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HYPERTRACE AND ENTROPY GAP CHARACTERIZATIONS

OF PROPERTY (T) FOR II1 FACTORS

SHUOXING ZHOU

Abstract. We establish a hypertrace characterization of property (T) for II1
factors: Given a II1 factors M , M does not have property (T) if and only if
there exists a von Neumann algebra A with M ⊂ A such that A admits a
M -hypertrace but no normal hypertrace. For M without property (T), such
an inclusion M ⊂ A also admits almost vanishing Furstenberg entropy. With
the same construction of M ⊂ A, we also establish similar characterizations
of Haagerup property for II1 factors.

1. Introduction

In ergodic group theory, an important way to study the properties of a countable
discrete group Γ is by considering different nonsingular actions Γ y (X, νX). A
classical example is to study amenability of Γ by the left translation action Γ y Γ.
For a nonsingular action Γ y (X, νX), we have L(Γ) ⊂ L(Γ y X). Therefore, for
a tracial von Neumann algebra (M, τ), the noncommutative analogue of Γ y X is
naturally the inclusion M ⊂ A for different von Neumann algebras A. A classical
example for the application of M ⊂ A is to study amenability of (M, τ) through
the inclusion M ⊂ B(L2(M)).

Just like amenability, property (T) of Γ can also be studied through the group
actions Γ y (X, νX). For a nonsingular action Γ y (X, νX) and a measure µ ∈
Prob(Γ), the Furstenberg entropy [Fur63a] of (X, νX) with respect to µ is defined
to be

hµ(X, νX) = −

∫

Γ×X

log

(
dγ−1νX
dνX

(x)

)
dµ(γ)dνX(x).

A nonsingular action Γ y (X, νX) is said to be properly nonsingular if νX is not
equivalent to a Γ-invariant probability measure. It is proved in [Nev03] and [BHT16]
that Γ has property (T) if and only if it has entropy gap, that is, for any generating
measure µ ∈ Prob(Γ), there exists ǫ = ǫ(µ) > 0 such that for any ergodic, properly
nonsingular action Γ y (X, νX), one has hµ(X, νX) > ǫ.

Recently, Das-Peterson [DP22] extended the entropy theory to the noncommu-
tative setting M ⊂ A, which we refer to 2.1 and 2.2 for a brief introduction of the
definition. They also proved that any II1 factor with property (T) has entropy gap
(Definition 4.1), while the converse is left open. Then Amine Marrakchi asked the
following question: Does entropy gap characterize property (T) for II1 factors? The
goal of this paper is to answer this question.

Recently, with the tool of Gaussian functor, Arano-Isono-Marrakchi [AIM21,
Corollary 7.5] established a series of new characterizations of property (T) for locally
compact group, including the entropy gap characterization: For a locally compact
group G, the following are equivalent:
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(i) G does not have property (T);
(ii) G admits a nonsingular action which has an invariant mean but no invariant

probability measure;
(iii) G admits a nonsingular action which has almost vanishing entropy but no

invariant probability measure.

Moreover, Arano-Isono-Marrakchi [AIM21, Corollary 7.6] also established a se-
ries of similarly characterizations of Haagerup property for locally compact group:
For a locally compact group G, the following are equivalent:

(i) G has the Haagerup property;
(ii) G admits a nonsingular action σ : G y X of zero-type (i.e., the Koopman

representation πσ : Gy L2(X) is mixing) which has an invariant mean;
(iii) G admits a nonsingular action of zero-type with almost vanishing entropy.

Inspired by the results above, with the tool of Shlyakhtenko’s A-valued semicir-
cular system [Shl99], which can be considered as the noncommutative analogue of
Gaussian factor, we establish a series of similar characterizations of property (T)
for II1 factor and we answer Marrakchi’s question. Before presenting the theorem,
we refer to subsection 2.6 for the definition of property (T) and subsection 2.1 and
2.2 for the notations of entropy theory on M ⊂ A.

Theorem A. Let (M, τ) be a separable II1 factor. The following conditions are
equivalent.

(i) M does not have property (T);
(ii) There exists an inclusion M ⊂ A such that L2(A) has M -almost central

unit vectors, but no non-zero M -central vectors;
(iii) There exists an inclusion M ⊂ A such that there exists a (M, τ)-hypertrace

on A, but no normal hypertrace;
(iv) There exists an inclusion M ⊂ A such that there exists a conditional ex-

pectation from A onto M , but no normal conditional expectation;
(v) There exists an inclusion M ⊂ A without normal conditional expectation

that admits almost vanishing Furstenberg entropy, that is, there exists a
normal regular strongly generating hyperstate ϕ ∈ Sτ (B(L2(M))) and a
net of normal faithful hyperstates (ϕi)i∈I on A such that

lim
i
hϕ(A, ϕi) = 0;

(vi) M does not have entropy gap.

The construction of M ⊂ A in Theorem A also applies to II1 factors with
Haagerup property. Hence we have the following theorem of characterization of
Haagerup property for II1 factors, which is is the noncommutative analogue of
[AIM21, Corollary 7.6]:

Theorem B. Let (M, τ) be a separable II1 factor. The following conditions are
equivalent.

(i) M has the Haagerup property;
(ii) There exists an inclusion M ⊂ A such that L2(A) is M -mixing and has

M -almost central unit vectors;
(iii) There exists an inclusion M ⊂ A such that L2(A) is M -mixing and there

exists a (M, τ)-hypertrace on A;
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(iv) There exists an inclusion M ⊂ A such that L2(A) is M -mixing and M ⊂ A
admits almost vanishing Furstenberg entropy.

Conventions. In this paper, we only consider separable von Neumann algebras and
separable Hilbert bimodules. When A is a von Neumann algebra, by an inclusion
M ⊂ A, we mean M can be embedding into A as a von Neumann subalgebra
(rather than just C∗-subalgebra). For any σ-finite von Neumann algebra N , we
denote by (N,L2(N), JN , L

2(N)+) the standard form (see [Ha75]) of N . Without
special instructions, any inner product is linear in the first slot and anti-linear in
the second one.

