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ON THE FACTORIALITY OF q-DEFORMED ARAKI-WOODS

VON NEUMANN ALGEBRAS

PANCHUGOPAL BIKRAM, KUNAL MUKHERJEE, ÉRIC RICARD, AND SIMENG WANG

Abstract. The q-deformed Araki-Woods von Neumann algebras Γq(HR, Ut)
′′ are

factors for all q ∈ (−1, 1) whenever dim(HR) > 3. When dim(HR) = 2 they are
factors as well for all q so long as the parameter defining (Ut) is ‘small’ or 1 (trivial)
as the case may be.

1. Introduction

To any strongly continuous orthogonal representation (Ut) of R on a real Hilbert
space HR with dim(HR) > 2, Hiai in [Hi03] constructed the q-deformed Araki-
Woods von Neumann algebras (hereafter abbreviated as q-Araki-Woods algebras)
for −1 < q < 1. These are W ∗-algebras usually arising from non-tracial represen-
tations of the q-commutation relations (a Yang-Baxter deformation of the canoni-
cal commutation relations), thereby yielding an interpolation between the Bosonic
and Fermionic statistics. Hiai’s functor is a fusion of Shlyakhtenko’s free CAR
functor [S97] (associated W ∗-algebras are called free Araki-Woods factors) and the
q-Gaussian functor of Bo

.
zejko-Speicher (associated W ∗-algebras are called Bo

.
zejko-

Speicher factors) (see [BS91]). All of these constructions are generalizations of
Voiculescu’s C∗-free Gaussian functor, which is the central object of study in free
probability [VDN92]. Note that when q = 0, i.e. the Yang-Baxter deformation is
trivial (free case), Hiai’s functor reduces to Shlyakhtenko’s functor. However, when
(Ut) is trivial, Hiai’s functor reduces to the q-Gaussian functor. Further, when q = 0
and (Ut) is trivial, one obtains Voiculescu’s functor.
The q-Araki-Woods algebras are quite complicated objects. Structural properties

of the Bo
.
zejko-Speicher factors have been studied in [A11, BS91, BKS97, D14, R05,

N04, Sn04, S04, S09], and those of the free Araki-Woods factors have been studied
in [H09, HR11, BHV15]; though, this list is by no means complete. On the contrary,
very little is known about the q-Araki-Woods algebras (see [N04, N06, W21]). In
fact, the simplest question regarding its factoriality is not known in full generality.
This is because, unlike the case when q = 0, there is very little room to perform
meaningful calculations with the standard generators of these algebras owing to the
complicated nature of the scalar product (of the GNS space) and the interference of
the modular group. The case when dim(HR) = 2 is the hardest and most notorious.
This paper attempts the factoriality problem of the q-Araki-Woods algebras. Be-

fore describing our results, though, we note the past efforts in this direction.
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The factoriality of the Bo
.
zejko-Speicher algebras was not a single-handed attempt.

In [BKS97], the factoriality was established by Bo
.
zejko, Kümmerer and Speicher

when dim(HR) is infinite. By making careful estimates of norms of certain operators

on the q-deformed full Fock space, Śniady established the factoriality when dim(HR)
is finite but greater than a constant depending on q. It was finally settled in [R05]
by showing that any standard generator of the Bo

.
zejko-Speicher algebra generates a

strongly mixing (see [CFM] for defn.) MASA in the ambient algebra. Therefore, the
center of the algebra gets arrested in two orthogonal (with respect to the vacuum
state) MASAs and is thus reduced to scalars. By using freeness and modular data,
Shlyakhtenko established the factoriality of the free Araki-Woods algebras in [S97].
Hiai established the factoriality of the q-Araki-Woods algebras in [Hi03] in the case

when the dimension of the almost periodic part of (Ut) is infinite or (Ut) is weakly
mixing, by showing that the centralizer of the vacuum state has trivial relative
commutant (irreducible inclusion). Unfortunately, there is a gap in the proof of
[Hi03, Thm. 3.2]. To be precise, Hiai’s proof holds only in the case when the set
of eigenvalues of the analytic generator of (Ut) has a limit point in R other than 0.
Without this assumption, the conclusion ‘ϕ(y∗x) = 0’ in the last equation in [Hi03,
Thm. 3.2] would fail, and hence, the final statement cannot be concluded. Using
the theory of free monotone transport (see [Ne15, Thm. 4.5]), Nelson proved that
when HR is finite-dimensional, the q-Araki-Woods algebras are isomorphic to the
free Araki-Woods factors for sufficiently small values of |q|; in particular, they are
factors, in this case.
[BM] closely followed [R05]. In [BM], the authors observe that a non-zero vector

ξ ∈ HR fixed by (Ut) enables the construction of an orthonormal basis of analytic
vectors (of the GNS space) which behaves well as long as one only considers its
interaction with elements of the algebra vN(sq(ξ)), where sq(ξ) is the standard self-
adjoint generator of the q-Araki-Woods algebra corresponding to ξ. This allows
exploiting the ideas in [R05] to show that vN(sq(ξ)) is a strongly mixing MASA
living inside the centralizer of the vacuum state. Using this, the factoriality of
the q-Araki-Woods algebras was shown to be true if (Ut) is not ergodic or has
a non-zero weakly mixing component. Irreducibility of the centralizer was also
obtained when (Ut) is not ergodic, and the almost periodic component is at least
two-dimensional. At the same time, a proof of the same statement on factoriality
was obtained independently by Skalski and Wang [SW]; note that the phenomenon
of mixing is implicit in this proof too.
When (Ut) is ergodic and almost periodic, the above ideas involving MASAs freeze.

This is because the standard self-adjoint generators no longer generate abelian von
Neumann subalgebras with appropriate conditional expectations or operator-valued
weights. In fact, it is far worse that these algebras are quasi split [BM2] and therefore
admit very large relative commutants.
Given the previous attempts, we are left to deal with the case whenHR = R2⊕KR,

where KR is a real Hilbert space (could be 0), and R2 is reducing subspace for (Ut)
with associated sub representation being ergodic. As discussed before, we cannot
rely on MASAs anymore, but our strategy is to leverage with a bit of ‘mixing’. The
analysis is split into two cases.
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When KR = 0, denote A to be the algebra generated by the centralizer and the
commutant of the ambient algebra. The novelty of this approach is to identify a
suitable subspace inside the GNS space of the centralizer which possesses ‘sufficient
mixing’ (the associated subspace in [BM, R05] was the GNS space of a MASA),
and use an appropriate orthonormal basis of that subspace to track a vector ξ, so
that the cyclic subspace Aξ fully captures the ‘size’ of the relative commutant of
the centralizer. However, there is a payoff. Since we are working with a ‘mixing
subspace’, we lose algebraic techniques (most importantly cannot locate unitaries)
and depend on norm estimates of operators involving creation and annihilation
operators. This forces us a bargain with the characteristic parameter that defines
the two-dimensional representation, but our results remain valid for all q 6= 0.
When KR 6= 0, a similar idea with slight modification works. This time, the incre-

ment in dimension allows us to choose unitaries from an orthogonal subalgebra and
frees us from any bargain with the characteristic parameter as was in the previous
case, and the conclusions are no longer subject to any constraints.
The key to the factoriality is Lemma 3.12 in which ‘some mixing’ is analyzed to

control the relative commutant of the centralizer. The main results of this paper
are summarized as follows:

Theorem: Let HR = R2⊕KR, where KR is a real Hilbert space (could be 0), and let
R2 be reducing subspace for (Ut) with associated sub representation being ergodic.
Let λ ∈ (0, 1) be the parameter that defines (Ut) on R2. Then, the following holds:

(1) if dim(HR) = 2 and λ is small (depending on q), then the centralizer of the
q-quasi free (vacuum) state is irreducible if q 6= 0;

(2) if dim(HR) > 3, the q-Araki-Woods algebras are factors for all −1 < q < 1;
(3) if the almost periodic part of (Ut) is sufficiently large, then the centralizer of

the q-quasi free state is irreducible for all −1 < q < 1.

This paper is organized as follows. In §2, we lay out all the technical prerequisites
that are needed to address the problem. The technical lemmas that will be used to
deal with factoriality is divided into two groups under §3; the case when dim(HR) =
2 and (Ut) is ergodic appears in §3.1 and that for all cases (dim(HR) > 2) appears in
§3.2. The main theorems on factoriality appear in §4. Irreducibility of the centralizer
is discussed in §5.

2. Preliminaries

In this section, we accumulate some well known facts about q-deformed Araki-
Woods von Neumann algebras constructed by Hiai in [Hi03] that will be indispens-
able for our purpose. As a convention, all Hilbert spaces in this paper are separable,
all von Neumann algebras have separable preduals, inclusions of von Neumann al-
gebras are unital and inner products are linear in the second variable. This section
has overlap with [BM, §2].

