m,,, = 0, for every g1 € 'y and go € T's.

Then (¢}) and (¢2) are asymptotic homomorphisms of I'y and I'y, respectively. Since I'; and I'y are
HS-stable, we can find homomorphisms 6. : I'y — U(Q,,) and §2 : Ty — U(Q', N My, (C)) such that
limy, 00 ||J,11(gl) — 65 (g1)ll2,7,, = 0 and limp o0 [|02(g2) — 02 (g2)ll2,7,, = 0, for every g1 € I'y and
g2 € Iy, Then we have lim, o0 (|7 (91) — 05 (91) 2,7, = 0 and limy, o0 |70 (92) — 62 (92) 2,7, = 0,
for every g1 € I'y and g9 € I's.

Finally, since 6. and 62 have commuting images for every n € N, we can define a homomorphism
8 o T — U(ky,) by letting 8,(g1,92) = 6%(g1)62(go), for every g1 € I'; and go € I's. It is then clear
that limy, o0 |7(9) — 0n(9)ll2,7,, = 0, for every g € I'. This proves that I' is HS-stable. |
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3. PERTURBATION RESULTS

In this section we study the almost containment relation for tracial von Neumann algebras. A
crucial feature of the results is that they do not depend on the dimensions of the algebras involved.

3.1. A “small perturbation” lemma. Our main result is the following small perturbation
lemma. If P and @) are subalgebras of a tracial von Neumann algebra such that P is almost contained
in @, we show that P must be close to a subalgebra of Mis(C)®@Q. For a tracial von Neumann algebra
(M, ), we equip My(C) ® M with the trace T given by ?(Z?J:l eij @xij) = 3(T(x11) +7(22,2)).

Lemma 3.1. Let (M,7) be a tracial von Neumann algebra and let P,QQ C M be von Neumann
subalgebras. Assume that P C. Q, for some ¢ € (0, Wlo)' Then there exists a *-homomorphism

§: P — My(C)®Q such that ||0(x) —e1,1 @ x[j27 < 30es, for every x € (P);.

Lemma [B.J] implies that there is a non-trivial *-homomorphism from P to My(C) ® Q. This
generalizes [Ch79, Theorem 4.7] where the same conclusion was proved assuming that @ is a factor.

As shown in [Po0Il, Theorem A.2] under certain conditions (e.g., if P,Q C M are irreducible
subfactors and P C M is regular) P C. @ implies the existence of u € U(M) such that uPu* C Q.
However, such a strong conclusion does not hold in general even for irreducible subfactors P,Q C M

(see [PSS03|, Proposition 5.5]).

The proof of Lemma Bl relies on ideas of Christensen [Ch79] and Popa [Po01L[Po03]. As in [Ch79]
we use the basic construction (M, eg) and find a projection f € P'N (M, eq) which is close to eg.
Then, inspired by an argument in [Po03], we show that after replacing f by fJzJ, for a projection
z € Z(Q) close to 1, one may assume that e; ; ® f is subequivalent to 1 ® eg in My(C) @ (M, eq).

Proof. Let Tr : (M, eq) — C be the canonical tracial weight. Since

luequ* — eqll3m = 2(1 - Tr(uequeq)) = 2(1 — r(uFq(u)")) = 2lju — Eq()l3,
we get that
(3.1) [uequ® — eqll2r < V2, for every u € U(P).

Let C C (M, eq) be the weak operator closure of the convex hull of the set {uequ* | v € U(P)}.
Then C is || - ||2, v-closed and admits an element h of minimal || - ||2 v-norm which satisfies 0 < h < 1,

h € P'N(M,eq) and ||h—egll21r < V2¢ by B (see [Ch79, Section 3] or [AP17, Lemma 14.3.3]).
1[1—6%71}(@’ where § = v/2e. Then f € P' N (M,eq) and
I f—eqllam < 5%(1 —5%)*1 by [Ch79, Lemma 2.1]. As e < s, we have (1 —5%)*1 < /2 and thus
(3.2) If = eqllzme < 263,

Since |eg|l2,re = 1 and 2e7 < 1, we get that ||f + egll2me < 3. Combining the Powers-Stgrmer
inequality (2.I) and ([B3.2]) we further get that

1
(3:3) 1 = eqllime < If = eqllom - [If + eqllom < 627

Define the spectral projection f :=

—

Let ® : (M,eq)y — Z(Q), be the center-valued tracial weight defined in Subsection Define
the spectral projection z := 1[0 1 (®(|f —eql)). Then z € Z(Q) and 5%(1—2') < ®(|f—eql). Since

784}

Tr = 70 ®, B3] implies that 7(®(|f —eql)) = ||f —eqlli,m < 6e2. Thus, T(l—2) < 6e* and hence

(3.4) 11— 2]jar < 3e5.
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Let J : L2(M) — L?(M) be the canonical involution given by J(x) = x* and put 2’ = JzJ. Since
(M,eq) = JQ'J, we have that 2 € M'NZ((M,eq)). Thus, g = fz' € P'N (M, eq) is a projection.
Moreover, we have that egz’ = ez, while (24]) gives that ®(z)z = ®(x2'), for every z € (M, eq).
Altogether, since ®(|f —eg|)z < 1z, we get that

2(lg — eqal) = B(If=' ~ eq?'|) = 2(1f ~ eqle') = B f ~ eql)z < etz = cid(eq2).
From this we deduce that
(3.5) (1-e1)@(eqz) < Dg) < (1 +7)(eq2).
By Lemmal[2.1l(2) we can find a projection p; € (M, eq) such that p; < g and ®(p;) = min{®(g), P(eg=z)}.
Put ps = g — p1. Since ®(p1) < P(eqz), by Lemma [ZT[(1), there is a projection g1 € (M, eq) such
that ¢1 < egz and ¢ is equivalent to p;. Since ®(g — p1) = max{0, ®(g) — P(egz)}, (BH) implies
that ®(g — p1) < aifﬁ(eQz) and thus Tr(g — p1) < et Similarly, since p; and ¢; are equivalent we
have ®(p1) = ®(q1), thus ®(egz — q1) = P(egz —p1) < aifﬁ(eQz) and hence Tr(egz —¢1) < et
The last paragraph gives that ||g —p1 |21 < es and legz—qill2m < £8. Moreover, [B2) gives that

1
(3.6) lg — ezl = (f — e@)2'll2.1x < IS — eqll2mr < 622

As e < ﬁ, we have that 6e2 < e and the triangle inequality gives that ||p1 — ¢ill2 e < 3es.

By [Ch79, Lemma 2.2], there is a partial isometry vy € (M, eq) such that viv] = p1,vjv; = ¢1 and
1 . 1 1
lvr = pill2 e < 6]lp1 — qill2, e < 18e5. Since Tr(pe) = Tr(g —p1) < €%, we get ||p2|l2 1+ < €5 and so

1
3.7) o1 = gllzme < flor = prllz e + [Ip2fl2 e < 19e5.

Next, since ®(p2) = ®(g — p1) < aifb(eQz) < ®(egz), by Lemma 2TI[1) we can find a partial
isometry vy € (M, eq) with vavy = py and vivy < eq. Then

1
(3.8) [va]l2, 1 = [|pall2me < €8.

Let v = (v1 v2) € My 2(C) ® (M, eq). Then v is a partial isometry with v*v € My (C) ® (M, eq),
v'v <1®eg and vv* =g. As g € P'N (M, eq), the map P 3 z — v'azv € My(C) ® (M, eq) is a
s-homomorphism. If z € P, then v*zv € (1 ®eq)(M2(C) ® (M,eq))(1 ® eq) = Ma(C) ® Qeq. As
@ >y — ye € Qeq is a xisomorphism, there is a *-homomorphism 6 : P — M(C) ® @ such that

(3.9) 0(z)(1 ®eq) = v av, for every z € P.

