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EXISTENTIAL CLOSEDENESS AND THE STRUCTURE
OF BIMODULES OF II, FACTORS

ADRIAN IOANA AND HUI TAN

ABSTRACT. We prove that if a separable II; factor M is existentially closed, then every M-bimodule
is weakly contained in the trivial M-bimodule, L?(M), and, equivalently, every normal completely
positive map on M is a pointwise 2-norm limit of maps of the form z — Zle a;xa;, for some
k € Nand (a;)¥_; € M. This provides the first examples of non-hyperfinite separable II; factors M
with the latter properties. We also obtain new characterizations of M-bimodules which are weakly
contained in the trivial or coarse M-bimodule and of relative amenability inside M. Additionally,
we give an operator algebraic presentation of the proof of the existence of existentially closed II;
factors. While existentially closed II; factors have property Gamma, by adapting this proof we
construct non-Gamma II; factors which are existentially closed in every weakly coarse extension.

1. INTRODUCTION AND STATEMENT OF MAIN RESULTS

In this paper, motivated by the notion of existentially closed II; factors in continuous model theory,
we investigate the structure of bimodules of 1I; factors. The model theoretic study of 11 factors was
initiated by Farah, Hart and Sherman in [FHS11] (see [GH22| for a recent survey). Existentially
closed II; factors were first considered in [GHSI2/[FGHS13] and have since been studied in [GHS12,
[EGHS13l[Gol8| [AGKE20,[GH21| [CDI22al [CDI22b| [GIKEP23], while bimodules of II; factors were
studied from the perspective of model theory in [GHSIS|. Existentially closed II; were shown to be
McDuff in [GHS12] and to only have approximately inner automorphisms in [FGHS13|, Proposition
3.1]. The original, model theoretic definition of existentially closed II; factors involves existential
formulae, see [FGHS13| Definition 1.1]. In this paper, we will restrict to separable I1; factors and
work with the following equivalent operator algebraic definition (see, e.g., [GH21, Remarks 3.2] and
the comments following |[GH22, Lemma 5.2]).

Definition 1.1. If M C N are separable II; factors, we say that M is existentially closed in N if
there is a *-homomorphism 7 : N — MY, for a free ultrafilter & on N, such that the restriction of
7 to M is the diagonal embedding of M into MY. A separable II; factor M is called existentially
closed if it is existentially closed in any separable I factor N containing it.

Our first main result shows that being existentially closed has strong consequences to the structure
of bimodules and completely positive maps of a II; factor.

Theorem A. Consider the following conditions for a separable II; factor M.

(1) M is existentially closed.

(2) Bvery M-bimodule H satisfies H C L2(MY), for some ultrafilter U on a set I. Moreover, if
H is separable, then we can take I = N.

(3) Every M-bimodule H belongs to the closure of L2(M), in the Fell topology.

(4) BEvery M-bimodule H is weakly contained in L*(M).
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(5) For every normal, completely positive map ® : M — M, there exists a sequence () C Pps
such that lim ||®,(x) — ®(z)||2 = 0, for every x € M. Moreover, if ® is subunital and
n—o0

subtracial, then we can take (®,) C Sps.

Then (1) = (2) = (3) = (4) < (5), for every separable II; factor M.

Here, we denote by Pjs the set of maps ® : M — M of the form ®(x) = Zle a’za;, for some
(a;)¥_, € M, and by Sy the set of maps ® : M — M of the form ®(z) = ZLI a‘za;, for some
(a;)¥_, ¢ M with Zle aja; < 1 and Zle aja’ < 1. Every ® € Py is normal and completely
positive, and every ® € Sy is normal, subunital, subtracial and completely positive. For the other
terminology used in the statement of Theorem [Al we refer to Section 2

Before commenting on the proof of Theorem [A] let us highlight that it leads to a new phenomenon
for I1; factors. Let A be the family of separable I1; factors M which satisfy the equivalent conditions
(4) and (5) from Theorem[Al If M is a separable II; factor, then every M-bimodule weakly contains
the coarse bimodule, L2(M) @ L%(M) (see [Po86, Proposition 2.3.2]). On the other hand, there
exists a (unique up to weak equivalence) separable M-bimodule, denoted Hpax, which weakly
contains every M-bimodule. Class A consists of II; factors M for which Hpyax = L2(M). If R is
the hyperfinite II; factor [MvN43], then any two R-bimodules are weakly equivalent (see [Po86),
Proposition 3.1.4]), and therefore R € A. Also, A is closed under amplifications and inductive
limits, and thus we have M®R € A, for every M € A (see Proposition 26]). Theorem [A] provides
the first examples of non-hyperfinite separable II; factors M € A. In fact, it implies that A
contains uncountably many non-isomorphic such II; factors, since there are uncountably many
non-isomorphic separable existentially closed Iy factors (see [FGHS13] Corollary 1.3]).

To prove that (1) implies (2) in Theorem [Al we use Shlyakhtenko’s M-valued semicircular systems
[ShoT], see Section [ for the definition. This construction, which associates a tracial von Neumann
algebra I'(M,H)" containing M to any symmetric M-bimodule H, allows us to realize every M-
bimodule as a sub-bimodule of L?(N), for a tracial von Neumann algebra N containing M.

Remark 1.2. We do not know if conditions (2)-(5) in Theorem [Al are equivalent for an arbitrary
separable II; factor M. If M satisfies (2) or (3), then M must have property Gamma. Indeed,
Connes’ spectral gap theorem [Co75] implies that if the M-bimodule L?(M) @ L?(M) belongs to
the closure of L?(M), then M has property Gamma, see [Po86, Theorem 3.3.1] and Lemma 211
However, we do not know if the equivalent conditions (4) and (5) imply property Gamma.

If a separable II; factor M satisfies conditions (4) and (5) (i.e., M € A in the above notation) but
fails property Gamma, then M must have property (T) in the sense of [Co80LCJ83]. In particular,
the free group factors L(F,), for n > 2, do not belong to A, which answers a question asked by
Jesse Peterson. To justify our claim, let H be an M-bimodule which weakly contains L*(M).
Since M satisfies (4), H is weakly contained in LQ(M ). Since M does not have property Gamma,
[BMO19, Proposition 3.2] implies that H must contain L?(M) and thus M has property (T).

Remark 1.3. Partially addressing the question posed in Remark in the first version of the
paper, Amine Marrakchi proved that conditions (2)-(4) are equivalent for every separable II; factor
M with property Gamma. More precisely, [Ma23] Corollary 3.9] shows that if M has Gamma, then
for every M-bimodule H we have H C L*(MY) if and only if H belongs to the closure of L2(M)
and if and only if H is weakly contained in L2(M/). Since any separable II; factor satisfying (3)
must have property Gamma, it follows that (2) < (3), for arbitrary separable II; factors M.

Let B C A be the family of separable II; factors M which satisfy the equivalent conditions (2)
and (3) from Theorem [Al Then the previous paragraph implies that B consists of all M € A with
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property Gamma. By Remark [2] if M € A\ B (and thus M does not have Gamma), then M has
property (T). It is an open question whether there are II; factors M € A with property (T).

Another natural question is whether conditions (1) and (2) from Theorem [Al are equivalent. Our
next result shows that (2) is satisfied by the hyperfinite II; factor R. By [FGHS13| Corollary 2.2],
R is existentially closed if and only if the Connes Embedding Problem (CEP) has a positive answer.
A negative answer to the CEP has been announced in the preprint [INVWY?20].

Corollary B. Let R be the hyperfinite IT; factor. Then every R-bimodule H satisfies H C L2(RY),
for some ultrafilter U on a set I. Moreover, if H is separable, then we can take I = N.

Corollary [Blis a consequence of the following result on (approximate) embeddings of Shlyakhtenko’s
M-valued semicircular systems [ShO7]. It can be alternatively deduced by using that R satisfies
condition (4) from Theorem [A] and that conditions (2) and (4) are equivalent for II; factors with
property Gamma by [Ma23], Corollary 3.9].

Theorem C. Let (M, 1) be a tracial von Neumann algebra and H, KC be two symmetric M -bimodules
such that H is weakly contained in K. Then there exists a trace preserving x-homomorphism

m: D(M,H)" — (T(M,K  28)" ),

for some ultrafilter U on a set I and a set S, whose restriction to M is the diagonal embedding of
M into (I'(M,K @ £2S)" 1. Moreover, if M and H are separable, then we can take I = S = N.

Theorem [(Jis of independent interest. In addition to Corollary [Bl Theorem [C] and its proof lead to
characterizations of weak containment in the trivial or coarse bimodule and of relative amenability
for inclusions, in the sense of Ozawa and Popa [OP07].

Corollary D. Let (M,7) be a separable tracial von Neumann algebra, H a separable M -bimodule,
P,QQ € M won Neumann subalgebras, and U a free ultrafilter on N. Denote M = M®L(Fy),
M =M xL(Fs), and M = M xq (QRL(Z)). Then the following hold:

(1) H is weakly contained in L2(M) if and only if H C L2(W).

(2) H is weakly contained in L2(M) @ L2(M) if and only if H C LQ(HU) o L2(MY).

(3) P is amenable relative to Q inside M if and only if there exists x € P' N MY such that
Eyu(z) =0 and Eju(x*z) = 1.

(4) The M-bimodule 1L*(M) ®@¢ L*(M) is weakly contained in L*(M) if and only if there exists

a *-homomorphism 7 : M — MY whose restriction to M is the diagonal embedding of M.

Remark 1.4. Using a method from [Ha84l[IV14], Marrakchi showed that if an M-bimodule # is
weakly contained in L2(M), then H C L2((M®L(Z))), see [Ma23, Theorem 2.1]. This improves
part (1) of Corollary[Dl We also note that by [Ma23, Theorem 3.3] the M-bimodule L*(M)®qL?(M)
is weakly contained in L2(M) (i.e., Q is weakly bicentralized in M, in the sense of [BMOT9,TM19])
if and only if (Q' N MUY N M = Q.

Although existential closedness is a strong property, it was noted in [GHSI2,[FGHS13] that the
class of existentially closed separable II; factors is embedding universal in the following sense:
Theorem E ([GHS12,[FGHS13]). Any separable I, factor My is contained in an existentially
closed separable Il factor M.

