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SUBALGEBRAS, SUBGROUPS AND SINGULARITY

TATTWAMASI AMRUTAM AND YAIR HARTMAN

Abstract. This paper is concerned with the non commutative
analog of the Normal Subgroup Theorem for certain groups. In-
spired by [KP21], we show that all Γ-invariant subalgebras of LΓ
and C∗

r
(Γ) are (Γ-)co-amenable. The groups we work with satisfy

a singularity phenomenon described in [BBHP22]. The setup of
singularity allows us to obtain a description of Γ-invariant inter-
mediate von Neumann subalgebras L∞(X, ξ) ⊂ M ⊂ L∞(X, ξ)⋊Γ

in terms of the normal subgroups of Γ.
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1. Introduction

The notion of “singularity” has been used to prove rigidity results
for Γ-operator algebras in various settings, where Γ is a discrete count-
able group. It appears in the works of [KK17, Haa16, HK22, BC14]
etc., where the authors put singular states into use. More recently,
[BBHP22, BBH21] used singularity in the context of Γ-equivariant ucp
maps Φ : M → L∞(B, ν), where M is a Γ-von Neumann algebra and
(B, ν) is a non-singular probability Γ-space. Such Φ is called singular
if the states on M given by the dual map for almost every b ∈ B are
singular with respect to their Γ-translations.

In this paper, we further highlight the role of the singularity of ucp
maps for rigidity phenomena. We first make the following definition.
Let E denote the canonical conditional expectation on L∞(B, ν) ⋊ Γ.
We say that the action has the “Singular-Hereditary” property (ab-
breviated as SH) if for every Γ-invariant von Neumann algebra M ⊂
L∞(B, ν) ⋊ Γ, either E|M is Γ-singular as a ucp map or, ν ◦ E|M is
a Γ-invariant state. In our first main result, we use the SH-property,
combined with Zimmer amenability, to conclude that all the invariant
subalgebras of C∗

r (Γ), or of L(Γ) are co-amenable.

Theorem 1.1. Let Γ be a countable discrete group. Assume that there
exists a non-singular Γ-space (B, ν) which has the SH-property and is
Zimmer amenable. Then every non-trivial Γ-C∗-subalgebra A ⊂ C∗

r (Γ)
is co-amenable. Similarly, every Γ-invariant von Neumann subalgebra
M ⊂ L(Γ) is co-amenable.

Here, co-amenability of A is in the sense of [KP21], namely, the
commutant A′ ⊂ B(ℓ2(Γ)) admits a Γ-invariant state (similarly for
M ⊂ L(Γ)). Kalantar-Panagopoulos proved the conclusion of Theo-
rem 1.1 for higher rank lattices using “Non-commutative-Nevo-Zimmer”
theorem [BH21]. This neoteric result of Kalantar-Panagopoulos stirred
our interest in this problem.

It is worth pointing out that the non-commutative Nevo-Zimmer
theorem [BH21, Theorem B] made up one of the key ingredients in the
work of [KP21]. It is known that such a structure theorem cannot hold
for semisimple Lie groups admitting a rank one factor. However, there
are examples of groups which are a product of rank one factors and yet
have an action on a non-singular Γ space which has SH-property (see
Example 2.4).
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Let us also note that the conclusion of Theorem 1.1 can be consid-
ered a non-commutative strengthening of Margulis’ normal subgroup
theorem. Indeed, any subgroup for which the conclusion holds is just-
non-amenable (that is, all its normal subgroups are co-amenable). If
we assume in addition that the group Γ has property (T), then all
Γ-invariant subalgebras are co-finite, and all normal subgroups are of
finite index. We remark that the key to the Normal Subgroup Theorem
(NST) lies in understanding the structure of the Furstenberg-Poisson
boundary.

In addition, it follows from Theorem 1.1 that if Γ is a non-amenable
group admitting a Zimmer amenable SH space, then Γ has trivial
amenable radical. Examples of groups that satisfy the conditions of
Theorem 1.1 can be found in [BBHP22, BBH21], where NST was
shown. In these examples, the source of such Γ-actions is the Furstenberg-
Poisson boundary of a random walk on a locally compact group (G, µ)
associated with Γ. The setup in these examples contrasts with the
structure of higher rank lattices [KP21], where the space is a Furstenberg-
Poisson boundary of the group Γ itself.

Since our classification in Theorem 1.1 is dependent on the structure
of the subalgebras of the crossed product L∞(B, ν)⋊ Γ, we conjecture
the following for higher rank lattices.

Conjecture. Let Γ be an irreducible lattice in a higher rank semisimple
Lie group G with a finite center and no non-trivial compact factor, all
of whose simple factors have real rank of at least two. Let (G/P, νP )
be the Furstenberg-Poisson boundary associated with a random walk
µ on Γ. Then, every Γ-invariant subalgebra of the crossed product
L∞(G/P, νP )⋊ Γ is of the form L∞(G/Q, νQ)⋊Λ, where Λ ⊳ Γ and Q
is a Parabolic subgroup of G.

An affirmative answer to the above Conjecture would completely
describe the Γ-invariant subalgebras of the crossed product. We provide
a sufficient condition (Proposition 5.6) which implies this conjecture.

Almost all the known results in this direction deal with “intermediate
algebras” M of the form L(Γ) ⊂ M ⊂ N ⋊ Γ (see e.g., [Amr19,
Suz20, Hou21]). At the same time, there has been considerable work
to describe intermediate algebras M of the form N ⊂ M ⊂ N ⋊ Γ,
where N is a von Neumann algebra (see for example, [Cho78, ILP98,
CS15, CS16] to name a few). In this paper, we provide a similar kind
of classification for Γ-invariant subalgebras of L∞(X, ξ)⋊Γ containing
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L∞(X, ξ), where (X, ξ) is a non-trivial factor of an ergodic non-singular
Γ-space (B, ν) satisfying the SH-property.

Theorem 1.2. Let (B, ν) be an ergodic non-singular Γ-space with the
SH-property and, let (X, ξ) be a non-trivial factor of (B, ν). Then,
every Γ-invariant von Neumann algebra M with L∞(X, ξ) ⊂ M ⊂
L∞(X, ξ) ⋊ Γ is a crossed product of the form L∞(X, ξ) ⋊ Λ for a
normal subgroup Λ ⊳ Γ.

Notice that since M is not assumed to contain L(Γ), it is not auto-
matically Γ-invariant. Moreover, we cannot say anything about inter-
mediate algebras that are not Γ-invariant.