Since 6e2 < e, B4) and [@B.4) give that [|g — egllom < [lg — egzll2me + (11 — 2|27 < des. Let
x € (P)1. Since g commutes with x we have grg = xg and the above inequality and (B.7)) imply

1
(3.10) [[vizvi—zeqll2m < [Jo7zvi —gzglle e+ [2g—zeqll2 e < 2[v1—gllo e+ g —eqll2mr < 42e5.

1

lylly 7 = (/’I\‘;(y*y))2 Then [[2(1 @ eq)|l, 7z = l|2]l2;7, for every z € M(C) ® M. This fact together
with (3.8), 39) and (BI0) gives that for every x € (P); we have
10(2) = e11 @ zll27 = [[0(2)(1 © eq) — e11 @ weqll, 7

= |v'av —e11 ® er”zﬁ?

Finally, for y = Zij eij ®yi; € Ma(C) ® (M, eq), we denote /’I\‘;(y) = %(Tr(yl,l) + Tr(y22)) and
)

B (HUTMM — zeqll3qy + llvfzvall3 o + s zor |5, + |!U§$U2|!§,Tr)é
N 2

1
< 30es8.
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which finishes the proof. [ |

3.2. From almost containment to containment. Let P and ) be von Neumann subalgebras
of a tracial von Neumann algebra. If P is close to a subalgebra of (), then P is almost contained
in Q. In this subsection, we use Lemma [3.1] to prove that the converse holds provided that Q is a
factor (see Corollary B.2)) or a finite dimensional abelian algebra (see Corollary B.3)).

Corollary 3.2. For any e > 0, there is § = §1(g) > 0 such that the following holds. Let (M, T) be a
tracial von Neumann algebra and P,QQ C M be von Neumann subalgebras such that P Cs Q. Assume
that @ is a factor. Then there exists a von Neumann subalgebra R C Q such that d(P,R) < ¢.

Proof. Given ¢ > 0, we will prove that any § > 0 such that § < 1076 and 400616 < & works.
Assume that P C5 Q. Then Theorem Bl gives a sx-homomorphism 6 : P — My(C) ® @Q with

10(x)—e11@x]l27 < 3065, forall z € (P)1. Let g =60(1) and A = 0(P). Then |le1,1®1—q|27 < 3065
and dz(e;;; ® P, A) < 300,

Since @ is a factor, we can find projections r € ¢(M2(C) ® Q)g and s € e;; ® @ such that
7(r) = 7(s) = min{F(q), 3}. By [@2), we get that F(g—7) < [F(q) — 3| < ¢ —ex1 @ 1|35 < 900071,
so [lg —7llo7 < 3055. In particular, T(q) > 3 — 90051 > 1. Similarly, [le1; ®1 —s|27 < 3065, thus

1
(3.11) Is = rlloz < lls —e11 @ Loz + [lern @ 1= gllaz + [lg — 7ll2.7 < 9005.

By Lemma 2.5 we can find a von Neumann subalgebra B C r(Ms(C) ® Q)r such that

(3.12) d=(A, B) < 14(%)‘1‘ < 200075.

T

Since 7(r) = 7(s) and @ is a factor, using Lemma[22](1) and BII]) we find a unitary v € My(C)®Q
such that uru* = s and [|u — 1fj37 < 3||s —7r|l27 < 27065. Let C' = uBu* & C(e1,1 ® 1 —s). Then
C Ce1 ®Q is a von Neumann subalgebra such that

(3.13) d=(B,C) < 2|t — 1)o7 + lers ® 1 — s]|o 7 < 57065

If R C Q is a von Neumann subalgebra such that C' = e;; ® R, then (812) and (BI3) imply that
d.(P,R) = V2 dz(e1; ® P,C) < V2(ds(e1 1 @ P, A) + dz(A, B) + dx(B, 0))
< V2(3065 + 200076 + 57055 ) < 4005 76.
This finishes the proof of the lemma. |

Corollary 3.3. For any € > 0, there is § = d3(€) > 0 such that the following holds. Let (M, T) be
a tracial von Neumann algebra and P,QQ C M be finite dimensional von Neumann subalgebras such
that P Cs5 Q. Assume that Q is abelian. Then there exists a von Neumann subalgebra R C Q such
that d(P,R) < e.

Proof. Given ¢ > 0, we will prove that any § > 0 such that § < Wlo and 20005 < & works. Assume

that P Cs5 Q. We will first show that P has a large abelian direct summand.
Let z € Z(P) be the largest projection such that Pz is abelian. Since P(1—z) has no abelian direct
summand, we can find a projection p € P(1—z) with 7(p) > @ and a unitary v € P(1—z) such

that p and upu* are orthogonal. Thus, ||[u,p]||2. = V2|[p|l2.r > \/ng — 2||2,7- On the other hand,
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since P Cs5 Q and Q is abelian, we get that [|[u, p]|l2r < 2(|lu — Eq(u)|2,+ + [[p — EQ(p)|2,+) < 4.
By combining the last two inequalities, we derive that

(3.14) 11— z[]2,r < 4\/25 < 54.

Let {p;};*, and {g; _1 be the minimal projections of Pz and @, so that Pz = @D~ , Cp; and
Q= @?:1 Cgj. Since P C5 @, Lemma BTl provides a *-homomorphism 6 : P — M (C) ® @ such

that [|0(z) —e11 @ z|l27 < 300, for every x € (P);. In particular, using ([B.I4]) we get that
(3.15)  [16(2) — ex1 ® 1|25 < [|6(2) — €11 ® 2lla5 + [lers © (1 — 2) |27 < 3065 + 56 < 315%.

Write 0(z) = > 7_; aj ® qj, where a; € M(C) is a projection, for every 1 < j < n. Let S be the
set of all j € {1,--- ,n} such that a; has rank one. Define w = Zjes ¢ €Q. If j ¢S, then «; is

equal to 0 or 1 and thus || ® ¢; — e11 ® ¢;|3 7= @. This implies that

I—wl3, =) ) =2 lla;® g —er1 ® ;37 < 2]0(z) —era @ 137

J¢S J¢S
In combination with ([BI5), we derive that
(3.16) 11— wlla,r < 31V/265.

Since 0(z)(1 ® w) = > ;cq@; ® ¢; and a; has rank one, for every j € S, we get that there is a
partition S = Sy U--- U .S, such that 0(p;)(1 ® w) = 3,5 @ ® gj, for every 1 <i < m. Define a
s-homomorphism p : P — @ be letting p(1 — z) = 0 and p(p;) = Zjesi qj, for every 1 < i < m.

Claim 3.4. ||p(z) — z||2,r < 15005, for every x € (P);.

Proof of Claim[37. Let z € (P); and write = ¢y + Y, ¢;ipi, where ¢g € (P(1 —2)); and ¢; € C
satisfies |¢;| < 1, for 0 <4 <m. Let y = 37", cipi. Then e11 @ p(x) = 3%, > g, cilern ® q;)
and 0(y)(1@w) =Y ", ¢l(p)(low) =", Zjesi ¢i(aj ®qj). Since the projections {g;};ecs are
pairwise orthogonal, the sets {5;}/"; partition S and |¢;| < 1, for every 1 < i < m, we get that

lerr ® p(a) =0y L@ w37 < D llers ® 45 — a3 @ g3 7 < llers © 1 - 0(2) |37

JjeS
In combination with ([BI5), we derive that
1
(3.17) lers @ p(x) = 0(y)(1 © w)lj27 < 3105.