2.1. Hiai’s Construction. Let HR be a real Hilbert space with dim(HR) > 2 and
let (Ut)t∈R be a strongly continuous orthogonal representation of R on HR. Let
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HC = HR ⊗R C denote the complexification of HR. Denote the inner product and
norm on HC by 〈·, ·〉HC

and ‖·‖HC
respectively. Identify HR in HC by HR⊗ 1. Thus,

HC = HR + iHR, and as a real Hilbert space the inner product of HR in HC is given
by ℜ〈·, ·〉HC

. Consider the bounded anti-linear (complex (left) conjugation) operator
J : HC → HC given by J (ξ + iη) = ξ − iη, ξ, η ∈ HR, and note that J ξ = ξ for
ξ ∈ HR. Moreover,

〈ξ, η〉HC
= 〈η, ξ〉HC

= 〈η,J ξ〉HC
, for all ξ ∈ HC, η ∈ HR.

By abuse of notation we denote the linear extension of (Ut) on HC by the same
notation, which is again a strongly continuous one-parameter group of unitaries in
HC. Let A denote the analytic generator of (Ut). Then A is positive, nonsingular
and self-adjoint. Note that JA = A−1J .
Introduce a new inner product on HC by 〈ξ, η〉U = 〈 2

1+A−1 ξ, η〉HC
, ξ, η ∈ HC, and

let ‖·‖U denote the associated norm on HC. Let H denote the complex Hilbert
space obtained by completing (HC, ‖·‖U). The inner product and norm of H will

respectively be denoted by 〈·, ·〉U and ‖·‖U as well. Then, (HR, ‖·‖HC
) ∋ ξ

ı7→ ξ ∈
(HC, ‖·‖U) ⊆ (H, ‖·‖U), is an isometric embedding of the real Hilbert space HR in H
(in the sense of [S97]). With abuse of notation, we will identify HR with its image
ι(HR). Then, HR ∩ iHR = {0} and HR + iHR is dense in H (see pp. 332 [S97]).

Note that (Ut) extends to a strongly continuous unitary representation (Ũt) of R

on H. Let Ã be the analytic generator associated to (Ũt), which is obviously an

extension of A. Any eigenvector of Ã is an eigenvector of A corresponding to the

same eigenvalue [BM, Prop. 2.1]. Since the spectral data of A and Ã (and hence

of (Ut) and (Ũt)) are essentially the same (see [BM, §2] for details), and Ũt, Ã are

respectively extensions of Ut, A for all t ∈ R, so we would now write Ã = A and

Ũt = Ut for all t ∈ R.
For q ∈ (−1, 1) and for the Hilbert space H, consider the associated q-Fock

space Fq(H) introduced in [BS91]. Fq(H) is constructed as follows. Let Ω be a
distinguished unit vector in C usually referred to as the vacuum vector. Denote
H⊗0 = CΩ, and, for n > 1, let H⊗n = spanC{ξ1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ ξn : ξi ∈ H for 1 6 i 6 n}
denote the algebraic tensor products. Let Ffin(H) = spanC{H⊗n : n > 0}. For
n,m > 0 and f = ξ1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ ξn ∈ H⊗n, g = ζ1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ ζm ∈ H⊗m, the association

〈f, g〉q = δm,n
∑

π∈Sn

qi(π)〈ξ1, ζπ(1)〉U · · · 〈ξn, ζπ(n)〉U , (1)

where i(π) denotes the number of inversions of the permutation π ∈ Sn, defines a
positive definite sesquilinear form on Ffin(H) and the q-Fock space Fq(H) is the
completion of Ffin(H) with respect to the norm ‖·‖q induced by 〈·, ·〉q. Denote

H⊗qn := H⊗n‖·‖q , n > 0. Note that ‖·‖q = ‖·‖U on H⊗q1 = H.

For ξ ∈ H, the left q-creation and q-annihilation operators on Fq(H) are respec-
tively defined by:

cq(ξ)Ω = ξ, (2)

cq(ξ)(ξ1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ ξn) = ξ ⊗ ξ1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ ξn,
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and,

cq(ξ)
∗Ω = 0,

cq(ξ)
∗(ξ1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ ξn) =

n∑

i=1

qi−1〈ξ, ξi〉Uξ1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ ξi−1 ⊗ ξi+1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ ξn,

where ξ1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ ξn ∈ H⊗qn for n > 1. The operators cq(ξ) and cq(ξ)
∗ are bounded

on Fq(H) and they are adjoints of each other. Moreover,

‖cq(ξ)‖ =

{
1√
1−q ‖ξ‖U , if 0 6 q < 1;

‖ξ‖U , if − 1 < q 6 0.
(3)

Moreover, they satisfy the following q-commutation relation:

cq(ξ)
∗cq(ζ)− qcq(ζ)cq(ξ)

∗ = 〈ξ, ζ〉U1, for all ξ, ζ ∈ H. (4)

The following Lemma from [BM] will be crucial for our purpose.

Lemma 2.1. [BM, Lemma 2.3] Let ξ, ξi, ηj ∈ H, for 1 6 i 6 n, 1 6 j 6 m. Then,

cq(ξ)
∗
(
(ξ1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ ξn)⊗ (η1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ ηm)

)

=

(
cq(ξ)

∗(ξ1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ ξn)

)
⊗ (η1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ ηm)

+ qn(ξ1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ ξn)⊗
(
cq(ξ)

∗(η1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ ηm)

)
.

Following [Hi03, S97], consider the C∗-algebra Γq(HR, Ut) := C∗{sq(ξ) : ξ ∈ HR}
and the von Neumann algebra Γq(HR, Ut)

′′, where

sq(ξ) = cq(ξ) + cq(ξ)
∗, ξ ∈ HR.

Γq(HR, Ut)
′′ is known as the q-deformed Araki-Woods von Neumann algebra (see

[Hi03, §3]). The vacuum state ϕq,U := 〈Ω, · Ω〉q (also called the q-quasi free state),
is a faithful normal state of Γq(HR, Ut)

′′ and Fq(H) is the GNS Hilbert space of
Γq(HR, Ut)

′′ associated to ϕq,U . Thus, Γq(HR, Ut)
′′ acting on Fq(H) is in standard

form [H75].
Making slight violation of the traditional notations, we will use the symbols 〈·, ·〉q

and ‖·‖q respectively to denote the inner product and two-norm of elements of the

GNS Hilbert space.

2.2. Modular Theory. Most of what follows in §2.2 and §2.3 is taken from [S97,
Hi03]. We need to have a convenient description of the commutant and centralizer
of Γq(HR, Ut)

′′ (which has been recorded in the case q = 0 in [S97] and a similar
collection of operators in the commutant has been identified in [Hi03]). Thus, we
need to record some facts related to the modular theory of the q-quasi free state
ϕq,U . Let Jϕq,U

and ∆ϕq,U
respectively denote the modular conjugation and modular

operator associated to ϕq,U and let Sϕq,U
= Jϕq,U

∆
1
2
ϕq,U . Then, for n ∈ N,

Jϕq,U
(ξ1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ ξn) = A−1/2ξn ⊗ · · · ⊗A−1/2ξ1, ∀ ξi ∈ HR ∩D(A− 1

2 ); (5)
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∆ϕq,U
(ξ1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ ξn) = A−1ξ1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ A−1ξn, ∀ ξi ∈ HR ∩D(A−1);

Sϕq,U
(ξ1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ ξn) = ξn ⊗ · · · ⊗ ξ1, ∀ ξi ∈ HR.

The modular automorphism group (σ
ϕq,U

t ) of ϕq,U is given by σ
ϕq,U

−t = Ad(F(Ut)),

where F(Ut) = id⊕⊕n>1U
⊗qn
t , for all t ∈ R. In particular,

σ
ϕq,U

−t (sq(ξ)) = sq(Utξ), for all ξ ∈ HR. (6)

To reduce notation, the complex (left) conjugation J associated to HR ⊂ H will be
denoted by ξ + iη = ξ − iη for ξ, η ∈ HR. It corresponds with Sϕq ,U .

2.3. Commutant. Now we proceed to describe the commutant of Γq(HR, Ut)
′′.

Consider the set

H′
R = {ξ ∈ H : 〈ξ, η〉U ∈ R for all η ∈ HR}.

Then H′
R
is a real subspace. Note that H′

R
+ iH′

R
= H and H′

R
∩ iH′

R
= {0}. It is

easy to check that A−1/2ζ ∈ H′
R
for all ζ ∈ D(A− 1

2 ) ∩ HR.
Now for ξ ∈ H, define the right creation operator cq,r(ξ) on Fq(H) by

cq,r(ξ)Ω = ξ, (7)

cq,r(ξ)(ξ1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ ξn) = ξ1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ ξn ⊗ ξ, ξi ∈ H, n > 1.

Clearly, cq,r(ξ) = cq(ξ)
∗, where  : Fq(H) → Fq(H) is the unitary defined by

(ξ1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ ξn) = ξn ⊗ · · · ⊗ ξ1, where ξi ∈ H for all 1 6 i 6 n, n > 1, (8)

(Ω) = Ω.

Therefore, cq,r(ξ) ∈ B(Fq(H)) and its adjoint cq,r(ξ)
∗ is given by

cq,r(ξ)
∗Ω = 0, (9)

cq,r(ξ)
∗(ξ1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ ξn) =

n∑

i=1

qn−i〈ξ, ξi〉Uξ1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ ξi−1 ⊗ ξi+1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ ξn, ξi ∈ H, n > 1.

Write sq,r(ξ) = cq,r(ξ) + cq,r(ξ)
∗, ξ ∈ H. The following result describes the com-

mutant of Γq(HR, Ut)
′′.