Acknowledgement. We express our gratitude towards Mehrdad Kalan-
tar, Yongle Jiang, and Hanna Oppelmayer for numerous enlightening
discussions. We also thank the anonymous referee for taking the time
to carefully read our manuscript, and for his/her numerous suggestions
and corrections, which have improved the exposition enormously.

2. Preliminaries

Let Γ be a discrete countable group and A be an unital Γ-C∗-algebra.
By this, we mean a C∗-algebra A endowed with the action Γ y A by ∗-
automorphisms such that the map Γ×A −→ A which sends (g, x) −→ g.x
is continuous. For a von Neumann algebra M with separable predual
M∗, we endow M with the ultraweak (i.e., weak∗) topology coming
from the canonical identification M = (M∗)

∗. Via this identification,
M∗ (as a subset of M∗) consists of all ultraweakly continuous linear
functionals, also called normal linear functionals. By a Γ-von Neumann
algebra M, we mean a von Neumann algebra M equipped with an
action Γ y M by ∗-automorphisms such that the map Γ×M −→ M
which sends (g, x) −→ g.x is continuous. We briefly recall the notion of
boundary structure as defined in [BBHP22]. We denote by S (A), the
set of all states on A. Let us recall the notion of singular states. The
states τ, τ̃ ∈ S (A) are said to be singular (τ ⊥ τ̃) if there exists a net
0 ≤ ai ≤ 1 ∈ A such that limi τ(ai) = 1 and limi τ̃(ai) = 0.

Let Φ : M → L∞(B, ν) be a Γ-equivariant ucp map. Upon restrict-

ing to an ultraweakly dense Γ-invariant separable C∗-subalgebra Ã, we
obtain a Γ-equivariant map θ : B → S(Ã). Moreover, for ν-almost
every b ∈ B, θ(b) ∈ S(Ã) is defined by Φ(a)(b) = θ(b)(a) for a ∈ Ã.
We say that Φ is Γ-singular if s.θ(b) ⊥ θ(b) for almost every b ∈ B and
s ∈ Γ \ {e} (see e.g., [Hou21, Definition 3.6]). In particular, that there
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exists a net ãi ∈ Ã ∩ M with 0 ≤ ãi ≤ 1 such that limi θ(b)(ãi) = 1
and limi g.θ(b)(ãi) = 0. It follows from [BBHP22, Proposition 4.10]

that the notion of Γ-singularity of Φ is independent of the choice of Ã.
Moreover, we say that Φ is invariant if Φ(M) = C

Weak topologies. We now turn to recall the notions of weak topology
and ultraweak-topology on the set of B(H) of bounded linear maps on
H. The readers can refer to [Tak02] for more details on these. The
weak operator topology (abbreviated as WOT) is generated by open
sets of the form

{T ∈ B(H) : |〈(T − T0)ξ, η〉| < ǫ} ,

where T0 ∈ B(H), ξ, η ∈ H and ǫ > 0. The ultraweak topology (also
known as σ-weak topology) is the topology induced by the open sets
of the form

{

T ∈ B(H) :

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∑

i

〈(T − T0)ξi, ηi〉

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

< ǫ

}

,

where T0 ∈ B(H), ξi, ηi ∈ H with
∑

i ‖ξi‖
2,
∑

i ‖ηi‖
2 < ∞ and ǫ > 0.

On the closed unit ball of B(H), the ultraweak topology and the WOT
coincide (see [Tak02, Chapter-II, Lemma 2.5]).

Ultraweakly dense C∗-subalgebra of a von Neumann algebra.

Given a von Neumann algebra M acting on a separable Hilbert space
H, we can find an ultraweakly dense C∗-subalgebra A ⊂ M. We can
also choose A to be separable (in the norm) as well. We shall refer to
such a C∗-subalgebra as a “separable model” of M. We include a proof
of this fact.

Proposition 2.1. Let M be a von Neumann algebra action on a sep-
arable Hilbert space H. Then, there exists a unital C∗-algebra A ⊂ M
such that A is ultraweakly dense inside M. Moreover, A is separable
in the norm-topology. In particular, M has a separable model.

Proof. Let B1 denote the closed unit ball of B(H). It is compact in
WOT, hence in the ultraweak-topology. Since H is separable, the
ultraweak-topology on B1 is metrizable (see [Tak02, Chapter-II, Propo-
sition 2.7]). Therefore, B1 is separable in the ultraweak topology. Since
subsets of separable sets are separable in metric spaces, the unit ball
M1 of M is separable in the ultraweak topology. Let A = {an : n ∈ N}
be a countable dense (in the ultraweak-topology) subset of M1. By ad-
joining the unit of M to A if required, we can assume that A contains
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the unit of M. Let A be the unital C∗-algebra generated by A. We
observe that
{

m
∑

j=1

(cj + idj)a1j . . . anj : n,m ∈ N, cj, dj ∈ Q and a1j , . . . , anj ∈ A ∪ A∗

}

is a countable dense subset of A in the norm-topology. Hence, A is
separable. We now show that A is ultraweakly dense in M. Let x ∈ M
and ǫ > 0 be given. Consider a basic open set W ǫ,x

ϕ1,...,ϕn
around x. Note

that

W ǫ,x
ϕ1,...,ϕn

= {y ∈ M : |ϕi(x− y)| < ǫ, i = 1, 2, . . . , n} .

Moreover, for each i = 1, 2, . . . , n, ϕi ∈ B(H)∗ is given by

ϕi(·) =
∑

j

〈

(·)ξij, η
i
j

〉

, ξij, η
i
j ∈ H,

∑

j

‖ξij‖
2,

∑

j

‖ηij‖
2 < ∞.

Let m ∈ N be such that ‖x‖ < m. Then, 1
m
x ∈ M1. Since A is

ultraweakly dense inside M1, there exists n0 ∈ N such that

an0
∈ W

ǫ

m
, x
m

ϕ1,...,ϕn
=

{

y ∈ M :

∣

∣

∣

∣

ϕi

(

1

m
x− y

)
∣

∣

∣

∣

<
ǫ

m
, i = 1, 2, . . . , n

}

.

This in particular implies that for each i = 1, 2, . . . , n,

|ϕi (x−man0
)| = m

∣

∣

∣

∣

ϕi

(

1

m
x− an0

)
∣

∣

∣

∣

< m
ǫ

m
= ǫ.

