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Abstract

This article studies a structural aspect of measure-preserving actions of products of countable discrete

groups, involving a so-called ‘synergodic decomposition’ in terms of the ergodic components of the actions

of the two factor groups. We show that this construction provides a canonical way to detect whether

the action is built as a product of actions on independent measure spaces, and we use it to prove a

result about convergence of ergodic averages on product groups which are highly imbalanced between the

factors. Defining an action to be synergodic if it is isomorphic to its synergodic decomposition, we show

that if a countable group G is amenable then every action of G ×G can be approximated by synergodic

actions and that this statement fails if G is a nonabelian free group. The last result relies on the refutation

of Connes’ embedding conjecture.

Contents

1 Introduction 2
1.1 Preliminaries on ergodic theory . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2
1.2 Formulation and statement of results . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 4
1.3 Acknowledgments . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 7

2 Averaging on product groups 7
2.1 A weighted ergodic theorem . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 7
2.2 Convolutions of measures on product groups . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 8
2.3 Ergodic averages for semi-invariant sets . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 9

3 Proof of Theorems 1.2 and 1.3 10
3.1 Proof of Theorem 1.2 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10
3.2 Proof of Theorem 1.3 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 12

4 Proof of Theorem 1.4 13
4.1 Reduction to Lemma 4.1 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 13
4.2 Conditional expectations on cubes . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 14
4.3 Rokhlin skew-product theorem . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 15
4.4 Proof of Lemma 4.1 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 15

1

http://arxiv.org/abs/2311.02540v1


5 Proof of Theorem 1.5 16
5.1 Proof of Clause (a) in Theorem 1.5 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 16
5.2 Generalities on C∗-algebras . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 17
5.3 Ergodic theory to representation theory . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 17
5.4 Rich synergodicity and tensor products . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 19
5.5 Proof of Clause (b) in Theorem 1.5 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 19

1 Introduction

1.1 Preliminaries on ergodic theory

1.1.1 Measure-preserving transformations

We begin by recalling some aspects of the theory of measure preserving transformations. References for this
material are Chapter 17 in [10] and Section 1 of Chapter 1 in [11]. If (X,µ) is a standard probability space,
we will use the notation MX for the σ-algebra of all measurable subsets of X , and we define a measurable
σ-algebra on X to be a sub-σ-algebra of MX . We also write NX for the trivial σ-algebra on X given by:

NX =
{

D ∈ MX : µ(D) ∈ {0, 1}
}

We let Aut(X,µ) denote the group of all probability-preserving transformations of (X,µ) and if T ∈ Aut(X,µ)
and x ∈ X we will typically simplify notation by writing Tx for the element T(x) of X . Similarly, for D ∈ MX

we will write TD for the element {Tx : x ∈ D} of MX . We adopt the convention that elements S and T

of Aut(X,µ) are identified if Sx = Tx for µ-almost every x ∈ X , or equivalently if µ(SD△TD) = 0 for all
D ∈ MX . We also define D to be T-invariant if µ(TD△D) = 0.

We endow Aut(X,µ) with the weak topology, which is defined by the stipulation that a sequence (Tn)n∈N

of elements of Aut(X,µ) converges to T ∈ Aut(X,µ) if and only if we have

lim
n→∞

µ(TnD△TD) = 0

for all D ∈ MX . With this topology, Aut(X,µ) is a Polish space. While there are other plausible topologies
on Aut(X,µ), we will have no cause to consider them in this article and so any topological assertion about
Aut(X,µ) should be interpreted with respect to the weak topology.

1.1.2 Actions of countable discrete groups

We now recall some aspects of the theory of measurable group actions, and we refer the reader to Chapter
10 of [11] for more information on these topics. Throughout the article, we will understand all countable
groups as discrete. If G is a countable group, we will refer to a homomorphism from G to Aut(X,µ) as a
probability-measure preserving (p.m.p.) action of G on (X,µ). We write Act(G,X, µ) for the set
of all p.m.p. actions of G on (X,µ) and endow Act(G,X, µ) with the Polish topology it inherits as a closed
subspace of the product space Aut(X,µ)G. Given an element A of Act(G,X, µ) and g ∈ G, we will typically
write Ag for the element A(g) of Aut(X,µ).

We define a set D ∈ MX to be A-invariant if D is Ag-invariant for all g ∈ G. Writing EA for the σ-algebra
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of A-invariant subsets of X , we define an action A ∈ Act(G,X, µ) to be ergodic if EA = NX . We also write
Erg(G,X, µ) for the subset of Act(G,X, µ) consisting of ergodic actions and write IGX for the trivial action of
G on (X,µ). If (Y, ν) is another standard probability space, for A ∈ Act(G,X, µ) and B ∈ Act(G, Y, ν), we
will consider the diagonal action A‖B ∈ Act(G,X × Y, µ× ν) given by setting (A‖B)g(x, y) = (Agx,Bgy)
for (x, y) ∈ X × Y and g ∈ G.

Remark 1.1. As we will be considering multiple notions of ‘product actions’, all of which could plausibly be
denoted by A×B, we use this nonstandard ‖ notation for diagonal actions to avoid overloading the × symbol.

1.1.3 Factor maps and isomorphisms

If (X,µ) and (Y, ν) are standard probability spaces, Φ : X → Y is a measurable map and S is a measurable
σ-algebra on Y , we define the preimage Φ↑[S] to be the measurable σ-algebra Φ↑[S] on X given by:

Φ↑[S] = {Φ−1(D) : D ∈ S}

We also write Φ#µ for the pushfoward measure on Y given by setting [Φ#µ](D) = µ(Φ−1(D)) forD ∈ MY .
Now, let G be a countable group, let A ∈ Act(G,X, µ) and let B ∈ Act(G, Y, ν). We define a factor map
from A onto B to be a measurable surjection Φ : X ։ Y such that Φ#µ = ν and such that Φ◦Ag = Bg◦Φ for
all g ∈ G. We also define a factor map Φ from A to B be a isomorphism if it is a bijection between X and Y .

Suppose now that (Z, ω) is another standard probability space and C ∈ Act(G,Z, ω) is an action which
is a factor of A via the map Ω. We define the actions B and C to be isomorphic as factors of A if there
exists an isomorphism Ψ : Y → Z between B and C such that the following diagram commutes.

X

Y Z

Φ Ω

Ψ

Note that if X = Y and T ∈ Aut(X,µ) then T↑[S] is a sub-σ-algebra of MX . Thus for A ∈ Act(G,X, µ)
we may define a sub-σ-algebra S of MX to be A-stable if Ag

↑[S] = S for all g ∈ G. A basic construction in
ergodic theory is the following ‘fundamental theorem of factor maps’, which appears as Theorem 2.15 in [6].