Theorem 2.2. [BM, Thm. 2.4] Suppose ξ ∈ D(A−1)∩HR. Then Jϕq,U
sq(ξ)Jϕq,U

=

sq,r(A
− 1

2 ξ). Moreover, Γ(HR, Ut)
′ = {sq,r(ξ) : ξ ∈ H′

R
}′′.

The complex (right) conjugation associated to H′
R

⊂ H will be denoted by

ξ + iη
r
= ξ − iη for ξ, η ∈ H′

R
. It corresponds with Sϕq,U

∗.

2.4. Notations and some technical facts. In this paper, we are interested in the
factoriality of Γq(HR, Ut)

′′ and the orthogonal representation remains arbitrary but
fixed. Thus, to reduce notation, we will write Mq = Γq(HR, Ut)

′′ and ϕ = ϕq,U . We
will also denote Jϕq,U

by J and ∆ϕq,U
by ∆. As Ω is separating for both Mq and

M ′
q, for ζ ∈ MqΩ and η ∈ M ′

qΩ there exist unique xζ ∈ Mq and x
′
η ∈ M ′

q such that
ζ = xζΩ and η = x′ηΩ. In this case, we will write

W (ζ) = xζ and Wr(η) = x′η.
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Note that Wr(η) = JW (Jη)J , as Jη ∈ MqΩ from Tomita’s fundamental theorem.
Thus, for example, as ξ ∈ MqΩ for every ξ ∈ HR, so W (ξ + iη) = sq(ξ) + isq(η) for
all ξ, η ∈ HR.
Write Z(Mq) = Mq ∩M ′

q. Let Mϕ
q = {x ∈ Mq : σ

ϕ
t (x) = x for all t ∈ R} denote

the centralizer of Mq associated to the state ϕ. Recall that x ∈Mq is analytic with
respect to (σϕt ) if and only if the function R ∋ t 7→ σϕt (x) ∈Mq extends to a weakly
entire function. We say that a vector ξ ∈ MqΩ is analytic, if W (ξ) is analytic for
(σϕt ).
In order to control calculations within the page limit, we adopt the following

notations for convenience.

(1) ξ1 · · · ξn := ξ1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ ξn ∈ H⊗qn for ξi ∈ H, 1 6 i 6 n;
(2) cq(ξ) = cq(ξ1) · · · cq(ξn) for ξ = ξ1 · · · ξn ∈ H⊗qn;
(3) cq,r(ξ) = cq,r(ξn) · · · cq,rq(ξ1) for ξ = ξ1 · · · ξn ∈ H⊗qn;
(4) Cq =

∏∞
i=1

1
1−|q|i ;

(5) d0 = 1, dj =
∏j

i=1(1− qi), j ∈ N, and d∞ =
∏∞

i=1(1− qi);

(6) [n]q := 1 + q + · · · + q(n−1), [n]q! :=
∏n

j=1[j]q, for n > 1, and [0]q := 0,

[0]q! := 1 by convention.

Note that dk,
1
dk

6 Cq for all k > 0 and |q| < 1.

The following norm estimates will be crucial (see [BKS97, BS91, B99, R05]).
• For all ξ ∈ H⊗qn,

‖cq(ξ)‖ 6
√
Cq‖ξ‖q. (10)

• If ξ ∈ H and ‖ξ‖U = 1(= ‖ξ‖q), then

‖ξn‖2q = [n]q! = dn(1− q)−n. (11)

• If ξ1, · · · , ξn, ξ ∈ H with ‖ξj‖U = ‖ξ‖U = 1 for all 1 6 j 6 n, then

‖ξ1 · · · ξnξm‖q = ‖ξmξn · · · ξ1‖q 6 C
n
2
q

√
[m]q!, m > 0. (12)

• We recall the following q-analogue of the Pascal’s identity for q-binomial coeffi-
cients (cf. [BKS97, Prop. 1.8]):

qk
(
n
k

)

q

+

(
n

k − 1

)

q

=

(
n+ 1
k

)

q

, k 6 n. (13)

We also recall the Wick formula from [B99, N04], and its right version which can be
obtained using the (right) complex conjugation.

Proposition 2.3. Let ξ1, · · · , ξn be in HC. Then,

W (ξ1 · · · ξn) =
n∑

i=0

∑

σ∈Sn,i

q|σ|cq(ξσ(1)) · · · cq(ξσ(i))cq(ξσ(i+1))
∗ · · · cq(ξσ(n))∗,

where Sn,i is the set of permutations of {1, . . . , n} that are increasing on {1, . . . , i}
and {i+ 1, . . . , n} and |σ| is the number of inversions of σ. Further, if ξ1, · · · , ξn ∈
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H′
R
+ iH′

R
, then

Wr(ξ1 · · · ξn) =
n∑

i=0

∑

σ∈Sn,i

q|flip ◦σ|cq,r(ξσ(1)) · · · cq,r(ξσ(i))cq,r(ξσ(i+1)
r
)∗ · · · cq,r(ξσ(n)

r
)∗,

where flip is the permutation flip(k) = n− k, 1 6 k 6 n.

There is also another convenient way to write the Wick formula using crossings
of partitions.
Any σ ∈ Sn,i is completely determined by a subset J = {j1 < · · · < ji} with

complement Jc = {ki+1 < · · · < kn}. Then |σ| is the number of crossings of the
partition J ∪ Jc, i.e.,

|σ| = c(J, Jc) = #{(a, b) | ja > kb}.

Thus,

W (ξ1 · · · ξn) =
n∑

i=0

∑

J={j1<···<ji}
Jc={ki+1<···<kn}
J∪Jc={1,...,n}

qc(J,J
c)cq(ξj1) · · · cq(ξji)cq(ξki+1

)∗ · · · cq(ξkn)∗. (14)

2.5. Centralizer. We need a convenient description of the centralizer Mϕ
q which

depends on the almost periodic part of the orthogonal representation (Ut). We need
some preparation. For details check [BM].
Recall that for a strongly continuous orthogonal representation t 7→ Ut, t ∈ R, on

the real Hilbert space HR, there is a unique decomposition (see [S97]),

(HR, Ut) =

(
N1⊕

j=1

(R, id)

)
⊕
(

N2⊕

k=1

(HR(k), Ut(k))

)
⊕ (H̃R, Ũt),

where 0 6 N1, N2 6 ℵ0,

HR(k) = R
2, Ut(k) =

(
cos(t log λk) − sin(t log λk)
sin(t log λk) cos(t log λk)

)
, 0 < λk < 1,

and (H̃R, Ũt) corresponds to the weakly mixing component of the orthogonal repre-

sentation; thus H̃R is either 0 or infinite-dimensional.
If N1 6= 0, let ej = 0⊕· · ·⊕0⊕1⊕0⊕· · ·⊕0 ∈

⊕N1

j=1R, where 1 appears at the j-th

place for 1 6 j 6 N1. Similarly, if N2 6= 0, let f 1
k = 0⊕· · ·⊕0⊕

(
1
0

)
⊕0⊕· · ·⊕0 ∈

⊕N2

k=1HR(k) and f 2
k = 0 ⊕ · · · ⊕ 0 ⊕

(
0
1

)
⊕ 0 ⊕ · · · ⊕ 0 ∈

⊕N2

k=1HR(k) be vectors

with nonzero entries in the k-th position for 1 6 k 6 N2. Denote

e1k =

√
λk + 1

2
(f 1
k + if 2

k ) and e
2
k =

√
λ−1
k + 1

2
(f 1
k − if 2

k );
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thus e1k, e
2
k ∈ HR(k) + iHR(k) are orthonormal basis of (HR(k) + iHR(k), 〈·, ·〉U) for

1 6 k 6 N2. Fix 1 6 k 6 N2. The analytic generator A(k) of (Ut(k)) is given by

A(k) =
1

2

(
λk +

1
λk

i(λk − 1
λk
)

−i(λk − 1
λk
) λk +

1
λk

)
.

Moreover,

A(k)e1k =
1

λk
e1k and A(k)e2k = λke

2
k.

Write S = {ej : 1 6 j 6 N1} ∪ {e1k, e2k : 1 6 k 6 N2} if N1 6= 0 or N2 6= 0,
else set S = {0}. If S 6= {0}, then S is an orthogonal set in (HC, 〈·, ·〉U) and
the collection of eigenvectors of the analytic generator A of (Ut) is contained in
span S. In the event S 6= {0}, rename the elements of the set S as ζ1, ζ2, · · · , i.e.,
S = {ζi : 1 6 i 6 N1 + 2N2}, whence Aζl = βlζl with βl ∈ EA for all l, where
EA = {1}∪{λk : 1 6 k 6 N2}∪{ 1

λk
: 1 6 k 6 N2}. It is to be understood that when

N1 = ℵ0 (resp. N2 = ℵ0), the constraints j 6 N1 and i 6 N1 + 2N2 (resp. k 6 N2

and i 6 N1 + 2N2) (in defining S and EA) is replaced by j < N1 and i < N1 + 2N2

(resp. k < N2 and i < N1 + 2N2).
Now we are ready to write down the description of Mϕ

q .