2. Preliminaries

2.1 Hyperstates and u.c.p. maps. Fix a tracial von Neumann algebra (M, τ).
Following [DP22], for a C∗-algebra A such that M ⊂ A and a state ψ on A, we
say that ψ is a τ -hyperstate if ψ|M = τ . And we say that a τ -hyperstate ψ is a
hypertrace if for any x ∈M , xψ = ψx (i.e. ψ(x · ) = ψ( ·x)).

We denote by Sτ (A) the set of τ -hyperstates on A. For ψ ∈ Sτ (A), we naturally
have L2(M, τ) ⊂ L2(A, ψ). For convention, we simply denote L2(M, τ) by L2(M).
Let eM ∈ B(L2(A, ψ)) be the orthogonal projection onto L2(M). The u.c.p. map
Pψ : A → B(L2(M)) is defined as

Pψ(T ) = eMTeM , T ∈ A.

Following [DP22, Proposition 2.1], ψ 7→ Pψ is a bijection between hyperstates on
A and u.c.p. M -bimodular maps from A to B(L2(M)), whose inverse is P 7→

〈P( · )1̂, 1̂〉. When A is a von Neumann algebra, ψ is normal if and only if Pψ is
normal.

For ψ ∈ Sτ (A) and ϕ ∈ Sτ (B(L2(M))), the convolution ϕ∗ψ ∈ Sτ (A) is defined
to be the hyperstate associated with the M -bimodular u.c.p. map Pϕ ◦Pψ. And ψ
is said to be ϕ-stationary if ϕ ∗ ψ = ψ.

Let ϕ ∈ Sτ (B(L2(M))) be a hyperstate. The set of Pϕ-harmonic operators
is defined to be

Har(Pϕ) = Har(B(L2(M)),Pϕ) = {T ∈ B(L2(M)) | Pϕ(T ) = T }.

The noncommutative Poisson boundary Bϕ of M with respect to ϕ is defined
to be the noncommutative Poisson boundary of the u.c.p. map Pϕ as defined by
Izumi [Izu02], that is, the Poisson boundary Bϕ is the unique C∗-algebra (a von
Neumann algebra when ϕ is normal) that is isomorphic, as an operator system, to
the space of harmonic operators Har(Pϕ). And the isomorphism P : Bϕ → Har(Pϕ)
is called the ϕ-Poisson transform. SinceM ⊂ Har(Pϕ), M can also be embedded
into Bϕ as a subalgebra. We said that Bϕ is trivial if Bϕ = M . For the inclusion
M ⊂ Bϕ, ζ := ϕ ◦ P ∈ Sτ (Bϕ) is the canonical ϕ-stationary hyperstate on Bϕ.

Following [DP22, Proposition 2.8], for a normal hyperstate ϕ ∈ Sτ (B(L2(M))),
there exists a sequence {zn} ⊂ M such that

∑∞
n=1 z

∗
nzn = 1, and ϕ and Pϕ admit

the following standard form:

ϕ(T ) =

∞∑

n=1

〈T ẑ∗n, ẑ
∗
n〉, Pϕ(T ) =

∞∑

n=1

(Jz∗nJ)T (JznJ), T ∈ B(L2(M)).

Following [DP22, Proposition 2.5 and the unnumbered remark right after Proposi-
tion 2.8], ϕ is said to be
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• regular, if
∞∑
n=1

z∗nzn =
∞∑
n=1

znz
∗
n = 1;

• strongly generating, if the unital algebra (rather than the unital ∗-
algebra) generated by {zn} is weakly dense in M .

Following [DP22, Proposition 2.9], when ϕ is a normal regular strongly generating
hyperstate, the canonical hyperstate ζ = ϕ ◦ P is a normal faithful hyperstate on
Bϕ.

2.2 Entropy. Following [DP22], for a normal hyperstate ϕ ∈ Sτ (B(L2(M))), let

Aϕ ∈ B(L2(M)) be the trace class operator associated to ϕ. The entropy of ϕ is
defined to be

H(ϕ) = −Tr(Aϕ logAϕ).

The asymptotic entropy of ϕ is defined to be

h(ϕ) = lim
n→∞

H(ϕ∗n)

n
.

For a von Neumann algebraA such thatM ⊂ A and a normal faithful hyperstate
ζ ∈ Sτ (A), let ∆ζ : L2(A, ζ) → L2(A, ζ) be the modular operator of (A, ζ), i.e.,
∆ζ = S∗

ζSζ , where Sζ : L2(A, ζ) → L2(A, ζ) is an unbounded anti-linear operator

given by the closure of S0 : aξζ 7→ a∗ξζ (a ∈ A, ξζ ∈ L2(A, ζ) is the cyclic
vector). For the details regarding Tomita-Takesaki theory, we refer to [Tak03,
Chapter VI-IX]. Let e ∈ B(L2(A, ζ)) be the orthogonal projection onto L2(M).
The Furstenberg-type entropy of (A, ζ) with respect to ϕ is defined to be

hϕ(A, ζ) = −ϕ(e log∆ζe).

2.3 The standard form of von Neumann algebras. Let A be a σ-finite
von Neumann algebra. Following [Ha75], the standard form of A is a quadruple
(A, H, J, P ) such that H is a Hilbert space with A ⊂ B(H); J : H → H is an
anti-unitary with J2 = 1; P ⊂ H is a self-dual cone, i.e., P ’s dual cone P o := {ξ ∈
H | 〈ξ, η〉 ≥ 0, ∀η ∈ P} satisfies P o = P ; and (A, H, J, P ) satisfies the following
conditions:

(1) JAJ = A′ ∩B(H);
(2) JcJ = c∗ for any c ∈ Z(A), the center of A;
(3) Jξ = ξ for any ξ ∈ P ;
(4) a(JaJ)P ⊂ P .

The standard form is unique up to unitary equivalence: Assume that (A, H̃, J̃ , P̃ )
is another quadruple satisfying the above conditions. Then there exists a unique
unitary u : H → H̃ such that

(a) πH(a) = uπH̃(a)u∗ (a ∈ A), where πH : A → B(H) and πH̃ : A → B(H̃)

are the representations of A on H and H̃ respectively;
(b) J̃ = uJu∗;

(c) P̃ = uP .