Theorem [E] was noted in [FGHS13] as a consequence of results from [Us0O8]. Its proof consists of
verifying the model-theoretic definition of existential closedness given in [FGHSI13| Definition 1.1].
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In Section M, we give an operator algebraic presentation of the proof of Theorem [E] in which we
instead directly verify Definition [LJ1 We hope that this will both make the class of existentially
closed I1; factors more accessible to the operator algebra community and allow to prove new results.
In fact, by adapting our operator algebraic presentation of the proof of Theorem [E] we obtain the
following new result:

Theorem F. Any separable II; factor My is contained in a non-Gamma separable Il factor M
which satisfies the following: M is existentially closed in any II; factor N D M such that the
M -bimodule L?(N) © L2(M) is weakly contained in L2(M) @ L2(M).

By [GHS12], all existentially closed II; factors are McDuff and hence have property Gamma. Conse-
quently, a non-Gamma II; factor M cannot be existentially closed in all larger I1; factors. Moreover,
as we will see below, M cannot even be existentially closed in all larger non-Gamma II; factors.

These facts suggest the following question: how “close” can a non-Gamma separable 1I; factor M
be to being existentially closed? To make this question more precise, denote by £y the family of
separable II; factors N O M in which M is existentially closed. We would like to find M for which
Eu is as large as possible. If N € &y, then since M € N € MY, we get that M’ N NY = Cl1.
Hence, M’ N N = C1 and N is non-Gamma. As a consequence, £y, is a proper subset of the set
of all non-Gamma separable II; factors which contain M. In particular, this shows that there is
no non-Gamma II; factor which is existentially closed in all non-Gamma II; factors containing it.
Indeed, the separable II; factor P = (M®L(Z))*L(Z) is non-Gamma and contains M, but does not
belong to £y since M’ N P # C1. More generally, if N € £y, then any II; subfactor Q C M with
Q' N MY = C1, must satisfy that Q' N N¥ = C1. This altogether shows that for any non-Gamma
II; factor M, inclusions of the form M C N, with N € &y, are significantly constrained.

Nevertheless, Theorem [F] shows that there exist non-Gamma II; factors M for which & is a large
family which contains all IT; factors N D M such that () the M-bimodule L?(N)SL2(M) is weakly
contained in L*(M) @ L2(M).

Remark 1.5. Condition (%) in Theorem [E]is optimal in the following sense. There are non-Gamma
II; factors M such that (x) holds for every N € £y. More precisely, Amine Marrakchi (personal
communication) proved that if M = L(T"), where I is a countable icc group which is biexact in the
sense of Ozawa, then the M-bimodule L?(MY) & L*(M) is weakly contained in L?(M) ® L*(M).
In Lemma [£.4] we give a direct proof of this fact when M = L(F,,), for n > 2. For such a II; factor
M, condition (x) is satisfied by any N € £y since the M-bimodule L?(N) © L?(M) is contained in
L?(MY) & L*(M) and thus weakly contained in L*(M) @ L2(M).

Our last main result provides a spectral gap characterization of Haagerup’s approximation property
for separable 11y factors, paralleling the characterization of property (T) obtained in [Ta22]. A
separable II; factor M is said to have Haagerup’s (approximation) property [Ch83LICJ83] if there
exists a sequence of completely positive maps ®,, : M — M such that ||®,(z) — z||2 — 0, for every
r € M, and ®,, is subtracial (7 o ®, < 7) and its extension to L?(M) is a compact operator, for
every n. By [BEO7ZLOOTT5], Haagerup’s property for M is equivalent to the existence of a strictly
mixing M-bimodule (see Definition 7 for this notion) that weakly contains L(M).

Theorem G. A separable 1, factor M has Haagerup’s property if and only there exists a separable
IIy factor M which contains M such that the M-bimodule L*(M) © L%(M) is strictly mizing and
M' N MY ¢ MY, for a free ultrafilter U on N.

Organization of the paper. Besides the introduction, this paper consists of three other sections.
Sections 2 and Bl are devoted to von Neumann algebras preliminaries and M-valued semicircular
systems, respectively. In Section [, we present the proofs of the results stated in the introduction.
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2. PRELIMINARIES

In this section, we record some terminology and basic results concerning tracial von Neumann
algebras, bimodules and completely positive maps. We refer to [API§] for more information.

2.1. Tracial von Neumann algebras. A tracial von Neumann algebra is a pair (M, ) consisting
of a von Neumann algebra M and a distinguished normal tracial state 7 : M — C. In order to
emphasize the dependence of 7 on M, we will sometimes write 757 instead of 7. We assume that all
inclusions of tracial von Neumann algebras N C M are trace preserving, i.e., satisfy 7y = (TM)| N-

We let ||z|s = 7(x*z)'/2, for every x € M, and denote by L2(M) the Hilbert space obtained by
taking the closure of M with respect to || - ||o. For an ultrafilter 2/ on a set I, we denote by MY the
tracial ultraproduct von Neumann algebra endowed with the trace given by 7(x) = lim;_yy 7(;),
for every x = (z;) € MY.

2.2. Bimodules. Let (M, 1) be a tracial von Neumann algebra. An M -bimodule is a Hilbert
space ‘H equipped with two normal s-homomorphisms 7 : M — B(H) and 7o : M°P? — B(H)
whose images commute. We write €y = m1(x)me(y°P)§ for £ € H and z,y € M, and define a
s-homomorphism 7y : M ®g1g MP — B(H) by letting 7y (x @ y°P) = w1 (x)ma(y°P).

Given two M-bimodules H, IC, we say that H is contained in K and write H C K if there is an
M-bimodular isometry T : H — K. A basis of neighborhoods for the Fell topology on the space of
all M-bimodules is given by V(H, F,S,¢), where H is an M-bimodule, F' C M,S C H are finite
sets and € > 0. Here, V(H, F, S, ¢) is defined as the set of all M-bimodules K for which we can find
amap 1T : S — K such that

(=T (&)y, T(n)) — (x€y,n)| < &, for every z,y € F, and £, € S.

If H, IC are M-bimodules, we say that H is weakly contained in K and write H Cyeax K if H belongs
to the closure of K9 := K ® ¢?(N) in the Fell topology. Equivalently, H Cyeax K if and only if
|2 (T)|| < ||mic(T)|, for every T € M @14 MOP.

We next recall [Po86, Theorem 3.3.1], which gives a bimodule characterization of property Gamma
for separable II; factors (cf. [BMO19, Proposition 3.2]). For the reader’s convenience, we include
a brief proof.

Lemma 2.1 ([Po86]). A separable II, factor M has property Gamma if and only if L> (M) L2 (M)
belongs to the closure of L2(M), in the Fell topology.

Proof. Denote &1 = 1@0,& =001 € L2(M) @ L2(M).

First, assume that M has property Gamma. Let u, € M be a sequence of trace zero unitaries
such that ||up,z — zu,|s — 0, for every z € M. Then u, — 0, weakly. Put £} = 1 € L?(M) and
&9 = u, € L*(M). Then we have limy, (2&}'y, §7) = (2&iy, §;), for every z,y € M and 4, j € {1,2}.
Thus, L?(M) @ L?(M) = span(M&; M) @ span(M&; M) lies in the closure of L2(M).

Conversely, assume that L?(M) @ L2(M) belongs to the closure of L2(M) in the Fell topol-
ogy. Suppose by contradiction that M does not have property Gamma. Then we can find nets
(€7, (€3) € L?(M) such that lim,, (2€}'y, €}') = (2&iy, &), for every z,y € M and 4, j € {1,2}. Since
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x& = &u and [|&]l2 = 1, we get that ||z — x|l — 0 and ||€]'||2 — 1, for every x € M and
i € {1,2}. Since M does not have property Gamma, [Co75l Theorem 2.1] implies the existence
of anet (o)) C T = {z € C| |z| = 1} such that [[{!' — al'l|2 — 0, for every i € {1,2}. Thus,
(€1, D) — affaB| — 0. Since (€1, £5) — (£1,&2) = 0 and (aal) C T, this is a contradiction. O

Definition 2.2. A symmetric M-bimodule (H,J) is an M-bimodule H equipped with an anti-
unitary involution J : H — H such that J(x€y) = y*(J§)z*, for every x,y € M and & € H.

Remark 2.3. Let H be an M-bimodule. Denote by H the conjugate Hilbert space endowed with
the M-bimodule structure 28y = y*{a* (see [Po86l 1.3.7]). Then K := HSH is a symmetric Hilbert
M-bimodule, as witnessed by the anti-unitary involution J : K — K given by J( ®7) =n @ &.

Let H be an M-bimodule. A vector £ € H is called tracial if (x£,&) = (£x,&) = 7(x), for every
x € M, and subtracial if (z€,§),{((x,&) < 7(x), for every x € M. A vector £ € H is called left
(respectively, right) bounded if there C' > 0 such that ||x| < C||z||2 (respectively, ||z¢]| < C||x||2)
for every x € M. A vector is bounded if it is left and right bounded. Note that the subspace of
bounded vectors is dense in H. If { € H is left bounded, we denote by T¢ : L2(M) — H the bounded

operator T¢(x) = {x. If €, € H are left bounded vectors, then (£, n)y = IgT, € B(L2(M)) belongs
to M. Note that
(nz, &) = 7((§, mamx), for every z € M.

For M-bimodules H, K, we denote by H®y; K their Connes tensor product (see [Co94], V, Appendix
B). Let H° C H be the subspace of left bounded vectors. Then H ®j; K is obtained by separation
and completion from the algebraic tensor product H° ® K endowed with the sesquilinear form

(61 @1, @n2) = (1, (€1, E2) mm2)-

Remark 2.4. Let H, K be M-bimodules, H? C H the subspace of left bounded vectors and K° C K
the subspace of right bounded vectors. Let ¢ € HY and (1;) C K be a net with ||n;|| — 0. Then
€ @ mill = [ (€. E)armil[ 2 < 1€, harl|Y2 ]} — 0. Similaly, if (&) MO is a net with & - 0
and n € K%, then ||&; @ n|| — 0. These observations imply that if H! € H° and K! € K are dense
subspaces, then the span of {¢ @7 | ¢ € HY,n € K'} is dense in H @)y K.

The following lemma is well-known, and its proof follows a standard recipe (see for instance the
proof of [AP18, Lemma 13.3.11]), but we include details here for completeness.