Since [|0(y) —e1,1 @ yll27 < 3055, using (B.10) and BI7), we further get that

Ip(x) = yll2r = V2llern ® p(z) — e11 @ ylloz
< V3(llers © p(2) — 03)(1 © w) 7 + [6)(1 © (1 — W) + 105) — ex1 ©ylla )
< 14055,

Asxz—y € (P(1—=2))1, B4) implies that ||z —y|2- < ||1—2][2, < 56. The last displayed inequality

gives that ||p(z) — z|l2.- < |p(z) — yll2o.r + |11 — 2[l2,r < 14055 + 56 < 15055, proving the claim. [J
Finally, Claim B4 gives that d, (P, p(P)) < 1500%. Let R = p(P)@ C(1—w). Since p(1) = w, R is
von Neumann subalgebra of Q). By ([B18]) we get that d,(p(P), R) < |1 —wl2, < 31255 < 5065.
Thus, we conclude that d,(P,R) < d,(P,p(P)) +d-(p(P),R) < 20005 . |
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The following consequence of Corollary is a key ingredient of the proof of Proposition

Lemma 3.5. For any e > 0, there is 6 = d3(¢) > 0 such that the following holds. Fori € {1,2,3},
let M; be a finite dimensional factor and denote by 1y, its unit. Let M = M; ® My @ M3 and
P C M be a von Neumann subalgebra. Assume that My &1y, @1y, Cs P and P Cs Mi@Ma®1)y,.
Then there exists a von Neumann subalgebra S C My such that d(P,M; ® S @ 1p1,) < €.

Proof of Lemma[3. Let 61 : (0,4+00) — (0,400) be the function provided by Corollary Let
£ > 0. Let ¢/ > 0 such that ¢ < £ and §(¢) + & < 161(£). We will show that & := () works.

Since My, My are factors, so is My @ Ms. Since P Cgery My ® My ® 1y, Corollary implies the
existence of a von Neumann subalgebra () C M7 ® Ms such that

(3.18) d(P,Q®1y,) <e < %

Since M1 ® 1, @ 1psy Co,(ery P, (BI8) implies that My ®@ 1y, Cs,(ery4er Q- Let N = Q'N(M;® Ms).
Since (M1 ® 1az,) N (My & M) = 1p, ® My and 4(61(¢") +€') < 61(§), Lemma 23] gives that
(3.19) N Cs,(5) 1ag @ M.

Since Mj is a factor, applying Corollary gives a von Neumann subalgebra R C M such that
(3.20) d(N, 1y, ® R) < %

As My ® My is a finite dimensional factor, the bicommutant theorem gives that N'N(M;® M) = Q.
By applying Lemma again we deduce that if S = R’ N My, then

(3.21) d(Q, M, ® 8) < g
Finally, by combining (I8 and B2 we derive that d(P,M; ® S ® 1) < e. |

4. PAIRS OF UNITARY MATRICES WITH SPECTRAL GAP

The goal of this section is to prove the following two results giving pairs of unitary matrices with
spectral gap properties. These provide the first step towards proving Theorem [Bl For n € N, we
denote by 7 the normalized trace on M, (C), and by || - |2 and || - ||; the associated norms.

Proposition 4.1. There is a constant n > 0 such that the following holds. Let A = My (C) and
B =M, (C), for k,n € N. Then there are Z1,Z5 € U(A® 1) such that

[z = Eien(@)ll2 < n(|[[Z1, 2l|l2 + |[[Z2, 2]l|2), for every z € A® B.
Proposition [£.1] sufficces to prove that F3 x F3, and thus F,,, x F,,, for all m,n > 3, is not HS-stable.

However, to prove the failure of HS-stability for Fo x Fo, we will need the following result.

Proposition 4.2. There is a constant 1 > 0 such that the following holds. Let A = My (C),
B =M, (C) and w € U(A® B), for k,n € N. Then there are Z1,Zs € U(M3(C) ® A® B) such that

(1) ||z — Eigigp(z

(2) ARS M3((C) &
0
0

~—

l2 < n(l[[Z1, z]l|2 + [[[Z2, 2][2), for every z € M3(C) ® A® B,
® 1, and

OO}—t::b

0
(3) Zo= |1
0



16 A. IOANA

4.1. Pairs of unitary matrices with spectral gap. The proofs of Propositions 1] and .2 rely
on the following result.

Lemma 4.3. There exist a constant k > 0, a sequence (k) of natural numbers with k, — oo, and
a pair of unitaries (un,v,) € U(k,)?, for every n € N, such that

l = 7(2) 2 < &l [un, 2lll2 + l[[vn, 2]ll2), for every x € My, (C).
Moreover, we can take k, = n, for every n € N.

This result is likely known to experts, but, for completeness, we indicate how it follows from the
literature. We give two proofs of the main assertion based on property (T) and quantum expanders,
respectively. The second proof will allow us to also derive the moreover assertion.

First proof of the main assertion of Lemma The first proof combines an argument from
the proof of [BCI15, Proposition 3.9(4)], which we recall below, with the fact that I' := SL3(Z) is
2-generated. Indeed, by [Tr62], the following two matrices generate I':

010 1 00
a=10 0 1])andb=1(]1 1 O
1 00 0 0 1

Since I' has Kazhdan’s property (T) (see, e.g., [BO0S, Theorem 12.1.14]), we can find x > 0 such
that if p : I' — U(#) is any unitary representation and P : H — H is the orthogonal projection
onto the subspace of p(I')-invariant vectors, then

(4.1) 1€ = P < slllp(a) — &l + [[p(b)€ = £]]), for every £ € H.

Since I is residually finite and has property (T), it has a sequence of finite dimensional irreducible
representations 7, : I' = U(k,), n € N, with k,, — oo (see the proof of [BCI15], Proposition 3.9(4)]).
Alternatively, if p is a prime, then any nontrivial representation of SL3(Z/pZ) has dimension at
least p—gl (see [Talbl Exercise 3.0.9]). Thus, we can take m, to be any irreducible representation of
' factoring through SL3(Z/p,Z), for any n € N, where (p,) is a sequence of primes with p,, — oc.

Since 7, is irreducible, the only matrices which are invariant under the unitary representation
pn 2 I' = UMy, (C)) given by pn(g)r = m,(g)xm,(g)* are the scalar multiples of the identity. Thus,
applying inequality (£I) to p, gives that ||z — 7(x)1]|a < &(||[mn(a), z]|l2 + ||[70 (D), z]||2), for every
x € My, (C). Hence, u,, = m,(a) and v,, = m,(b) satisfy the conclusion of Lemma [£3] [

We next give a second proof of the main assertion of Lemma 3] showing that one can take k,, = n.
This relies on the notion on quantum expanders introduced in [BSO7L[Ha07] (see also [Pil2]). For a
related application of quantum expanders, see the recent article [MS20]. For k > 2 and a k-tuple
of unitaries u = (u1,us, ..., ux) € U(n)¥, let T, : M,(C) — M,,(C) be the operator given by
k
Tu(z) = Z u;zu; , for every x € M, (C).

i=1
Endow M,,(C) with the normalized Hilbert-Schmidt norm, note that the space M, (C) & C1 of
matrices of trace zero is Ty-invariant, and denote by T the restriction of T}, to M, (C) © C1.

Remark 4.4. We clearly have that ||T°]| < k. Moreover, equality holds if k = 2. To see this,
let uw = (u1,uz). Then T,(udu1) = 2ugud and [Jubu; — allls = |luiui — allls = /1 — |a|?, where
a = 7(ujur) = T(uyuy). If |a| < 1, then since T, (ubu; — al) = 2(uiuj — al) we get that ||T0]| = 2.
If |a| = 1, then u; = auy and so T, (z) = 2ujzus, for every x € M, (C), which gives that ||T0] = 2.
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A sequence of k-tuples u™ = (u},...,u}) € U(n)* is called a quantum expander if sup,, || T | < k-
By Remark [£.4] this forces that & > 3. The following result due to Hastings [Ha07] (formulated here
following [Pil2, Lemma 1.8]) shows that random unitaries provide quantum expanders for k£ > 3.

Lemma 4.5. For n € N, let u,, be the Haar measure of U(n). Then for every e > 0 we have that
Tim i ({u € UM | T2 < 2VE— 1 +ek}) = 1.