Therefore, man0
∈ W ǫ,x

ϕ1,...,ϕn
. Since man0

∈ A, it follows that A is
ultraweakly dense in M. �

Crossed product von Neumann algebra. We briefly recall the
construction of the crossed product von Neumann algebra. Let M be
a Γ-von Neumann algebra. Given a Hilbert space H, let ℓ2(Γ,H) be
the space of square summable H-valued functions on Γ, i.e.,

ℓ2(Γ,H) =

{

ξ : Γ → H such that
∑

h∈Γ

‖ξ(h)‖2H < ∞.

}

There is a natural action Γ y ℓ2(Γ,H) by left translation:

λgξ(h) := ξ(g−1h), ξ ∈ ℓ2(Γ,H), g, h ∈ Γ

Given a faithful ∗-representation π : M → B(H) of a Γ-von Neumann
algebra M into the space of bounded operators on the Hilbert space
H, let σ be the ∗-representation

σ : M → B(ℓ2(Γ,H))
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defined by

σ(a)(ξ)(h) := π(h−1a)ξ(h), a ∈ M

where ξ ∈ ℓ2(Γ,H), h ∈ Γ. The von Neumann crossed product M⋊ Γ
is generated (as a von Neumann algebra inside B(ℓ2(Γ,H)), by the left
regular representation λ of Γ and the faithful ∗-representation σ of
M in B(ℓ2(Γ,H)). Moreover, this representation translates the action
Γ y M into an inner action by the unitaries {λ(g), g ∈ Γ}. It follows
from the construction that M⋊Γ contains L(Γ) as as a von Neumann-
subalgebra. The von Neumann crossed product M⋊Γ comes equipped
with a Γ-equivariant faithful normal conditional expectation E : M ⋊

Γ → M defined by

E (σ(ag)λg) =

{

0 if g 6= e
σ(ae) otherwise

}

We are now ready to define an SH-space.

Definition 2.2 (Singular Hereditary Space). Let (B, ν) be an ergodic
non-singular Γ-space. We say that the action Γ y (B, ν) has “singu-
lar hereditary property” if for every Γ-invariant von Neumann algebra
M ⊂ L∞(B, ν) ⋊ Γ, either E|M is Γ-singular or E (M) = C. In this
case, we say that (B, ν) is an SH-space.

One can view the definition of SH-spaces as a non commutative ana-
log of the case where the action on (B, ν), and on all of its non trivial
factors, is essentially free. Examples of SH-spaces originate from the
works of [BBHP22] and [BBH21].

Example 2.3. Let Γ be a discrete group having trivial amenable radi-
cal which satisfies the condition (a) in [BBHP22, Proposition 4.17]. We
point out that concrete examples of such groups have been provided in
Example 2.4. We now claim that the space (B, ν) mentioned there is an
SH-space. Indeed, let M be a Γ-invariant subalgebra of L∞(B, ν)⋊ Γ
and E be the canonical conditional expectation associated with the
crossed product. Then, letting M = M and E = E, it follows from
condition (a) that either E|M is either Γ-singular or invariant. Suppose
that E|M is not Γ-singular. Then, E|M being invariant in the sense of
[BBHP22, Definition 4.1] means that E(M) ⊂ L∞(B, ν)Γ. Since (B, ν)
is an ergodic space (even metrically ergodic), it follows that E(M) = C.

We now discuss an example of a group for which the non-commutative
Nevo-Zimmer theorem does not hold and admits an SH-space.
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Example 2.4. [BBHP22, Theorem D] Let T be a bi-regular tree.
We denote by Aut+(T ), the group of bi-coloring preserving automor-
phisms of T which acts 2-transitively on the boundary ∂T . Assume
that n ≥ 2. For each i = 1, 2, . . . , n, let Gi be a closed subgroup of
the bi-regular tree Aut+(Ti). Moreover, let Γ be a co-compact lattice
in G = G1 × . . . × Gn with dense projections. Note that the non-
commutative Nevo-Zimmer theorem does not hold for Γ. Now, for each
i = 1, 2, . . . , n, let Bi = ∂Ti. Moreover, equipped with the right mea-
sure νi, (Bi, νi) is the Furstenberg-Poisson boundary of Gi for some gen-
erating measure µi on Gi (see the discussion in the proof of [BBHP22,
Theorem D] and [BS06, Theorem 5.1]). It follows from [BS06, Corol-
lary 3.2] that (B, ν) = (

∏n
i=1Bi,⊗

n
i=1νi) is the Furstenberg-Poisson

boundary of G. Arguing similarly as in the proof of [BBHP22, Theo-
rem D], we obtain that the action Γ y (B, ν) is ergodic and Zimmer-
amenable. It follows from the 2-transitivity assumption that the group
Γ has a trivial amenable radical. Now, it is shown in [BBHP22, Theo-
rem D] that the group Γ satisfies the condition (a) in [BBHP22, Propo-
sition 4.17]. As a consequence, it follows from Example 2.3 that (B, ν)
is an SH-space.

We also provide an example of a group to which the non-commutative
Nevo-Zimmer theorem applies and, as an upshot, accedes an SH-space.

Example 2.5. [BBH21] Let k be any local field. Let G be any al-
most k-simple connected algebraic group with real rank rankk(G) ≥ 2.
Let P < G be a minimal parabolic k-subgroup. Set G = G(k) and
P = P(k). Let Γ < G be a lattice, equipped with a Furstenberg mea-
sure, i.e., a measure for which there exists a measure νP on G/P such
that (G/P, νP ) is a Furstenberg-Poisson boundary. We shall argue that
(G/P, νP ) is an SH-space. Let us begin by observing that the action
Γ y (G/P, νP ) is essentially free and ergodic ([BBHP22, Lemma 6.2]).
Let M ⊂ L∞(G/P, νP )⋊ Γ be an invariant subalgebra. Arguing sim-
ilarly as in [KP21, Lemma 2.16], we see that the action Γ y M is
ergodic, i.e., MΓ = C. We can now appeal to [BBH21, Theorem 5.4]
to conclude that either E(M) = C or E|M is Γ-singular.

Let us also note that we shall identify B(ℓ2(Γ)) as a Γ-invariant
subalgebra of B(ℓ2(Γ,H)). Under this identification, it immediately
follows that for any Γ-invariant subalgebra A ⊂ B(ℓ2(Γ)), the relative

commutant A′ ∩ B(ℓ2(Γ)) is contained inside Ã′, the commutant of A
inside B(ℓ2(Γ),H).
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We end this section with the following easy observation which allows
us to relate the commutant of A (or, M) inside B (ℓ2(Γ,H) for H =
L2(B, ν) to that of the relative commutant inside L∞(B, ν)⋊ Γ.