Lemma 2.5. Let (M, 1) be a tracial von Neumann algebra, H,K be Hilbert bimodules, £ € H a
subtracial vector and (&,) C K a net with lim,,(x€,y, &) = (2€y, ), for every x,y € M. Then there
is a net of subtracial vectors (n,) € K® such that lim, (xn,y,n,) = (x€y,£), for every x,y € M

Proof. We follow the proof of [[V14] Theorem]. Define normal positive linear functionals w, w’, wy,, w!,

on M by letting w(z) = (2¢,§), W'(z) = (£z,§), wnlz) = (T€n,&n) and wy (7) = (£, &), for ev-
ery x € M and every n. Then w, — w and w] — &', in the weak topology on M,. Since the
weak and norm closures of convex subsets of M, coincide, after replacing (w,,w!],) by a convex
combination of (wy,,w!,) and the vectors (&) by vectors in K¥>°| we can ensure that in addition to
lim,, (z&,y, &) = (x€y, &), for every x,y € M, we have ||w, —w| — 0 and ||w], — &'|| — 0.

Write w = 7(-T),w’ = 7(-T"),wn, = 7(-T},) and !, = 7(-T7), where T,T',T,, T, € L*(M) are
positive elements. Then 0 < T,7" < 1 as ¢ is subtracial and &, := ||T,, — Ty + |7}, = T"|| — 0.
Let p, and p/, be the spectral projections of T;, and T}, corresponding to the interval [0,1 + /Z,].

We claim that there is ng such that
(2.1) (1 = pp)énll < 2¢en and ||€,(1 — pl)|| < 2/€,, for every n > ng.
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If gn = 1—pp, then ¢, Thgn > (14 /€1)¢n and ¢,T'¢, < gn, hence g (Ty, —T)gn > /Engn. This gives
\/EnHQnul < HTn - T”l < Ens hence HQnul < VEn and HQnTn”l < HTn - T”l + HQnul < En + VEn-

Thus, |[(1 —pn)Thll1 = lanThll1 < 2y/E, and therefore ||(1 — pp)énll = V(1 — pn)Thll1 < 2¢/E,, for
every n large enough. This and a similar inequality prove the claim.

Let ¢, = (1 + /2,)" /2 and define 1, = cupnénpl,. Since p,Tpn < (1 + \/2n), for every z € M,
we have that [|zn,| < enllzpnénll = en/7T(@*ap,Tp,) < /7(z*x) = ||z|]2 and similarly that
Innx|| < ||z]l2. Thus, n, is subtracial. Since ||&, — .|| < (1 —¢n) + |&n — Prénpl, || and lim, ¢, = 1,

[T) implies that lim, €, — 7| = 0. Thus, Ty, (2,5, 7e) = i, (5€ay, £n) = (2€9,€), for every
x,y € M, which finishes the proof of the lemma. O

Proposition 2.6. Let A be the class of separable II; factors M for which L2(M) weakly contains
every M-bimodule. Let M and M,, n € N, be separable II; factors. Then the following hold:

(1) If M is existentially closed, then M € A.
(2) The hyperfinite II; factor R € A.
(3) If M € A, then M*' € A for every t > 0.

(4) If M,, C My11 and M, € A, for every n € N, then UneNMnWO
(5) If M € A, then M®R € A.

TeA.

Proof. (1) and (2) follow from Theorem [Al and [Po86, Proposition 2.3.2.] (see also Corollary [Bl),
respectively.

(3) Assume that M € A and denote N = M, for some t > 0. Let H be an N-bimodule, d > 1/t
be a integer, and p be a projection in My(C)®N with (Tr ®7)(p) = 1/t, where Tr is the standard
(non-normalized) trace on My(C) and 7 denote the trace of N. Then M ~ N/t ~ p(My(C)®N )p.
Since the isomorphism class of N'/* only depends on (Tr ®7)(p), we can take p = diag(p1,--- ,pa)
where pi,--- ,pg are projections in N. Given an N-bimodule H, we consider the M-bimodule
K = p(My(C) ® H)p with the natural left and right p(My(C)®N )p-actions. More specifically,

o &y= (0 @ik & 215)ig),

1<k,i<n
for all z = (z;;), y = (yi,;) € p(Ma(C)RN)p, £ = (&i;) € K, where z; j,y;; € pilNpj, &, € piHp;.
To show that H is weakly contained in L?(N), it suffices to find, given F C N,S C H finite and
e>0,amap T : S — L2(N)®>® such that [(z€2',n) — (xT(&)2’,T(n))| < ¢, for every z,2’ € F
and &,n € S. If (Tr®7)(p) > 1, we can assume that p; = 1, and the conclusion follows from

applying the fact that K is weakly contained in L*(M) as an M-bimodule to e;; ® x,e11 ®@ 2’ €
M = p(Mg(C)®&N)p, and e11 ® §,e11 @n € K =p(My(C) ® H)p, for z,y € F and {,n € S.

If (Tr ®7)(p) < 1, then we can assume that p € N and M = pNp. Let ) ¢; = 1 be a finite partition
of 1 by projections in N such that 7(¢;) < 7(p). For each i, let v; be a partial isometry in N such
that v;v] = ¢; and vjv; < p. Let £, € S. Then we have

(@€' ,m) = Y (g (@ifas) (@' a), awna) = Y ((viwos) (vFEvs) (vfa'w), vinur).

k“7i7j7l k7i7j7l

Since pHp is weakly contained in L?(M) = L?(pNp) as an M-bimodule, for some €ij.k1 > 0 with

> eijki < €, there exists T; j(€) € L2(pNp)®> for every (i,j) and £ € S, such that for every
i7j7k7l
(i,4,k,1) we have

[((vgwvs) (v] Ev) (vFa"vy), vimuy) — ((VEzvi) Ty 5 (E) (Vi a'vy), Tra(n))] < €ij, Yo, 2’ € Fi & € S.
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Note that ((vjzvi)Ti;(§) (vjz'vr), Tra(n)) = (2(viT5,;(§)v])a", veTha(n)vy). Let T(§) = - uili;(§)v] €
irj
L2(N)®> for ¢ € S. Then we have
|{w&a’,n) — (T (&), T (n))]

< > Kk (v €uy) (52" w), virpor) — (e (0 (€)v))a’, v Tea(n)of)| < e
W5kl

for every £,n € S, which finishes the proof of (3).

(4) Let M = TMWOT and E,, be the conditional expectation from M onto M, for every n € N.
Let H be an M-bimodule. In order to show that H is weakly contained in L2(M), it suffices to
prove that for every F C M,S C H finite and € > 0 we can find a map T : S — L2(M)®>® such
that [(z€y, &) — (xT(§)y, T(£))| < e, for every z,y € F and £ € S. To this end, we may moreover
assume that [|z] <1, for every x € F, and that S consists of subtracial vectors.

Let n € N such that ||E,(z) —z||2 < &/6, for every x € F. Then [(x€y, &) — (E,(2)EE(y),&)| < /3,
for every z,y € F and ¢ € S. Since M, € A, H is weakly contained in L?(M,,) as an M,,-bimodule.
If £ € S, then since ¢ is a subtracial vector, Lemma 5 gives a subtracial vector T(¢) € L?(M,,)®>
such that |(E,(z)éEn(y), &) — (En(x)T()E,(y),T(€))| < €/3, for every x,y € F. If we view
L?(M)®> as an M-bimodule, then T'(¢) € L?(M,,)®>® C L?(M)® is still a subtracial vector. Since
[En () —xlla < /6, for every z € F', we get that [(E,(z)T'(§)En(y), T'(€)) — («T(€)y, T(§)) < /3,
for every z,y € F. Altogether, we get that [(z€y,n) — (T (&)y,T(n))| < ¢, for every =,y € F and
¢ € S, which finishes the proof of (4).

(5) Write R = UneNMQTL(C)WOT, for the usual inclusions Man (C) C Myn+1(C), for every n € N.
Then MR = Upen(M@Man ((C))WOT, and the conclusion follows from (3) and (4). O

2.3. Completely positive maps. Let (M,7) be a tracial von Neumann algebra. We now recall
the well-known correspondence between M-bimodules H and normal, completely positive maps on
M. Let £ € H be a bounded vector. Then ®¢(x) = Tg‘ng belongs to M, for every x € M. The

map ®¢ : M — M, called a coefficient of H, is normal, completely positive and satisfies

T(Pe(x)y) = (2y,§), for every x,y € M.

Moreover, ®¢ extends to a bounded operator ®¢ : L?(M) — L*(M). Let C > 0 such that
15[l €z ]| < Cllzl|2, for every & € M. Then |7(Q¢(x)y)| = [(2€,&y*)| < [lz€]l 1€y < C*|lzll2 [lyl2,
for every x,y € M. Thus, we get that ||®¢(z)|2 < C?||z|2, for every x € M.

Definition 2.7. Let H be an M-bimodule.

(1) We call H a mizing M-bimodule if for every sequence w, € U(M) with u, — 0 weakly

we have lim (SUPzens,of<t |{unba,m)) = Jim (Supgens, o<1 [{x€un, n)]) = 0, for every
§neH.
(2) Denote by Hmix the set of bounded vectors & € H such that & € B(L?*(M)) is compact.

We call ‘H a strictly mizing M-bimodule if the span of MH ;M is dense in H.

The notions of mixing and strictly mixing bimodules were introduced respectively in [PS09, Def-
inition 2.3] and [OOT15, Definition 4] (see also [BEQ7, Definition 3.1]). These two notions have
recently been shown to be equivalent in [DKEP22, Theorem 5.10].

For future reference we note that if £ € H is subtracial, then ® is subunital and subtracial.

Conversely, given a normal, completely positive map ® : M — M, there is a Hilbert M-bimodule
He together with a vector {o € He such that span(Méa M) = He and (z€sy,Ep) = 7(P(x)y), for
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every x,y € M. Assume that ® is symmetric, i.e., 7(®(z)y) = 7(xP(y)), for every z,y € M. Then
He is a symmetric M-bimodule as witnessed by the anti-unitary involution J : He — He given by
J(x€apy) = y*Epx™. Moreover, &g is a bounded vector, J(£s) = &, and

(2.2) (&, xéy) v = P(2)y, for every x,y € M.

Lemma 2.8. Let (M,T) be a tracial von Neumann algebra, ® : M — M a normal completely
positive map, and K an M-bimodule. Then He Cweak K if and only if there is a net (®;) of
coefficients of K¥>® such that ||®;(x) — ®(x)||2 — 0, for every x € M.