Theorem 2.4. [BM, Thm. 3.4] Let

W0 =





{ζi1 · · · ζin : ζij ∈ S, 1 6 ij 6 N1 + 2N2,
∏n

j=1 βij = 1, n ∈ N},
if max(N1, N2) <∞;

{ζi1 · · · ζin : ζij ∈ S, 1 6 ij < N1 + 2N2,
∏n

j=1 βij = 1, n ∈ N},
if max(N1, N2) = ∞.

Let W = CΩ⊕ span W0
‖·‖q . Then, Mϕ

q Ω = W ∩MqΩ.

Remark 2.5. If EA = {1}, then Mϕ
q is isomorphic to the q-Gaussian von Neumann

algebra of Bo
.
zejko and Speicher [BS91, BKS97]. Thus, in this case, if 1 is eigenvalue

of multiplicity more than or equal to 2, then Mϕ
q is a factor by [R05].

3. Technical Analysis

The factoriality of Mq is decided in several steps. When dim(HR) = 2, then (Ut)
is not ergodic if and only if it is trivial and in that case Mϕ

q =Mq is a II1 factor (see
[BM, R05]). The most important and difficult case is the one when dim(HR) = 2
and (Ut) is ergodic. The difficulty arises in lack of room to perform meaningful
calculations.
In this section, we lay out the technical analysis that will lead to the factoriality

of Mq. This section is divided into two subsections. In §3.1 we deal with the case
when dim(HR) = 2 and (Ut) is ergodic and in §3.2 we prepare the machinery that
will help deal with all the cases.
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3.1. Γ(R2,Ut)
′′ with small λ and (Ut) ergodic. Following the discussion in §2.5,

it follows that N1 = 0 and N2 = 1. Further, there exists a λ ∈ (0, 1) such that

Ut =

(
cos(t log λ) − sin(t log λ)
sin(t log λ) cos(t log λ)

)
.

Reducing notation, write e1 := e11 =
√
λ+1
2

(
1
i

)
and e2 := e21 =

√
λ−1+1
2

(
1
−i

)
so that

Ae1 =
1
λ
e1 and Ae2 = λe2 and {e1, e2} forms a orthonormal basis of (C2, 〈·, ·〉U).

Now we set e = λ−
1
4 e1. Then, ē = λ

1
4 e2. Note that ‖e‖U = λ−

1
4 and ‖ē‖U = λ

1
4 .

Note that in this context H = C2 considered with respect to the inner product
〈·, ·〉U . We also have the formulas ē r = λ−1ē and ē r = λe.
We begin with some useful lemmas.

Lemma 3.1. For m > 0 and ξ ∈ H, we have

cq(ξ)
∗n(ξm) =

{
[m]q!

[m−n]q! ‖ξ‖
2n
q ξm−n, n 6 m;

0, n > m.

Proof. The proof follows directly from Eq. (2). �

Lemma 3.2. W (en) = W (e)n =

n∑

k=0

(
n
k

)

q

cq(e)
n−kcq(ē)

∗k for n > 1.

Proof. The proof is straightforward and follows by using Eq. (13) and induction.
So we omit the proof. �

The next lemma initiates the interplay between the parameters λ and q in the
case dim(HR) = 2, which will force constraints to the factoriality of Mq.

Lemma 3.3. Let D(q) = supn dn. With the above notations, the following are true:

(i) {λn
4 (1− q)

n
2 cq(e)

n}n>1, {λ−
n
4 (1− q)

n
2 cq(ē)

n}n>1 are bounded (actually by 1 if

q > 0 and by
√
CqD(q) if q < 0).

(ii) {λn
4 (1− q)

n
2W (en)}n>1 is bounded.

Proof. (i). First assume 0 6 q < 1. Then, from Eq. (3) it follows that

‖cq(e)n‖ 6 ‖cq(e)‖n = ‖e‖nq (1− q)−
n
2 = λ−

n
4 (1− q)−

n
2 .

If −1 < q < 0, from Eq. (10) and Eq. (11) it follows that

‖cq(e)n‖ = ‖cq(en)‖ 6
√
Cq ‖en‖q

=
√
Cq ‖e‖nq

√
[n]q!

=
√
Cqλ

−n
4

√
[n]q!

=
√
Cqdnλ

−n
4 (1− q)−

n
2 6

√
CqD(q)λ−

n
4 (1− q)−

n
2 .

The argument for ē is similar. Thus (i) follows.
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(ii). We just use Lemma 3.2 and the triangle inequality. Note that

‖W (en)‖ 6

n∑

k=0

dn
dn−kdk

‖cq(e)n−k‖.‖cq(ē)∗k‖ (use Eq. (11))

6 Cq

n∑

k=0

dn
dn−kdk

‖en−k‖q.‖ēk‖q (use Eq. (10))

= Cq

n∑

k=0

dn
dn−kdk

‖e‖n−kq

√
[n− k]q!‖ē‖kq

√
[k]q! (use Eq. (11))

= Cq

n∑

k=0

dn√
dn−kdk

λ(2k−n)/4(1− q)−n/2 (use Eq. (11)).

The result follows as (di) is bounded from above and below and λ < 1. �

Lemma 3.4. Let Tn = (1− q)nλn/2cq(e)
∗ncq(e)

n for n > 1, then Tn is norm conver-

gent to some T ∈ C∗〈cq(e)〉.
Moreover, if q > 0 then d∞ 6 T 6 1 and if q 6 0 then d∞/(1− q) 6 T 6 1− q.

Proof. Let K = Ce. Then by [W17, Thm. 3.6] (see also [W18], [JSW96] Example
2), the C∗-algebras generated by the creation operators associated to e in Fq(H) and
in Fq(K) are isomorphic. Thus, we only need to prove the result in B(Fq(K)); but
Fq(K) = ⊕∞

k=0Ce
k. With respect to this decomposition, Tn is a diagonal operator

with

Tn(e
k) = (1− q)nλn/2cq(e)

∗n(e(n+k)) = (1− q)n
[n+ k]q!

[k]q!
ek

=
( n∏

j=1

(1− qk+j)
)
ek, ∀k > 0.

Let T ∈ B(Fq(K)) be the diagonal operator with eigenvalues d∞
dk

=
∏∞

j=1(1 − qk+j)

and associated eigenvectors ek for all k > 0. Then,

‖Tn − T‖ 6 K sup
k

|1−
∞∏

j=n+1

(1− qk+j)| → 0 as n→ ∞,

where K is a constant (independent of n, k). Consequently, 0 6 T ∈ C∗〈cq(e)〉.
The estimations for T are clear from its spectrum if q > 0. When q < 0, we

have to estimate αq = infk
∏∞

j=1(1 − qk+j) and βq = supk
∏∞

j=1(1 − qk+j). Note

that for all m > 0, we have that (1 − q2m)(1 − q2m+1) 6 1. Thus, it follows that
αq =

∏∞
j=2(1 − qj) = d∞/(1 − q). In the same way since

∏∞
j=2m(1 − qk+j) 6 1, we

must have βq 6 1− q. �

Remark 3.5. When q < 0, if moreover |q|(1 + |q|) 6 1, we have that for all m > 0,
(1 − q2m+1)(1 − q2m+2) > 1. Thus, it follows that βq = supk d∞/dk = d∞ in that
case.

Now, consider the following operator

Sn = (1− q)nλ
n
2 cq(e)

∗nW (en).
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Also note that, for each fixed k, as n goes to infinity,

(
n
k

)

q

= dn
dn−kdk

converges to

ck = d−1
k 6 Cq.

Lemma 3.6. The sequence Sn converges in norm to

S∞ =

∞∑

k=0

ck(1− q)kλk/2cq(e)
∗kTcq(e)

k∗.

Moreover, if q > 0 and λ < (1 + Cq

d∞
)−2 or if q < 0 and λ < (1 +

C2
qD(q)(1−q)2

d∞
)−2, the

operator S∞ is invertible.

Proof. Let B(q) =
√
CqD(q). First note that the series defining S∞ converges

absolutely. Indeed by Lemma 3.3 (i), we have

‖(1− q)k/2cq(e)
k‖ 6 λ−k/4, ‖(1− q)k/2cq(e)

k‖ 6 λk/4, when 0 6 q < 1;

‖(1− q)k/2cq(e)
k‖ 6 B(q)λ−k/4, ‖(1− q)k/2cq(e)

k‖ 6 B(q)λk/4, when − 1 < q < 0;

Thus, using Lemma 3.4 we have

∞∑

k=0

‖ck(1− q)kλk/2cq(e)
∗kTcq(e)

k∗‖ 6

{
Cq
∑∞

k=0 λ
k/2 <∞, if q > 0;

C2
qD(q)(1− q)

∑∞
k=0 λ

k/2 <∞, if q < 0.

We note the following:

Sn = (1− q)nλ
n
2 cq(e)

∗nW (en)

= (1− q)nλ
n
2 cq(e)

∗n
n∑

k=0

(
n
k

)

q

cq(e)
n−kcq(ē)

∗k (Lemma 3.2)

=

n∑

k=0

(
n
k

)

q

(1− q)kλ
k
2 cq(e)

∗k(1− q)n−kλ
n−k
2 cq(e)

∗(n−k)cq(e)
n−kcq(ē)

∗k

=

n∑

k=0

(
n
k

)

q

(1− q)kλ
k
2 cq(e)

∗kTn−kcq(ē)
∗k (Lemma 3.4).