Theorem 1.1. Let G be a countable group, let (X,µ) be a standard probability space and let A ∈ Act(G,X, µ).
Then for any A-stable measurable σ-algebra S on X there exists a standard probability space (Y, ν), an action
B ∈ Act(G, Y, ν) and a factor map Φ : X ։ Y from A onto B such that S = Φ↑[MY ].

We will refer to any factor as above a realization of the A-stable σ-algebra S. Theorem 2.15 in [6] also
asserts that any two realizations of S are isomorphic as factors of A, and so we will typically make no
distinction between such realizations. It is straightforward to verify that the A-invariant σ-algebra EA is
always A-stable. In keeping with standard terminology, we will refer to the factor of A realizing EA as the
ergodic decomposition of A. We will use the notation (EA, ηA) for the associated standard probability
space, which we refer to as the space of ergodic components of A.
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1.1.4 Actions of product groups

For countable groups G and H , an element of Act(G × H,X, µ) may be identified with a pair of elements
A ∈ Act(G,X, µ) and B ∈ Act(H,X, µ) which commute in the sense that AgBh = BhAg for all (g, h) ∈ G×H .
As our primary interest in this article will be studying actions of product groups, we will typically use this
approach to discussing actions of G×H . Thus a statement such as ‘let (A,B) ∈ Act(G×H,X, µ)’ should be
understood as an assertion that A and B are respectively elements of Act(G,X, µ) and Act(H,X, ν), and that
these actions commute. We will also simplify notation by writing EA,B instead of E(A,B) for the measurable
σ-algebra on X consisting of sets which are invariant with respect to both A and B.

Now, consider standard probability spaces (X,µ) and (Y, ν) and actions A ∈ Act(G,X, µ) and B ∈ Act(H,Y, ν).
We define the local product of A and B to be the element A�B of Act(G ×H,X × Y, µ × ν) given by
letting (A�B)g,h(x, y) = (Agx,Bhy) for (g, h) ∈ G × H and (x, y) ∈ X × Y . (Here Remark 1.1 is again
relevant.) In this case we use the notation A� for the restriction of A�B to G and similarly we use the
notation �B for the restriction of A�B to H .

Remark 1.2. With the notation of the previous paragraph, the action A� can be identified with the diagonal
action A‖IYG ∈ Act(G,X × Y, µ× ν) and �B can be identified with the diagonal action IXH ‖B ∈ Act(H,X ×
Y, µ× ν). Thus the local product may be alternatively expressed as:

A�B =
(

A‖IYG, I
X
H‖B

)

The purpose of this article is to investigate a certain ‘synergodic decomposition’ which in many cases allows
for a canonical representation of an action of a product group as a local product.

1.2 Formulation and statement of results

1.2.1 The synergodic decomposition and local products

If G and H are countable groups and (A,B) ∈ Act(G × H,X, µ), it is straightforward to verify that the
σ-algebra EA is B-stable. Another way of phrasing this statement is to assert that the action (A,B) gives rise
to a factor of B acting on the space of (EA, ηA) of ergodic components of A. We will denote this factor action
by EByA ∈ Act(H,EA, ηA). The same reasoning shows that EB is A-stable and so we obtain an analogous
action EAyB ∈ Act(G,EB, ηB). Write σ(EA,EB) for the measureable σ-algebra on X generated by EA and EB.
Since both EA and EB are (A,B)-stable we have that σ(EA,EB) is again (A,B)-stable, and so the following
definition is justified.

Definition 1.1. Let G and H be countable discrete groups, let (X,µ) be a standard probability space and let
(A,B) ∈ Act(G ×H,X, µ). We define the synergodic decomposition of (A,B) to be the factor of (A,B)
realizing the stable σ-algebra σ(EA,EB). We also define the action (A,B) to be synergodic if it is ergodic
and the factor map in its synergodic decomposition is an isomorphism, or equivalently if EA,B = NX and
σ(EA,EB) = MX .

Our first result is the following.

Theorem 1.2. Let G and H be countable discrete groups, let (X,µ) be a standard probability space and let
(A,B) ∈ Erg(G ×H,X, µ). Then the synergodic decomposition of (A,B) is isomorphic as a factor of (A,B)
to the local product:

(EAyB)�(EByA) ∈ Act(G×H,EA × EB, ηA × ηB)
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Having found that synergodic decompositions are local products, we also obtain the following assurance that
the synergodic decomposition will recover a local product of ergodic actions.

Theorem 1.3. Let G and H be countable groups, let (X,µ) and (Y, ν) be standard probability spaces and let
A ∈ Erg(G,X, µ) and B ∈ Erg(H,Y, ν) be ergodic actions. Then the local product A�B ∈ Act(G ×H,X ×
Y, µ× ν) is synergodic. Moreover, in this local product we have EA�

= NX ×MY and E
�B = MX ×NY .

It follows directly from the last statement in Theorem 1.3 that A and EAyB are isomorphic as actions of G,
and B and EByA are isomorphic as actions of H . We may combine Theorems 1.2 and 1.3 into the following
slightly less formal statement.

Corollary 1.1. Let G and H be countable discrete groups, let (X,µ) be a standard probability space and
let (A,B) ∈ Erg(G ×H,X, µ). Then (A,B) is synergodic if and only if it is isomorphic to the local product
A�B. Moreover, when these equivalent conditions are satisfied the local product structure of (A,B) may be
constructed ‘internally’ as (EAyB)�(EByA).

Corollary 1.1 guarantees that we can construct examples of synergodic actions from ergodic actions of the
factor groups, and that this is essentially the only way to construct synergodic actions. Thus we are lead to
ask for examples of ergodic actions of product groups which fail to be synergodic. Such nonexamples indeed
exist for the Cartesian square of any infinite group, as we now explain.

Let G be a countable group and let (X,µ) be any standard probability space. We consider the space
(XG, µG) of X-valued sequences on G with the product measure µG on the σ-algebra generated by cylinder
sets. This space admits two commuting p.m.p. actions of G, the left and right Bernoulli shifts of G over
(X,µ) defined respectively by

(Lhξ)(g) = ξ(h−1g) (Rhξ)(g) = ξ(gh)

for ξ ∈ XG and g, h ∈ G. These two actions are isomorphic by the involution J ∈ Aut(XG, µG) given by
(Jξ)(g) = J(g−1). More explicitly, we have J = J−1 and for all g ∈ G the Bernoulli shifts satisfy Lg = JRgJ.
It is standard that both of the one-sided Bernoulli shifts are ergodic elements of Act(G,XG, µG) as long as
G is infinite.

We define the two-sided Bernoulli shift over (X,µ) to be the action (L,R) ∈ Act(G × G,XG, µG).
Since both L and R are ergodic, we have EL = ER = NXG and therefore σ(EL,ER) = NXG . It follows that
the two-sided Bernoulli shift is not synergodic as an action of G×G, as long as the probability space (X,µ)
is nontrivial. Indeed, this line of reasoning shows that a nontrivial action of a product group where the
individual factors act ergodically can never be synergodic.