Moreover, if ® is subunital, subtracial and He Cweax K, then there is a net (®;) of subunital,
subtracial coefficients of K9 such that ||®;(x) — ®(z)||2 — 0, for every x € M. Furthermore, in
this case, if ® is symmetric, then we can assume that ®; is symmetric, for every i.

Finally, assume that M is separable. Then we may take (®;) to be a sequence in the above assertions.

Proof. First, we prove the “if” part of the main assertion. Assume that (®;) is a net of coefficients of
K so that ||®;(z) —®(x)||2 — 0, for every z € M. Let & € K% such that 7(®;(z)y) = (x&vy, ).
Since lim; 7(®;(x)y) = 7(P(x)y), we conclude that (x€sy, {a) = lim;(x&;y, &), for every x,y € M.
This implies that He Cyeax K.

Now, assume that ® is subunital, subtracial and He Cyear . Then £ € Hog is a subtracial vector.
By Lemma we find a net of subtracial vectors (1;) C K% with (z€ey, £p) = lim;(xn;y,n;), for
every x,y € M. Thus, if ®; := ®,,, then 7(®(z)y) = lim; 7(®;(x)y), for every x,y € M. Since ®; is
completely positive, ®;(z)*®;(z) < ®;(z*z) and thus || P;(x)| < ||z||, for every z € M and every i.
This implies that ®;(x) — ®(x), in the weak topology on L?(M), for every = € M. Since the set of
subunital, subtracial coefficients of ¥ is a convex set, after taking convex combinations of (®;),
the moreover assertion follows. Assume additionally that ® is symmetric. Since 7; is subtracial,
there is a completely positive map ®; : M — M such that (zny,n;) = 7(x P! (y)), for every x € M
and every i. Let W; = (®; + ®;) : M — M. Then ¥;(z) — ®(z), in the weak topology on
L2(M), for every x € M. Since ¥; is symmetric for every i and the set of symmetric, subunital,
subtracial coefficients of K> is a convex set, the furthermore assertion follows by taking convex
combinations of (¥;).

Next, we prove the “only if” part of the main assertion. let ® : M — M be a normal completely
positive map such that He Cyeak K. Let T € LY(M) be a positive element such that 70 ® = 7(-T).
For n € N, let T, € M such that |T;, — T|l1 < (8n2?)~!. Let p, € M be a projection such that
paTp, € M and ||p, — 12 < (8n2(||T,|| + 1))~Y/2. Define ¥,, : M — M by ¥, (z) = ®(ppxpn).
Let x € (M);. Since ||®(z)]3 = 7(®(2)*®(z)) < 7((z*x)) = 7(2*2T), ||pnxpn — | < 2, and
[Pnapn — zll2 < 2|lpn — 1|[2, we get that

1Wn(2) = @()||3 < 7((Pr2pn — 2)" (Papn — 2)T) < 4Ty = Tl + 4| Tallllpn — 15 < (n*) 7

Let ¢, := max{||¥,(1)|, |lpnTpPn||} > 0. Since 7 0¥, = 7(-(p,Tpn)), we get that c, W, is a
subunital, subtracial completely positive map. By applying the moreover assertion to c,,'W¥,, and
using that sup,e(a), [|¥n(z) — ®(2)[l2 < 1/n, we find a net (®;) of coefficients of K> such that
|®i(x) — ®(z)||2 — 0, for every x € M.

Finally, assume that M is separable. Let ®, (®;) be subunital, subtracial completely positive maps
on M such that ||®;(z) —P(z)[|2 — 0, for every x € M. Since || ®(x)||2 < ||z]]2 and ||®;(z)|]2 < [|z||2,
we get that ||®;(z) — (z)||2 < 2||z||2, for every x € M. It follows that we can find a subsequence
(®;,) of (®;) such that ||®;, (x) — ®(z)||2 — 0, for every x € M. This implies that (®;) can be
taken to be a sequence in the assertions of Lemma 2.8] O
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2.4. An elementary lemma on homomorphisms to ultrapowers. We conclude this section
by recording some terminology and a lemma that will be used in the proofs of Theorems [El and [El
Let S be a set. A x-monomial in variables X, s € S, is an expression of the form Y7Y5 - - - Y}, where
kEeNandY; € {X;, X¥|se S}, for every 1 < i < k. A x-polynomial p in variables X, s € S, is
a complex linear combination of *-monomials. If A is a x-algebra, we denote by p(xs,s € S) the
evaluation of p at some {zs | s € S} C A.

Lemma 2.9. Let (M,7y) and (N,7n) be tracial von Neumann algebras, {zs | s € S} C (N);
a generating set of N, and U be a cofinal ultrafilter on o directed set I. For every i € I, let
{xis | s €S}t C (M) such that lim; o (p(zis,s € S)) = Tn(p(xs, s € S)), for every x-monomial p
in variables X,, 5 € S. Then there is a trace preserving *-homomorphism 7 : N — MY such that
w(xs) = (), for every s € S.

Proof. Let A = {p(xs,s € S) | p #-polynomial in X,,s € S} and define a map 7 : A — MY by
letting 7(p(xs,s € S)) = (p(xis, s € 5)), for every *-polynomial p in X, s € S.

Then 7 is well-defined. If py(zs,s € S) = pa(zs, s € ), for *-polynomials py,ps on Xy, s € S, then
p(zs,s € S) =0, with p = p; — pa. Thus, we have that

lim [|p(2i5, 8 € 5)ll2my = M 700 (p"p(2is, 5 € S))V/? = v (p"plas, s € 9))'/2 = 0.
i—U i—U
Hence, lim; i/ ||p1(zis, s € S) — pa(xis, s € S)|l2,7y, = 0, so w(p1(zs,s € 5)) = w(p2(zs,s € 5)) in

MY Since 7 is a trace preserving s-homomorphism on A and A is SOT-dense in N, 7 extends to a
trace preserving *-homomorphism 7 : N — MY. By definition, 7(zs) = (z;5), for every s € S. O

3. SHLYAKHTENKO’S M-VALUED SEMICIRCULAR SYSTEMS

In [ShOT], Shlyakhtenko introduced a construction which generalizes Voiculescu’s free Gaussian
functor ([Vo83]) and associates to every von Neumann algebra M and symmetric M-bimodule H,
a von Neumann algebra which contains M. We recall this construction here in the case when M is
tracial, following closely [KVI5l Section 3.

Definition 3.1. Let (M, 7) be a tracial von Neumann algebra, (H,.J) a symmetric M-bimodule
and denote by H" C H the set of bounded vectors. Define the Fock space associated to H by

Fu(H) = LA(M) @ (éﬂ%).
n=1

For every ¢ € HO, we define £(¢) € B(Fp(H)) by letting £(€)(z) = £z and

UE (& @nr - Ourn) = E@n & Onr -+ @y &n, for every x € M and &y, -+ , &, € H.
Then ¢(£)*(z) = 0 and

U (&G @m - @M &) = (6,6 mE @n -+ @ &, for every x € M and &, -+, &, € H.

For ¢ € HY with J(£) = &, we denote s(&) = £(£) + £(€)*. Since £(&)*4(€) = (£,&)nr, we get that
1) = 1€, €)arll'/? and thus [[s(&)]] < 2[[(€, E)arll"/>.

Shlyakhtenko’s M-valued semicircular system associated to H is then defined as
"
DM, H)" = (MU {s(€) | € € HO,J(€) = €}) € B(Fu(H).

Let Q € Fa(H) be the vacuum unit vector given by Q = 1 € L?(M). Then 7 : I'(M,H)" — C
given by 7(x) = (xQ, Q) is a faithful normal tracial state (see [Sh97] and [KV15], Proposition 3.2])
The map T'(M,H)" > 2 — xQ € Fpr(H) extends to a unitary operator L2(I'(M,H)") — Far(H).
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Lemma 3.2. In the above notation, let H1 C HY be a dense subspace such that MH{M C H,;.
Then for every n € H° with Jn = n, there exists a net (n,) C Hi such that ||n, — || — 0,
sup,, ||s(nn)|| < 0o and s(n,) — s(n) in the SOT.

Proof. Since n € H°, we can assume ||T;|| < 1. Let (&,) C H; such that ||£, — n|| — 0, and define

if
= f(M(fna§n>)7tn = f(<§n7§n>M) respeCtiVely, where f(t) - ;‘l% if Sif : 1.

Let np, = spéntn € MH1M C Hq. Then 7, is subtracial and thus ||s(n,)|| < 2, for every n. We
claim that ||n, — &,|| — 0. To this end, note that

[ = &nll < (1 = s0)&nll + [lsn&n (1 = tn)[| < |I(1 = 50)&nll + 16 (1 = ta)].
Let p,, be the spectral projection of p;(&,,&,) corresponding to the interval [1,00). Since we have
that 1f o) (£)(t —1) > (1 — f(t))?t, we get that (1 — s,)3,(Ens &n) < Pr(ar(€n, En) — 1) and therefore
11 = sn)énll® = 7((L = sn)31(Ens €n))

7(Pnar (§ny En) — Pn)
7(pn (a1 (€ns §n) — (0, m)))

M EnyEn) — mns |1

M s &n =M1+ [0 (& —mm) 1
1&n = nll2 + 2[[nl|2)[[&n — nll2,

as pr(n,m) < 1. Similarly,

1€ (1 = t)I1? < (1160 = nll2 + 2[1nl[2) 1€ = nll2.

Thus, |17, — &ull < 20| — nll2 + 21|n]]2)Y2]|&, — nHéﬁ, which implies the claim. The claim gives
7 — 0|l — 0. As sup,, ||s(nm)|| < oo, it follows that s(n,) — s(n) in the SOT. O

VAN VAN VAN VAN VAN

where we used that 7(pyar(n, 1)) < 7(pn

Lemma 3.3. In the above notation, let H' C H° be a dense subspace such that J(H') = H'. Then
P ) = (MU{s€) | €€, ) =)

Moreover, let {&;}ier C HO be a family of vectors such that J(&) = &, for every i € I, and the span

of {M&M }icr is dense in H. Then T'(M,H)" = <M U{s(&)|ie I}>

Proof. The main assertion follows by applying Lemma to MH'M.