Proof of Lemma We claim there is N € N such that the main assertion of Lemma [Z3] holds
for any constant x greater than 3 4+ 2v/2 and k,, = n, for every n > N. Assuming this claim, note
that if n € N is fixed, then we can find two unitaries u,, v, € U(n) such that {u,, v, }' "M, (C) = C1.
Using the compactness of the unit ball of M, (C) with respect to the || - [|2-norm, we can find a
constant £, > 0 such that ||z —7(x)1]|2 < kn(||[un, 2]||2 + ||[vn, 2]||2), for every x € M, (C). It is now
clear that the moreover assertion of Lemma 3] holds after replacing x with max{x, k1, ..., kx5 }.

To prove our claim, fix a constant x > 3 4+ 2v/2. Note that % < 3+;\/§ = 3 — 22 and let
_oy3_ 1
= % > 0. By applying Lemma [£.5] in the case k = 3 we deduce that
(4.2) lim i, ({u € Un)® | |IT)]| < 2v2+2¢}) = 1.
n [e.e]

Let S, be set of pairs of unitaries (u1,us) € U(n)? such that HT(OHIMJ)H < 2v/2 + 2e. Since
HT((]ul,%uS)H = HT(Ou;uhuguh[)H, for every (u1,us,u3) € U(n)?, [@2) implies that nh_)rrgo p2(Sy,) = 1.
Now, let (u1,u2) € S,. Then for every z € M,,(C) & C1 we have

(2v2+2¢)l|zll2 > [lurwui + wpwus + 2 > 3||zll2 — |[ur, 2]z — || [uz, 2]z,

and hence |z||2 < k(||[u1,x]||2 + [|[uz, z]||2). If © € M,,(C), then applying this last inequality to
x —7(x)1 € M,(C) & C1 gives that ||z — 7(2)1]|2 < &(||[u1, z]]]2 + ||[u2, x]]|2)-

Since lim p2(S,) = 1, we have that S,, # ), for n large enough. Then any pair (u,,v,) € S, for
n—o0
n large enough, will satisfy the conclusion of Lemma |

We end this subsection by proving the following property for pairs of unitaries with spectral gap:

Lemma 4.6. Let k > 0 and (u1,uz) € U(n)? such that |z —7(x)1]]2 < &(||[u1, 2]||2+||[uz, ]||2), for
all z € M, (C). Then ||z||2 < 10°k5(|lurzv — |2 + |lugzv — z||2), for all v € U(n) and x € M,(C).

Proof. We claim that § := |Ju; — ug|ls > #. Indeed, ||u1 — 7(u1)l||2 < K||[u1,us]|l2 < 2k and
similarly [Jug — 7(u2)1lj2 < 2k6. If x € U(n) and 7(z) = 0, then ||[us, z]|l2 < 2[ju; — 7(u1)1lj2 < 4K
and similarly ||[ug,z]|ls < 2k6. Thus, 1 = [|z|l2 < &(||[u1,2]||2 + ||[u2, z]|l2) < 8x%J, proving our

claim. Note also that since 1 = ||z|ls < s(||[u1,z]|2 + [[[u2, z]||2) < 4k, we have that x > 1.

To prove the conclusion of the lemma, let 2 # 0 and put € = ||z|5 (Juizv — (|2 + |lugzv — z||2).
Let w € {uy,us}. Then wrxzr*w* = (wzv)(wzv)* and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality implies that

|wzz*w* — zz*|); < [[(wrv — 2)(wew)*||1 + [|z(wry — 2)*|); < 2¢||z]|3.
Let y = (xac*)% and o = 7(y) > 0. Then the Powers-Stgrmer inequality (Z1]) implies that
1 1
|wyw* —yll2 < |wyw* —y?||? = [wez*w* — z2* ||} < V2|22, for every w € {uy,us}.
Thus, we get that ||y — al|2 < 2kv2¢||x||2. Since ||y||2 = ||z||2, it follows that
(4.3) a > (1 —2kV2e)| 2.
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Next, by the polar decomposition we can find a unitary z € U(n) such that z = yz. Then we have
|z —az|ls = |ly — alllz < 26v2¢||x||2. Since ||(u1 — u2)zv||e < |lurzv — 2|2 + ||uszv — |2 = €||z||2,
we further get that ad = ||(u1 — u2)(az)vll2 < ||(u1 — u2)zvll2 + ||z — az|2 < (e + 26V 2¢)||z|2.

Since x # 0, by combining the fact that 6 > 8% with the last inequality we conclude that

1= 26v2 < e 2V,

8k

Since x > i and ¢ < 4, it follows that ¢ > which finishes the proof. [ |

1
105K6°

4.2. Proof of Proposition A1l Let x > 0 be as given by Lemma 3l The moreover assertion of
Lemma [£3] provides u,v € U(A) such that ||z — 7(z)||2 < &(||[u, x]||2 + ||[v, x]||2), for every = € A.

It is a standard fact that Z; = u®1,Zy =v®1 € U(A® 1) satisfy the conclusion for = v/2k. For
completeness, let us recall the argument. Let {;};c; be an orthonormal basis of B with respect
to the scalar product given by its trace. Let x € A® B and write x = ), _;x; ® &, with 2; € A.
Then Eigp(2) = >, (@)1 ® &, [Z1, 2] = Y plu, 2] @&, [Za, ) = D7, 1v, 2] ® & and therefore

e = Brop(@)3 = Y o — 7@)13 < > (I, zillls + v, 2:]]2)°

el el

<Y (w23 + v, @i]l13)

icl
21121, 2113 + 1122, 21113)

n
< (n(li21. 2]l + [ Ze.2lle))

This finishes the proof. |

4.3. Proof of Proposition Let k > 0 be as given by Lemma The moreover assertion
of Lemma 3] gives u,v € U(A) such that ||z — 7(z)1]]2 < &(||[w, z]||2 + ||[v, z]||2), for every x € A.
The proof of Proposition 1] shows that

(4.4) lz — Ergn(@)]l2 < V26(l[u ® 1,2]ll2 + [[[v ® 1,4]]l2), for every « € A® B.

By Lemma 6, ||z|2 < 10°k5(||luzt — x|z + ||vat — x||2), for every t € U(A) and # € A. Then the
argument from the proof of Proposition [l implies that for every t € U(A) and z € A® B we have

(4.5) lzllz < V2 10°°(|(u @ D2(t @ 1) — z[l2 + (v © Da(t @ 1) — z]2).

Define Z1, Zs € U(M;3(C) ® A® B) by letting

u®l1 0 0 0 0 1
A 0 u®1 0 and Zp=11 0 O
0 0 v®1 0 w O

Then 7y, Zs satisfy conditions (2) and (3) from the conclusion and
v®1 0 0

ZoZiZi=| 0 wuo1 0
0 0 whwelw
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We will show that condition (1) is satisfied for n = 107(1+ x°). To this end, fix r € M3(C)® A® B
with z = z*. Write « = [z;;], where z; ; € A ® B are such that x}; = wj;, for every 1 <i,j < 3.
Our goal is to show that

(4.6) [z — Eigiep(2)|l2 < g(H[th]Hz + [[Z2, z]|2)-

Towards this goal, we denote € = ||[Z1, z]||2 + ||[Z2, x]||2 and record the following elementary fact:

Fact 4.7. Let di,dy,d3 € U(A ® B) and put d = [d;d; ;] € UM3(C) ® A® B). Then we have
Id, )13 = 20—y iz jdi — i 5|3, hence ||diwi jdf — @i 512 < [[[d, 2]]l2, for every 1 < 4,5 < 3.

Fact 7 implies that ||[(u®1),z11]]l2 < ||[[Z1,2]|l2 < e and ||[[(v® 1), z11]|]2 < [|[Z221Z5, z]||2 < 3e.
Together with (£4]) this gives that

(4.7) o1 —ylle < (V2r) - (40) < 2,

where y := E1gp(z1,1) € 1 ® B.