Therefore, the standard form of A only depends on A itself, and we denote it by
(A, L2(A), JA, L

2(A)+). In particular, for any normal faithful state ϕ on A, we can
take

(A, L2(A), JA, L
2(A)+) = (A, L2(A, ϕ), Jϕ, L

2(A, ϕ)+),

where Jϕ = ∆
1/2
ϕ Sϕ = Sϕ∆

−1/2
ϕ is the modular conjugation operator of (A, ϕ) and

L2(A, ϕ)+ is the closure of {a(JϕaJϕ)ξϕ | a ∈ A} [Ha75, Lemma 2.9].
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The Hilbert space L2(A) admits a naturalA-bimodule structure: aξb = a(JAb
∗JA)ξ

(ξ ∈ L2(A), a, b ∈ A). Following [Ha75, Lemma 2.6], for a orthogonal projection
p ∈ A, we have L2(pAp) = pL2(A)p as pAp-bimodules.

Following [Ha75, Lemma 2.10], any normal positive functional ω ∈ A+
∗ admits a

unique cyclic vector ξω ∈ L2(A)+, i.e., ω = 〈 · ξω , ξω〉. Moreover, ξ 7→ ωξ = 〈 · ξ, ξ〉
is a homeomorphism between L2(A)+ and A+

∗ which satisfies that for any ξ, η ∈
L2(A)+,

‖ξ − η‖2 ≤ ‖ωξ − ωη‖ ≤ ‖ξ − η‖‖ξ + η‖.

2.4 Connes fusion tensor product. For convenience, the inner product in
this subsection is linear in the second slot and anti-linear in the first one. Following
[Con80] (see also [AP17]), for a tracial von Neumann algebra (M, τ) and a von
Neumann algebraN , let NHM be a N -M -bimodule and MKN be aM -N -bimodule.
Let

H0 = {ξ ∈ H | ∃c ≥ 0 such that ‖ξx‖ ≤ c‖x‖2,τ for any x ∈M}

be the set of left M-bounded vectors in H . For ξ ∈ H0, let Lξ : L2(M) → H
be the bounded operator extended by x̂ 7→ ξx (x ∈ M). For ξ1, ξ2 ∈ H0, let
〈ξ1, ξ2〉M = L∗

ξ1
Lξ2 ∈ M . Similarly, we can define the set of right M-bounded

vectors in K and denote it by 0K. And for η ∈ 0K define Rη : L2(M) → K by
Rη(x̂) = xη (x ∈M). For η1, η2 ∈ 0K, let M 〈η1, η2〉 = R∗

η1Rη2 ∈M .
Then Connes tensor fusion product H ⊗M K is the Hilbert space deduced

from the algebraic tensor product H0 ⊙ 0K by separation and completion relative
to sesquilinear form

〈ξ1 ⊗ η1, ξ2 ⊗ η2〉 = 〈η1, 〈ξ1, ξ2〉Mη2〉K ,

or equivalently,
〈ξ1 ⊗ η1, ξ2 ⊗ η2〉 = 〈ξ1M 〈η1, η2〉, ξ2〉H .

And H ⊗M K admits a natural N -bimodule structure given by

y(ξ ⊗M η) = (yξ)⊗M η, (ξ ⊗M η)y = ξ ⊗M (ηy) (y ∈ N, ξ ∈ H0, η ∈ 0K).

2.5 Jones’ basic construction. Following [Jon83] (see also [AP17]), let (M, τ)
be a tracial von Neumann algebra and B ⊂ M be a von Neumann subalgebra.
Let eB ∈ B(L2(M)) be the orthogonal projection onto L2(B). The von Neumann
algebra 〈M, eB〉 ⊂ B(L2(M)) generated by M and eB is called the Jones’ basic
construction of B ⊂M , which satisfies

(1) eBxeB = EB(x)eB = eBEB(x) for every x ∈M ;
(2) JMeB = eBJM for the modular conjugation operator JM on L2(M);
(3) 〈M, eB〉 = (JMBJM )′;

(4) 〈M, eB〉 = span{xeBy | x, y ∈M}
w.o.

;
(5) τ̂ (xeBy) = τ(xy) (x, y ∈M) defines a normal faithful semi-finite trace τ̂ on

〈M, eB〉.

The following lemma is a well-known result regarding Jones’ basic construction.

Lemma 2.1. Let (M, τ) be a tracial von Neumann algebra and B ⊂ M be a
von Neumann subalgebra. Let eB ∈ B(L2(M)) be the orthogonal projection onto
L2(B) and B = 〈M, eB〉. Then there exists an isomorphism between the following
B-bimodules:

BL
2(B)B ∼= BL

2(M)B
⊗

B

BL
2(M)B.
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Note that B = 〈M, eB〉 = (JMBJM )′ ⊂ B(L2(M)). Hence L2(M) can be naturally
considered as a B-B bimodule. And by considering the right action of B on L2(M)
given by JM 〈M, eB〉JM , L2(M) can also be considered as a B-B bimodule.

Proof. For convenience, any inner product in this proof is linear in the second slot
and anti-linear in the first one.

Note that there exists a normal faithful semi-finite trace τ̂ on B satisfying

(2.1) τ̂ (xeBy) = τ(xy) (x, y ∈M).

Following [Ha75, Theorem 2.3], we may assume L2(B) = L2(B, τ̂). Let B0 = {z ∈
B | τ̂(z∗z) < +∞}. Denote by ẑ ∈ L2(B) the image of z ∈ B0 in the semi-cyclic
representation of τ̂ . Let JB be the conjugate operator of B. Since τ̂ is a semi-finite
trace, for z ∈ B0 and a, b ∈ B, we have

a(JBb
∗JB)ẑ = âzb.

Let ξ ∈ L2(M) be the τ -cyclic vector and EB : M → B the τ -preserving condi-
tional expectation. Define Φ0: Mξ ⊙Mξ → L2(B) by

Φ0(aξ ⊙ bξ) = âeBb (a, b ∈M).

For any ai, bi ∈M (i = 1, 2), we have

〈b1ξ, 〈a1ξ, a2ξ〉Bb2ξ〉 = 〈b1ξ, EB(a
∗
1a2)b2ξ〉 = τ(b∗1EB(a

∗
1a2)b2).