1.2.2 Eccentric ergodic averages

Let p ∈ [1,∞], let (X,µ) be a standard probability space and let A ∈ Act(G,X, µ). For a probability measure
w on G it will be convenient to use the notation A(w) for the operator defined on ψ ∈ Lp(X,µ) by:

[A(w)ψ](x) =
∑

g∈G

w(g)ψ(Agx) (1.1)

We note that A(w) contracts the p-norm for all p ∈ [1,∞]. We also let IA denote the conditional expectation
operator onto the A-invariant σ-algebra EA, so IA again contracts the p-norm for all p ∈ [1,∞].
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Definition 1.2. Let G be a countable group and let (wn)n∈N be a sequence of probability measures on G.
For p ∈ [1,∞], we define (wn)n∈N to be p-mean ergodic if for all standard probability spaces (X,µ), all
p.m.p. actions A ∈ Act(G,X, µ) and all ψ ∈ Lp(X,µ) we have:

lim
n→∞

||(A(wn)− IA)ψ||p = 0

By analyzing limits of ergodic averages over the individual factor groups in terms of the synergodic decom-
position, we are able to show the following.

Theorem 1.4. For any pair of countable groups G and H and any p ∈ [1,∞] the following are equivalent.

(a) Both of the sequences (wn)n∈N and (vn)n∈N are p-mean ergodic.

(b) The sequence (wn × vn)n∈N is p-mean ergodic.

Recall that a sequence (Fn)n∈N of nonempty subsets of a countable group G is defined to be a Fölner
sequence we have

lim
n→∞

|gFn△Fn|

|Fn|
= 0

for all g ∈ G. The group G is defined to be amenable if there exists a Fölner sequence in G. In the
classical case where G and H are amenable groups and (wn)n∈N and (un)n∈N are uniform averages on Fölner
sequences, Theorem 1.4 follows from the fact that (wn × un)n∈N is again a sequences of uniform averages on
Fölner sequence in G×H . (See [13] for the ergodic theorem on amenable groups.)

In the case of nonamenable groups, ergodic theorems typically rely on the averages in question either having
some amount of geometric regularity or on being powers of a single Markov operator. We direct the reader
to the references [7], [15] or to the French-language text [1] for surveys of this extensive topic. Theorem
1.4 provides apparently new instances of ergodic theorems on products on nonamenable groups where the
averaging sets are highly ‘eccentric’ between the two factors.

For example, let d ∈ N and consider the rank-d free group Fd. Theorem 1.1 in [2] and Theorem 1 in [14]
describe a variety of examples of p-mean ergodic sequences (wn)n∈N on Fd. From Theorem 1.4 we find that
for any function τ : N → N with limn→∞ τ(n) = ∞ the sequence (wn × wτ(n))n∈N is p-mean ergodic on
Fd × Fd. In particular, if τ has superexponential growth in n these averages cannot be powers of a single
operator, and do not have the ‘balanced’ form considered in Theorem 3.14 of [7]. It is possible that this
approach could simplify some of the arguments in [7], where great care is required to deal with averages on
products of Lie groups.

1.2.3 Rich synergodicity

Given that the property of synergodicity is nontrivial, in the sense of having both examples and nonexamples,
we may ask about the extent to which arbitrary ergodic actions of a product group may be approximated by
synergodic actions. Thus the following definition is natural.

Definition 1.3. We define an infinite countable group G to be richly synergodic if the synergodic actions
are dense in Erg(G×G,X, µ) for every standard probability space (X,µ).
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With the notation of the above definition, it is straightforward to verify that the group G is richly synergodic
if and only if the synergodic actions are dense in Act(G × G,X, µ) for some diffuse standard probability
space. We obtain the following result, which shows that rich synergodicity is a nontrivial property of discrete
groups.

Theorem 1.5. (a) Every countably infinite amenable group is richly synergodic.

(b) The rank-d free group Fd not richly synergodic when d ≥ 2.

The proof of Clause (a) in the above theorem is fairly straightforward, but the proof of Clause (b) relies
on the negation of Connes’ embedding conjecture which was recently announced in [9]. The technique we
use to prove Clause (b) can be directly extended to establish that any group containing a nonabelian free
subgroup fails to be richly synergodic. We consider following conjecture to be highly plausible, although
establishing it for nonamenable groups without free subgroups would likely require the somewhat complex
coinduction-from-subequivalence-relation methods used in [8].

Conjecture 1.1. A countably infinite group is richly synergodic if and only if it is amenable.

1.3 Acknowledgments

We thank Konstantin Slutsky for several helpful suggestions that improved the article.

2 Averaging on product groups

2.1 A weighted ergodic theorem

In Section 2 we deal with some initial considerations about ergodic averages on product groups. We begin
with the present Subsection 2.1, which formulates certain definitions required to cite the statement of a
weighted ergodic theorem for actions of discrete groups. If S is a countable set and w is a measure on S, for
s ∈ S we will typically write w(s) instead of w({s}). If G is a countable group and w and u are probability
measures on G, we define the convolution product to be the probability measure w ∗ u on G given by

[w ∗ u](g) = [w× u]
(

{

(h, k) ∈ G×G : hk = g
}

)

where w× u denotes the product measure on G×G. For n ∈ N we also define the n-fold autoconvolution
of w to be the probability measure w∗n on G constructed recursively as follows.

w
∗n(g) =

{

w if n = 1

w ∗
(

w∗(n−1)
)

if n ≥ 2

Writing w×n for the measure on Gn given by the n-fold product of w, we note that w∗n has an alternative
expression as:

w
∗n(g) = w

×n
(

{

(g1, . . . , gn) ∈ Gn : gn · · · g1 = g
}

)

(2.1)

We introduce the following terminology regarding a probability measure w on a countable group G.

• We define w to be symmetric if w(g) = w(g−1) for all g ∈ G.
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• We define w to be generating if the support {g ∈ G : w(g) > 0} generates the group G.

• We define w to be absolutely generating if w is symmetric and the measure w∗2 is generating.

Remark 2.1. We remark that is it possible for w to be symmetric and generating but not absolutely gener-
ating. For example, let dg denote the pure point measure at g ∈ G. Choose G = Z and w = 1

2 (d−1 + d1).
Then w is symmetric and generating but the support of the measure

w
∗2 =

1

4
d−2 +

1

2
d0 +

1

4
d2

generates the proper subgroup 2Z. However, writing e for the identity of G it is straightforward to verify that
if w(e) > 0 then w is absolutely generating if and only if w is symmetric and generating. In particular, this
implies that every countable group admits an absolutely generating probability measure.

The following appears as Theorem 1 in [4].

Theorem 2.1 (Weighted mean ergodic theorem for group actions). Let G be a countable group and let w be
an absolutely generating probability measure on G. Then the sequence (w∗n)n∈N is p-mean ergodic for every
p ∈ [1,∞).