Lemma 2.6. Let (B, ν) be a non-singular Γ-space. Suppose that A (or,
M) is a Γ-invariant C∗-subalgebra (or, von Neumann subalgebra) of
L∞(B, ν)⋊Γ such that there exists a ucp map Φ : B(ℓ2(Γ, L2(B, ν)) →
L∞(B, ν)⋊ Γ with Φ|L∞(B,ν)⋊Γ = id.

Then, Φ maps A′∩B(ℓ2(Γ, L2(B, ν)) (similarly, M′) to the respective
relative commutants inside L∞(B, ν) ⋊ Γ. Moreover, the map Φ|A′ or
Φ|M′ is surjective.

Proof. Let M be a Γ-invariant von Neumann subalgebra of L∞(B, ν)⋊
Γ. Let T ∈ B(ℓ2(Γ, L2(B, ν)) be such that Tx = xT for all x ∈ M.
Then, applying Φ on both sides, we obtain that Φ(Tx) = Φ(xT ) for all
x ∈ M. Since Φ|L∞(B,ν)⋊Γ = id, L∞(B, ν)⋊Γ falls in the multiplicative
domain of Φ (see [BO08, Proposition 1.5.7]). Therefore, for all x ∈ M,
we obtain that

Φ(T )x = Φ(T )Φ(x) = Φ(Tx) = Φ(xT ) = Φ(x)Φ(T ) = xΦ(T )

Consequently, it follows that Φ(T ) ∈ M′ ∩ (L∞(B, ν)⋊ Γ). The proof
for a Γ-invariant C∗-subalgebra follows vis a vis to the above argument.
The surjectivity of the map Φ|A′(similarly, for Φ|M′) follows from the
fact that Φ|L∞(B,ν)⋊Γ = id. �

3. The Singular Hereditary Property

The key ingredient in the proof of [KP21] is the deep structural non-
commutative-Nevo-Zimmer Theorem (see [BH21, Theorem B]). How-
ever, such a phenomenon is only observed in the case of higher-rank lat-
tices. To prove co-amenability in our setup, we needed to use instead,
the singular hereditary property. The following proposition establishes
the link between an invariant algebra and its relative commutant in the
crossed product if we know that the second object is singular (also see
[HK22, Lemma 2.2] and [Hou21, Proposition 3.7]).

Proposition 3.1. Let (X, ν) be a non-singular Γ-space. Let M ⊂
L∞(X, ν) ⋊ Γ be a Γ-invariant subalgebra. Suppose that the relative

commutant M̃ of M in L∞(X, ν) ⋊ Γ is Γ-singular (that is, E|
M̃

is
Γ-singular). Then, E (aλ(g)) = 0 for all a ∈ M and for all g ∈ Γ\{e}.

Proof. We shall complete the proof in three steps.
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Step-1 : Choose a separable model Ã ⊂ L∞(X, ν) ⋊ Γ such that Ã
contains λ(Γ), a separable model A of M, and a separable model A1

of M̃.
Let M̃1 denote the unit ball of M̃. It follows from the first part

of the proof of Proposition 2.1 that M̃1 is separable in the ultraweak-
topology. Let Ã1 be a countable dense (in the ultraweak-topology)

subset of M̃1. By adjoining Ã1 with {λ(s)aλ(s)∗ : a ∈ Ã1, s ∈ Γ}, we
shall assume that Ã1 is Γ-invariant. Likewise, we can find a Γ-invariant
countably dense (in the ultraweak-topology) subset M1 of the unit ball
of M. Similarly, we can also find a countably dense (in the ultraweak-

topology) subset A1 of the unit ball of L∞(X, ν) ⋊ Γ. Let Ã be the
C∗-algebra generated by Ã1, M1, A1 and λ(Γ), i.e.,

Ã = C∗

(

Ã1 ∪M1 ∪A1 ∪ λ(Γ)
)

.

Moreover, let A1 be the C∗-algebra generated by Ã1 and λ(e), and A,
the C∗-algebra generated by M1 and λ(e). It follows from the later part
of the proof of Proposition 2.1 that Ã, A and A1 are separable models
for L∞(X, ν)⋊Γ, M and M̃ respectively. Moreover, it is evident from

the construction that Ã contains A, A1 and λ(Γ).
Step-2 : E(aλ(g)) = 0 for all a ∈ A and g ∈ Γ \ {e}.

Note that Γ y Ã by conjugation. Restrict E to Ã and denote by
θ : X → S(Ã) the corresponding Γ-equivariant measurable map. Since
A1 is a separable model for M̃, using the uniqueness of the map, we
see that θ̃ : X → S(A1) is given by θ̃(b)(a) = θ(b)(a) for a ∈ A1. Let
g ∈ Γ \ {e}. Since M̃ is Γ-singular, we can find X̃ ⊂ X a co-null

measure subset such that for every x ∈ X̃, θ̃(x) ⊥ g.θ̃(x). Fix x ∈ X̃.
It follows that there exists a net ãi ∈ A1 with 0 ≤ ãi ≤ 1 such that
limi θ̃(x)(ãi) = 1 and limi g.θ̃(x)(ãi) = 0. This in particular shows that
θ(x) ⊥ g.θ(x).

We first note that θ(x) is a state on Ã. Since A and λ(Γ) are both

contained in Ã, θ(x)(aλ(g)) makes sense for all a ∈ A and for all
g ∈ Γ \ {e}. Let τ = θ(x). Now, since ãia = aãi, we see that

|τ(ãiaλ(g))|
2 =

∣

∣

∣
τ
(

aãi
1

2 ãi
1

2λ(g)
)
∣

∣

∣

2

≤ τ (aãia
∗) τ

(

λ(g−1)ãiλ(g)
)

= τ(aãia
∗)g.τ(ãi)
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Therefore, we obtain that

lim
i
τ(ãiaλ(g)) = 0

On the other hand,

lim
i
τ ((1− ãi)aλ(g))

= lim
i
τ
(

(1− ãi)
1

2 (1− ãi)
1

2aλ(g)
)

≤ lim
i
‖τ ((1− ãi))‖

1

2 ‖τ
(

(λ(g−1)a∗(1− ãi)aλ(g)
)

‖
1

2

= 0.

Now, combining the above two identities, we see that

τ(aλ(g)) = lim
i
τ(ãiaλ(g)) + lim

i
τ ((1− ãi)aλ(g)) = 0.