By (2.1) and EB(a)eB = eBaeB (a ∈M) in 〈M, eB〉, we further have

τ(b∗1EB(a
∗
1a2)b2) = τ̂ (b∗1EB(a

∗
1a2)eBb2)

= τ̂ ((a1eBb1)
∗(a2eBb2)) = 〈Φ0(a1ξ ⊙ b1ξ),Φ0(a2ξ ⊙ b2ξ)〉.

Therefore, we have 〈b1ξ, 〈a1ξ, a2ξ〉Bb2ξ〉 = 〈Φ0(a1ξ ⊙ b1ξ),Φ0(a2ξ ⊙ b2ξ)〉 and Φ0

induces an isometry Φ : L2(M)⊗B L
2(M) → L2(B) defined by

Φ(aξ ⊗ bξ) = âeBb (a, b ∈M).

Since span{aeBb | a, b ∈ M} is weakly dense in B = 〈M, eB〉, the image of Φ
is dense in L2(B). Also, for Φ being an isometry, we know that Φ must be an
isomorphism between Hilbert spaces.

Obviously, Φ is M -bimodular. To prove it is 〈M, eB〉-bimodular, we only need

to prove Φ(eBaξ ⊗ bξ) = ̂eBaeBb and Φ(aξ ⊗ JMe
∗
BJM bξ) =

̂aeBbeB.
For a, b ∈ M , by eBaξ = EB(a)ξ in L2(B) and eBaeB = EB(a)eB = eBEB(a)

in 〈M, eB〉, we have

Φ(eBaξ ⊗ bξ) = Φ(EB(a)ξ ⊗ bξ) = ̂EB(a)eBb = ̂eBaeBb.

Also note that JMe
∗
BJM = eB in B(L2(M)), then we have

Φ(aξ ⊗ JMe
∗
BJM bξ) = Φ(aξ ⊗ EB(b)ξ) = ̂aeBE(b) = ̂aeBbeB.

Therefore, Φ is a 〈M, eB〉-bimodular isomorphism. �
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2.6 Weakly mixing bimodules and property (T). LetM be a von Neumann
algebra and H be a M -bimodule. The contragredient M-bimodule of H is a
M -bimodule H̄ satisfying that H̄ = {ξ̄ | ξ ∈ H} is the conjugate Hilbert space

of H and the M -bimodule structure is given by xξ̄y = y∗ξx∗ (ξ̄ ∈ H̄ , x, y ∈ M).
Following [PS12] and [Bou14], theM -bimoduleH is said to be left weakly mixing
if it satisfies the following equivalent conditions:

(1) The M -bimodule H ⊗M H̄ contains no non-zero M -central vector;
(2) There exists a sequence (un) ⊂ U(M) such that for any ξ, η ∈ H ,

lim
n

sup
y∈(M)1

|〈unξy, η〉| = 0.

Let H be a left weakly mixing M -bimodule and (un) be as in condition (2). Then
for any ξ, η ∈ H , we have limn |〈unξu

∗
n, η〉| = 0. Therefore, H contains no non-zero

M -central vector.
Similarly, we can define the right weakly mixing M -bimodules. We say that

H is weakly mixing if it is both left and right weakly mixing. Following [PS12,
Proportion 2.4], for any weakly mixing M -bimodule H and n ≥ 1, H⊗n

M is still
weakly mixing.

The notion of property (T) is firstly introduced for locally compact groups in
[Kaž67] and then extended to tracial von Neumann algebras in [CJ85]. Let M be
a II1 factor and H be a M -bimodule. A vector ξ ∈ H is M-central if xξ = ξx
for any x ∈ M . A sequence (ξn) ⊂ H is M-almost central if limn ‖xξ − ξx‖ = 0
for any x ∈ M . Then M has property (T) if any M -bimodule admitting almost
central unit vectors contains a non-zero central vector.

Recently, Tan [Tan23] proved that a separable II1 factor does not have property
(T) if and only if it admits a weakly mixing bimodule which has almost central unit
vectors.

2.7 Mixing bimodules and Haagerup property. Following [PS12], for a von
Neumann algebra M , a M -bimodule H is said to be left mixing if for every
sequence (un) ⊂ U(M) such that un → 0 weakly, we have

lim
n

sup
y∈(M)1

|〈unξy, η〉| = 0.

Similarly, we can define the right mixing M -bimodules. We said that H is
mixing if it is both left and right mixing.

For the same reason in the weakly mixing case, any mixing bimodule has no non-
zero central vector. Let H be a left mixing M -bimodule and K be a M -bimodule.
Then for any non-zero vectors ξ1, ξ2 ∈ H0, η1, η2 ∈ 0K and (un) ⊂ U(M) such that
un → 0 weakly, we have

lim
n

sup
y∈(M)1

|〈un(ξ1 ⊗ η1)y, ξ2 ⊗ η2〉|

= lim
n

sup
y∈(M)1

|〈unξ1M 〈η1y, η2〉, ξ2〉|

≤ lim
n

sup
z∈(M)1

‖Rη1‖‖Rη2‖|〈unξ1z, ξ2〉|

=0,
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where the inequality holds for taking z = ‖Rη1‖
−1‖Rη2‖

−1
M 〈η1y, η2〉 ∈ (M)1.

Therefore, H ⊗M K is still left mixing. Similarly, when H is a right mixing M -
bimodule and K is a M -bimodule, K ⊗M H is still right mixing. In particular,
when H is mixing, H⊗n

M is still mixing for any n ≥ 1.
The notion of Haagerup property is firstly introduced for locally compact groups

in [Ha79] and then extended to tracial von Neumann algebras in [Cho83]. Following
[BF11], [OOT17] and [DEP23], a II1 factor M has the Haagerup property if it
admits a mixing M -bimodule which has almost central unit vectors.

2.8 Shlyakhtenko’s M-valued semicircular system. Following [Shl99], let
(M, τ) be a tracial von Neumann algebra and (H, J) be a symmetric M -bimodule,
i.e., J : H → H is an anti-unitary operator satisfying J2 = 1 and J(xξy) =
y∗J(ξ)x∗ for any ξ ∈ H and x, y ∈M . Define the full Fock space of H by

FM (H) = L2(M)⊕
∞⊕

n=1

H⊗n
M .