2.2 Convolutions of measures on product groups

We now establish the following

Proposition 2.1. Let G and H be countable groups and let w and u be probability measures on G and H
respectively. Then for all n ∈ N we have (w× u)∗n = w

∗n × u
∗n.

Proof of Proposition 2.1. In the present proof we will need to manipulate lists of tuples. In the interest of
notational clarity we will delimit such a list with square brackets, reserving parentheses for the tuples which
comprise the list. Fix G,H,w, u and n as in the statement of Proposition 2.1 and define the ‘currying’
bijection C : (G×H)n → Gn ×Hn as follows.

C
(

[(g1, h1), . . . , (gn, hn)
])

=
[

(g1, . . . , gn), (h1, . . . , hn)
]

If E1, . . . , En are subsets of G and F1, . . . , Fn are subsets of H we find that

C
−1
(

(E1 × · · · × En)× (F1 × · · · × Fn)
)

= (E1 × F1)× · · · × (En × Fn)

and therefore:
C#

(

(w× u)×n
)

= (w×n)× (u×n) (2.2)

Now, for g ∈ G and h ∈ H we make the following definitions.

Eg = {(g1, . . . , gn) ∈ Gn : gn · · · g1 = g} Fh = {(h1, . . . , hn) ∈ Hn : hn · · ·h1 = h}

Also define
Dg,h =

{

[(g1, h1), . . . , (gn, hn)] ∈ (G×H)n : (gn, hn) · · · (g1, h1) = (g, h)
}

Combining the last two displays with the definition (2.1) we obtain:

w
∗n(g) = w

×n(Eg) u
∗n(h) = u

×n(Fh) (w× u)∗n(g, h) = (w× u)×n(Dg,h)
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By construction we have C (Dg,h) = Eg × Fh and so using (2.2) it follows that

(w× u)×n(Dg,h) = w
×n(Eg) u

×n(Fh)

and by combining the previous two displays we obtain:

(w× u)∗n(g, h) = w
∗n(g)u∗n(h)

This completes the proof of Proposition 2.1.

From Theorem 2.1 and Proposition 2.1 we obtain the following.

Corollary 2.1. Let G and H be countable groups, and let w and u be absolutely generating probability
measures on G and H respectively. Then the sequence (w∗n × u

∗n)n∈N is p-mean ergodic for all p ∈ [1,∞).

2.3 Ergodic averages for semi-invariant sets

Given a subset R of an ambient set S, we write 1R : S → {0, 1} for the indicator function of R. When
there is an ambient probability space (X,µ) understood, we will abuse notation by identifying z ∈ C with
the constant function on X taking value z.

Proposition 2.2. Let G and H be countable groups and let w be an absolutely generating probability measure
on G. Let (X,µ) be a standard probability space and let (A,B) ∈ Erg(G ×H,X, µ). Also let D ∈ EB. Then
for any p ∈ [1,∞) we have:

lim
n→∞

||µ(D)− A(w∗n)1D||p = 0

Proof of Proposition 2.2. Choose an absolutely generating probability measure u on H and note that the
probability measure w× u is an absolutely generating probability measure on G×H . Since the action (A,B)
was assumed to be ergodic, by applying Corollary 2.1 we find:

lim
n→∞

||µ(D)− B(u∗n)A(w∗n)1D||p = 0 (2.3)

Now, for all x ∈ X we have:

[B(u∗n)A(w∗n)1D](x) =
∑

(g,h)∈G×H

w
∗n(g)u∗n(h)1D(Bh

A
gx) (2.4)

=
∑

(g,h)∈G×H

w
∗n(g)u∗n(h)1D(Agx) (2.5)

=





∑

g∈G

w
∗n(g)1D(Agx)





(

∑

h∈H

u
∗n(h)

)

(2.6)

=
∑

g∈G

w
∗n(g)1D(Agx) (2.7)

= [A(w∗n)1D](x) (2.8)

This computation may be justified as follows.

• The equality in (2.4) follows from the definition (1.1).
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• (2.5) follows from (2.4) since D was assumed to be a B-invariant set and therefore 1D(x) = 1D(Bhx)
for all x ∈ X .

• (2.6) follows from (2.5) by the discrete Fubini theorem since all relevant sums are absolutely convergent.

• (2.7) follows from (2.6) since u∗n is a probability measure on H .

• (2.8) follows from (2.7) again by (1.1).

Proposition 2.2 now follows by combining (2.3) with the last computation.

3 Proof of Theorems 1.2 and 1.3

3.1 Proof of Theorem 1.2

3.1.1 Reduction to Lemma 3.1

Definition 3.1. Let (X,µ) be a standard probability space and let S and T be two measurable σ-algebras on
X. We define S and T to be statistically independent if µ(C ∩D) = µ(C)µ(D) for all C ∈ S and D ∈ T.

The following lemma will be proved in Subsection 3.1.2 below.

Lemma 3.1. Let G and H be countable groups, let (X,µ) be a standard probability space and let (A,B) ∈
Erg(G×H,X, µ). Then the σ-algebras EA and EB are statistically independent.

In the remainder of Subsection 3.1.1 we reduce the statement of Theorem 1.2 to Lemma 3.1. We begin this
task by reviewing a ‘joining by common extension’ construction which appears in Section 6.3 of [6]. Let G
be a countable group, let (X,µ) be a standard probability space and let A ∈ Act(G,X, µ). Let S1 and S2 be
two A-stable measurable σ-algebras on X . Then the factor of A corresponding to σ(S1, S2) may be realized
as a joining of the factors corresponding to S1 and S2 as follows.

For j ∈ {1, 2} let (Yj , νj) be a standard probability space and let Aj ∈ Act(G, Yj , νj) be a realization of
Sj with factor map Φj : X → Yj . Writing Πj : Y1 × Y2 → Yj for the Cartesian projection onto the jth factor,
there exists a probability measure ω on Y1 × Y2 and a map Φ : X → Y1 × Y2 such that the following hold.

• We have (Πj)#ω = νj for each j ∈ {1, 2}.

• The measure ω is preserved by the diagonal action A1‖A2 of G on Y1 × Y2, and this diagonal action is
a realization of the factor of A associated with σ(S1, S2).

• The map Φ factors A onto A1‖A2 in such a way that the following diagram commutes.