In particular, we obtain that θ(x)(aλ(g)) = 0 for all x ∈ X̃. This in
turn implies that E(aλ(g)) = 0 for all a ∈ A and g ∈ Γ \ {e}.

Step-3 : E(aλ(g)) = 0 for all a ∈ M and for all g 6= e.
Let a ∈ M and g ∈ Γ \ {e} be given. Since A is ultraweakly dense

in M, we can find a net ai ∈ A such that ai
ultraweakly
−−−−−−→ a. Therefore,

aiλ(g)
ultraweakly
−−−−−−→ aλ(g). Since E is normal, it follows that E(aλ(g)) =

limi E(aiλ(g)) = 0. �

Let us now discuss our proof strategy for Theorem 1.1. Let A ⊂
C∗

r (Γ) (or M ⊂ L(Γ)) be a Γ-invariant subalgebra. We shall use Propo-
sition 3.1 combined with the SH-property of the action Γ y (B, ν) to
conclude that the relative commutant of the subalgebra in the crossed
product L∞(B, ν)⋊Γ has a Γ-invariant state. From this point onwards,
our method varies from our predecessor’s in [KP21].

Since (B, ν) is not the Poisson boundary associated with a random
walk on Γ, we can no longer use Izumi’s isomorphism theorem [Izu04,
Theorem 4.1]. Instead, we shall use the Zimmer amenability of the
action Γ y (B, ν) to conclude that the commutant of A (or M) inside
B (ℓ2(Γ, L2(B, ν))) has a Γ-invariant state.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. Let (B, ν) be a Zimmer amenable SH-space. We
first prove the result in the setting of C∗

r (Γ). Assume that A ⊂ C∗
r (Γ)

is a Γ-invariant non-trivial subalgebra. We shall show that the commu-
tant M̃ = A′ contained in B(ℓ2(Γ, L2(B, ν)))) has a Γ-invariant state.

Denote by M1, relative commutant of A inside L∞(B, ν)⋊Γ. Since
(B, ν) is an SH-space, it follows that either E|M1

is Γ-singular or
E (M1) = C. Let us now argue that the former cannot happen, i.e.,
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we shall show that τ |M1
is Γ-invariant, where τ = ν ◦ E. We would

like to point out that whenever we write ν ◦ E, we think of ν as a
state on L∞(B, ν) given by the integration with respect to ν. For the
sake of contradiction, let us assume that the relative commutant M1

is Γ-singular. We denote by τ0 the canonical trace on C∗
r (Γ). Fix

g 6= h ∈ Γ \ {e} and ã ∈ A. Since E|C∗
r (Γ) = τ0, using Proposition 3.1,

we see that

〈ãδg, δh〉 = 〈ãλ(g)δe, λ(h)δe〉

=
〈

λ(h−1)ãλ(g)δe, δe
〉

= τ0(λ(h
−1)ãλ(g))

= τ0(ãλ(gh
−1))

= 0

Let E : B(ℓ2(Γ)) → ℓ∞(Γ) be the projection onto the diagonal part,
i.e.,

E(T )(δg) = 〈T (δg), δg〉δg, T ∈ B(ℓ2(Γ)), g ∈ Γ

Considering ã as an element in B(ℓ2(Γ)), we can write

ã(δg) =
∑

h∈Γ

〈ã(δg), δh〉δh

= 〈ã(δg), δg〉δg

= E(ã)(δg)

Therefore, it follows that ã ∈ ℓ∞(Γ) ∩ C∗
r (Γ) = C. Since ã is an

arbitrary element, it follows that A = C. This, in turn, leads to a
contradiction since we assumed A to be non-trivial in the beginning.
As a result, it follows that τ |M1

is invariant. A similar argument ap-
plies to a non-trivial Γ-invariant von Neumann subalgebra M ⊂ L(Γ).
Alternatively, we can also argue the following. Let M̃1 denote the
relative commutant of M inside L∞(B, ν) ⋊ Γ. Suppose that E|

M̃1
is

Γ-singular. Let ã ∈ M. We can now appeal to Proposition 3.1 to con-
clude that E(aλ(g−1)) = 0 for all non-identity elements g ∈ Γ. Since
the family {E(ãλ(g−1)) : g ∈ Γ} completely determines ã (see for ex-
ample, the discussion following Lemma 7.5 in [Tak02]), it follows that
ã ∈ C. Since ã ∈ M is arbitrary, this implies that M = C which
contradicts the non-triviality of M. Hence, we obtain that τ |

M̃1
is

invariant.
Now, since Γ y (B, ν) is Zimmer amenable, we obtain a projection

Φ : B(ℓ2(Γ, L2(B, ν))) −→ L∞(B, ν) ⋊ Γ (cf. [Zim77, Theorem 2.1]).



SUBALGEBRAS, SUBGROUPS AND SINGULARITY 13

Since Φ|L(Γ) = id, using Lemma 2.6, we obtain that Φ maps A′ (simi-
larly, M′) to the respective relative commutants inside L∞(B, ν)⋊ Γ.
Consequently, the composition of the restriction of τ |M1

(or, τ |
M̃1

)
with Φ|A′(or, Φ|M′) gives us an invariant state on A′ (or, M′ respec-
tively). �

Remark 3.2. We can also deduce the co-amenability of the C∗-algebra
case by arguing similarly as in the proof of [CDS22, Corollary 5.7]. We
include the proof which was kindly provided to us by the anonymous
reviewer. For a Γ-invariant C∗-algebra A ⊂ C∗

r (Γ), consider M =
A′′∩L(Γ), the von Neumann algebra generated by A inside L(Γ). Now,
it follows from the von Neumann algebra case above that there is a Γ-
invariant state on M′ ∩B(ℓ2(Γ)). Since M′ ∩B(ℓ2(Γ)) = A′ ∩B(ℓ2(Γ),
the claim follows.

4. Correspondence of invariant algebras for SH-actions

In this section, we give a description of the Γ-invariant intermediate
algebras M associated with L∞(X, ν) ⊂ M ⊂ L∞(X, ν) ⋊ Γ for es-
sentially free Γ-space (X, ν) with the singular hereditary property. We
begin with the following definition.

We would like to point out that in [CS16], a correspondence was
obtained for intermediate von Neumann algebras N of the form M ⊂
N ⊂ M⋊Γ for a Γ-von Neumann algebras M on which the action Γ y

M is by properly outer ∗-automorphisms (also see [CS15, Corollary 4.5]
and the remark thereafter).