We have just seen in Lemma 3.4 that Tn−k is norm convergent to T (and bounded
by 1 if q > 0 or 1−q if q < 0). Thus, the general term in Sn converges to the general
term of S∞ in norm and one concludes the convergence in the statement with the
dominated convergence theorem as

∑∞
k=0 λ

k/2 <∞.
We also have S∞ = T (1 + T−1V ) (use Lemma 3.4), where

‖V ‖ 6

{
Cq
∑∞

k=1 λ
k/2, if q > 0;

C2
qD(q)(1− q)

∑∞
k=1 λ

k/2, if q < 0.

The rest follows by ensuring that ‖T−1V ‖ < 1 using Lemma 3.4. We know that
‖T−1‖ 6 1

d∞
if q > 0 and ‖T−1‖ 6 1−q

d∞
if q < 0 by Lemma 3.4. Thus, S∞ is invertible

if Cq

d∞

√
λ

1−
√
λ
< 1 when q > 0 and C2

qD(q) (1−q)
2

d∞

√
λ

1−
√
λ
< 1 when q < 0. �

Remark 3.7.
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(1) When q = 0, S∞ =
∑∞

k=0 λ
k/2c0(e)

∗kc0(ē)
∗k. The operators lk = c0(ē)

kc0(e)
k

are partial isometries with orthogonal ranges when k > 1. On the smallest

subspace containg Ω and invariant by lk’s, S∞ acts like 1 +
√

λ
1−λ l

∗ where l

is a unilateral shift. Hence, S∞ has a kernel if λ
1−λ > 1, that is λ > 1

2
.

(2) As a result of Lemma 3.6, we have

S∗
∞Ω =

∞∑

k=0

ck(1− q)kλk/2cq(ē)
kTcq(e)

kΩ =
∞∑

k=0

ck(1− q)kλk/2cq(ē)
kT (ek)

=
∞∑

k=0

ck(1− q)kλk/2cq(ē)
k d∞
dk
ek (Lemma 3.4)

= d∞

∞∑

k=0

c2k(1− q)kλk/2ēkek.

The vector S∗
∞Ω will be useful later in the proof.

As a consequence of the Wick formula, we explicitly get:

Lemma 3.8. For every n > 0, there are reals qk,l, 0 6 k, l 6 n with |qk,l| 6

C2
q |q|(n−k)l such that

W (ēnen) =
n∑

k,l=0

qk,lcq(ē)
kcq(e)

lcq(e)
∗(n−k)cq(ē)

∗(n−l).

Proof. We use theWick formula in Eq. (14). Terms of the form cq(ē)
kcq(e)

lcq(e)
∗(n−k)cq(ē)

∗(n−l)

occur when we choose J = J1 ∪ J2 ⊂ {1, . . . , 2n} with J1 ⊂ {1, . . . , n} of car-
dinal k and J2 ⊂ {n + 1, . . . , 2n} of cardinal l. Thus, the formula holds with
qk,l =

∑
J1,J2

qc(J,J
c), where the sum runs over all possibilities as mentioned.

Writing Jc = K1 ∪K2 with K1 = Jc ∩ {1, . . . , n} and K2 = Jc ∩ {n + 1, . . . , 2n},
we have c(J, Jc) = c(J1, K1)+ c(J2, K2)+(n−k)l, has all elements in K1 cross those
of J2. Hence,

qk,l = q(n−k)l.
∑

J1

qc(J1,K1).
∑

J2

qc(J2,K2).

It follows from [B99] that |qk,l| 6 |q|(n−k)lC2
q . �

As a result of Lemma 3.8 we have:

Lemma 3.9. The sequence ((1− q)nW (ēnen)) is bounded.

Proof. We rely on Lemma 3.8 and the triangle inequality with the help of Eq. (10)
and Eq. (11). Note that

‖(1− q)nW (ēnen)‖ 6

n∑

k,l=0

C4
q |q|(n−k)l

√
dldn−ldkdn−kλ

(k−l)/2

6

n∑

k,l=0

C6
q |q|(n−k)lλ(k−l)/2
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= C6
q

n∑

j=−n
λj/2

∑

06k,l6n
k−l=j

|q|(n−k)l.

If we denote by cj,n the last quantity, we have for j < 0

cj,n =

n+j∑

s=0

|q|(n−s)(s−j) 6 (n+ j + 1)|q|−nj.

If j > 0, then

cj,n =
n∑

k=j

|q|(n−k)(k−j) 6 1

1− |q| .

Choose n0 large so that |q|n√
λ
< 1 for all n > n0. Combining the estimates

‖(1− q)nW (ēnen)‖ 6 C6
q

( 1

1− |q|

n∑

j=0

λj/2 +
n∑

j=1

λ−j/2(n + 1) |q|nj
)

6 C6
q

( 1

(1− |q|)(1−
√
λ)

+
(n+ 1) |q|

n

√
λ

1− |q|n√
λ

)
, ∀n > n0.

This allows to conclude as (n+ 1) |q|n → 0 as n→ ∞. �

We end this section with the following lemma.

Lemma 3.10. Let n1, n2 ∈ N ∪ {0} and Ψ ∈ H⊗ql for some l > 0. Then,

(1− q)ncq(e)
∗(ē(n+n1)e(n+n2)Ψ) → 0,

(1− q)n/2λ−n/4cq(e)
∗(ē(n+n1)Ψ) → 0, as n→ ∞.

Proof. We only prove the first one, the second one is similar. Using Lemma 2.1 and
Eq. (2), it follows that

∥∥(1− q)ncq(e)
∗ē(n+n1)e(n+n2)Ψ

∥∥
q

=(1− q)n |q|(n1+n)
∥∥ē(n+n1)

(
cq(e)

∗e(n+n2)Ψ
)∥∥

q

=(1− q)n |q|(n1+n)
∥∥cq(ē)(n+n1)cq(e)

∗cq(e
n+n2)Ψ

∥∥
q

6C
3
2
q (1− q)n |q|(n1+n)

∥∥ē(n+n1)
∥∥
q

∥∥e(n+n2)
∥∥
q
‖e‖q ‖Ψ‖q (by (10))

=C
3
2
q (1− q)n |q|(n1+n) λ

(n+n1−n−n2−1)
4

√
dn+n1dn+n2d1(1− q)−

2n+n1+n2+1
2 ‖Ψ‖q

(by Eq. (11))

6C3
q (1− q)−

n1+n2+1
2 λ

(n1−n2−1)
4 |q|(n1+n) ‖Ψ‖q

n→∞−−−→ 0.

�
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3.2. Technicalities to treat all cases. The results in this section are crucial for
tracking the relative commutant of Mϕ

q and will be used even in the case when
dim(HR) > 3. Thus, we adjust the set up of this section in such a way that it
applies to all cases.
For the next three results, we assume HR = R

2 ⊕KR, where KR is a real Hilbert
space (could be 0), and R2 is reducing subspace for (Ut) with associated sub repre-
sentation being ergodic i.e., (R2, Ut) is as before. Define O = {e, ē,Ω} ∪ {ξ ∈ KC :
W (ξ) is analytic for (σϕt )}.
The next lemma tracks w∗-limits of certain sequences of operators, which in turn

tracks the relative commutant of the centralizers.

Lemma 3.11. For any χ ∈ H⊗qi and η ∈ H⊗qj, a, b, α, β ∈ Z, we have

lim
n→∞

(1− q)2n〈ηēn+ben+β, ēn+aen+αχ〉q

= δa=b+j
α+i=β

d2∞
λ(a−β)/2

(1− q)a+β
〈η, ēj

‖ēj‖2q
〉q〈

ei

‖ei‖2q
, χ〉q.

Proof. As one is taking limit as n → ∞, one can assume that n + a, n + α, n + b
and n + β are all positive and large. By linearity, we can assume that η and χ
are elementary tensors in the letters from O. If n + a > n + α, then a − α >

0. Consequently, (1 − q)nēn+aen+αχ = cq,r(χ)cq(ē
a−α)(1 − q)nW (ēn+αen+α)Ω is a

bounded sequence from Eq. (11) and Lemma 3.9. Dealing with the case n+a < n+α
similarly (replacing χ by eα−aχ), it follows that (1 − q)nēn+aen+αχ is bounded.
Similarly, (1− q)nηēn+ben+β is bounded.
First, assume that η or χ contains a letter different from e, ē,Ω. For simplicity

assume η = η1 · · · ηj is such that at least one letter in η 6∈ {e, ē,Ω}. Let t = min{l :
ηl 6∈ {e, ē,Ω}, 1 6 l 6 j}. Let T =

∏t−1
l=1 cq(ηl). By Lemma 2.1, it follows that there

exists a finite set F (depending on l) and scalars cf,n with supn |cf,n| < ∞ for all
f ∈ F , af , αf ∈ Z and vectors χf ∈ Fq(H) for all f ∈ F such that

T ∗ēn+aen+αχ =
∑

f∈F
cf,nē

n+af en+αfχf .

Fix f ∈ F . From Lemma 2.1 again, it follows that as n→ ∞,

(1− q)ncq(ηt)
∗ēn+af en+αfχf = q2n+af+αf (1− q)nēn+af en+αf cq(ηt)

∗χf → 0.