X

Y1 × Y2

Y1 Y2

Φ

Φ2Φ1

Π2Π1

(3.1)
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Now, consider two countable groups H and K along with an action (B,C) ∈ Act(H × K,X, µ). We take
G = H × K and A = (B,C) throughout the above discussion. Let S1 = EB and S2 = EC. Then we may
assume (Y1, ν1) = (EB, ηB) and:

A1 = (IG,EB
,ECyB) ∈ Act(G×H,EB, ηB)

Similarly we may assume (Y2, ν2) = (EC, ηC) and:

A2 = (EByC, IH,EC
) ∈ Act(G×H,EC, ηC)

Taking into account Remark 1.2, we see that in order to prove Theorem 1.2 it suffices to show ω = ν1 × ν2.
By commutativity of the diagram in (3.1), for this it suffices to show that if Dj ∈ MYj

for j ∈ {1, 2} then we
have:

µ
(

Φ−1
1 (D1) ∩ Φ−1

2 (D2)
)

= µ(D1)µ(D2)

Since we chose S1 = EB and S2 = EC, resetting variables by

H 7→ G K 7→ H B 7→ A C 7→ B

we have successfully reduced the proof of Theorem 1.2 to Lemma 3.1.

3.1.2 Proof of Lemma 3.1

Toward a proof of Lemma 3.1, fix countable groups G and H and a standard probability space (X,µ) along
with an ergodic action (A,B) ∈ Erg(G×H,X, µ). Let C ∈ EA and D ∈ EB, so we must show:

µ(C ∩D) = µ(C)µ(D) (3.2)

For all x ∈ X , all g ∈ G and all h ∈ H we have:

1C∩D(A
g
B
hx) = 1C(A

g
B
hx)1D(Bh

A
gx) = 1C(B

hx)1D(Agx) (3.3)

Here, the left equality holds since Ag and Bh commute while the right equality holds since C and D were
assumed to be respectively A and B invariant. Now, let w and u be absolutely generating probability measures
on G and H respectively. By applying Corollary 2.1 with p = 1 we find the limit below holds.

lim
n→∞

||µ(C ∩D)− A(w∗n)B(u∗n)1C∩D||1 = 0 (3.4)

On the other hand, for any x ∈ X we may compute:

[A(w∗n)B(u∗n)1C∩D](x) =
∑

(g,h)∈G×H

w
∗n(g)u∗n(h)1C∩D(Ag

B
hx) (3.5)

=
∑

(g,h)∈G×H

w
∗n(g)u∗n(h)1C(B

hx)1D(Agx) (3.6)

=

(

∑

g∈G

w
∗n(g)1D(Agx)

)(

∑

h∈H

u
∗n(h)1C(B

hx)

)

(3.7)

= [A(w∗n)1D](x) · [B(u∗n)1C ](x)
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Here, (3.6) follows from (3.5) by (3.3), while (3.7) follows from (3.6) by the discrete Fubini theorem and
absolute convergence. Combining (3.4) with the previous display we find that the limit below holds.

lim
n→∞

||µ(C ∩D)− ([A(w∗n)1D] · [B(u∗n)1C ])||1 = 0 (3.8)

Since C was assumed to be A-invariant and D was assumed to be B-invariant, Proposition 2.2 implies that
the both of the following limits hold.

lim
n→∞

||µ(D)− A(w∗n)1D||2 = 0 lim
n→∞

||µ(C) − B(w∗n)1C ||1 = 0 (3.9)

We compute:

||(µ(D)− A(w∗n)1D) · (B(u∗n)1C)||1 ≤ ||µ(D)− A(w∗n)1D||2||B(u
∗n)1C ||2 (3.10)

≤ ||µ(D)− A(w∗n)1D||2 (3.11)

Here, the inequality in (3.10) is Cauchy-Schwartz, while (3.11) follows from (3.10) since the operator B(u∗n)
contracts the 2-norm and we have ||1C ||2 =

√

µ(C) ≤ 1. We compute again:

||µ(C)µ(D) − ([A(w∗n)1D] · [B(u∗n)1C ])||1 ≤ µ(D)||µ(C) − B(u∗n)1D||1

+ ||(µ(D) − A(w∗n)1D) · (B(u∗n)1C)||1

≤ ||µ(C) − B(u∗n)1D||1 + ||µ(D)− A(w∗n)1D||2

Here, the last equality follows from (3.11). Combining the previous display with (3.9), we find

lim
n→∞

||µ(C)µ(D) − ([A(w∗n)1D] · [B(u∗n)1C ])||1 = 0

The desired equality (3.2) now follows by now follows by combining the previous display with (3.8). This
completes the proof of Lemma 3.1.

3.2 Proof of Theorem 1.3

Let G and H be countable groups, let (X,µ) and (Y, ν) be standard probability spaces and let A ∈
Erg(G,X, µ) and B ∈ Erg(H,Y, ν) be ergodic actions. Consider the local product A�B ∈ Act(G ×H,X ×
Y, µ×ν). We claim that in order to prove Theorem 1.3 it suffices to show the final statement in its conclusion:

EA�
= NX ×MY E

�B = MX ×NY (3.12)

Indeed, if we assume the above equality holds then we find

EA�B ⊆ EA�
∩ E

�B = (NX ×MY ) ∩ (MX ×NY ) = NX×Y

and therefore A�B is ergodic. Similarly, we have

σ(EA�
,E

�B) = σ
(

NX ×MY ,MX ×NY

)

= MX×Y

so the synergodic decomposition of (A,B) is an isomorphism. We now turn to a proof of the left equality
in (3.12). It follows immediately from the construction of the local product that NX × MY ⊆ EA�

. Thus
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in order to verify the left equality in (3.12) it suffices to consider a nonempty set D ∈ EA�
and show there

exists a set C ∈ MY such that:
(µ× ν)

(

D△(X × C)
)

= 0 (3.13)

First observe that for any (x, y) ∈ X × Y , our assumption that D is A�-invariant implies

(x, y) ∈ D ⇐⇒ (Agx, y) ∈ D (3.14)

for all g ∈ G. For y ∈ Y we adopt the notation:

Dy = {x ∈ X : (x, y) ∈ D}

By combining this definition with (3.14) we find that Dy is an A-invariant subset of X for all y ∈ Y . Since
we have assumed the action A is ergodic, it follows that µ(Dy) ∈ {0, 1} for all y ∈ Y . Thus we can take

C = {y ∈ Y : µ(Dy) = 1}

to satisfy (3.13). This shows that EA�
= NX ×MY . A symmetrical argument shows that E

�B = MX ×NY

and so the proof of Theorem 1.3 is complete.

4 Proof of Theorem 1.4

4.1 Reduction to Lemma 4.1

If X is a standard probability space, we write EX for the integration operator on X . The following lemma
will be proved in Subsection 4.4 below.

Lemma 4.1. Let G and H be countable groups, let (X,µ) be a standard probability space and let (A,B) ∈
Erg(G×H,X, µ). Then we have IBIA = EX .