We begin with the following observation, which is essentially con-
tained in [CD20, Theorem 3.7].

Lemma 4.1. Let M̃ ⊂ M be an inclusion of von Neumann algebras
with expectation, and let u be a unitary element in M such that M̃
is invariant under the conjugation by u. Let E

M̃
: M → M̃ be a

conditional expectation, then EM(u)u∗ ∈ M̃′ ∩M.

Proof. For x ∈ M̃, we need to show that xE
M̃
(u)u∗ = E

M̃
(u)u∗x.

Indeed, let us observe that

E
M̃
(u)u∗x = E

M̃
(u)u∗xuu∗ = E

M̃
(uu∗xu)u∗ = E

M̃
(xu)u∗ = xE

M̃
(u)u∗

�

In general, given an inclusion of unital von Neumann algebras M̃ ⊂
M, there may not be a conditional expectation from M onto M̃. How-
ever, if the inclusion M̃ ⊂ M is Cartan, then every intermediate von
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Neumann algebra M̂ of the form M̃ ⊂ M̂ ⊂ M is in the image of a
normal (even faithful) conditional expectation [Yam19].

In our context, we only need to deal with intermediate von Neumann
algebra N of the form L∞(X, ν) ⊂ N ⊂ L∞(X, ν)⋊Γ for non-singular
essentially free Γ-spaces (X, ν). It is well known that the inclusion
L∞(X, ν) ⊂ L∞(X, ν) ⋊ Γ is Cartan if the action Γ y (X, ν) is es-
sentially free. And hence, every intermediate von Neumann algebra
L∞(X, ν) ⊂ N ⊂ L∞(X, ν) ⋊ Γ lies in the image of a faithful normal
conditional expectation.

In fact, for Γ-von Neumann algebras M, where the action Γ y M is
by properly outer ∗-automorphisms, every intermediate von Neumann
algebra M ⊂ N ⊂ M⋊ Γ lies in the image of a faithful normal condi-
tional expectation [CS16, Theorem 3.2]. The notion of properly outer
∗-automorphisms coincides with that of essential freeness for commu-
tative von Neumann algebras.

Now, let (B, ν) be an SH-space. Let us further assume L∞(X, ξ) to be
a Γ-invariant subalgebra of L∞(B, ν) with the property that the action
Γ y (B, ν) restricted to (X, ξ) is essentially free. Let M be an interme-
diate von Neumann algebra of the form L∞(X, ξ) ⊂ M ⊂ L∞(X, ξ)⋊Γ
lying in the image of a faithful normal conditional expectation EM.
Then,

τ(x) := ν|L∞(X,ξ) ◦ E ◦ EM(x), x ∈ L∞(X, ξ)⋊ Γ

is a faithful normal state on L∞(X, ξ) ⋊ Γ. We can then define the
‖.‖2-norm on L∞(X, ξ)⋊ Γ associated with τ , defined by

‖x‖2 =
√

τ(x∗x), x ∈ L∞(X, ξ)⋊ Γ

The ‖.‖2-norm is continuous with respect to the σ-strong topology, and
induces the σ-strong topology on any bounded (in the operator norm)
subset of L∞(X, ξ)⋊ Γ.

Remark 4.2. In the above setup, the ‖.‖2-norm is continuous with re-
spect to EM, i.e., ‖EM(x − y)‖2 ≤ ‖x − y‖2, x, y ∈ L∞(X, ξ) ⋊ Γ.
Indeed, for x, y ∈ L∞(X, ξ)⋊Γ, which follows easily using the Kadison-
Cauchy-Schwartz inequality for the ucp map E.

We now proceed to give a complete description of intermediate von
Neumann algebras M of the form L∞(X, ξ) ⊂ M ⊂ L∞(X, ξ)⋊ Γ.
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Proposition 4.3. Let (B, ν) be an SH-space, L∞(X, ξ) ⊂ L∞(B, ν)
a Γ-invariant subalgebra with the property that the action Γ y (B, ν)
restricted to (X, ξ) is essentially free. Then, every intermediate Γ-
invariant von Neumann algebras M of the form L∞(X, ξ) ⊂ M ⊂
L∞(X, ξ) ⋊ Γ is a crossed product of the form L∞(X, ξ) ⋊ Λ for a
normal subgroup Λ ⊳ Γ.

Proof. Let M be an intermediate Γ-invariant von Neumann algebra
of the form L∞(X, ξ) ⊂ M ⊂ L∞(X, ξ) ⋊ Γ. Since the action Γ y

(X, ξ) is non-singular and essentially free, we can use [Yam19, Sec-
tion 4] or [CS16, Theorem 3.2] to conclude the existence of a faith-
ful normal conditional expectation EM : L∞(X, ξ) ⋊ Γ → M. Let
M̃ = M′ ∩ (L∞(X, ξ)⋊ Γ) be the relative commutant of M inside

L∞(X, ξ)⋊ Γ. Observe that M̃ ⊂ L∞(X, ξ)′ ∩ (L∞(X, ξ)⋊ Γ). Since
the action Γ y (X, ξ) is essentially free, the latter intersection coincides
with L∞(X, ξ). Hence, M̃ ⊂ L∞(X, ξ) and therefore, E(M̃) = M̃.

Now, since (B, ν) is an SH-space, E|
M̃

(in this case we view M̃ as a

subalgebra of L∞(B, ν)⋊Γ) is either Γ-singular or E(M̃) = C. We con-

sider each of these cases one by one. In the case when E(M̃) = C, since
E(M̃) = M̃, we obtain that M̃ = C. Let Λ = {g ∈ Γ : λ(g) ∈ M}.
Since M is Γ-invariant, it is easy to see that Λ ⊳ Γ. Moreover, it is
clear from the construction that L∞(X, ξ)⋊Λ ⊆ M. All that remains
to show is that M ⊂ L∞(X, ξ)⋊ Λ. Since M is Γ-invariant, it follows
from Lemma 4.1 that

EM(λ(g))λ(g)∗ ∈ M′ ∩ (L∞(X, ξ)⋊ Γ) = C, ∀g ∈ Γ.