Then Shlyakhtenko’s M-valued semicircular system of H is a tracial von
Neumann algebra (M̃, τ̃) such that M ⊂ M̃ ⊂ B(FM (H)) and L2(M̃, τ̃ ) = FM (H)

as M -bimodules with 1̂ ∈ L2(M) ⊂ FM (H) as the τ̃ -cyclic vector.

The condition ofH being symmetric is the key for M̃ to be tracial. For simplicity,
we omit details of the construction of (M̃, τ) here and refer to [Shl99] for interested

readers. The only result that will be used in this paper is the fact that L2(M̃, τ̃) =
FM (H) as M -bimodules.

3. Hyperstates, hypertraces and noncommutative boundary map

In this section, we will prove several lemmas regarding hyperstates and hyper-
trace, preparing for the proofs of main theorems. We also develop the noncommu-
tative Furstenberg boundary map (Theorem 3.2), as another application of Lemma
3.1.

The following lemma explains the relationship between hypertraces and condi-
tional expectations.

Lemma 3.1. Let (M, τ) be a tracial von Neumann algebra and A be a von Neumann
algebra such that M ⊂ A. Then a hyperstate ϕ ∈ Sτ (A) is a (normal) hypertrace if
and only if the associated u.c.p. map Pϕ : A → B(L2(M)) is a (normal) conditional
expectation from A to M .

Proof. Fix a hyperstate ϕ ∈ Sτ (A). Assume that ϕ is a hypertrace. Since we
already have Pϕ(x) = x for any x ∈M , we only need to prove that Pϕ(T ) ∈M for
any T ∈ A. Fix a T ∈ A. For any u ∈ U(M) and a, b ∈M , we have

〈Pϕ(T )â, b̂〉 = ϕ(b∗Ta) = ϕ(u∗b∗Tau) = 〈Pϕ(T )âu, b̂u〉 = 〈(JuJ)Pϕ(T )(Ju
∗J)â, b̂〉.

Therefore, Pϕ(T ) = (JuJ)Pϕ(T )(Ju
∗J) for any u ∈ U(M). Hence Pϕ(T ) ∈M for

any T ∈ A and Pϕ : A → M is a conditional expectation.
Assume that Pϕ is a conditional expectation from A to M . Then for any T ∈ A,

we have Pϕ(T ) ∈M . For any u ∈ U(M) and T ∈ A, we have

ϕ(u∗Tu) = 〈Pϕ(T )û, û〉 = 〈(JuJ)Pϕ(T )(Ju
∗J)1̂, 1̂〉 = 〈Pϕ(T )1̂, 1̂〉 = ϕ(T ).

Hence u∗ϕu = ϕ for any u ∈ U(M) and ϕ is a hypertrace.
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Moreover, by [DP22, Proposition 2.1], the hyperstate ϕ ∈ Sτ (A) is normal if and
only if Pϕ is normal. Therefore, ϕ is a normal hypertrace if and only if Pϕ : A →M
is a normal conditional expectation. �

Before applying Lemma 3.1 to the proof of main theorems, we would like to
present another application of Lemma 3.1, the noncommutative Furstenberg bound-
ary map.

Let’s recall the classical Furstenberg boundary map[Fur63a, Fur63b]: Let Γ be
a countable discrete group, µ ∈ Prob(Γ) be a generating measure and (B, νB) be
the (Γ, µ)-Poisson boundary. Then the following facts hold:

(a) For any compact metrizable (Γ, µ)-space (X, ν), there exists an (essen-
tially) unique Γ-equivalent measurable map βν : B → Prob(X) such that∫
B βν(b)dνB(b) = ν. The map βν : B → Prob(X) is usually called
Furstenberg’s boundary map;

(b) For any compact metrizable (Γ, µ)-space (X, ν), (X, ν) is a (Γ, µ)-boundary
(i.e. Γ-equivalent measurable factor of (B, νB)) if and only if for νB-a.e.
b ∈ B, βν(b) = δπ(b) ∈ Prob(X) is a Dirac mass;

(c) The Poisson boundary (B, νB) is trivial (i.e. (B, νB) = {∗}) if and only if
for any compact metrizable Γ-space X , any µ-stationary Borel probability
measure ν ∈ Prob(X) is Γ-invariant.

Furstenberg’s boundary map βν : B → Prob(X) can be equivalently regarded

as the Γ-equivalent u.c.p. map β̂ : C(X) → L∞(B): f 7→ (b 7→ βb(f)). And

βb = βν(b) is a Dirac mass for νB-a.e. b ∈ B if and only if β̂ is a ∗-homomorphism.
Inspired by these facts, we are able to develop the noncommutative Furstenberg’s
boundary map.

For a tracial von Neumann (M, τ), a hyperstate ϕ ∈ Sτ (B(L2(M))) and a C∗-
algebra A with M ⊂ A, we denote the set of ϕ-stationary hyperstates on A by
Sϕ(A). For any operator system C with M ⊂ C, we denote the set of M -bimodular
u.c.p. maps from A to C by UCPM (A, C). Following [Zh24, Definition 3.7], up to
state preserving isomorphisms, a ϕ-boundary is a von subalgebra (B0, ζ0) of the
ϕ-Poisson boundary (Bϕ, ζ) such that (M, τ) ⊂ (B0, ζ0) ⊂ (Bϕ, ζ).

Theorem 3.2. Let (M, τ) be a tracial von Neumann algebra, ϕ ∈ Sτ (B(L2(M)))
be a normal regular strongly generating hyperstate and (Bϕ, ζ) be the ϕ-Poisson
boundary with canonical hyperstate. Then

(1) For any C∗-algebra A withM ⊂ A, there is a bijection between UCPM (A,Bϕ)
and Sϕ(A), which is given by Ψ 7→ ζ ◦Ψ.

(2) For a von Neumann algebra B0 with M ⊂ B0 and a normal faithful ϕ-
stationary hyperstate ζ0 ∈ Sϕ(B0), (B0, ζ0) is a ϕ-boundary if and only
if the associated u.c.p. map Ψζ0 : B0 → Bϕ (i.e. ζ0 = ζ ◦ Ψζ0) is a
∗-homomorphism.

(3) Bϕ is trivial (i.e. Bϕ =M) if and only if for any C∗-algebra A withM ⊂ A,
any ϕ-stationary hyperstate ψ on A must be a (M, τ)-hypertrace.