By using Fact €7, we also derive that ||(u ® 1)z12(u ® 1)* — z122]l2 < [|[Z1,2]||2 < € and that
|(v® 1)1 2(u®1)* —x12|l2 < ||[Z221Z5, x]||2 < 3e. Applying (@A) to = = 12 and t = u*, we get
(4.8) leralls < (V2-10°9) - (4e) < de.

Next, note that

31— T1,2 T32 — T1,3W 33— T1,1
[Z3, 2] = T1,1 — 22,2 T12 — T2 3W T1,3 —T21
Wr21 — 32 WI22 — T33W WIT23 — T31

Since ||[Z2, z]||2 < €, we get that [[x22 — 2112 < € and ||zg3 —z1,1]|2 < €. Together with (£1), this
gives that

(4.9) 222 — yll2 < (V2- 8k + 1)e < gs and |lz33 —yl2a < (V2-8k +1)e < ga.

Since ||[Z2,z]||2 < €, we also get that ||zo3w — z12]|2 < € and |lz31 — z1.2]|2 < €. Together with
([£3]), this gives that

(4.10) |zasll2 < (8- V2 10%8 + 1)e < ga and |zsf2 < (8- V2 10%5 + 1)e < ga.

Since x = z*, by using (£1), (£8), (£9) and [@I0), we get that

n \2
lz = 1@ yll3 = et = yl3 + o2z — yl3 + llzas — yll3 + 2lle12)3 + 2lz1s]3 + 2llz23]3 < 9(56) :

Since 1®y € 1®1® B, we get that ||z — Eigigp(z)|l2 < |z — 1 ® yll2 < e, hence ([@E) holds.

Finally, given 2z € M3(C) ® A ® B, write © = z1 + izy, where x; = 2] and 2 = 25. Then
I [w, 2]||3 = |[[w, 1]|13 + ||[u, x2] |3, for every unitary u and by using (8] for z; and x5 we get that

|z — E1g1es(2)ll2 < |21 — Eig1es(z1)|l2 + 22 — Eig108(22) |2
n
< §(||[Zl,l“1]\|2 + 1122, z1]ll2 + I[Z1, w2]ll2 + [[[Z2, z2]||2)
< n(l[Z1, z]ll2 + [|[Z2, =][2)-
This finishes the proof. |
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5. PROOF OF PROPOSITION

This section is devoted to the proof of Proposition We first prove Proposition under the
stronger assumption that F3 x F3 is HS-stable, since the proof is more transparent in this case and
relies on the simpler Proposition [4.1] instead of Proposition

Proof of Proposition assuming that 3 x 5 is HS stable. Let ¢ > 0. Let n > 0 be the
constant provided by Proposition Il Let d3 : (0,+00) — (0,400) be the function provided by
Lemma (3.5l Let eg > 0 such that eg < 57 and 169p < 93(75)-

Since F3 x F3 is HS-stable we can find § > 0 such that for any finite dimensional factor M and
ZayTs € U(M) such that ||[Za, T5]|3 < 6, for every o, € {1,2,3}, we can find Z,,Ts € U(M)
such that || Zo — Zall2 < €0, [T — T3l|l2 < €0 and [Z,, T3] = 0, for every a, 8 € {1,2,3}.

Let k,m,n € N and Uy, ...,Ug, V1, ..., V,,, € U(n) such that

kK m
(51) LSS v villR <

i=1 j=1
Denote A = M(C), B =M,(C), C =M,,(C) and M = A® B®C. By applying Lemma [.T] twice,
we can find 71,7 e U(A®1® 1) and T1,T5 € U(1 ® 1 ® C) such that

(5.2) I = Ergpoc(@)l2 < n(l[Z1, 2]ll2 + |[Z2, z]|l2), for every = € M,
and
(5.3) l2 = Bagpei(@)|l2 < n(l[T1, 2]ll2 + [|[T2, 2]]l2), for every x € M.
Let Z3 e U(A® B® 1) and T3 € U(1 ® B ® C) be given by
k m
ZSZZei,i(g’Ui@l and T3:21®Vj®ej,j-
i=1 j=1

k
Then [Zs, T3] = Y°1, 7%, €@ [Us, Vi) @e; ; and thus [|[Zs, T]|I3 = 75 o0y S 1T Vi[13 < 6.
On the other hand, [Z,, T3] = 0 if o, € {1,2,3} are not both equal to 3. Altogether, we get that

(5.4) 1[Za, Tp]l|3 < 6, for every a, 8 € {1,2,3}.

The second paragraph of the proof implies that there are Zg, fg € U(M) such that || Zo — Za|2 <
€0, |Tg — T3||2 < €0 and [Z,, T3] = 0, for all a, 5 € {1,2,3}.

Denote by P C M the von Neumann subalgebra generated by {Zl,ZQ,Zg} Let x € (P);. If

B € {1,2}, then since x commutes with Tﬁ we get that ||[T,z]||2 < 2||T5 — Tgll2 < 20 and ([B3)
gives that ||z — Eagpei(2)]|2 < 4neo. As x € (P); is arbitrary, we get P Cype, A® B® 1.

Similarly, using that @ = P’ N M commutes with 71, Zo and (3] we get that Q Cuape, 1 ® B C.
Since M is a finite dimensional factor, the bicommutant theorem gives that Q' N M = P. By
applying Lemma we derive that A® 1 ® 1 Cieye, P-

Since 16mz¢ < 03(15), by combining the last two paragraphs and Lemma (3.5 we find a von Neumann
subalgebra S C B such that

(5.5) d(P,A®S®1) <

5]

Denote T'= S’ N B. By Lemma 23] we get that
(5.6) d(Q, 10T ®C) <

M
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Since Z3 € P, [6.0) gives that || Z35 — Eaggei(Z3)|l2 < 15 As || Z3 — Zs|ls < o, we get that
”Zg—EA®S®1(Z3)H2 < 1£6 +2e9 < % Similarly, by (m we get ”Tg —E1®T®C(T3)”2 < %—FQ&‘O < %
The last two inequalities imply that

€ 1
Z HU Es(U, H% < 9 an E
Finally, by Lemma 22 we can find U; € U(S),‘N/j € U(T) such that ||U; — U2 < 3|U; — Es(Uy)]|2

and ||[V; — V|2 < 3|V — Ex(Vj)]|2, for every 1 < i < k and 1 < j < m. Since S and T commute,
the conclusion follows. [ |

Proof of Proposition Assume that Fo x Fy is HS stable. Let ¢ > 0. Let n > 0 be the
constant provided by Proposition Let 03 : (0,+00) — (0,400) be the function provided by
Lemma[3.5l Let g9 > 0 such that g9 < 57 and 16ngp < 93(55)-

Since Fo x Fg is HS stable we can find 6 > 0 such that for any finite dimensional factor M and
Zay T € U(M) such that ||[Za, T3]l < 6, for every o, B € {1,2}, we can find Z,,Ts € U(M) such
that ||Zo — Zall2 < e, [|Tp — T3l|2 < € and [Z,,Tg] = 0, for every o, § € {1,2}.

Let k,m,n € N and Uy, ..., Uy, V1, ..., V;, € U(n) such that

kE m
(5.7) %ZZ I, VI3 < 6.

Denote A = My (C),B = M, (C), C = M,,(C) and M = M3(C) ® A ® B ® C ® M3(C). Let
W eU(A® B) and W € U(B® C) be given by W = Zle eii @ Up and W' =371, Vi ®@ej ;. By
applying Lemma twice we can find Zy, Zo, T1,To € U(M) such that

(1) llz = Eigieacems ) (@)ll2 < n(l[[Z1, 2]ll2 + [[[Z2, z]||2), for every x € M,
(2) Z1 eM3(C)®A®1®1®1,

0 0 1
3) Zo=|1 0 0|®1®1ecM(C)@A®B®1®1,
0 W 0

(4) ||z = Engy)paeBe1e1 (©) |2 < n(|[T1, 2]ll2 + [[[T2, ]|l2), for every x € M,
G)Thel®l®wleC®M;(C) and

0 0 1
6) =111 0 0|ecl®l®B®C®M;(C).
0 W 0

Next, we have [Zs, Th] = e320[W®1, 19W'|®e3 2 = ﬁ 25;1 Z;nzl e32®e;,;®[U;, Vj]®e; jQes 2 and
thus ||[Z2, T3]|13 = 50 Zle > i U, V;l|I3 < 6. On the other hand, [Z,, T3] = 0 if o, B € {1,2}
are not both equal to 2. Altogether, we have that ||[Z., T5]||3 < 6, for every o, 8 € {1,2}.