Therefore, we obtain that EM(λ(g)) = agλ(g) for some ag ∈ C. More-
over, if ag 6= 0, we see that EM(λ(g)) ∈ L(Λ) just by construction. Let
τ = ν|L∞(X,ξ) ◦ E ◦ EM, and consider the ‖.‖2-norm on L∞(X, ξ) ⋊ Γ
associated with τ . Now, for x ∈ M and an arbitrary ǫ > 0, we can
find f1, f2, . . . , fn ∈ L∞(X, ξ) and s1, s2, . . . , sn ∈ Γ such that

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

x−
n

∑

i=1

fiλ(si)

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

< ǫ.

Since EM|L∞(X,ξ) = id, it follows from remark 4.2 that

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

EM(x)−
n

∑

i=1

fiEM(λ(si))

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

< ǫ.
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Moreover, since a ∈ M and EM|M = id, we see that
∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

x−
n

∑

i=1

fiEM(λ(si))

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

< ǫ.

Let us now observe that EM(λ(si)) ∈ L(Λ) for each i = 1, 2, . . . , n. As
a consequence, we obtain that

∑n
i=1 fiEM(λ(si)) ∈ L∞(X, ξ)⋊Λ. Since

ǫ > 0 is arbitrary, it is evident that x ∈ L∞(X, ξ) ⋊ Λ. This finishes
the proof for the case when ν ◦ E|

M̃
is invariant. If E|

M̃
is Γ-singular,

it follows from Proposition 3.1 that M = E(M). Since L∞(X, ξ) ⊂
M ⊂ L∞(X, ξ)⋊ Γ, it follows that E(M) = L∞(X, ξ) = M. �

5. Towards the Conjecture

Let Γ be an irreducible lattice in a higher rank connected semisimple
Lie group G with a trivial center and no non-trivial compact factor, all
of whose simple factors have real rank of at least two. It is known that
Γ admits a Furstenberg measure µ, i.e., a random walk on Γ such that
the Furstenberg-Poisson boundary associated with a random walk µ is
realized on G/P . We denote by νP the corresponding Poisson measure.

Let us now put Proposition 4.3 along with [Hou21, Corollary F]
in perspective. The first result gives us a description of the inter-
mediate invariant subalgebras M of the form L∞(G/Q, νQ) ⊂ M ⊂
L∞(G/Q, νQ) ⋊ Γ, where P ≤ Q � G is a closed subgroup. On the
other hand, the second result gives a description of the intermediate
algebras M with L(Γ) ⊂ M ⊂ L∞(G/P, νP )⋊ Γ. Observe that such a
M is automatically Γ-invariant. At the same time, let us also observe
that the invariant algebras M considered above either share the same
group algebra part or the commutative algebra part with those of their
upper and lower bounds.

Consequently, considering all of the above, we make the following
conjecture.

Conjecture. Let M be a Γ-invariant subalgebra of L∞(G/P, νP )⋊ Γ.
Then, M is a crossed product of the form L∞(G/Q, νQ) ⋊ Λ, where
Λ ⊳ Γ.

We can only address the above conjecture under a certain technical
assumption. We briefly recall the notion of Poisson transform and some
related properties for our later use.

Definition 5.1. Let A be a unital Γ-C∗-algebra and ϕ, a state on A.
The Poisson transform associated with ϕ is the map Pϕ : A → ℓ∞(Γ)
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defined by

Pϕ(a)(s) = ϕ(s−1a), a ∈ A, s ∈ Γ.

Remark 5.2. Let AΓ denote the invariant elements in A, i.e., AΓ =
{a ∈ A : s.a = a ∀s ∈ Γ}. It is clear that AΓ ⊂ {a ∈ A : ϕ(sa) =
ϕ(a) ∀s ∈ Γ}. We observe below that the other inclusion holds if Pϕ is
an isometry. Indeed, assume that this is the case. Let a ∈ A be such
that ϕ(sa) = ϕ(a) for all s ∈ Γ. Fix g ∈ Γ. Then, Pϕ(a − ga)(s) =
ϕ(s−1a − s−1ga) = 0 for all s ∈ Γ. Therefore, Pϕ(a − ga) = 0. Since
Pϕ is an isometry, we see that a− ga = 0 for all g ∈ Γ. Consequently,
a ∈ AΓ.

Remark 5.3. In the case that A is commutative, namely A = C(X),
the Poisson transform Pϕ is an isometry if and only if the measure ϕ
is contractible in the sense of Azencott ([GG76, Chapter-V, Proposi-
tion 2.1]).

If A = M is a commutative von Neumann algebra, namely M =
L∞(X,ϕ), then the Poisson transform is an isometry if and only if the
measure ϕ is SAT in the sense of Jaworski [Jaw94].

For the relation between topological models of SAT-measures and
contractible measures, see [FG10, Theorem 8.9].

We now briefly recall the notion of stationary states in the context
of unital C∗-algebras and refer the readers to [HK22] for more details.

Definition 5.4. Let A be a unital Γ-C∗-algebra. Let µ ∈ Prob(Γ). A
state ϕ ∈ S(A) is called µ-stationary if

µ ∗ ϕ(a) =
∑

s∈Γ

µ(s)ϕ(s−1a) = ϕ(a), ∀a ∈ A.

For the canonical conditional expectation E : A⋊rΓ → A, τ = ϕ◦E
is a µ-stationary state on A ⋊r Γ for any µ-stationary state ϕ on A.
Indeed, for any a ∈ A⋊rΓ, it follows from the Γ-equivariance of E that

µ ∗ τ(a) =
∑

s∈Γ

µ(s)τ(s−1a) =
∑

s∈Γ

µ(s)ϕ(s−1E(a)) = ϕ(E(a)) = τ(a)

We now proceed to prove the following lemma. Unless otherwise stated,
τ denotes νP ◦ E. Here, E : L∞(G/P, νP ) ⋊ Γ → L∞(G/P, νP ) is
the canonical conditional expectation. We think of νP as a state
on L∞(G/P, νP ) given by the integration with respect to νP . Recall
that (G/P, νP ) is the Furtsenberg-Poisson boundary associated with
a random walk µ on Γ. In particular, νP is a µ-stationary state on
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L∞(G/P, νP ) and hence, it follows from the above observation that τ
is a µ-stationary state on L∞(G/P, νP )⋊ Γ.

Lemma 5.5. Let M be a Γ-invariant subalgebra of the crossed product
L∞(G/P, νP )⋊ Γ. Then, E (M) ⊂ M.