We now reduce Theorem 1.4 to Lemma 4.1. Let p ∈ [1,∞], let G and H be countable groups, let (X,µ) be
a standard probability space and let A ∈ Act(G,X, µ). Also let B = IXH be the trivial action of H on (X,µ).
Then for any ψ ∈ Lp(X,µ) and any pair w and u of probability measures on G and H respectively we have:

∑

(g,h)∈G×H

w(g)u(h)ψ(Bh
A
gx) =

∑

(g,h)∈G×H

w(g)u(h)ψ(Agx) =
∑

g∈G

w(g)ψ(Agx)

Here, the left inequality holds since the action of Bh is trivial, while the right inequality holds since u is a
probability measure. This shows that the ergodic averages whose convergence is asserted by Clause (a) of
Theorem 1.4 are special cases of those whose convergence is asserted by Clause (b), and so Clause (b) implies
Clause (a). Thus we turn to the proof that Clause (a) implies Clause (b).

To this end, we now let (A,B) ∈ Erg(G × H,X, µ) be ergodic and let p ∈ [1,∞]. Also let (wn)n∈N and
(un)n∈N be p-mean ergodic sequences of probability measures on G and H respectively. Let ψ ∈ Lp(X,µ)
and let ǫ > 0. Using the definition of p-mean ergodicity for (wn)n∈N, we see there exists N ∈ N such that
for all n ≥ N we have:

||(A(wn)− IA)ψ||p ≤
ǫ

2
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For any m ∈ N the operator B(um) contracts the p-norm and so it follows from the above display that if
n ≥ N then:

||B(um)(A(wn)− IA)ψ||p ≤
ǫ

2

Moreover, we have IAψ ∈ Lp(X,µ) and so using the definition of p-mean ergodicity for (un)n∈N we see there
there exists M ∈ N such that for all m ≥M we have:

||(B(um)− IB)IAψ||p ≤
ǫ

2

From the last two displays we see that if n ≥ N and m ≥M then:

||(B(um)A(wn)− IBIA)ψ||p ≤ ||(B(um)− IB)IAψ||p + ||B(um)(A(wn)− IA)ψ||p ≤ ǫ

Thus if ℓ ∈ N satisfies ℓ ≥ max(N,M) then the previous display implies:

||(B(uℓ)A(wℓ)− IBIA)ψ||p ≤ ǫ

Thus assuming Lemma 4.1 we have:

lim
n→∞

||(B(uℓ)A(wℓ)− EX)ψ||p = 0

Our assumption that (A,B) is ergodic implies EX = IA,B and so Theorem 1.4 is established for ergodic
actions. The general case follows as usual by considering the ergodic decomposition of an arbitrary action
(A,B) ∈ Act(G×H,X, µ).

4.2 Conditional expectations on cubes

Subsection 4.2 serves to prove the following elementary measure-theoretic statement.

Proposition 4.1. For j ∈ {1, 2, 3} let (Xj , µj) be a standard probability space and let:

(Y, ν) = (X1 ×X2 ×X3, µ1 × µ2 × µ3)

Also let Πj : Y → Xj be the Cartesian projection and let Pj be the measurable σ-algebra on (Y, ν) given by
(Πj)↑[MXj

]. Also let Pj be the conditional expectation from L1(Y, ν) onto Pj. Then for any distinct pair
j, k ∈ {1, 2, 3} we have PjPk = EY .

Proof of Proposition 4.1. Without loss of generality we may assume that j = 1 and k = 2. Let V denote the
closed subspace of L1(Y, ν) defined as follows.

V =
{

ψ ∈ L1(Y, ν) : ψ(x1, x2, x3) = ψ(y1, y2, y3) if x2 = y2
}

Thus V is the subspace of P2-measurable functions, or equivalently V is the range of P2. Thus it suffices to
verify that if ψ ∈ V then P1ψ = EY ψ. Since the value of a function ψ ∈ V does not depend on the first
coordinate, for any (x1, x2, x3) ∈ Y we have:

ψ(x1, x2, x3) =

∫

X1

ψ(x, x2, x3) dµ1(x)
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According to Item 9 in Theorem A.8 of [6] the following disintegration formula holds for all ψ ∈ L1(Y, ν).

[P1ψ](x1, x2, x3) =

∫

X3

∫

X2

ψ(x1, y, z) dµ2(y) dµ3(z)

Combining the last two displays we find that if ψ ∈ V then

[P1ψ](x1, x2, x3) =

∫

X3

∫

X2

∫

X1

ψ(x, y, z) dµ1(x) dµ2(y) dµ3(z)

as required.

4.3 Rokhlin skew-product theorem

In Subsection 4.3 we recall the ‘Rohklin skew-product theorem’ which gives an more explicit version of
Theorem 1.1. Let G be a countable discrete group and let A ∈ Act(G,X, µ). Given a Polish group Ξ, we
define a cocycle of A with values in Ξ to be a measurable map α : G×X → Ξ which satisfies the cocycle
equation

α(gh, x) = α(g, hx)α(h, x)

for all g, h ∈ G and µ-almost every x ∈ X . Here, measurability of α is understood to mean that for every
Borel subset K of Ξ the preimage α−1(K) lies in the σ-algebra on G ×X generated by all sets of the form
{g} ×D for g ∈ G and D ∈ MX . If Ξ = Aut(Y, ν) for a standard probability space (Y, ν) we may construct
the skew-product extension of A by α, which is an element A×α Y of Act(G,X × Y, µ× ν) defined by
letting g ∈ G act according to the formula (x, y) 7→ (Agx, α(g, x)y).

Theorem 4.1. Let G be a countable group, let (X,µ) be a standard probability space and let A ∈ Erg(G,X, µ)
be an ergodic action. Then any factor B ∈ Act(G, Y, ν) of A is isomorphic to a skew-product extension. More
explicitly, there exists a standard probability space (Z, ω) and a measurable cocycle α : G × Y → Aut(Z, ω)
such that A is isomorphic to B×α Z ∈ Act(G, Y × Z, ν × ω).

4.4 Proof of Lemma 4.1

Fix countable groups G1 and G2 along with a standard probability space (X,µ) and an action (A1,A2) ∈
Erg(G,X, µ). For j ∈ {1, 2} we simplify notation by writing Ej for the Aj-invariant σ-algebra EAj

and Ij for
the Aj -invariant expectation IAj

. Similarly, we write (Ej , ηj) for the space (EAj
, ηAj

) of ergodic components
of Aj and write Ej for the action EAjyA1−j

. Also write Mj and Nj respectively for the full and trivial mea-
surable σ-algebras on Ej . With these notations, our goal is to show that I1I2 = EX .