The second paragraph of the proof implies that we can find Zq, TB € U(M) such that || Z, — Za|l2 <
€0, |Tg — T3||2 < €0 and [Z,, T3] = 0, for every o, f € {1,2}.

Let P C M be the von Neumann subalgebra generated by {Z, Z>}. Let z € (P)y. If g € {1,2},
then since x commutes with T, we get that ||[T,z]||2 < 2||Ts — Tpll2 < 2¢p and @) gives that
|z — Eny (c)paeBoiel (T)|l2 < 4neo. As z € (P); is arbitrary, we get P Cype, M3(C)@ A® BR1®1.
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Similarly, using that Q = P’ N M commutes with 21,22 and (), we deduce that @ Cupe, 1 ®
1® B®C ®Ms3(C). Since M is a finite dimensional factor, the bicommutant theorem gives that
Q"N M = P. By applying Lemma 23 we get that M3(C) ® A® 1 ®1® 1 Cigpe, P-

Since 16mg9 < d3(s5), using the last two paragraphs and Lemma we find a von Neumann
subalgebra S C B such that

(5.8) d(P,M;(C)® A®S®1®1) < 33
Denote T'= S’ N B. By Lemma [Z3] we get that
(5.9) d(@,121T e CM;3(C)) < %.

Since ZQ € P, (@) giVGS that HZ2 — EMg(C)®A®S®1®1(Z2)H2 < % Since HZQ — Z2H2 < €0,
we get that || Za — By, (0)gasseiel(Z2)ll2 < 55 + 260 < §. Similarly, using (B.6) we get that
T2 — E1greracamsc) (12)|l2 < § + 280 < . By the definition of Z3, T3, the last two inequalities
imply that

3kZ\\U Es(U \\2<—and—§juv Er()l} < =

Finally, by Lemma 22 we can find U; € U(S), V; € U(T) such that ||U; — Ujll2 < 3||U; — Es(Uy)]|a
and ||V; — Vjll2 < 3||V; — Er(Vj)|l2, for every 1 <i <k and 1 < j < m. Since S and T' commute,
the conclusion follows. [

6. PROOF OF THEOREM [B]

6.1. Construction. In this section we prove Theorem [Bl by constructing a counterexample to the
conclusion of Proposition We start by recalling our construction presented in the introduction.

Notation 6.1. Let n € N and ¢t € R.

(1) We denote M,, = @)_; My(C) = My (C) and A, = @)_, C> = C*". We view 4, as a
subalgebra of M,,, where we embed C? C My (C) as the diagonal matrices.

(2) For1<i<m,let X,; =1®---10®1---®1 € U(A,,), where o = (é _01> € C? is
placed on the i-th tensor position.

(3) Let G,, CU(A,, ® M,,) be a finite subgroup which generates A4,, ® M,,.

(4) We define U; € U(C? @ C?) by Uy = P + ¢¥(1 — P), where P : C>® C? — C? ® C? be the
orthogonal projection onto the one dimensional space spanned by €1 ® e5 — e R €7 .

(5) We identify M, ® M,, = ®}'_;(M2(C)®@Mj(C)) and let 6 5, be the automorphism of M, & M,
given by 0; ,(®p_ xr) = @p_ Uz Uf.

(6) Finally, consider the following two sets of unitaries in M, @ M,: U, = {X,;®1 |1 <i < n}
and Vt,n = Gn U Htm(Gn)

We begin with the following elementary lemma. For ¢ € R, we let p; = HCTOS@ € [0,1]. We endow
M,, with its unique trace 7 and the scalar product given by (x,y) = 7(y*z), for every =,y € M,,.
For 1 <1 < n, we denote by ¢; : M,, — M, the orthogonal projection onto the subspace of tensors
of length at most [, i.e., the span of ®}_,xy, with x;, € My(C) and [{k | z1 # 1}| < L.

Lemma 6.2. The following hold:
(1) P(x @ 1)P = 7(x)P, for every x € My(C).
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(2) T((z @ YUi(y @ YU;) = pi7(ay) + (1 = pe)7(2)7(y), for every x,y € My(C).
(3) Ev,ma ey (@ 1) = pU(z @ 1)U, for every x € My(C) with 7(x) = 0.
(4) B, anen (@ © DIE < (1= g lei@)3 + o2 3. for every @ € My and 1< 1<n.

Proof. It is immediate that P(e; ; ® 1)P is equal to %P, if i = j, and 0, if 4 # j, which implies (1).
Part (2) follows via a straightforward calculation by using (1) and that 7(P) = ;. If 2 € My(C)
and 7(x) = 0, then (2) gives 7((x @ 1)U(y @ 1)U}) = per(zy) = pe7(Up(x @ 1)U U(y @ 1)UY), for
every y € My(C). This clearly implies (3).

To prove (4), for 0 < i < n, we denote by V; C M, the span of tensors of the form ®}_,xy, such
that x = 1 or 7(x) =0, for every 1 < k <n, and {k | zy # 1}| =i. Let f; : M,, — M,, be the
orthogonal projection onto V. If x = ®}'_,x;, € Vj, then using part (3) we get that

Eg, ,.(m01) (T ® 1) = ®F_ By, apy )@z (Tr © 1) = pifen(z @ 1).
Thus, for every = € M, we have Eg, . (v,01) (2 ®1) = 7" pifn(fi(z) ® 1) and therefore

(6.1) B0, . rwen (@ @ D5 =Y ol fil2)]3-
1=0
Since 3i o [1i(2)|3 = lleo(@) |13 and 27, [ fi@)[3 = 213 — ller(x)[3, @) implies part (4). M

Next, we show that the sets of unitaries U, and V;, almost commute:

Lemma 6.3. |[U, V]2 < [[[U, V|| < 4lt|, for all U € Uy, V € Vi

Proof. Let U € U, and V € V;,,. fV € G, C A, ® M,,, then as U € A,, ® 1 and A,, is abelian we
get [U,V] = 0. Thus, we may assume that V' = 60;,(Y), for Y € G,,. Then since [0, (U),V] =0,
we get [|[U, V][] <2(U = 0 (U)l| = 2l|(0 ® 1) = Uy(o @ DU || < 4||U¢ — 1| = 4]e” — 1] < 4ft|. W

6.2. A consequence of HS-stability of Fy x Fy. To prove Theorem [Bl we show that if ¢ > 0
is small enough, the almost commuting sets of unitaries U, and V;,, contradict the conclusion of
Proposition for large n € N. To this end, we first use Proposition to deduce the following:

Corollary 6.4. Assume that Fo x Fy is HS-stable. Then for every e > 0, there exists t > 0 such
that the following holds: for every n € N, we can find a von Neumann subalgebra C C A,, such that

(1) C®1 Ce (A, ®1) and
(2) 3 3 [ Xni — Be(Xni)l3 <e.
£)2
Proof. Let € € (0,1). Let n > 0 such that n < 25—526 and n < 6221) , where 93 : (0, +00) — (0,400) is
the function provided by Corollary
By Lemma we have that m > vet, vev, IU; V|13 < 16t2, for every n € N and t € R.