We give an alternative proof of the main assertion which does not rely on Lemma We let

K C Fu(H) be the span of L2(M) U (U, {61 @n -+ @um &n | &1, ,&n € H}) and denote
" -

M = <M U{s(&) | EeHLIE) = §}> . We claim that K € MQ. To this end, for n > 1, denote

by KC,, € Far(H) the span of L2(M) U (Uicrentés @m - @m &k | €150 &k € H1}). Proceeding

by induction, assume that K, C MQ, for n > 1. If £&1,---,&, € HY and J(€) = &, then
@100 - @mén = $(€)(E1@nm - @mén) — (€ €)M (E2@m - @M&n) € $(E)MOQ+M (M) = MQ.
Since every n € H! can be written as n = 0y +iny, where n; = (n+.J(n))/2 and 2 = (n—J(n))/(2i)
satisfy J(n1) = n1 and J(n2) = 12, this proves the claim. Since H' is dense in H", Remark 24
implies that K is dense Fjs(H). Using the claim, we deduce that M is dense in Fys(H). Hence,
M is dense in L*(I'(M,H)") and therefore M = T'(M,H)". This proves the main assertion.

Let H? C H° be the span of {M&M}ic;. Then J(H?) = H2. Thus, the main assertion implies
" "
that T'(M,H)" is equal to (MU {s(6) | €€ H2, J(&) = 5}) . Denote N' = (MU {s(&) |17 € I}> .
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Since £(x&) = xl(€), L(Ex) = £(&)x, and J(zéx*) = xJ(€)x*, for every o € M and € € HO, we get
that s(y&y*) = ys(&)y* € N, for every y € M and i € I. Note that {& € H? | J(&) = £} is equal
to the linear span of {v&w* + w&v* | v,w € M,i € I} and further that of {y&y* |y € M,i € I}.
Since s(&; + &) = s(€1) + s(&3), for every &1, & € HO, we conclude that s(¢) € N, for every & € H?
with J(£) = £. Since N also contains M, we get that M = T'(M,H)". 0

An ultrafilter on a directed set (I, <) is called cofinal if it contains {i € I | i > iy}, for every iy € I.
If (z;)ier C Cis a net such that lim; z; =  and U is a cofinal ultrafilter on I, then lim; , x; = x.
We now arrive at the main result of this section.

Lemma 3.4. Let (M, 7) be a tracial von Neumann algebra, ® : M — M a subunital, symmetric
completely positive map, and ®; : M — M, i € I, a net of subunital, symmetric completely positive
maps such that ||®;(x) — ®(x)||2 — 0, for every x € M. Let U be a cofinal ultrafilter on I. Then
there is a trace preserving x-homomorphism 7 : T'(M, Hg)" — [, T(M,Ha,)" such that w5, = Id
and 7(s(€s)) = (s(s,)). Moreover, Ho C L*([T,, T'(M,Ha,)") © L*(MY), as an M-bimodule.

In order to prove this result, we first introduce a definition and then establish a lemma.

Definition 3.5. Let n € N. We define sets of formulas S C --- C S, involving non-commutative
variables Xg, X1, -+, X, and a function ¥ which takes values in an algebra and can be evaluated
on all polynomials in Xg, X1, -+, X,, as follows. Let S; = {1, Xy, X1} and define inductively
S; ={X;}US,_1 U{X;¥(a)b| a,b e Si_1}, for every 2 < i < n. Given an algebra M, a function
®: M — M and an (n + 1)-tuple x = (zg,21,-- ,2,) € M"TL, for every f € S, we denote by
f®(x) the element of M obtained by replacing Xo, X1,--- , X,, with g, 21, -- , 2, and ¥ with ®.

Lemma 3.6. There exist {e(a) | a € Sp},{e(ar, b1, -+ ,ax,bg) | a1,b1, -+ ,ar,bp € Sp} C Z,
for every 1 < k < n, such that the following holds. Let ® : M — M be a normal, symmetric
completely positive map, where (M, T) is a tracial von Neumann algebra. Consider the associated
M -bimodule (He,&s) and the von Neumann algebra T'(M,He)"” C B(Far(Hae)). Then for every
X = (20,21, ,Tn) € M"Y, the vector x,5(€p)Tn_1- - 115(€0)20Q € Far(Ha) is equal to

d " ela) a®(x)+ > >~ elag,ar, by, ap, by) af (x)(af (x)€ebT (x) @+ @ (aff (x)€aby (x)).
a€Sy k=1ag,a1,b1,"-,
ay,br€Sn

In particular, 7(n5(Ee)Tn—1 - 115(8)T0) = D ges, €(a) T(a®(x)).

Proof. Let x,a,b,c € M and n € ’H?r]&, for m > 1. Then zs(s)(a) = xpa and ([2.2)) implies that
z5(8a) (bpc @ 1) = 280 ® bloc @1+ (8, bac) M1 = 2&o ® blac ® 1 + (xP(b)c)n.

The proof is now immediate by induction. O

Proof of Lemma[33} Let n € N and x = (w9, 21, ,2,) € M™L. Since ||®;(y) — ®(y)|]2 — 0, for
every y € M, it follows that |a®(x) — a®(x)||2 — 0, for every a € S,,. By combining this fact with
Lemma [3.6] we conclude that

(3.1) lign T(ns(&a,)Tn-1"" 215 s,)x0) = T(xns(€a)Tn_1 - x15( ) T0), Y0, 21, ,Tp € M.
Since ®; is subunital, ||s(&s,)|| < 2, for every ¢ € I. This implies that

(3.2) (2n5(E, )21 w15(6a,)20) € [ [T(M, Ha,)", Va0, 21, 20 € M.
u



EXISTENTIAL CLOSEDENESS AND THE STRUCTURE OF BIMODULES OF II; FACTORS 13

Since span(M&g M) is dense in Hg, Lemma 2.4] implies that the linear span of

{xns(&b)xn—l tet xls(&b)xo ‘ Ty, L1y " 3 Tp S M}

is || - |2 -dense in I'(M,Hg)”. This fact, 31 and [B2]) together imply the existence of a trace
preserving *-homomorphism 7 : I'(M, He)” — [[,, T(M,Has,)” such that

T(@ns(€a)Tn-1- 215(0)T0) = (Tn5(a,)Tn—1 - 215(&a,)T0)
and 7(x) = z, for every xg,x1, -+ ,zy,xz € M. This finishes the proof of the main assertion.

Finally, the definition of 7 implies that we have 7(Ms(p)M) C [[,, T'(M,Ha,)” © MY. Since the
M-bimodule span(Ms(£g)M) is isomorphic to He, the moreover assertion follows. O

4. PROOFS OF MAIN RESULTS

4.1. Proof of Theorem [Al We will prove (1) in the case of existentially closed separable Iy
factors M, and that (1) = (2) = (3) < (4), for general separable II; factors M.

(1) Assume that M is an existentially closed separable II; factor. By Remark 23] for the purpose
of proving (1), after replacing H with H @ H, we may assume # to be a symmetric M-bimodule.
Put N :=T'(M,H)". Since M C N, we can find an embedding 7 : N — MY, for some ultrafilter
U on a set I, whose restriction 7 is the diagonal embedding of M. Moreover, if H is separable,
then so is N, and we can take I = N. Then 7 extends to an embedding of Hilbert M-bimodules
L2(N) c L*(MY). Since H C L%(N), part (1) follows.

(1) = (2) Assume that (1) holds. Let H be an M-bimodule. Then H C LZ(MY), for a free

ultrafilter &/ on a set I. Fix (@)?21 C H such that ||]l2 < 1 for every 1 < j < k, a finite set

F C (M); and £ > 0. Then we can find n; € MY such that ||n;[2 < 1 and ||&; —n;[l2 < §, for every

1 < j < k. Then [(xy, &) — (xn;y,njr)| < e, for every 1 < j,j' < k and x,y € F. Represent

nj = (ni;), where n; ; € M, for every i € I,1 < j < k. Since (xn;y,n;) = 1irr&(xni,jy,77i7j/>, there is
i

i € I such that

@&y, &) — (amijy,mi )| < e, for every z,y € F and 1 < j,j < k.
This implies that H belongs to the closure of L?(M) in the Fell topology, thus proving (2).
(2) = (3) This implication is obvious.

(3) = (4) Assume that (3) holds. Let ® : M — M be a normal completely positive map. Then
Ho Cyeak L2(M). Since Py is the set of coefficients of L2(M)®>® and Sy is the set of subunital,
subtracial coefficients of L?(M)®>°, applying Lemma 8 gives (4).

(4) = (3) Assume that (4) holds. If # is an M-bimodule, then H = €, span(ME; M), for a family
of bounded vectors (§;) C H. Thus, in order to prove (3), it suffices to argue that any M-bimodule
of the form H = span(MEM), for some bounded vector ¢ € H, is weakly contained in L2(M).
We denote by ® := ®¢ : M — M the associated normal completely positive map. Then H is
isomorphic to He. Since (4) holds, we can find a sequence (®,,) of coefficients of L?(M)®> such
that ||®,,(z) — ®(x)|]2 — 0, for every 2 € M. Thus, He Cyear L2(M) and so H Cyeare L2(M). O

Next we prove Theorem [C] and then use it to deduce Corollary [Bl
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4.2. Proof of Theorem|[Cl Let H, K be M-bimodules such that H Cyeax K. Let (§5)jes C H be a
family of non-zero subtracial vectors such that denoting H; = span(M¢; M), we have H = jed H;.
For j € J, consider the subunital, subtracial completely positive map ®; := ®¢;, : M — M. Then
Ho, is isomorphic to H; and so He, Cweak K. By Lemma 28 we can find a net of subunital,
subtracial coefficients (®;;)ier of K> such that lim; ||®; ;(z) — ®;(z)||2 — 0, for every z € M.
Here, I is the set of pairs (F,e), with F' C M finite and € > 0, ordered by (I,¢) < (I’,¢’) if and
only if I € I and € > &’. If M is separable, we can take I = N. Let U be a cofinal ultrafilter on I.

Since Hg, , C K, we have a natural trace preserving embedding I'(M, Hg, ;)" C T'(M,K®>®)".
By Lemma[3.4] we find a trace preserving x-homomorphism 7; : I'(M, H;)" — (T'(M, K®>)"} such
that (m;)as = Idas. Note that if (Mj,7;);es are tracial von Neumann algebras containing (M, 7)
such that 7 = i for every j € J, then we have a natural embedding *MJEL]M;/[ C (xnrjes M.
This implies the existence of a * -homomorphism

T = *MJEJ?T]' . *MJEJF(M, Hj)” — *M,jGJ(F(M, ’C@OO)”)M C (*MJEJF(M, ICEBOO)”)M

with 75, = Idpy. By [Sh97, Proposition 2.18], we get that *azje T (M, H;)" = T'(M,H)” and
*01,jes D (M, KE2)" = T(M, @ ; K9°)" = T(M,K ® (*(S))", where § = N x J. This proves the
main assertion.