Using Theorem 1.2 we obtain a realization of the synergodic decomposition of (A1,A2) as the local product
E1�E2 ∈ Act(G1 × G2, E1 × E2, η1 × η2). Letting Φ : X → E1 × E2 be the associated factor map, by
construction we have:

E1 = Φ↑[M1 ×N2] E2 = Φ↑[N1 ×M2] (4.1)

Using the assumed ergodicity of (A1,A2), Theorem 4.1 provides a standard probability space (Y, ν) and a
measurable cocycle α : G× (E1 × E2) → Aut(Y, ν) such that A is isomorphic to the action:

(E1�E2)×α Z ∈ Act(G1 ×G2, E1 × E2 × Y, η1 × η2 × ν)

Moreover, the factor map Φ is implemented as the projection (x1, x2, y) 7→ (x1, x2) for (x1, x2, y) ∈ E1 ×
E2 × Y . Combining the last statement with (4.1) we find E1 = M1 × N2 × NZ and E2 = N1 × M2 × NZ .
Thus Lemma 4.1 follows from Proposition 4.1.
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5 Proof of Theorem 1.5

5.1 Proof of Clause (a) in Theorem 1.5

For a countable set S, a function ψ : S → C and z ∈ C we define the notation lims→∞ ψ(s) = z to mean that
for every ǫ > 0 there exists a finite subset F of S such that |ψ(s) − z| ≤ ǫ for all s ∈ S \ F . We recall that
a p.m.p. action A ∈ Act(G,X, µ) of a countable group G is defined to be strongly mixing if the following
holds for all C,D ∈ MX .

lim
g→∞

µ(AgC ∩D) = µ(C)µ(D)

We also have the following fact, which follows from Theorem 3.11 in [6]. (In fact a related notion of ‘weak
mixing’ suffices for Proposition 5.1, but we deal with strong mixing as the definition is much simpler and the
stronger condition will be satisfied in the cases of interest to us.)

Proposition 5.1. Let G be a countable group and let (X,µ) and (Y, ν) be standard probability spaces. Also
let A ∈ Act(G,X, µ) and B ∈ Act(G, Y, ν) be such that A is strongly mixing and B is ergodic. Then the
diagonal action A‖B ∈ Act(G,X × Y, µ× ν) is ergodic.

In particular, since the diagonal action A‖B corresponds to the restriction of A�B to the diagonal subgroup
{(g, g) : g ∈ G}, we obtain the following.

Corollary 5.1. Let G be a countable group and let (X,µ) and (Y, ν) be standard probability spaces. Also let
A ∈ Act(G,X, µ) and B ∈ Act(G, Y, ν) be such that A is strongly mixing and B is ergodic. Then the local
product A�B ∈ Act(G×G,X × Y, µ× ν) is ergodic.

We also recall that a p.m.p. action A ∈ Act(G,X, µ) is defined to be free if for all nontrivial elements g ∈ G

we have:
µ({x ∈ X : Agx = x}) = 0

Consider two standard probability spaces (X,µ) and (Y, ν) and suppose that A ∈ Act(G,X, µ) and B ∈
Act(G, Y, ν) are free actions. Then for any (g, h) ∈ G×G we have:

{

(x, y) ∈ X × Y : (Agx,Bhy) = (x, y)
}

=
(

{x ∈ X : Agx = x} × Y
)

∩
(

X × {y ∈ Y : Bhy = y}
)

If (g, h) is nontrivial as an element of G×G, then at least one of the sets in the intersection on the right of
the previous display has (µ× ν)-measure zero. Thus we obtain the following.

Proposition 5.2. Let (X,µ) and (Y, ν) be standard probability spaces and suppose that A ∈ Act(G,X, µ)
and B ∈ Act(G, Y, ν) are free actions. Then the local product A�B ∈ Act(G×G,X × Y, µ× ν) is free.

Now, let υ denote the uniform measure on the 2-point set {0, 1} and let G be a countable group, initially
assumed to be arbitrary. Also let

LG� LG ∈ Act
(

G×G, {0, 1}G × {0, 1}G, υG × υG
)

be the local product of the left Bernoulli G-shift over (X,µ) with itself. Since the action LG is strongly
mixing and free as long as G is infinite, by combining Corollary 5.1 and Proposition 5.2 we find that LG � LG

is free and ergodic.

Assume now that G is amenable. According to Proposition 13.2 in [11], this implies that the isomorphic
copies of any free ergodic action of G are dense in Act(G×G,X, µ) for any diffuse standard probability space
(X,µ). By applying this to LG � LG, we find that G is richly synergodic, and so the proof of Clause (a) in
Theorem 1.5 is complete.
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5.2 Generalities on C∗-algebras

In Subsection 5.2 we recall some basic constructions in the theory of C∗-algebras. If A is a C∗-algebra, we
will write || · ||A for the norm of A. If H is a Hilbert space, we write End(H) for the C∗-algebra of all bounded
operators on H. In this case we write || · ||op instead of || · ||End(H) and Un(H) instead of Un(End(H)). As
usual, we will refer to an ∗-homomorphism from A to End(H) as an ∗-representation of A on H.

We let A ⊙ B denote the algebraic tensor product of A and B, which is an ∗-algebra without a
specified norm. Given a ∗-algebra C and two ∗-homomorphisms α : A → C and β : B → C which commute
in the sense that α(a)β(b) = β(b)α(a) for all a ∈ A and b ∈ b, we let α ⊙ β denote the algebraic tensor
product of α and β, which is an ∗-homomorphism from A ⊙B to C that extends α and β in the natural
way. We let A⊗B denote the maximal C∗-tensor product of A and B, which is the C∗-algebra given
by completing A⊙B in the norm defined on an element φ ∈ A⊙B as follows.

||φ||
A⊗B

= sup
{

||(α ⊙ β)(φ)||op : α and β are commuting ∗ -representations of A and B

}

(5.1)

We also let A⊗B denote the minimal C∗-tensor product of A and B, which is the C∗-algebra given by
completing A⊙B in the norm defined on an element φ ∈ A⊙B as follows.

||φ||A⊗B = sup
{

||(α ⊗ β)(φ)||op : α and β are ∗ -representations of A and B

}

(5.2)

We refer the reader to Chapter 3 in [3] for more information on these tensor products.

If G is a countable group we let C[G] denote the group ring of G with complex coefficients. We enrich
C[G] with the structure of an ∗-algebra by defining φ∗(g) = φ(g−1) for φ ∈ C[G]. For a Hilbert space H and
ρ ∈ Rep(G,H), using linear extension we can define an element ρ(φ) of End(H) for any φ ∈ C[G]. Moreover,
the map φ 7→ ρ(φ) is an ∗-homomorphism from C[G] to End(H). We also write C∗(G) for the full group
C∗-algebra of G as in Section 2.5 of [3], and note that an element of C[G × G] can be naturally identified
with an element of the algebraic tensor product C∗(G)⊙ C∗(G).