Summing over f ∈ F , it follows that the limit in the statement is 0 and matches
with the right hand side of the statement. Arguing similarly with χ and using right
creation operators, it follows that it is sufficient to assume that the letters in η, χ
are all in {e, ē,Ω}, otherwise both sides in the statement are 0.

We do the proof by induction on i + j. Note that 〈ēj, ēj

‖ēj‖2q
〉q = 1 and similarly

for e. So, if η is an elementary tensor in the letter e and ē, the quantity 〈η, ēj

‖ēj‖2q
〉q

is 1 if η = ēj and 0 otherwise. Thus, counting the number of letters e and ē gives
the Dirac condition.
We start with i+ j = 0. The Dirac condition is clear and from Eq. (11) we have

‖ēn+aen+β‖2q = λ(a−β)/2[n + a]q![n + β]q! = λ(a−β)/2(1− q)−2n−a−βdn+adn+β. (15)
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Thus, the limit in the statement is λ(a−β)/2(1− q)−(a+β)d2∞.
Assume for instance j > 0. Let η = e1 · · · ej with ek ∈ {e, ē}. We have

(1− q)2n〈ηēn+ben+β, ēn+aen+αχ〉q = (1− q)2n〈η′ēn+ben+β, cq(e1)∗ēn+aen+αχ〉q, (16)

with η′ = e2 · · · ej . By making arguments as in the first paragraph of the proof, it
follows that (1 − q)nη′ēn+ben+β is bounded. Thus, using Lemma 3.10, we get that
the limit in Eq. (16) is zero unless e1 = ē. If this is so, then from Lemma 2.1 we
have

cq(e1)
∗ēn+aen+αχ = λ1/2[n + a]qē

n+a−1en+αχ+ q2n+a+αēn+aen+α
(
cq(e1)

∗χ
)
.

Thus, by induction the limit exists and

lim
n
(1−q)2n〈ηēn+ben+β, ēn+aen+αχ〉q =

λ1/2

1− q
lim
n
(1−q)2n〈η′ēn+ben+β, ēn+a−1en+αχ〉q.

One can argue in the same way if i > 0 using right creation operators and Eq. (9)
when dealing with χ. �

The next lemma is the key to factoriality and irreducible centralizers.

Lemma 3.12. The w∗-limit of (1− q)2nWr(ē
nen)W (ēnen) exists and is the positive

rank-one operator Tξ where

ξ = S∗
∞(Ω) = ‖ · ‖q- lim

n→∞
(1− q)nλn/2W (ēn)en = d∞

∞∑

k=0

c2k(1− q)kλk/2ēkek.

Needless to say, Tξ is a scalar multiple of the rank-one projection P ξ

‖ξ‖q

.

Proof. First note that e, ē are analytic vectors for (∆it
ϕ), thus words in them belong

to the Tomita algebra associated to ϕ. Further, ēnen ∈Mϕ
q Ω and J(ēnen) = ēnen for

all n (see Thm. 2.4). Consequently, zn = (1− q)2nWr(ē
nen)W (ēnen) ∈ B(Fq(H)) is

a bounded sequence; also ξn = (1− q)nēnen is bounded in n (by Lemma 3.9).
To show the w∗-convergence, we just need to find the limit of 〈znΦ,Ψ〉q where Ψ ∈

H⊗ql and Φ ∈ H⊗qk, k, l > 0. By density, we can also assume that Φ = e1e2 · · · ek
and Ψ = f1f2 · · · fl where ei, fj ∈ O. Then, we have

〈Ψ, znΦ〉q = 〈Ψ, (1− q)2nWr(ē
nen)W (ēnen)Φ〉q

= (1− q)2n〈W (Ψ)ēnen, Wr(Φ)ē
nen〉q.

By the Wick formulas (Prop. 2.3),

W (Ψ) =
∑

06j6l, σ∈Sl, j

q|σ|uσ, j if l > 0, Wr(Φ) =
∑

06i6k, ρ∈Sk, i

q|flip ◦ ρ|vρ, i if k > 0,

where

uσ, j = cq(fσ(1)) · · · cq(fσ(j))cq(fσ(j+1))
∗cq(fσ(l))

∗

and

vρ, i = cq,r(eρ(1)) · · · cq,r(eρ(i))cq,r(gρ(i+1)
r)∗cq,r(gρ(k)

r)∗,
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where gρ(i+1), · · · , gρ(k) ∈ HC are vectors that correct the difference between the left
and right conjugations (by eρ(i+1), · · · , eρ(k) respectively). Note that W (Ψ) = 1 if
l = 0 and Wr(Φ) = 1 if k = 0.
Let min(k, l) > 0. One observes that the left or right annhilation operators in a

symbol other than e, ē does not contribute in the inner product 〈Ψ, znΦ〉q. Thus,
the contributing factor in 〈Ψ, znΦ〉q comprises of two scenarios: (i) when a generic
term in the Wick expansion formula of Wr(Φ) and W (Ψ) both consists of creation
operators only, (ii) when the annihilation operators in a generic term in the Wick
expansion formula of Wr(Φ) or W (Ψ) consists only of the symbols e or ē.
For both cases, if the letters in the creation operators (either left or right or both,

as the case may be) consist of a symbol different from e or ē, then by Lemma 3.11,
the associated limit contributing to 〈Ψ, znΦ〉q goes to 0 as n → ∞. Consequently,
we can assume that ei, fj ∈ {e, ē}. The same conclusion holds when min(k, l) = 0
and max(k, l) > 0. It is clear that, this reduction is nothing but compressing Mq

by the Jones’ projection onto its subalgebra Γq(R
2, Ut)

′′ (which possess ϕ-preserving
conditional expectation) to reduce to the set up when dim(HR) = 2.
Therefore, we can now assume thatWr(Φ) =

∑
06i6k, ρ∈Sk, i

q|flip ◦ ρ|λnk,ivρ, i if k > 0,

where nk,i is an integer to correct the difference between the left and right conjuga-
tions and the right annihilation operators in vρ, i consists of symbols from {e, ē}.
If l > 0, then using Lemma 3.10 (l−j) times and Lemma 2.1, we get that uσ, j(ξn)

goes to 0 in ‖·‖q unless fσ(j+1) = · · · = fσ(l) = e. If this is so, then using Lemma

2.1 and Lemma 3.1 we have: uσ, j(ξn) = [n]q!
[n−l+j]q!λ

(l−j)/2(1 − q)nΨj ē
n−l+jen, where

Ψj = fσ(1)fσ(2) · · · fσ(j). Setting Ψc
j = fσ(j+1) · · ·fσ(l), we may rewrite uσ, j(ξn) in full

generality as

uσ, j(ξn) =
[n]q!

[n− l + j]q!
λ(l−j)/2(1− q)n〈Ψc

j,
el−j

‖el−j‖2q
〉qΨj ē

n−l+jen.

We can do the same for Φ to get vρ, i(ξn) =
[n]q!

[n−k+i]q!λ
(i−k)/2(1−q)nēnen−k+ieρ(i) · · · eρ(1)

provided that eρ(i+1) = · · · = eρ(k) = ē if k > 0. Set Φi = eρ(i) · · · eρ(1) and
Φci = eρ(k) · · · eρ(i+1). Then,

vρ, i(ξn) =
[n]q!

[n− k + i]q!
λ(i−k)/2(1− q)n〈 ēk−i

‖ēk−i‖2q
, Φci 〉q ēnen−k+iΦi.

We are in position of using Lemma 3.11 with a = β = 0 to get the existence of

lim
n
〈uσ, j(ξn), vρ, i(ξn)〉q (17)

= δ2j=l
2i=k

d2∞λ
(i+j)/2

(1 − q)i+j
〈Ψj,

ēj

‖ēj‖2q
〉q〈Ψc

j ,
ej

‖ej‖2q
〉q〈

ei

‖ei‖2q
, Φi〉q〈

ēi

‖ēi‖2q
, Φci〉q,

when k, l > 0. This can be interpreted as decoupled scalar products. When k or
l is 0, there is no Wick product expansion in terms of creation and annihilation
operators, but the obvious modifications justify the existence of the desired limit(s)
using Lemma 3.11 and matches Eq. (17).
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Thus, summing all the terms we get that for some χk ∈ H⊗qk and ηl ∈ H⊗ql,

lim
n
〈Ψ, znΦ〉q = 〈χk, Φ〉q.〈Ψ, ηl〉q, ∀ k, l > 0.

Now we will use some arguments to avoid the use of q-symetrization operators to
identify the vectors. Since zn is bounded, this justifies that the w∗-limit exists and
has rank 1. As zn = z∗n, we have χl = ηl for all l > 0. Taking Φ = Ω, we have that
znΩ is weakly converging to ζ = 〈χ0,Ω〉q

(
⊕∞
m=0 χm

)
.

We want to identify ξ = ⊕∞
m=0χm as zn

w.o.t.→ Tξ (the rank-one limit), and to do so
we identify ζ . To find ζ , we want to consider λ−n/2(1 − q)n〈W (Ψ)ēn, ēn〉q. This is
a bounded sequence (see Lemma 3.3).
Note that if l = 0 (i.e., Ψ = Ω), then limn λ

−n/2(1 − q)n〈W (Ψ)ēn, ēn〉q = d∞.
Let l > 0. As above, we can use the Wick formula for Ψ and the situation as in
Lemma 3.11. We get that uσ, j(λ

−n/4ēn) is 0 unless fσ(j+1) = · · · = fσ(l) = e. If

this is so, uσ, j(λ
−n/4ēn) = [n]q!