Proof. Let us first consider the case when τ is Γ-invariant. For this
case, since τ |M is Γ-invariant, we see that the restriction of νP on
E (M) is invariant. Since (G/P, νP ) is the (Γ, µ)-Furstenberg-Poisson
boundary, the Poisson transform PνP : L∞(G/P, νP ) → ℓ∞(Γ) is an
isometry (see [Jaw94, Proposition 2.2]). Since νP is Γ-ergodic, using
Remark 5.2, we see that the only functions f ∈ L∞(G/P, νP ) on which
νP is invariant are the constant functions. Hence, E (M) consists of
constant functions only and therefore, C = E(M) ⊂ M.
Now, assume that τ is not Γ-invariant. Let us observe that the action
Γ y M is ergodic (cf. [KP21, Lemma 2.16]). Therefore, using [BH21,
Theorem B], we see that there exists a closed subgroup P ≤ Q � G and
a Γ-equivariant von Neumann algebra embedding θ : L∞(G/Q) → M,
such that τ ◦θ = νQ. Note that in this case, νQ is the push forward mea-
sure of νP under the canonical quotient map G/P → G/Q. Therefore,
the composition E ◦ θ is a normal Γ-equivariant von Neumann algebra
homomorphism from L∞(G/Q, νQ) into L∞(G/P, νP ). However, the
canonical embedding is the unique such map (“the uniqueness of the
boundary map”, e.g., [BS06, Theorem 2.14]); hence, E◦θ = id|L∞(G/Q).
Since, E is a faithful conditional expectation, it follows that θ =
id|L∞(G/Q) (see e.g., [Ham85, Lemma 3.3]), and as a consequence, we
see that L∞(G/Q, νQ) ⊂ M ⊂ L∞(G/P, νP )⋊Γ. Moreover, the action
Γ y (G/Q, νQ) is essentially free (see eg., [BH21, Lemma 6.2]). From
the proof of [Suz20, Theorem 3.6], for each a ∈ L∞(G/P, νP ) ⋊alg Γ,
we can find p1, p2, . . . , pn ∈ L∞(G/Q, νQ) such that

∑n
i=1 piapi = E(a).

Hence, if a ∈ M ∩ L∞(G/P, νP ) ⋊alg Γ, then E(a) ∈ M. Now, a
standard approximation argument yields E(M) ⊂ M. �

Our strategy is to consider the cases when E(M) is trivial or not. In
the situation where E(M) = C, we want to show that M ⊂ L(Γ) and
use [KP21, Theorem 1.1] to conclude that M = L(Λ) for some normal
subgroup Λ ⊳ Γ. In the other case, when E(M) is non-trivial, we claim
that it is enough to show that M ⊂ E(M)⋊ Γ.

Indeed, let us look at M ∩ L(Γ) which is a Γ-invariant subalgebra
of L(Γ) and hence by [KP21, Theorem 1.1], is of the form L(Λ) for
some normal subgroup Λ ⊳ Γ. From Lemma 5.5, we already know that
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E(M) ⊂ M and hence, E(M)⋊ Λ ⊂ M. Whenever M ⊆ E(M)⋊ Γ,
we obtain that

E(M)⋊ Λ ⊂ M ⊂ E(M)⋊ Γ,

and then, Conjecture 5 would be a consequence of Proposition 4.3. We
give an abstract condition that makes use of the tightness property
of the µ-boundaries [HK21] which forces M ⊂ E(M) ⋊ Γ. For a Γ-
invariant subalgebra M, we denote by 〈M, L(Γ)〉, the von Neumann
algebra generated by M and L(Γ).

Proposition 5.6. Let M be a Γ-invariant subalgebra of L∞(G/P, νP )⋊
Γ. Suppose there exists a Γ-equivariant normal ucp map Φ : 〈M, L(Γ)〉 →
E(M)⋊ Γ. Then, M ⊂ E(M)⋊ Γ.

Proof. It follows from [Hou21, Corollary F] that 〈M, L(Γ)〉 is of the
form L∞(G/Q, νQ) ⋊ Γ, where P ≤ Q � G is a closed subgroup. We
claim that

L∞(G/Q, νQ)⋊ Γ = E(M)⋊ Γ(1)

which in turn will imply that M ⊂ E(M)⋊ Γ.
In order to show this, we first argue that C(G/Q) −֒→ L∞(G/Q, νQ)

is Γ-tight. This follows from the fact that the compact space G/Q
has a unique µ-stationary measure νQ. Therefore, using [HK21, Corol-
lary 2.13] we see that C(G/Q) −֒→ L∞(G/Q, νQ) ⋊ Γ is Γ-tight. Since
L∞(G/Q, νQ)⋊ Γ is generated as a von Neumann algebra by C(G/Q)
and L(Γ), we see that the inclusion L(Γ) −֒→ L∞(G/Q, νQ) ⋊ Γ is co-
tight in the sense of [HK21, Definition 4.1]. In particular, the inclu-
sion E(M) ⋊ Γ −֒→ L∞(G/Q, νQ) ⋊ Γ is co-tight. By our assumption,
Φ : L∞(G/Q, νQ) ⋊ Γ → E(M)⋊ Γ is a Γ-equivariant conditional ex-
pectation. Equation (1) is now a consequence of [HK21, Lemma 4.5],
where C = E(M)⋊ Γ and B = L∞(G/Q, νQ)⋊ Γ. �

Remark 5.7. Let us note that if M ⊂ L∞(G/P, νP )⋊Γ is a Γ-invariant
subalgebra, then E(M) ⊂ M (cf. Lemma 5.5). Moreover, it is enough
to construct a Γ-equivariant normal ucp map Ψ : 〈M, L(Γ)〉 → M.
Indeed, if such a Ψ exists, then Φ (of Proposition 5.6) can be con-
structed by composing Ψ with the canonical conditional expectation
E, i.e., Φ = E ◦ Ψ. We also note that M ∩ L(Γ) = L(Λ), where

Λ ⊳ Γ. There exists a normal faithful conditional expectation ẼΛ :
L∞(G/P, νP )⋊ Γ → L∞(G/P, νP )⋊ Λ defined by

ẼΛ (fgλg) =

{

0 if g 6∈ Λ
fgλ(g) otherwise

}



20 TATTWAMASI AMRUTAM AND YAIR HARTMAN

We refer the reader to [Cho78, Proposition 2] for proof of the above.

Since E(M) ⊂ M and M ∩ L(Γ) = L(Λ), it follows that ẼΛ(M) ⊂
M. Therefore, to prove the conjecture, it is enough to show that
ẼΛ (〈M, L(Γ)〉) ⊂ M. Once this is established, then Φ = E ◦ ẼΛ will
be the required map. However, we do not know how to show this.
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