5.3 Ergodic theory to representation theory

In Subsection 5.3 we discuss some connections between global aspects of ergodic theory and representation
theory. Given a countable group G and a separable Hilbert space H, we let Rep(G,H) be the set of unitary
representations of G on H. We endow the unitary group Un(H) with the strong operator topology, which is
defined by the stipulation that a sequence (un)n∈N of elements of Un(H) converges to u ∈ Un(H) if and only
if we have

lim
n→∞

||(un − u)ϑ||H = 0

for all ϑ ∈ H. We then endow Rep(G,H) with the topology it inherits as a closed subspace of Un(H)G. The
group Un(H) acts on Rep(G,H) by letting [u · ρ](g) = u−1ρ(g)u for ρ ∈ Rep(G,H), u ∈ Un(H) and g ∈ G.

If (X,µ) is a standard probability space and T ∈ Aut(X,µ) we write kT for the Koopman operator
of T, which is the element of Un(L2(X,µ)) defined by setting

[kT(g)ψ](x) = ψ(T−1x)
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for ψ ∈ L2(X,µ) and x ∈ X . Given A ∈ Act(G,X, µ), we also write kA for the Koopman representation
of A, which is the element of Rep(G,L2(X,µ)) defined by letting kA(g) = kAg for g ∈ G. The following
result appears as Proposition H.14 in [11].

Proposition 5.3. For any countable group the family of representations
{

u · kA : A ∈ Act(G,X, µ), u ∈ Un(L2(X,µ))
}

is dense in Rep(G,L2(X,µ)).

In Section (B) of Chapter 1 in [11] it is shown that the map T → kT from Aut(X,µ) to Un(L2(X,µ)) is
continuous. Hence the map A 7→ kA from Act(G,X, µ) to Rep(G,L2(X,µ)) is continuous. Thus we we obtain
the following corollary of Proposition 5.3.

Corollary 5.2. Let G be a countable group and let S be a dense subset of Act(G,X, µ). Then we have that
the family

{

u · kA : A ∈ S, u ∈ Un(L2(X,µ))
}

is dense in Rep(G,L2(X,µ)).

We now show the following connection between operator norms of group ring elements and the topology of
Rep(G,H).

Proposition 5.4. For any group G and any φ ∈ C[G] we have the the function ρ 7→ ||ρ(φ)||op is a lower
semicontinuous map from Rep(G,H) to R.

Proof of Proposition 5.4. First observe that for any ϑ ∈ H we have:

||ρ(φ)ϑ||2 = 〈ρ(φ)ϑ, ρ(φ)ϑ〉 = 〈ρ(φ)∗ρ(φ)ϑ, ϑ〉 = 〈ρ(φ∗φ)ϑ, ϑ〉

Therefore can express the operator norm as follows:

||ρ(φ)||2op = sup
{

〈ρ(φ∗φ)ϑ, ϑ〉 : ϑ ∈ H is a unit vector
}

(5.3)

Now, suppose that (ρn)n∈N is a sequence of elements of Rep(G,H) which converges to an element ρ ∈
Rep(G,H). Fix φ ∈ C[G] and a unit vector ϑ ∈ H. From the definition of the topology on Rep(G,H), we
see that the following holds for all g ∈ G:

lim
n→∞

〈ρn(g)ϑ, ϑ〉 = 〈ρ(g)ϑ, ϑ〉

Since φ is finitely supported, it follows that:

lim
n→∞

〈ρn(φ
∗φ)ϑ, ϑ〉 = 〈ρ(φ∗φ)ϑ, ϑ〉

By applying (5.3) to ρn, we see that the following holds for all n ∈ N.

||ρn(φ)||
2
op ≥ 〈ρn(φ

∗φ)ϑ, ϑ〉

Combining the previous two displays we obtain:

lim inf
n→∞

||ρn(φ)||
2
op ≥ 〈ρ(φ∗φ)ϑ, ϑ〉

Since ϑ was an arbitrary unit vector in H, we can combine the previous display with (5.3) to find

lim inf
n→∞

||ρn(φ)||
2
op ≥ ||ρ(φ)||2op

and so the proof of Proposition 5.4 is complete.
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It is clear that for any ρ ∈ Rep(G,H), any u ∈ Un(H) and any φ ∈ C[G] we have ||[u · ρ](φ)||op = ||ρ(φ)||op.
Thus from Corollary 5.2 and Proposition 5.4 we obtain the following.

Corollary 5.3. Let G be a countable group and let φ ∈ C[G]. Also let S be a dense subset of Act(G,X, µ).
Then for any unitary representation ρ of G on a Hilbert space we have:

||ρ(φ)||op ≤ sup{||kA(φ)||op : A ∈ S}

5.4 Rich synergodicity and tensor products

We now establish the following result connecting synergodicity and the minimal tensor product norm.

Proposition 5.5. Let G be a countable group and let (A,B) ∈ Act(G×G,X, µ) be a synergodic action. Then
for any φ ∈ C[G×G] we have:

||kA,B(φ)||op ≤ ||φ||⊗

Proof of Proposition 5.5. According to Theorem 1.3, there exist standard probability spaces (Y, ν) and (Z, ω)
along with actions C ∈ Act(G, Y, ν) and D ∈ Act(G,Z, ω) such that (A,B) is isomorphic to the local product
C�D. Then we have kC�D = kC ⊗ kD where kC : G → Un(L2(Y, ν)) and kD : G → Un(L2(Z, ω)) are the
individual Koopman representations and the tensor product corresponds to the Hilbert space decomposition:

L2(X,µ) ∼= L2(Y, ν)⊗ L2(Z, ω)

It follows directly from the definition (5.2) that:

||(kC ⊗ kD)(φ)||op ≤ ||φ||⊗

Thus we find ||kC�D(φ)||op ≤ ||φ||⊗ and so ||kA,B(φ)||op ≤ ||φ||⊗ as required.

From Corollary 5.3 and Proposition 5.5 it follows that for a richly synergodic group G and any φ ∈ C[G×G]
we have ||φ||⊗ ≤ ||φ||⊗. Since the reverse inequality is trivial, we obtain the following.

Corollary 5.4. Suppose G is a richly synergodic group. Then we have ||φ||⊗ = ||φ||⊗ for all φ ∈ C[G×G].

5.5 Proof of Clause (b) in Theorem 1.5

In the theory of operator algebras, the phrase ‘Connes’ embedding conjecture’ can refer to any of a prolifer-
ation of statements which have been shown to be equivalent to the original conjecture from [5]. Of relevance
to us is a formulation from [12] that asserts Connes’ embedding conjecture is equivalent to the statement
that for some d ≥ 2 we have:

C∗(Fd)⊗C∗(Fd) = C∗(Fd)⊗C∗(Fd)

(See also Section 15 in [16] for a somewhat more direct exposition.) Examining the definitions in (5.1) and
(5.2), we see that the above equality of C∗-algebras is equivalent to the assertion that ||φ||⊗ = ||φ||⊗ for all
φ ∈ C[Fd × Fd]. Using Corollary 5.4 we find the assertion that Fd is richly synergodic for some d ≥ 2 implies
Connes’ embedding conjecture. Thus the refutation in [9] implies that Fd is not richly synergodic.
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