Proof. (1) Following [DP22, Proposition 2.1], there is a bijection between Sτ (A)
and UCPM (A, B(L2(M))) given by ψ 7→ Pψ. It is easy to see that ψ ∈ Sτ (A)
is ϕ-stationary (i.e. Pϕ ◦ Pψ = Pψ) if and only if Pψ(A) ⊂ Har(Pϕ). Hence
this bijection maps Sϕ(A) to UCPM (A,Har(Pϕ)). Let P : Bϕ → Har(Pϕ) be the
Poisson transform. Then ψ 7→ Ψψ := P−1 ◦ Pψ is a bijection between Sϕ(A) and
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UCPM (A,Bϕ). Moreover, since for any ψ ∈ Sϕ(A),

ζ ◦Ψψ = (ζ ◦ P−1) ◦ Pψ = ϕ ◦ Pψ = 〈Pϕ ◦ Pψ( · )1̂, 1̂〉 = ϕ ∗ ψ = ψ,

we know that Ψ 7→ ζ ◦ Ψ is exactly the inverse of ψ 7→ Ψψ. Therefore, Ψ 7→ ζ ◦ Ψ
is a bijection between UCPM (A,Bϕ) and Sϕ(A).

(2) If (B0, ζ0) is a ϕ-boundary, let Φ : (B0, ζ0) → (Bϕ, ζ) be the state preserving
embedding. Then by the uniqueness of the u.c.p. map Ψ in (1), we must have
Ψζ0 = Φ. Therefore, Ψζ0 : B0 → Bϕ is a ∗-homomorphism.

Assume that Ψζ0 is a ∗-homomorphism. Since Ψζ0 : (B0, ζ0) → (Bϕ, ζ) preserves
the normal faithful state ζ0, by [AP17, Proposition 2.5.11], Ψζ0 is normal and
faithful. And by [AP17, Proposition 2.5.12], Ψζ0(B0) is a von Neumann subalgebra
of Bϕ. Therefore, Ψζ0 : (B0, ζ0) → (Bϕ, ζ) is a state preserving normal embedding.
Hence (B0, ζ0) is a ϕ-boundary by [Zh24, Definition 3.7].

(3) ⇒: Let A be a C∗-algebra with M ⊂ A and ψ ∈ Sτ (A) be a ϕ-stationary
hyperstate. Then by the proof of (1), we must have Pψ ∈ UCPM (A,Har(Pϕ)) =
UCPM (A,M). Therefore, Pψ is a conditional expectation ontoM . By Lemma 3.1,
we know that ψ must be a (M, τ)-hypertrace.

⇐: Take A = Bϕ. Since ζ ∈ Sτ (Bϕ) is ϕ-stationary, it must be a (M, τ)-
hypertrace. By Lemma 3.1, the u.c.p. map Pζ : Bϕ → B(L2(M)) is a condition
expectation onto M .

By the proof of (1), Ψζ = P−1◦Pζ satisfies ζ = ζ◦Ψζ = ζ◦idBϕ . By the bijection

in (1), we must have P−1 ◦Pζ = idBϕ . Hence Pζ = P : Bϕ → Har(Pϕ), which is an
isomorphism between operator systems. Therefore, we must have Har(Pϕ) = M
and Bϕ is trivial. �

The following lemma shows the existence of normal faithful hyperstate for the
inclusion M ⊂ A, which we will use later.

Lemma 3.3. Let (M, τ) be a separable II1 factor and H be a separable Hilbert space
such that M ⊂ B(H). Then there exists a normal faithful hyperstate on B(H).

Proof. Following [KR86, Theorem 7.1.12], there exists a sequence (ξk) ⊂ H such
that ψ =

∑∞
k=1〈 · ξk, ξk〉 defines a normal state on B(H) and satisfies ψ|M = τ .

Let Γ1 = {un} ⊂ U(M) be a countable strongly dense subgroup of U(M) and
Γ2 = {vm} ⊂ U(M ′) be a countable strongly dense subgroup of U(M ′). Let 〈M,M ′〉
be the von Neumann algebra generated byM andM ′. SinceM is a factor, we have

〈M,M ′〉′ =M ′ ∩ (M ′)′ =M ′ ∩M = C1 = B(H)′.

Therefore, 〈M,M ′〉 = B(H).
Let Vect({vmun}) be the vector space generated by {vmun | m,n ≥ 1} and

Vect({vmun})
s.o.

be its strong operator closure. Since Γ1 and Γ2 are countable
strongly dense subgroups of U(M) and U(M ′) respectively, Vect({vmun}) is a ∗-

subalgebra of B(H) and Vect({vmun})
s.o.

is a von Neumann subalgebra that con-
tains M and M ′. Hence

B(H) = 〈M,M ′〉 ⊂ Vect({vmun})
s.o.

⊂ B(H).

Therefore, Vect({vmun})
s.o.

= B(H).
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For m,n ≥ 1, take λm,n > 0 such that
∑

m,n≥1 λm,n = 1. Define a normal state

ψ0 on B(H) by

(3.1) ψ0(T ) =
∑

m,n≥1

λm,nψ(u
∗
nv

∗
mTvmun) =

∑

m,n≥1

λm,n

∞∑

k=1

〈Tvmunξk, vmunξk〉

for T ∈ B(H).
For any x ∈M , since {vm} ⊂M ′ and ψ|M = τ is a trace, we have

ψ0(x) =
∑

m,n≥1

λm,nψ(u
∗
nxun) =

∑

m,n≥1

λm,nτ(u
∗
nxun) = τ(x).

Hence ψ0 is a hyperstate.

Without loss of generality, we may assume that ξ1 6= 0. Since Vect({vmun})
s.o.

=
B(H), we have

H = B(H)ξ1 = Vect({vmun})
s.o.
ξ1 ⊂ Vect({vmun})ξ1.

Therefore, the vector space generated by {vmunξk | m,n, k ≥ 1} is dense in H .
Hence by (3.1), we know that ψ0 is faithful. Therefore, ψ0 is a normal faithful
hyperstate on B(H). �

The following lemma shows the existence of normal regular strongly generating
hyperstate with finite entropy in B(L2(M)), which we will use later.