Since Fy x 9 is HS-stable, Proposition implies that if ¢ > 0 is small enough then the following
holds: given any n € N, we can find a von Neumann subalgebra P C M,, ® M, such that

1
(6.2) A > IU-Ep(U)I3 <7
" Uveu,

1
Wl SV =Ep(V)5 <.

(6.3)
Ve VEVin
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Then (6.3) gives that ‘G—ln‘ Svea, IV —Ep(V)|3 < 2n and \G—lnl 2veo ) IV = Ep(V)|3 < 2n.
Since Gy, generates A, ® M,,, by Lemma [2Z4] we conclude that

(64) A, ® M, C2x/7_7 P’ and (9,57”(14” X Mn) CQ\/?I P.
Since M,, ® M, is a finite dimensional factor, the bicommutant theorem gives that (P’)’ = P. Since

A, C M, is a maximal abelian subalgebra, we also have that (4, ® M,,) = A, ® 1. By combining
these facts with (6.4) and Lemma 23] we derive that P Cg 5 A, ® 1 and P Csym Orn(Ay, @1).

Since A,, ® 1 is abelian and we have chosen 1 > 0 so that 8,/7 < d5(5), Corollary implies that
we can find a von Neumann subalgebra Q C A, ® 1 such that d(P, Q) < §. Since 8,/ < §, we also
have that P Cs 0tn(An, ®1). By combining the last two facts we derive that Q C. 6;,(A4, ®1).

Thus, if C' C A, is a von Neumann subalgebra such that Q = C' ® 1, then condition (1) is satisfied.
To verify condition (2), let U € U(M,, ® My). Since d(P,Q) < 5 we have that

|U = Eq(U)ll2 < |U = Ep(U)|l2 + |Ep(U) — EQ(Ep(U)||2 + [EQ(Ep(U) — U)l2
< 2|0 ~Ep(U)]2 + .

Hence, U —Eq(U)|13 < 2(4|U —Ep(U)|3+ ) =8|U —Ep(U)|3+ % In combination with (6.2]),

. 2 . 2
we derive that 2 % | || X, — EC( X3 = \Z/ln\ Yveu, IU = Eq(U)||3 < 8n+ 5. Since n < £
and ¢ € (0,1) we have that 8 + 5 ® < ¢ and condition (2) follows. |

Let € € (0, 116) Assuming that IFQ x Ty is HS-stable, Corollary implies that there is ¢ > 0 such
that for every n € N we can find a subalgebra C,, C A,, such that (a) C;, ® 1 C. 6, (A4, ® 1) and
(b) L3 1 1 X0 — Ec, (X0,)[|3 < e. We will derive a contradiction as n — oo by showing that (a)

and (b) imply the following incompatible facts:

e dim(C),z,) < P(n), where P is a polynomial (see Lemma [6.5]), and
e dim(C),z,) > 2" where k € (0,1) (see Lemma [6.6]), for a projection z, € C,,.

6.3. A polynomial upper bound on dimension.

Lemma 6.5. Let C' C M, be a von Neumann subalgebra such that C ®1 C. 0, (M, ®1), for some
neN, te(0,%] ande € [0, L]

Then there exists a projection z € Z(C') such that dim(Cz) < 2(67”L)64t%Jrl and 7(z) > 1.
Proof. For simplicity, we denote D = 6, ,,(M,, ® 1). Since C ® 1 C. D, we get that

(6.5) IEp(u®1)|l2 > 1 —¢, for every u € U(C).

Let {z;}7; be an enumeration of the minimal projections of Z(C). Then C' = @/, Cz;, where
Cz; is a factor and thus isomorphic to a matrix algebra M., (C), for some n; € N.

Let S be the set of 1 < j < m such that |[Ep(u® 1)||3 > (1 — 4e)||ul|3 = (1 — 4¢)7(2;), for every
ueU(Czj). Let T ={1,--- ,m} \ S. Then for every j € T, there exists u; € U(Cz;) such that
(6.6) IEp(u; @ DI < (1 - 4e)7(2).

We will prove that z = >, ¢ 2; € Z(C) satisfies the conclusion. To estimate 7(z), for every j € S,
let u; = 1. Denote by A™ the Haar measure of T™, where T = {z € C | |2| = 1}. By applying (G.0])
to >0, pju; € U(C), for pun, ..., pim € T, we get that

(6.7) Z [Ep(u; @ D5 = / [ED( Zmuy ® DIF A" (n1, -+ i) = (1= €)? 21— 2e.

7j=1
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On the other, (6.6]) implies that 37" [[Ep(u; ® 1|3 < 7(2) + (1 — 4e)7(1 — 2). In combination
with (67) we deduce that 7(z) > 3.

To estimate dim(C'z), let [ be the smallest positive integer such that p?' <1 — 8. We claim that

2
(69 JeaCuy13 > 1402

, for every j € S and u € U(C%;).

If w € U(Cz;), for some j € S, then Lemma [62(4) gives that
(1~ 4e)[lul} < |Ep(u 1)|13
< ot (lul3 = llea(w)[13) + llew(w)|3
< (1= 8)([lull3 — ller(w)l3) + ller()]3,
which implies (6.8]).

If j € S, then since Cz; is a isomorphic to the matrix algebra M, (C), it admits an orthonormal
basis B; whose every element is of the form m, for some u € U(Cz;). Then B = UjesB; is an

orthonormal basis for Cz = P, C'2; and (6.8) implies that ller(€)[|3 > 4, for every & € B. Recall
that e; is the orthogonal projection onto the subspace W; C M, of tensors of length at most [ and
let O be an orthonormal basis for W;. Then we have that

(6.9) dim(Cz) =B <23 flea©B=2 Y [&n)]? < 20| =2 dim(W)).
£eB £eB e
On the other hand, we have the following crude estimate
l

(6.10) dim(Wy) = > 3 (") < (1+1)3'! < (6n).
i
i=0

Next, note that z < |log(l — z)| < 2z, for every x € [0,3]. Since ¢ € [0, %], we get that
|log(1 — 8¢)| < 16¢. Since 7526 (0, %], we also have that 1 — p; = PCTOS(” €[0,3] and 1 — p; > —2.
Thus, |log(p)] > 1 — p; > %. By using these facts and the definition of I we derive that

|log(1 — 8¢)] €
6.11 I <————+1<64— + 1.
(o1 2108 (0] Z
Combining (9], ([€I0) and (GIT) implies that dim(Cz) < 2(6n)64t%+1, as desired. |

6.4. An exponential lower bound on dimension. Let H: (0,1) — (0, 1] be the binary entropy
function given by H(J) = —dlogy(d) — (1 — &) logy(1 — 9).

Lemma 6.6. Let C C A, be a von Neumann subalgebra such that 2 37 | | X, ; — Ec(Xn,)||3 < e,
for some € € [0,%] and n € N. Then dim(Cz) > 2703 for any projection z € C with

T(2) > 3.

'8

Proof. Let p = <(1) 8) For1<i<mn,letp;=1®---1®p®1---1, where p is placed on the i-th

tensor position. Then X, ; = 2p; — 1 and so X, ; — Ec (X, ;) = 2(pi — Ec(pi)), for every 1 < i <n.
Thus, the hypothesis rewrites as

(6.12) Z Ipi — Ec(pi)]

Axlm
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Let {q] ', be the minimal projections of C' such that C' = @ 1 Cgj. We claim that

m . 1— .
(6.13) lp — Ec(p)||3 = Z T(pq]):—(((q') p)qJ), for every projection p € A,,.
=1 !

Since Ec(p) = >_7%; T(( )) qj, we get that |[Ec(p)|3 = Py Tpgj . By combining the last fact
with the identity [|p — Ec(p)I13 = ol — 1Ec®)I3 = 7(p) — | Ec(p)|3, GI3) follows.

By combining (6.12]) and (6.I3]) we deduce that

(6.14) ZZ pzq] ) —pi)gj) gi'

21]1

Next, let S be the set of 1 < j < m such that £ 3" 7(pig;)7((1 — pi)g;) < e7(g;)?. Define

T=A{1,--- ,m}\S. Let r = zjeTq] Since e7(g;) < Tll v %{W, for every j € T, by

using (6.14) we derive that e7(r) = €3, 7(g;) < § and thus 7(r) < 1.