[n−l+j]q!λ
(l−j)/2−n/4Ψj ē

n−l+j (Lemma 3.1). Taking scalar

product with λ−n/4ēn, recalling that ‖ēn‖2q = [n]q!λ
n/2 and computing again as in

Lemma 3.11, we have

lim
n
λ−n/2(1− q)n〈uσ, j(ēn), ēn〉q = δ2j=l d∞λ

j/2(1− q)−j〈Ψj,
ēj

‖ēj‖2q
〉q〈Ψc

j,
ej

‖ej‖2q
〉q.

Thus, comparing with Eq. (17) (setting k = 0) we have

lim
n
〈Ψ, znΩ〉q = d∞ lim

n
λ−n/2(1− q)n〈W (Ψ)ēn, ēn〉q.

But using Eq. (5), we have

〈W (Ψ)ēn, ēn〉q = 〈Ψ, W (ēn)Wr(ē
n)∗Ω〉q = λn〈Ψ, W (ēn)W (en)Ω〉q.

Since S∗
n(Ω) = λn/2(1 − q)nW (ēn)W (en)Ω (use Lemma 3.2 or Eq. (5)), we get

that ζ = d∞S
∗(Ω). To compute its value, one can use Lemma 3.1 and Lemma 3.2

to derive

λn/2(1− q)nW (ēn)en =
n∑

k=0

(1− q)k
d2n

dn−kd
2
k

λk/2ēkek.

By taking the limit in n and using the dominated convergence theorem, we have

ζ = d2∞

∞∑

k=0

c2k(1− q)kλk/2ēkek,

and this expression tallies with the expression in (2) of Rem. 3.7.
Comparing the two expressions for ζ we have 〈χ0,Ω〉qχ0 = d2∞Ω. Since χ0 = κΩ

where κ ∈ C, it follows that |κ|2 = d2∞ (scalar product is linear on the right), i.e.,
|κ| = d∞. Consequently,

ξ =
1

〈χ0,Ω〉q
ζ =

1

κ̄
d2∞

∞∑

k=0

c2k(1− q)kλk/2ēkek = e−i arg (κ)d∞

∞∑

k=0

c2k(1− q)kλk/2ēkek.
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Finally, note that a rank-one self-adjoint operator is uniquely determined upto a
phase factor of the associated vector. Also note that ξ is not an unit vector, thus
Tξ is a positive scalar multiple of P ξ

‖ξ‖q

. �

The next lemma will be used particularly when dim(HR) > 3. It describes some
amount of mixing available when dim(HR) is ‘large’, which frees one from any bar-
gain with the parameters λ and q to decide the factoriality unlike the case when
dim(HR) = 2.

Lemma 3.13. Suppose dim(HR) > 3 with (Ut) as in the set up. Let 0 6= η ∈ HR be

such that η ⊥ ē, e in 〈·, ·〉q. Further, let {un} be a sequence of unitaries in vN(W (η))
converging to 0 in the w.o.t. Then, unW (ξ)u∗n → c1 in the w.o.t for some c > 0,
where ξ = d∞

∑∞
k=0 c

2
k(1− q)kλk/2ēkek.

Proof. Firstly, note that vN(W (η)) is a diffuse abelian von Neumann algebra [BM,
§4]. Thus, the desired sequence {un} exists as in the statement.
By Lemma 3.12, the series defining ξ is convergent in Fq(H) in ‖·‖q. Further,

{(1 − q)kW (ēkek)} is a bounded sequence by Lemma 3.9. Since ck is a bounded

sequence, so d∞
∑N

k=0 c
2
k(1 − q)kλk/2W (ēkek) is convergent in norm as N → ∞ in

Mϕ
q . Using Thm. 2.4, it follows that

W (ξ) = d∞

∞∑

k=0

c2k(1− q)kλk/2W (ēkek) ∈ Mϕ
q .

Therefore, it is sufficient to show that (1−q)kunW (ēkek)u∗n converges to 0 in the w.o.t
as n→ ∞ for each k ∈ N. Further, the boundedness of the sequence entails that it
is sufficient to verify the convergence with vectors of the form Ψ = e1e2 · · · el ∈ H⊗ql

and Φ = f1f2 · · ·fm ∈ H⊗ql′ where ei, fj ∈ O and l, l′ > 0.
Now, note that

〈Φ, unW (ēkek)u∗nΨ〉q = 〈u∗nΦ, W (ēkek)u∗nΨ〉q
= 〈Wr(Φ)u

∗
nΩ, W (ēkek)Wr(Ψ)u∗nΩ〉q

= 〈Wr(Ψ)∗Wr(Φ)u
∗
nΩ, W (ēkek)u∗nΩ〉q.

When k > 0, this last quantity goes to 0 as n → ∞ as ēkek⊥ span{ηl : l > 0}
(see [BM, §4]). This a consequence of the Wick formula and Lemma 1 in [SW] as
explained around (4.2) there.
As spanCO is dense in Fq(H) and (1− q)kW (ēkek) is uniformly bounded (Lemma

3.9), it follows that (1− q)kunW (ēkek)u∗n → 0 as n→ ∞ in the w.o.t for each k > 1.
Clearly c = d∞ and the proof is complete. �

4. Factoriality

This is the main section of this paper. Here we establish the factoriality of Mq.
The set up of §3.2 will be in force in this section. As informed earlier, we will
have to compromise with the parameter λ to assert the factoriality of Mq when
dim(HR) = 2. In this case though, we will directly deduce that Mϕ

q is irreducible.
When dim(HR) > 3, Mq is a factor regardless of the value of the parameter λ
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defining (Ut) on R2 and −1 < q < 1. However, deducing that Mϕ
q is irreducible will

not be direct and will be constrained. When q = 0, M0 is the free Araki-Woods
factor [S97] and there is nothing to prove in this case.
As an outcome of the results in §3, we have the following:

Lemma 4.1. With ξ as in Lemma 3.12, let P be the orthogonal projection onto

[Mϕ
q M

′
qξ]

⊥. Then, (Mϕ
q )

′∩Mq is trivial if and only if P = 0. In particular, Mϕ
q and

Mq are factors if and only if P = 0.

Proof. It is clear that P ∈ (Mϕ
q )

′ ∩Mq. Suppose that (Mϕ
q )

′ ∩Mq = C1. Then,
P = 0 as ξ 6= 0 and Mϕ

q and Mq are factors.
Conversely, by Lemma 3.12 it follows that Tξ ∈Mϕ

q ∨M ′
q. Let x ∈ (Mϕ

q )
′ ∩Mq so

that xTξ = Tξx. In particular, x(ξ) = λξ for some λ ∈ C. Then, for any m ∈ Mϕ
q

and n ∈ M ′
q, x(mn(ξ)) = λmn(ξ). If P = 0, this means that x(η) = λη for all

η ∈ Fq(H) and thus x = λ1. �

Now we are in position to state the first theorem on factoriality.

Theorem 4.2. Let q 6= 0. If dim(HR) = 2 and (Ut) is ergodic then (Mϕ
q )

′∩Mq = C1
(and hence Mϕ

q and Mq are factors) when

λ <

{
(1 + Cq

d∞
)−2, if q > 0;

(1 + (Cq(1−q))2D(q)
d∞

)−2, if q < 0.

Proof. Consider P from Lemma 4.1. Then, we have P (ξ) = 0. Thanks to Lemma
3.12 and Eq. (5), we have that

0 = 〈P (ξ), Ω〉q = lim
n
λn/2(1− q)n〈PW (en)∗W (en)Ω, Ω〉q

= lim
n
λn/2(1− q)n〈W (en)∗W (en)PΩ, PΩ〉q

= lim
n
λn/2(1− q)n‖W (en)P (Ω)‖2q.

Thus, ηn = λn/4(1 − q)n/2W (en)P (Ω) goes to 0 in ‖·‖q. Thanks to Lemma 3.3

(i), we still get that λn/4(1 − q)n/2cq(e)
∗nηn = Sn(P (Ω)) goes to 0. Consequently,

S∞(P (Ω)) = 0. But S∞ is invertible by Lemma 3.6 and the hypothesis, and hence
P (Ω) = 0 forcing P = 0. Now use Lemma 4.1. �

Now, we assume thatHR = R2⊕KR where KR is a non-zero real Hilbert space, and
R2 is reducing subspace for (Ut) with associated sub representation being ergodic
i.e., (R2, Ut) is as in §3.1. It should be noted that unlike Thm. 4.2, the invertibility
of the operator S∞ has no role to play in deciding the factoriality in this case.

Theorem 4.3. Suppose dim(HR) > 3. Then Mq is a factor.

Proof. Let P be the orthogonal projection onto [MqM
′
qξ]

⊥, where ξ is as in Lemma
3.13. Since dim(HR) > 3, choose 0 6= η ∈ HR such that sq(η) is analytic for (σϕt )
and η ⊥ {e, ē} in 〈·, 〉q. Then, un = e−insq(η) is an analytic sequence of unitaries such
that un → 0 in the w∗-topology. The w∗-convergence holds as the spectral measure
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of sq(η) is Lebesgue absolutely continuous (see [BM, §4]). By Lemma 3.13, it follows
that

J
(
σϕi

2

(un)
)∗
Ju∗nξ = u∗nW (ξ)unΩ → cΩ weakly as n→ ∞.