Finally, assume that M and H are separable. Since M is separable, we can take I = N. Since H is
separable, we can take J = N. Altogether, this implies that we can take I = S = N, proving the
moreover assertion. O

4.3. Proof of Corollary Let H be an R-bimodule. By Remark 23] after replacing H with
H © H, we may assume that H is symmetric. Then H C L*(T'(R,H)”), as R-bimodules. Let
K = 1L*(R) ® L}(R). Then by [Sh97, Example 3.3(a)], I'(R,K)” = R * L(Z). Further, applying
[Sh97, Proposition 2.18] implies that T'(R,K @ ¢2(S))"” = R L(Fg), for every set S. Since R is
hyperfinite, we have that H Cyeax K. Theorem [C thus provides a trace preserving x-homomorphism
7:D(R,H)" — (R L(Fg))" such that mp = Idg, for a set S and a cofinal ultrafilter 2/ on a set I.

Thus, L2(T'(R,H)") € L?((R * L(Fs))") and therefore
(4.1) H C L2((R * L(Fg))*), as R-bimodules.
To finish the proof, we will use the following fact (see [CPQ9]):

Fact 4.1. Let V; be an ultrafilter on a set I;, for all j € {1,2}. Let V;®V, be the ultrafilter on I x I
defined as follows: lim;, ;.\ v @v, f(i1,12) = limy, 5y, (limg, 4y, f(i1,72)), for every f € £2°(11 x Ia).
Then for every tracial von Neumann algebra (N, 7), we have a trace preserving s-isomorphism
NYV1&V2 o2 (NV2)VL given by @ ((Ziy iy )isel )ivelr> f0r @ = (Tiy iy) iy in)eryx1» € £°(I1 X I3, N).

Let J be the collection of finite subsets 1" C S ordered by inclusion, and V a cofinal ultrafilter
on J. Then the map R* L(Fs) > x = (Egu,r,)(2))res € [[,(R* L(Fr)) is a trace preserving
x-homomorphism. For every finite subset T' C S, view Fr as a subgroup of F,,. By combining the
last two facts, we get a trace preserving *-homomorphism § : R * L(Fg) — (R * L(Fs))Y such that
dgp = Idg. Since L(F) is Connes embeddable, we can find a trace preserving *-homomorphism
p: RxL(Fy) — RV, with W a free ultrafilter on N. Since any embedding of R into R"” is unitarily
conjugate to the diagonal embedding, we may assume that p|r = Idg. Thus, PV (R*L(Fy))Y —

(R™)Y given by p¥((z)jes) = (p(z4));es is a trace preserving *-homomorphism.

Define o := (pY 0 §)" : (RxL(Fg))¥ — ((R)V)4. Using Fact EL1], we can view o as trace preserving
*-homomorphism o : (R * L(Fg))" — RY®Y®W_ Moreover, it is immediate that ojp = Id. In
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particular, we derive that
(4.2) L2((R * L(Fg))¥) ¢ L2(RY®Y®W) " as R-bimodules.

By combining @I)) and 2), we conclude that H C L?(RY®VEW) as R-bimodules. This proves
the main assertion.

Finally, assume that H is separable. The moreover part of Theorem [C] implies that we can take
S =1 =N. Then J is countable. Thus, U,V, W, and consequently U ® V ® VW are ultrafilters on
countable sets. This implies the moreover assertion. ]

We next use Theorem [C] and its proof to derive Corollary

4.4. Proof of Corollary By Remark 23] in order to prove (1) and (2), we may assume that
H is a symmetric M-bimodule.

(1) Assume that  is a symmetric M-bimodule with H Cyeax L2(M). By combining Proposition
2.18 and Example 3.3(b) in [Sh97], we get that T'(M, L*(M)®£%(N))" = M, where M = M®L(Fu).
By Theorem [C] there exists a trace preserving x-homomorphism 7 : T'(M,H)"” — MY , where U
is an ultrafilter on N, such that m,; = Idy;. This implies that % C L*(T'(M,H)") C L2(MY), as
M-bimodules.

Conversely, if H C LQ(W), then H Cyeak LQ(]\/Z) = L3(M) ® ¢*(N) and therefore H Cyeax L2(M).
(2) Assume that # is a symmetric M-bimodule with H Cyeac L*(M) @ L?(M). By combining
Proposition 2.18 and Example 3.3(a) in [Sh97], we get that T'(M, (L*(M)®L2(M))® £2(N))" = M,
where M = M % L(F4,). By Theorem [C] there exists a *-homomorphism 7 : T'(M, H)" — Y such
that 7y, = Idys. This implies that H C L*(T'(M,H)") C L2(Mu), as M-bimodules. Moreover, a
close inspection of the proof of Theorem [(] (see the moreover assertion of Lemma [3.4]) shows that
HC L2(Mu) o L2(MY), as desired.

Conversely, if H C L2 (Hu) S L2(MY), then H Cyeax L2(M) S L3(M). On the other hand, we have
L2(M)oL3(M) = (L2(M) ® L}(M)) ® £>(N), and thus we conclude that H Cyear L2(M) @ L2(M).

To prove (3) and (4), let K = L*(M) ®g L*(M) and recall that we defined M=M *0 (QRL(Z)).
Then M = T'(M,K)” by [Sh97, Example 3.3(c)].
(3) If P is amenable relative to ) inside M, by [PV1I1l Proposition 2.4] we find a net of subtracial

vectors (§,) C K4 such that we have limy, ||[(§,,&0) 0 — 7(4)[[1 = 0 and lim,, [|y&, — &yl = 0, for
every y € P. Moreover, since M is separable, we can take (,) to be a sequence.

Define z,, = s(§,) € M. Since Is(E)ll < 2||{€n,&n)nrll < 2 and Ep(s(&,)) = 0, for every n, we get
that x = (x,) belongs to MY and Eyu(z) = 0. If Q =1 € Fyy(K) is the vacuum vector, then
(yxy, — 2,9)Q = y&, — &y and thus lim, ||yz, — x,yll2 = 0, for every y € P. This implies that
z € P’ MY. Since (&, &) < 1, we get that [|[(€0, &) ar — 12 < 201(6n, &) ar — 1]7% and thus
1{€ns&ny s — 1lj2 = 0. Since Eps(afxy,) = (§n,&n)mr, we get that Eyu(z*z) = (Epy(zha,)) = 1.
This proves the only if assertion.

Conversely, assume that there exists z € P’ N MY such that Eyu(z) = 0 and Epp(e*z) = 1.
Then we can find a net (z,,) C M © M such that sup ||z, < oo, lim,, [|[Eas(z2,) — 1|j2 = 0 and
limy, ||yz, — x,yll2 = 0, for every y € P. This gives that 7(z}yx,2) = 7(yz), for every y € P and
z € M. Thus, the P-M-bimodule L?(M) is weakly contained in L2(M) & L3(M). On the other
hand, [[012, Lemma 2.10 (1)] gives that L2(M) © L2(M) = £ ®q L2(M), as M-bimodules, for an
M-@Q bimodule £. By [PV11l Proposition 2.4], P is amenable relative to ) inside M.
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(4) Assume that there exists a *-homomorphism 7 : M — MY whose restriction to M is the

diagonal embedding of M. Then L2(M) C L2(MY), as M-bimodules. If u € L(Z) Cc M is
a Haar unitary, then the M-bimodule span(MuM) is isomorphic to L?(M) ®g L?(M). Thus,
L2(M)®q L2(M) C L2(MY), which implies that L2(M) ®g L?(M) Cuyeax L2(M) = L2(M) @ £2(N).
Hence L?(M) ®q L*(M) Cyeax L*(M), as claimed.

Conversely, assume that K Cyeax L2(M). Since T'(M,K)" = M, T(M,L*(M) ® ¢2(N))" = M and
K = Hg,, by combining Lemma 2.8 and Lemma B.4] we deduce the existence of a trace preserving
x-homomorphism 7 : M — MY such that mar = Idas. U
4.5. Proof of Theorem [El Let M; be a separable II; factor. We will construct an existentially
closed separable II; factor M D M. To this end, let X = {z} | £ € N} C (Mp):1 be a sequence
which generates My and U be a free ultrafilter on N. The proof relies on the following claim:

Claim 4.2. There exists a separable IIy factor My D My such that the following holds: for any
separable tracial von Neumann algebra N O My, there is an embedding of N into MY whose
restriction to My is the diagonal embedding.

Proof of Claim[{.3 We denote by F the set of pairs (IV,Y'), where N is a separable tracial von
Neumann algebra which contains My and ¥ = X U{y, | K € N} C (N); is a sequence which
generates N and contains X. For m € N, we denote by P,, the set of x-monomials in the variables
{X1, -, X, Y1, , Y} of degree at most m. For (N,Y) € F, m € N and € > 0, we denote by
Uin,yy(m,e) the set of (N,Y) € F such that writing Y = X U {g | k € N} we have:

Z |TN(p(CC1, coos Ty Y1y wees y_m)) - TN(p('Ila o Tmy Y1y -0y ym))| <e.
PEPm
Consider the topology on F which has {U yy)(m,€)}mene>0 as a neighborhood basis of any
(N,Y) € F. Note that the elements of F can be viewed as representatives of non-commutative
laws on infinitely many variables; the topology we defined on F is precisely the weak*-topology on
the space of laws. Since F is separable in this topology, it admits a dense sequence {(N,,, Y;,) }nen.
Define My = *pgy nenNp. Write Yy, = X U {y, 1 | k € N}, for every n € N.

Let N be a separable tracial von Neumann algebra which contains My. Choose Y C (N); such
that (N,Y) € 7. Then (N,Y) is the limit of a subsequence (Ny,,Y,) of (Ny,Y,,). Thus, we have

Tan (p(xh ces Ty Yny, 1, "'aynl,m)) — TN(p('Tla s Iy Y1, 7ym))a as | — 0,
for every m € N and «-monomial p in Xq,..., X, Y1, ..., Y.