Lemma 3.4. Let (M, τ) be a separable tracial von Neumann algebra. Then there
exists a normal regular strongly generating hyperstate ϕ ∈ Sτ (B(L2(M))) with
H(ϕ) < +∞.

Proof. Take {un} to be a countable weakly dense subset of U(M). For n ≥ 1,
take λn > 0 such that

∑∞

n=1 λn = 1 and
∑∞

n=1 −λn log λn < +∞ (for example,
λn = 2−n). Then we can define a normal regular strongly generating hyperstate
ϕ ∈ Sτ (B(L2(M))) by

ϕ(T ) =
∞∑

n=1

λn〈T ûn, ûn〉 (T ∈ B(L2(M))).

Let Aϕ ∈ B(L2(M)) be the trace class operator associated to ϕ. Only need to
prove H(ϕ) = −Tr(Aϕ logAϕ) < +∞.

Let Pn ∈ B(L2(M)) be the orthogonal projection from L2(M) onto Cûn. Then
for any T ∈ B(L2(M)), we have

Tr(AϕT ) = ϕ(T ) =
∞∑

n=1

λn〈T ûn, ûn〉 =
∞∑

n=1

λnTr(PnT ) = Tr

((
∞∑

n=1

λnPn

)
T

)
.

Therefore, we have

(3.2) Aϕ =

∞∑

n=1

λnPn.

Note that {ûn} are not necessarily pairwise orthogonal. So (3.2) is not necessarily
the spectral decomposition of Aϕ and can not be used to calculate −Tr(Aϕ logAϕ)
explicitly. But it can still be applied to prove −Tr(Aϕ logAϕ) < +∞.
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By (3.2), we have

H(ϕ) = −Tr(Aϕ logAϕ) =

∞∑

n=1

−λnTr(Pn logAϕ).

By Ĺ’owner-Heinz theorem ([Löw34] and [Hei51], see also [Bh97, Chapter V]),
x 7→ log x is operator monotone. Hence for any n ≥ 1, since Aϕ ≥ λnPn, we have

−Tr(Pn logAϕ) = lim
ǫ→0+

−Tr(Pn log(Aϕ + ǫ))

≤ lim
ǫ→0+

−Tr(Pn log(λnPn + ǫ))

= lim
ǫ→0+

− log(λn + ǫ)

= − logλn.

Therefore,

H(ϕ) =

∞∑

n=1

−λnTr(Pn logAϕ) ≤

∞∑

n=1

−λn logλn < +∞.

�

4. Proofs of the main results

In this section, by an inclusion M ⊂ A, we mean a normal embedding between
separable von Neumann algebras M and A.

Definition 4.1. Let (M, τ) be a separable tracial von Neumann algebra. We say
that (M, τ) has entropy gap if for any normal regular strongly generating hyper-
state ϕ ∈ Sτ (B(L2(M))), there exists ǫ = ǫ(ϕ) > 0 such that for any inclusion
M ⊂ A without normal conditional expectation (from A to M) and any normal
faithful hyperstate ζ ∈ Sτ (A), one has hϕ(A, ζ) > ǫ.

Definition 4.2. Let (M, τ) be a separable tracial von Neumann algebra. We say
that an inclusionM ⊂ A admits almost vanishing Furstenberg entropy if there
exists a normal regular strongly generating hyperstate ϕ ∈ Sτ (B(L2(M))) and a net
(equivalently, a sequence) of normal faithful hyperstates (ϕi)i∈I on A such that

lim
i
hϕ(A, ϕi) = 0.

For a II1 factor (M, τ) with property (T), [DP22, Theorem 6.2] proves the
existence of such an ǫ(ϕ) for any normal regular strongly generating hyperstate
ϕ ∈ Sτ (B(L2(M))) with finite sums in its standard form (i.e. ϕ =

∑n
k=1〈 · ẑk, ẑk〉).

But their proof also applies to general normal regular strongly generating hyper-
states (i.e. ϕ =

∑∞

k=1〈 · ẑk, ẑk〉). Hence any II1 factor with property (T) has entropy
gap. In this section, we will prove the inverse: Any separable II1 factor without
property (T) does not have entropy gap.

Now we are ready to prove the main theorem regarding property (T) (Theorem
A), which is the noncommutative analogue of [AIM21, Corollary 7.5].

Theorem 4.3. Let (M, τ) be a separable II1 factor. The following conditions are
equivalent.

(i) M does not have property (T);
(ii) There exists an inclusion M ⊂ A such that L2(A) has M -almost central

unit vectors, but no non-zero M -central vectors;
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(iii) There exists an inclusion M ⊂ A such that there exists a (M, τ)-hypertrace
on A, but no normal hypertrace;

(iv) There exists an inclusion M ⊂ A such that there exists a conditional ex-
pectation from A onto M , but no normal conditional expectation;

(v) There exists an inclusion M ⊂ A without normal conditional expectation
that admits almost vanishing Furstenberg entropy;

(vi) M does not have entropy gap.

Proof. (i) ⇒ (ii): Following [Tan23, Theorem 4.1], since M does not have property
(T), there exists a M -bimodule H such that H is (left and right) weakly mixing
and has almost central unit vectors (ξn). By considering the closed sub-bimodule
generated by (ξn), we may assume that H is separable. Let H̄ be the contragredient
M -bimodule of H . By considering H ⊕ H̄ with anti-unitary operator J(x, ȳ) =
(y, x̄), we may further assume that H is symmetric, which is necessary for the
construction of Shlyakhtenko’s M -valued semicircular system.

Let

FM (H) = L2(M)⊕

∞⊕

n=1

H⊗n
M

be the full Fock space of H . Let (M̃, τ̃ ) be the M -valued semicircular system of H .

Then we have L2(M̃, τ̃) = FM (H).

Let eM ∈ B(L2(M̃)) be the orthogonal projection onto L2(M) and B = 〈M̃, eM 〉.
Then by Lemma 2.1, we have

BL
2(B)B = BL

2(M̃)⊗M L2(M̃)B = BFM (H)⊗M FM (H)B.