It follows that [MqM
′
qξ] is weakly dense in Fq(H), and hence norm dense in Fq(H)

by a theorem of Mazur. It follows that P = 0.
From Lemma 3.12, we have Tξ ∈ Mϕ

q ∨M ′
q. Let x ∈ Z(Mq). Then, xTξ = Tξx.

Replacing the role of Mϕ
q by Mq in the proof of Lemma 4.1 (second paragraph), the

argument is verbatim. �

Remark 4.4. The following comments are in order.

(1) In view of the main results in [BM, R05] and the results in this section,
the factoriality problem for Γq(HR, Ut)

′′ remains open only in the case when
dim(HR) = 2, (Ut) is ergodic and λ is not small in the sense of Thm. 4.2.

(2) When dim(HR) = 2, our proof is different than the existing proofs of the
factoriality ofMq under various assumptions (in [BM, Hi03, R05, S97, Ne15])
because of the role of the operator S∞ in the proof, and this process will not
work when q = 0 and λ > 1

2
(see Rem. 3.7).

(3) Let η ∈ HR be such that ‖η‖U = 1 (= ‖η‖q) and η is not fixed by (Ut). Then,

either (Ut) has a non-zero weakly mixing component or has a two-dimensional
ergodic sub representation characterized by λ ∈ (0, 1). If dim(HR) > 3 or
dim(HR) = 2, q 6= 0 and λ is ‘small’ in the sense of Thm. 4.2 or dim(HR) = 2
and q = 0, then vN(W (η)) ⊆Mq is a split inclusion (see [BM2, Thm. 4.6]).

5. Revisiting Centralizer

The first result on Mϕ
q is Thm. 3.2 of [Hi03]. In §2.5 and in [BM, §7] we have

discussed on the structure ofMϕ
q . In this section, we continue our discussion onMϕ

q .
Note that Mϕ

q depends on the almost periodic component of (Ut) (see Thm. 2.4).
Thm. 7.1 of [BM] says that if there is a non-trivial fixed point of (Ut) and the almost
periodic component of (Ut) is at least two-dimensional then (Mϕ

q )
′ ∩Mq = C1.

Consequently, when dim(HR) = 2 the last statement together with Thm. 4.2
provide all that is known aboutMϕ

q . When the almost periodic part of (Ut) is three-
dimensional or five-dimensional one can apply [BM, Thm. 7.1]. Now we proceed to
describe the structure of Mϕ

q when the almost periodic part of (Ut) is sufficiently
large.

Theorem 5.1. Let Hap
R

⊆ HR denote the almost periodic part of (Ut). If dim(Hap
R
) >

5, then (Mϕ
q )

′ ∩Mq = C1. In particular, Mϕ
q is a factor.

Proof. If (Ut) has a non-zero fixed point then there is nothing to prove. So we only
have to prove in the case when dim(Hap

R
) > 6 and (Ut) is ergodic. In this case,

HR = ⊕3
i=1R

2
i ⊕ KR, where R

2
i := R

2 for 1 6 i 6 3 and KR are invariant subspaces
of (Ut).

Denote M
(1)
q = Γq(R

2
1, Ut↿R2

1
)′′, M

(2)
q = Γq(R

2
2 ⊕ R2

3, Ut↿R2
2⊕R2

3
)′′. Then M

(1)
q ,M

(2)
q

are unital subalgebras ofMq via the q-Gaussian functoriality [Hi03]. Note thatM
(1)
q

andM
(2)
q posses ϕ-preserving conditional expectations by Takesaki’s theorem [T72].
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By Thm. 4.3, it follows that Mq and M
(2)
q are both factors. We claim that both

Mq and M
(2)
q cannot be of type I and hence they are diffuse. Let us first assume

this claim and finish the proof. Since (Ut↿R2
2⊕R2

3
) is almost periodic, (M

(2)
q )

ϕ
↿M

(2)
q is

also diffuse [DM, Thm. 7.9]. Let un ∈ (M
(2)
q )

ϕ
↿M

(2)
q be a sequence of unitaries that

go to 0 in the w.o.t. By Thm. 2.4, it follows that un ∈Mϕ
q as well.

Let ξ be as in Lemma 3.13 obtained by regarding M
(1)
q as the von Neumann

algebra in §3.1. From Lemma 3.13, it follows that u∗nW (ξ)un
w.o.t→ c1, where c > 0 is

a scalar. It follows that [Mϕ
q M

′
qξ] = Fq(H). Thanks to Lemma 4.1, the argument is

complete.
Now it remains to establish the claim. The proof of the claim is identical for

both M
(2)
q and Mq. So we prove it for Mq and work with the sub representation

(R2
1, Ut↿R2

1
) as in §3.2.

Recall that a factor M equipped with a faithful normal state ψ is of type I if and

only if, M ∋ x 7→ ∆
1
4

ψxΩψ ∈ L2(M,ψ) is a compact embedding (see [BDL, Cor.
2.9] or [DM, Thm. 7.13]). Note that {(1− q)nW (ēnen)}n>1 ⊆ Mϕ

q is bounded from

Lemma 3.9. However, ∆
1
4 (1 − q)nW (ēnen)Ω = (1 − q)nēnen, and this sequence has

no converging subsequence in Fq(H). Therefore, the symmetric embedding of Mq

in Fq(H) is not compact proving the claim. �

Remark 5.2.

(1) If dim(Hap
R
) = 4 and (Ut) is ergodic, then upon assuming that the parameter

λ ∈ (0, 1) which defines a two-dimensional sub representation is small in
the sense of Thm. 4.2, one can still conclude that (Mϕ

q )
′ ∩Mq = C1 (when

q 6= 0).
(2) In all cases where (Mϕ

q )
′∩Mq = C1, the S-invariant of Connes can be directly

deduced from the modular theory of the vacuum state and is exactly as in
[BM, Thm. 8.2].

(3) Note that the last part of the proof of Thm. 5.1 along with Thm. 5.2 of
[DM2] says that if Hap 6= 0, then Mϕ

q cannot be discrete (direct sum of
matrix algebras).

(4) Suppose that dim(HR) = 4 and (Ut) is ergodic. In this case if ζ ∈ HR be
such that ‖ζ‖q = 1, thenMζ = vN(sq(ζ)) ⊆ Mq is a quasi-split inclusion (see

[BM2, Thm. 4.6]). Since Mq is a factor (Thm. 4.3), Mζ ⊗ 1 ⊆ Mq ⊗B(K) is
a split inclusion (see [BM2, Thm. 3.8]), where dim(K) = ℵ0. It follows that
there is no normal conditional expectation from Mq onto Mζ . This forces
that Mq cannot be a II1 factor, for if it were there would have been a normal
conditional expectation from Mq onto Mζ preserving the canonical trace.

In view of Rem. 5.2, we are still not in position to compute the S-invariant when
dim(HR) = 4 and (Ut) is ergodic. Therefore, we conclude this section by proving
that Mq is never semifinite.

Theorem 5.3. Mq is not semifinite. In particular, if dim(HR) = 4 then Mq is a

type III factor.
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Proof. If (Ut) has a fixed (non-zero) vector or a non-trivial weakly mixing component,
the statement follows from [BM]. Therefore, we assume that (HR, Ut) is as in the
set up of §3.1.
We claim that (σϕt ) cannot be inner. Suppose there exists a one-parameter group

of unitaries (ut) ⊆ Mϕ
q such that σϕt (x) = utxu

∗
t for all x ∈ Mq and t ∈ R. Then,

by Lemma 3.12, we have utTξ = Tξut for all t ∈ R. Therefore, there exists scalars
zt with |zt| = 1 such that utξ = ztξ for all t. Replacing ut by ztut, we may assume
that zt = 1 for all t. Then, utW (ξ) = W (ξ) for all t.

LetK = Ker(W (ξ)) and L = K⊥. Then, ut↿L = 1L. Put wn =
∣∣∣W
(
(λ

1
4 (1− q)

1
2 e)n

)∣∣∣
2

.

By the proof of Thm. 3.12, we have

W (ξ) = w.o.t.- lim
n
wn.

Hence, K = {ζ ∈ Fq(H) : wnζ
w→ 0} and it follows that W (e)K ⊆ K (use Lemma

3.2). Thus, decomposing B(Fq(H)) with respect K ⊕L, one has the form

W (e) =

(
x y
0 w

)
and ut =

(
vt 0
0 1

)
∀ t.

Since utW (e)u∗t = σϕt (W (e)) = eit log λW (e) for all t (use Eq. (5)), so choosing t such
that t log λ 6∈ 2πZ it follows that w = 0. Thus, Ran(W (e)) ⊆ K.
This is false as e 6∈ K. Indeed,

W (ξ) = w.o.t.- lim
n
λ

n
2 (1− q)nW (ē)nW (e)n

= λ
1
2 (1− q)W (ē)W (ξ)W (e).

Consequently, ξ = λ
1
2 (1− q)W (ē)W (ξ)e 6= 0. This completes the proof. �
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