Since UpenY, C M;, Lemma gives a trace preserving x-homomorphism 7 : N — Mlu such
that 7(p(z1, ..., Tm, Y1,y Um)) = (P(T1, oo, Tn, Yny 15 o, Yny,m ), for every m € N and *-monomial p
in Xq,..., X, Y1, ..., Yi. In particular, 7(zy) = xy, for every k € N, and thus the restriction of 7
to My is the diagonal embedding of My into MY. Moreover, since this property still holds if we
replace My by M x L(Z), we can assume that M; is a II; factor. Here we are using the fact that
P x1(Z) is a II; factor for any non-trivial tracial von Neumann algebra P. u

By Claim [£2] we can inductively construct an increasing sequence of II; factors M,, D My, n > 1,
such that for every n > 0 and any separable tracial von Neumann algebra N D M,, there is an
embedding of N into MY ' 1 whose restriction to M, is the diagonal embedding.

Let M = (U,en Mn)”. Then M D My is a separable II; factor. We claim that M is existentially
closed. Let N be a II; factor containing M. Let {zx | k € N} C (M), and {¢,, | m € N} C (N); be
sequences which generate M and N, respectively. We may assume that z, € My, for every k € N.
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Let n € N and denote by P the von Neumann subalgebra of N generated by M and {t1,--- ,t,}.
Since M,, C M C P and P is separable there is a trace preserving x-homomorphism 7 : P — M,Z;’ 1
such that 7(z) = z, for every x € M,,. In particular, m(z) = zi, for every 1 < k < n. Write
7(tm) = (tim), where t; , € (My41)1, for every I € N and 1 < m < n. Since 7 is trace preserving,
for every x-polynomial p in variables Zj,T;,,1 < k,m < n, we have

lliHZ/l{TM(p(Zkatl,ma 1 <k,m<n))=1n00ktm, 1 < k,m<n)).
ﬁ

This implies that we can find I € N such that denoting wu, ., := t;,,, for every 1 < m < n, we have
1
|TM(p(Zkaun,ma 1< k,m < ’I’L)) - TN(p(Zk,tm, 1< k’m < ’I’L))| < E’

for every x-monomial p of degree < n in variables Zy, X,,,1 < k,m < n.

Then limy, 7ar (p(2k, Unm, k, m € N)) = 75 (p(2k, tm, k, m € N)), for every s-monomial p in variables
Zi, Xm,k,m € N. Since the set {z, | k € N} U{t,,, | m € N} generates N, Lemma 2.9 gives a
trace preserving *-homomorphism p : N — MV such that p(z;) = 2, and p(tm) = (unm), for
every k,m € N. Since the set {z; | £ € N} generates M, the restriction of p to M is the diagonal
embedding into MY. Thus, M is existentially closed in N, which finishes the proof. O

4.6. Proof of Theorem [El Our next goal is to prove Theorem [Fl We first establish the following
lemma.

Lemma 4.3. Let (My,11),(Ms, 1) be tracial von Neumann algebras with a common von Neumann
subalgebra (B, 7). Assume that 7 = 7;|B and L?(M;) ©L?(B) Cyeax L2(B)®L2(B), as B-bimodules,
for every i € {1,2}. Then L?(M; xp M) © L%(B) Cyeax L?(B) ® L2(B), as B-bimodules.

Proof. If two B-bimodules H; and Hs are weakly contained in L?(B) ® L?(B), then so is H, @5 Ha.
Since the B-bimodule L?(M; xg My) © L?(B) decomposes as

b Pp @) er’B)es- - opP(M,)oL*(B),
n2>14yig,- in€{1,2}
i1F£G0FFin

the conclusion follows. O

Proof of Theorem [E. Let My be a separable II; factor. After replacing My by My * L(Z), we may
assume that M is non-Gamma. We will construct a non-Gamma separable 11; factor M containing

My such that M is existentially closed in any II; factor N which contains M and satisfies that
L?(N) © L3(M) Cyeax L*(M) ® L?>(M), as M-bimodules. Let U be a free ultrafilter on N.

The rest of the proof follows closely the proof of Theorem [El whose notation we keep here. Let G
be the subset of F consisting of (N,Y) € F such that L*(N) © L*(Mp) Cyear L*(Mo) ® L?(My) as
My-bimodules. Since G is separable in the topology defined in the proof of Theorem [E] it admits
a dense sequence {(N,,Y,)nen. Define My = (%a1nenNp) * L(Z). Then M, is a II; factor. Using
Lemma 3 and induction implies that L?(M;) ©L?(My) Cyeax L*(Mp) @ L?(My), as Mo-bimodules.

The proof of Claim shows that for every separable tracial von Neumann algebra N O M,
such that L?(N) © L?(My) Cyeax L?(My) ® L*(Mjp) as My-bimodules, there is a trace preserving
s-homomorphism 7 : N — MY whose restriction to My is the diagonal embedding of My into M.

We then inductively construct an increasing sequence of 11 factors M,,, n > 1, containing M, such
that for every n > 0 the following properties hold:
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(1) For any separable tracial von Neumann algebra N which contains M, and satisfies that
L2(N) © L3(M,) Cyweax L3(M,) ® L2(M,), as M,-bimodules, there is a trace preserving
*-homomorphism 7 : N — MY " 1 whose restriction to M, is the diagonal embedding of M,,.

(2) L32(My11) © L3(M,) Cwear L2(M,,) ® L?(M,,), as M, bimodules.

Then M = (U, en Mn)” is a separable II; factor which contains My. We will prove that M has the
desired properties.

First, let N D M be a II; factor with L*(N) © L*(M) Cyearx L*(M) @ L?(M), as M-bimodules.
We claim that M is existentially closed in N. Let {t,, | m € N} C (IN); be a sequence which
generates N. Let n € N and denote by P C N the von Neumann subalgebra generated by M
and {t1,--- ,t,}. By @), for every k > n we have L?(Mj1) © L2(M}) Cyeax L2(M,) @ L2(M,,),
as M,-bimodules. Since we also have L?(M) © L*(M,) = @, (L*(My11) © L2(My)), we get
L2(M) © L?(M,) Cyeak L*(M,) ® L2(M,), as M,-bimodules. From this we further derive that
L2(N) © L3(M,) Cyear LA(My) @ L2(M,,), and hence L(P) © L?(My) Cyeak LA(My) @ L3(M,), as
M,,-bimodules. We can now apply () to get a trace preserving *-homomorphism 7 : P — MY o
whose restriction to M, is the diagonal embedding of M,, into MY ' 1. Proceeding as in the proof
of Theorem [E] gives that M is existentially closed in N.

Second, assume by contradiction that M has property Gamma. Then M’ N MY is diffuse, hence
there is a unitary u € M’ N MY of trace zero. Since M, is non-Gamma, M NMY = C1 and thus we
get that u € MY MY . Since u commutes with My, we deduce that L2(Mp) Cweax L2(M)OL?(My),
as My-bimodules. On the other hand, @) implies that L?(M) S L?(Mp) Cyeax L2(Mo) @ L2(Mp), as
My-bimodules. Combining these facts gives that L?(My) Cyeax L2(Mo)@L2(My), as My-bimodules.
In other words, My is amenable, which contradicts the fact that My is non-Gamma. ]

We continue by proving the following result mentioned in Remark
Lemma 4.4. Let M = L(F),), for somen > 1, and U be a free ultrafilter on N. Then we have that
L2(MY) © L2(M) Cyeax L2(M) @ L2(M), as M-bimodules.

Proof. The proof uses Popa’s malleable deformation of M into M = M % M. More precisely, by
[Po86L[Po06] there exist automorphisms (ay)ier of M such that

(1) limy o ||ae(x) — z|]2 = 0, for every x € M, and
(2) the map M > x + Ej(ay(x)) € M extends to a compact operator on L?(M), for any ¢ # 0.

Let FF C (M) be a finite set, £ € L2(MY) © L2(M) with ||¢]ls < 1, and ¢ > 0. Let n € MY & M
such that [|£ — ]z < § and [[n|]2 < 1. Then

(4.3) [(@ny.m) = (2€y.&)| < 5, for every z,y € F.

By (1), we can find ¢ > 0 such that ||az(z) — z|]2 <
IInlle < 1, we get that

W, for every x € F. Since F C (M); and

(4.4)  [aw(@)na(y),m) — (eny,n)| < (law(x) = zll2 + [lex(y) —wll2)llnll < % for every z,y € F.

Write 7 = (1,), where (1,) C M is a sequence with sup ||n,|| < co. Since n € MY © M, we
have that lim,_,;y n, = 0, weakly. Then (2) implies that lim,_/||a—¢(nn)]]2 = 0. Thus, denoting
Cn = () — Enm(a—i(nn)) € M & M we derive that for every x,y € M we have that

(45)  (ar(@)nae(y), m) = lim (au(@)imar(y), mn) = lim (za—i(na)y, a—i(n)) = lm (26ay, Gn)-
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By combining ([@3), @) and (@F), we deduce that there is n € N such that ¢ = (¢, € M & M
satisfies |(xCy,¢) — (x€y,€)| < &, for every x,y € F. Since the M-bimodule L*(M) & L?(M) is
isomorphic to (L2(M) ® L2(M)) ® £*(N), the conclusion follows. O

Remark 4.5. We are grateful to Changying Ding and Jesse Peterson for informing us that in a
forthcoming paper they define a notion of biexactness for tracial von Neumann algebras M, and
prove that the condition L%(MY) © L2(M) Cyeak L*(M) @ L2(M) from Lemma E4 is equivalent to
the W*AO property defined in [Ca22l Definition 2.1] and is implied by biexactnenss.

4.7. Proof of Theorem Let M be a separable II; factor.

Assume first that M has Haagerup’s property. By applying [OOTT5, Theorem 9] or [BF07, Theorem
3.4] we derive the existence of a strictly mixing M-bimodule M such that L?(M) Cyeax H. By using
Lemma 25 and after replacing H with H¥>, we get a strictly mixing M-bimodule H admitting a
sequence of subtracial vectors (7, ) such that lim, (zn,y,n,) = 7(zy), for every x,y € M. Next, note
that the M-bimodule K := H® ), H is symmetric, as witnessed by the involution J(£®5,¢) = (@€,
and strictly mixing (see [OOTT5, Proposition 7]). Then the vectors &, := n, @ 7, € K are

subtracial and satisfy lim, (x§,y,&,) = 7(zy), for every x,y € M.