Claim 6.7. 7(g;) < 20U+ for every j € S.

Proof of Claim[6.7 We identify A,, with L>°({0,1}", 1), where p is the uniform probability measure
on {0,1}". Then p; is identified with the characteristic function of the set {x € {0,1}" | z; = 0},
for every 1 <i <mn, and 7(1y) = pu(Y) = |2Ln|, for every Y C {0,1}".

For z,y € {0,1} we denote the normalized Hamming distance:

n

Let j € S and Z; C {0,1}" such that ¢; = 1z,. Since 7(piq;) = p({z € Z; | z; = 0}) and

(1 = pi)g;) = p({z € Z; | x; = 1}), the inequality e7(q;)? > L 37 | 7(pig;)T((1 — pi)g;) rewrites
as

Sz > -3 (wlhe € Zi 1w = 0) - o € 23 [ 2 = 1))
= S x ) ({(e) € 7 x 2 | w1 # i)

i=1

- %/Z-XZ- dH(&U,y) d(M X M)(x’y)'

By Fubini’s theorem we can find z € Z; such that |, Z, du(z,y) du(y) < 2ep(Z;). This implies that
p{y € Zj | du(z,y) > 4e}) < @ and hence u({y € Z; | du(z,y) < 4e}) > @ Thus,

w(Z) < 2p({y € {0,1}" [ du(z,y) < 4e})

= ofy € (011" | -3 i < 4e))
=1

[4e]

-5 ()
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Since Z}i%J (") < 28O for every n € N and & € (0,1] (see, e.g., [FGO6, Lemma 16.19]), in

combination with the last displayed inequality, we conclude that 7(q;) = pu(Z;) < 2f@en—n+1" O
To finish the proof, let z € C be a projection with 7(2) > 3. Since 7(1—7) = 1—7(r) > 3, we have
that 7(z(1 —r)) > 1. Since 2(1 —7) € C(1 —7) = @D ,cs Cyj, there is a subset Sy C S such that
2(1—r)= Zjeso ¢;- By Claim (G1) we get that i <7(z(1-1r)) = Zjeso 7(gj) < |‘5’0|2H(4’5)”_"+1
and thus |Sp| > 27 H4n=3_ SQince Cz D Cz(1 —r) = @D ,cs, Cgj. we have that dim(Cz) > [So|
and the conclusion follows. |

6.5. Proof of Theorem [Bl Assume by contradiction that Fo x Fy is HS-stable. Let ¢ € (0, 1—16)
Then by Corollary there exists t > 0 such that for every n € N we can find a von Neumann
subalgebra C,, C A,, such that (a) C, ® 1 C. 6, (A, ®1) and (b) 237 | X, — Ec, (X0,)[I3 < e.
Using (a), Lemma gives a projection z, € C), so that dim(Cyz,) < 2(6n)64t%+1 and 7(z,) >
2. On the other hand, using (b), Lemma implies that dim(Cyz,) > 2n~H@)”=3  Thys,
2(671)64%2Jrl > on—Hlem=3 for all n € N. Since H(4e) < 1, letting n — oo gives a contradiction. B

7. PROOFS OF THEOREM [A] AND COROLLARY

In this section we give the proofs of Theorem [A] and Corollary [C] and justify Remark [LT(1).

In preparation for the proofs of Theorem [Aland Corollary [CJwe note that, as Fy x Fy is not HS-stable
by Theorem [B] there are sequences Uy, 1,Up 2, Vi1, Vo2 € U(dy), for some d,, € N, such that

(1) [[[Unp, Vaglllz = 0, as n — oo, for every 1 < p,q < 2, and
(2) infren(|Uni—Unill2+[[Un2=Un2ll24 Vo —Vaill2+[IVa2 = Vaz2ll2) > 0, for any sequences
Un1,Un2, Vo1, Va2 € U(d,) such that [U, ,, V, 4 =0, for every 1 < p,q < 2.

Consider the matricial ultraproduct M = [[ My, (C). Letting U, = (Upyp), Vg = (Vag) € U(M),
condition (1) implies that [Up,, V] = 0, for every 1 < p,q < 2.

7.1. Proof of Theorem [Al Assume by contradiction that the conclusion of Theorem [Alis false.

Let 1<p<2 Let f:T— [—%, %] is a Borel function satisfying exp(2mif(z)) = z, for all z € T,

and define h, = f(U,). Then h, € M is self-adjoint, generates the same von Neumann algebra as
U, and satisfies ||hy|| < 1 and U, = exp(2mihy,). Similarly, let k, = f(V},).

Let A = hy+ihy and B = kj+iky. Then ||A|| < 1and |[|B|| < 1. As [hp, kq] =0, for any 1 < p,q < 2,
we have [A, B] = [A, B*] = 0. Represent A = (A,,) and B = (B,,), where A,, B,, € My, (C) satisfy
|An |, || Brll < 1, for every n € N. Then lim ||[4,,, By]|l2 = li_r>n I[An, BE]|l2 = 0.

n—w n—w

Since the conclusion of Theorem [A] is assumed false, we can find A/, B!, € My, (C) such that
glgi} |A, — ALll2 = Tlllgb |Bn, — By |l2 = 0 and [A4],, B] = [An, B}f] = 0, for every n € N. For n € N,
denote by P, and @,, the von Neumann subalgebras of My, (C) generated by A/, and BJ,. Then P,
and @, commute and lim [|A, —Ep, (4,)||2 = lim ||B,, — Eq, (By)||2 = 0.

Then P =[], P, and Q =[], @, commute, and A € P, B € Q. Hence hy,hp € P and ki, ks € Q.

Thus, U, € U(P) and V, € U(Q), so we can find U,, € U(P,) and V,, € U(Q,), for every
n € N, such that U, = ((7”71,) and V, = (T7n7p), for every 1 < p < 2. But then we have that
gliri} 1Unp — Unplla = igmw [Vip — Viuplla = 0, for every 1 < p < 2. Since [Un.p, Vpgl = 0, for every
1 < p,q < 2, this contradicts (2), which finishes the proof. [
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7.2. Proof of Corollary Let P and @ be the von Neumann subalgebras of M generated by
{U1,Us} and {Vi, Va}, respectively. Then P and @) commute. The last paragraph of the proof of
Theorem [Alimplies that there do not exist commuting von Neumann subalgebras P, @,, of M (C),
for all n € N, such that P C [[, P, and @ C [], @n, which gives the conclusion. [ |

7.3. Almost versus near commuting when one matrix is normal. The following result
generalizes Remark [[LT)(1).

Lemma 7.1. Let (M,,7,), n € N, be a sequence of tracial von Neumann algebras. Let x,,y, €
(M,,)1 such that yy, is normal, for every n € N, and ||[xn, yn]|l2 — 0. Then there are z},,y,, € M,

such that oyl = yhx!, and x\y* = yl*xl, for everyn € N, and ||z, — 2} |l2 + ||y — y4ll2 — 0.

This result can be proved qunatitatively by adapting |GI10,[FKI0]. Instead, as in [HLOS|, we give

a short proof using tracial ultraproducts.

Proof. Consider the ultraproduct von Neumann algebra M =[] M, where w is a free ultrafilter
on N. Let P and @ be the von Neumann subalgebras of M generated by = = (x,,) and y = (yn).
Then [z,y] = 0. Since y is normal we get that [z,y*] = 0, so P and ) commute. Since y is normal,
we also get that @ is abelian. By applying [HS16, Theorem 2.7] or [IS19, Proposition C] we can

represent 2 = () and y = (y},) so that the von Neumann subalgebras of M,, generated by z/, and

y;, commute, for all n € N. Since |z, — 2} ||2 + ||yn — ¥, |l2 = 0, as n — w, the conclusion follows. W
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