Let M = I'(M,K)”. Then M is a factor (sce [KVI5], Theorem 5.1). We will prove that M
has the desired properties. First, note that the M-bimodule LQ(M ) © L2(M) is isomorphic to
Fu(K) © LE(M) and thus to K @y Far(K). Since K is strictly mixing, so is L2(M) © L2(M)
by [OOTTH, Proposition 7]. Second, if Q@ = 1 € L?(M) C Fuy(K) is the vacuum vector, then
(xs(&n) — s(&n)x)Q2 = &y, — Ep, for every m, and thus

lim [|2s(£5) = 5(&n )]z = lim [|(25(6n) = 5(6n)2) Q| = lim [z, — En|| = 0, for every = € M.

Since &, is subtracial, (€n, &) < 1and so ||s(€,)|| < 2, for every n. Thus, (s(&,)) € M’NMY. Since
En(s(&n)) = 0 and lim,, ||s(&,)[|2 = limy, |[s(£,)Q|| = limy, [|€,]] = 1, we derive that (s(&,)) ¢ MY.

Conversely, assume that there exists a separable II; factor M > M such that the M-bimodule
L2(M) © L?(M) is strictly mixing and M’ N MY ¢ MY. Let y = (yn) € (M’ 0 M%)\ MY. Then
z=y—Eyu(y) #0and z = (2,), where 2, = y — Eas(yn) € L2(M)©L2(M). Since z € M' N MY,
we get that lim, y ||x2, —2p2||2 = 0, for every x € M. Since M is a factor, and Ejs(22*) € M'NM,
we get that Epf(z2*) = 7(22*)1. Thus, for every x € M we have that

lim (22, z,) = lim 7(xz,2)) = T(x22") = 7(xEp(227)) = 7(2)7(227).

n—U n—U
It follows that if we let ¢, = T(ZZ*)_%Zn € L2(M) & L3(M), then lim,_y ||y — Cuzllz2 = 0
and limy,_,;(Cp, Cn) = 7(x), for every o € M. This implies that L2(M) Cyeax L2(M) © L2(M).
Since the M-bimodule LQ(M ) © L%(M) is also strictly mixing, applying [OOTT5, Theorem 9] or
[BEQT, Theorem 3.4] gives that M has Haagerup’s property. O

REFERENCES

[AGKE20] S. Atkinson, I. Goldbring, S. Kunnawalkam Elayavalli, Factorial relative commutants and the generalized
Jung property for II; factors, Adv. Math. 396 (2022), Paper No. 108107, 53 pp.

[AP18] C. Anantharaman, S. Popa, An  introduction  to Iy factors, Book  preprint,
https://www.math.ucla.edu/~popa/Books/IIunV15.pdf} 2018.

[BF0O7]  J.P. Bannon, J. Fang, Some remarks on Haagerup’s approzimation property, J. Operator Theory 65 (2011),
no. 2, 403-417.

[BMO19] J. Bannon, A. Marrakchi, N. Ozawa, Full factors and co-amenable inclusions, Comm. Math. Phys. 378
(2020), no. 2, 1107-1121.


https://www.math.ucla.edu/~popa/Books/IIunV15.pdf

20 A. IOANA AND H. TAN

[Ca22] M. Caspers, On the isomorphism class of q-Gaussian W*-algebras for infinite variables, arXiv preprint
arXiv:2210.11128.

[CDI22a] I. Chifan, D. Drimbe, A. Ioana, Embedding universality for 111 factors with property (T), Adv. Math. 417
(2023), Paper No. 108934, 24 pp.

[CDI22b] I. Chifan, D. Drimbe, A. Ioana, Tensor product indecomposability results for existentially closed factors,
arXiv preprint arXiv:2208.00259, Model Theory of Operator Algebras.

[Ch83] M. Choda, Group factors of the Haagerup type, Proc. Japan Acad. Ser. A Math. Sci. 59 (1983), no. 5,

174-177.

[CJ83]  A. Connes, V.F.R. Jones, Property T for von Neumann algebras, Bull. London Math. Soc. 17 (1985), no.
1, 57-62.

[Co75]  A. Connes, Classification of injective factors. Cases 11y, I, IIIx, A # 1, Ann. of Math. (2) 104 (1976),
no. 1, 73-115.

[Co80]  A. Connes, Classification des facteurs, Proc. Symp. Pure Math., 38 (1982), part 2, 43-109.

[Co94]  A. Connes, Noncommutative geometry, Academic Press, Inc., San Diego, CA, 1994.

[CP09] V. Capraro, L. Paunescu, Product between ultrafilters and applications to Connes’ embedding problem, J.
Operator Theory 68 (2012), no. 1, 165-172

[DKEP22] C. Ding, S. Kunnawalkam Elayavalli, J. Peterson, Properly Proximal von Neumann Algebras, Preprint
arXiv:2204.00517 (2022), to appear in Duke Math Journal.

[FGHS13] L. Farah, I. Goldbring, B. Hart, D. Sherman, Ezistentially closed 11, factors, Fund. Math. 233 (2016), no.
2, 173-196

[FHS11] I. Farah, B. Hart, D. Sherman, Model theory of operator algebras I11: elementary equivalence and 111 factors,
Bull. Lond. Math. Soc. 46 (2014), no. 3, 609-628.

[GH22] 1. Goldbring, B. Hart, A survey on the model theory of tracial von Neumann algebras, arXiv preprint
arXiv:2210.15508, Model Theory of Operator Algebras (2022).

[GH21] 1. Goldbring, C. Houdayer, Fzistentially closed W*-probability spaces, Math. Z. 301 (2022), no. 4, 3787-3816.

[GHS12] 1. Goldbring, B. Hart, Bradd, T. Sinclair, The theory of tracial von Neumann algebras does not have a model
companion, J. Symbolic Logic 78 (2013), no. 3, 1000-1004.

[GHS18] I. Goldbring, B. Hart, T. Sinclair, Correspondences, Ultraproducts and Model Theory, arXiv preprint
arXiv:1809.00049 (2018).

[GJKEP23] I. Goldbring, D. Jekel, S. Kunnawalkam Elayavalli, J. Pi, Uniformly super Mcduff 111 factors, arXiv
preprint arXiv:2303.02809 (2023).

[Gol8] 1. Goldbring, Spectral gap and definability, to appear in Beyond First-order Model Theory, Volume 2, 2018

[Ha84] U. Haagerup: A new proof of the equivalence of injectivity and hyperfiniteness for factors on a separable
Hilbert space, J. Funct. Anal. 62 (1985), 160-201.

[IM19] Y. Isono, A. Marrakchi, Tensor product decompositions and rigidity of full factors, Ann. Sci. Ec. Norm.
Super. (4) 55 (2022), no. 1, 109-139.

[To12] A. Toana, Cartan subalgebras of amalgamated free product 111 factors, With an appendix by loana and
Stefaan Vaes. Ann. Sci. Ec. Norm. Supér. (4) 48 (2015), no. 1, 71-130.

[IV14]  A. loana, S. Vaes, Spectral gap for inclusions of von Neumann algebras Appendix to the article Cartan
subalgebras of amalgamated free product II; factors, Ann. Sci. Ec. Norm. Supér. (4) 48 (2015), no. 1,
71-130.

[INVWY20] Z. Ji, A. Natarajan, T. Vidick, J. Wright, H. Yuen, MIP*=RE, arXiv preprint arXiv:2001.04383 (2020).

[KV15] A.S. Krogager, S. Vaes, Thin 111 factors with no Cartan subalgebras, Kyoto J. Math. 59 (2019), no. 4,
815-867.

[Ma23]  A. Marrakchi: Kadison’s problem for type III subfactors and the bicentralizer conjecture, preprint 2023.

[MvN43] F.J. Murray, J. von Neumann, On rings of operators. IV, Ann. of Math. (2) 44 (1943), 716-808.

[O0T15] R. Okayasu, N. Ozawa, R. Tomatsu, Haagerup approzimation property via bimodules, Math. Scand. 121
(2017), no. 1, 75-91.

[OP07] N. Ozawa, S. Popa, On a class of 11, factors with at most one Cartan subalgebra, Ann. of Math. (2) 172
(2010), no. 1, 713-749.

[Po86]  S. Popa, Correspondences INCREST preprint 56 (1986), available at
www.math.ucla.edu/~popa/preprints.htmll

[Po06]  S. Popa, On Ozawa’s property for free group factors, Int. Math. Res. Not. IMRN (2007), no. 11, Art. ID
rnm036, 10 pp.

[PS09]  J. Peterson, T. Sinclair, On cocycle superrigidity for Gaussian actions, Ergodic Theory Dynam. Systems
32 (2012), no. 1, 249-272.

[PV11] S. Popa, S. Vaes, Unique Unique Cartan decomposition for 111 factors arising from arbitrary actions of free
groups, Acta Math. 212 (2014), no. 1, 141-198.


www.math.ucla.edu/~popa/preprints.html

[Sh97]
[Ta22]

[Us08]
[Vo83]

EXISTENTIAL CLOSEDENESS AND THE STRUCTURE OF BIMODULES OF II; FACTORS 21

D. Shlyakhtenko, A-valued semicircular systems, J. Funct. Anal. 166 (1999), no. 1, 1-47.

H. Tan, Spectral gap characterizations of property (T) for 111 factors, arXiv preprint arXiv:2202.06089
(2022).

A. Usvyatsov, Generic separable metric structures, Topology Appl. 155 (2008), no. 14, 1607-1617.

D. Voiculescu, Symmetries of some reduced free product C*-algebras, Operator algebras and their connections
with topology and ergodic theory (Busteni, 1983), 556-588, Lecture Notes in Math., 1132, Springer, Berlin,
1985.

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS, UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA SAN Di1EcO, 9500 GILMAN DRIVE, LA JoLLa, CA
92093, USA

Email address: aioana@ucsd.edu

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS, UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA SAN DiEco, 9500 GILMAN DRIVE, LA JoLra, CA
92093, USA

Email address: hutan@ucsd.edu



	1. Introduction and statement of main results
	Organization of the paper
	Acknowledgements

	2. Preliminaries
	2.1. Tracial von Neumann algebras
	2.2. Bimodules
	2.3. Completely positive maps
	2.4. An elementary lemma on homomorphisms to ultrapowers

	3. Shlyakhtenko's M-valued semicircular systems 
	4. Proofs of main results
	4.1. Proof of Theorem A
	4.2. Proof of Theorem C
	4.3. Proof of Corollary B
	4.4. Proof of Corollary D
	4.5. Proof of Theorem E
	4.6. Proof of Theorem F
	4.7. Proof of Theorem G

	References