Let e⊥M = 1− eM be the orthogonal projection from FM (H) to
⊕∞

n=1H
⊗n

M . Let

A = e⊥M 〈M̃, eM 〉e⊥M = e⊥MBe⊥M . Let π : M → A be π(x) = e⊥Mxe
⊥
M (x ∈ M). Note

that since e⊥M ∈M ′ ∩ B, π is a normal ∗-homomorphism.
Take ω ∈ βN \ N. Since (ξn) ⊂ H ⊂ FM (H) are unit vectors, we can define a

state ϕ0 on B(FM (H)) by

ϕ0(T ) = lim
ω
〈Tξn, ξn〉 (T ∈ B(FM (H))).

Since (ξn) are almost central and M is a II1 factor, we have ϕ0|M = τ . Note that
e⊥Mξn = ξn, we also have that for any x ∈M ,

ϕ0(π(x)) = ϕ0(e
⊥
Mxe

⊥
M ) = ϕ0(x) = τ(x).

Hence we must have ϕ0 ◦ π = τ on M and π is an embedding. By identifying M
with e⊥MMe⊥M , we now have M ⊂ A.

Since A = e⊥MBe⊥M , by [Ha75, Lemma 2.6], we have L2(A) = e⊥ML
2(B)e⊥M as

A-bimodules. Also, by Lemma 2.1, we have

L2(A) = e⊥ML
2(B)e⊥M = e⊥ML

2(M̃)⊗M (JM̃e
⊥
MJM̃ )L2(M̃)

=

(
∞⊕

n=1

H⊗n
M

)
⊗M

(
∞⊕

n=1

H⊗n
M

)
=
⊕

m,n≥1

H⊗
m+n
M

as A-bimodules.
Since H is weakly mixing and has almost central unit vectors (ξn), we know that

L2(A) = ⊕m,n≥1H
⊗

m+n
M has almost central unit vectors but no non-zero central

vectors. And since H is separable, we know that A is separable.
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(ii) ⇒ (iii): Let A be as in (ii). Take (ξn) to be a sequence of almost central
unit vectors in L2(A). Take ω ∈ βN \ N. Define a state ϕ0 on A ⊂ B(L2(A)) by

ϕ0(T ) = lim
ω
〈Tξn, ξn〉 (T ∈ A).

Then ϕ0 is a (M, τ)-hypertrace on A.
Assume that there exists a normal hypertrace ψ on A. By [Ha75, Lemma 2.10],

the associated cyclic vector ξψ ∈ L2(A)+ of ψ must be M -central. However, since
A satisfies (ii), there does not exist non-zeroM -central vector in L2(A), contradic-
tion. Therefore, there exists a hypertrace but no normal hypertrace on A.

(iii) ⇔ (iv) is a direct corollary of Lemma 3.1.

(iii) ⇒ (v): Let A be as in (iii) and assume that ϕ0 is a hypertrace on A. Then
by (iii) ⇔ (iv) we know that there exists no normal conditional expectation from
A to M .

By Lemma 3.4, take ϕ ∈ Sτ (B(L2(M))) to be a normal regular strongly generat-
ing hyperstate with H(ϕ) < +∞. Assume that ϕ =

∑∞

k=1〈 · ẑk, ẑk〉 for {zk} ⊂ M .
Only need to construct a net of normal faithful hyperstates (ϕi)i∈I on A with
limi hϕ(A,ϕi) = 0.

As a direct corollary of [AP17, Lemma 10.2.6], the set of normal states on A
is weak*-dense in the set of states on A. Let (ηj)j∈J be a net of normal states
on A such that ϕ0 = limj ηj with respect to weak* topology. By Hahn-Banach
separation theorem, we may further assume that for any u ∈ U(M),

(4.1) lim
j

‖u∗ηju− ηj‖ = 0

Let ξηj ∈ L2(A)+ be the ηj-cyclic vector. Then uξηju
∗ is the u∗ηju-cyclic vector.

By [Ha75, Lemma 2.10], (4.1) is equivalent to that for any u ∈ U(M),

lim
j

‖uξηju
∗ − ξηj‖ = 0.

Hence (ξηj ) is a net of M -almost central unit vectors in L2(A).

Let K = L2(A)⊕∞ as a A-bimodule. Since there exists a net of almost central
unit vectors in L2(A), following [Tan23, Lemma 2.2], there exists a sequence of
almost unit, almost central subtracial vectors (ξn) in K, where almost unit means
that limn ‖ξn‖ = 1 and subtracial means that 〈xξn, ξn〉 ≤ τ(x) and 〈ξnx, ξn〉 ≤ τ(x)
for any x ∈ M+ and n ≥ 1 (note that even starting from a net of almost central
vectors in L2(A) we can still obtain a sequence of almost central vectors in K).

Define a sequence of normal positive functional (ϕ′
n) on A by

ϕ′
n(T ) = 〈Tξn, ξn〉K (T ∈ A).

Take ω ∈ βN \N and let ϕ′
0 = limω ϕ

′
n with respect to weak* topology. Then ϕ′

0 is
a (M, τ)-hypertrace on A.

Also note that for any n ≥ 1, ξn is subtracial. Hence τ −ϕ′
n|M ≥ 0 on M . Since

M ⊂ B(L2(A)), following [KR86, Theorem 7.1.12], there exists a normal positive
function ψn on B(L2(A)) such that ψn|M = τ − ϕ′

n|M . Then since (ξn) is almost
unit, we have

‖ψn‖ = ψn(1) = τ(1) − ϕ′
n(1) = 1− ‖ξn‖

2 → 0 (n→ ∞).

Let ϕn = ϕ′
n + ψn|A. Then ϕn|M = τ and ϕn is a hyperstate on A. And we still

have ϕn → ϕ′
0 (n→ ω).
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By Lemma 3.3, there exists a normal faithful hyperstate ψ0 on B(L2(A)), after
replacing ϕn with (1− 2−n)ϕn+2−nψ0|A, we may assume that each ϕn is faithful.

Let ϕ′′
n = (

∑∞

k=0 2
−k−1ϕ∗k) ∗ ϕn, where ϕ

∗0 = 〈 · 1̂, 1̂〉. Since ϕ′
0 is a hypertrace,

by Lemma 3.1, Pϕ′

0
is a conditional expectation onto M . Moreover, since Pϕ fixes

elements in M , we have Pϕ ◦ Pϕ′

0
= Pϕ′

0
, i.e., ϕ ∗ ϕ′

0 = ϕ′
0. Therefore, by the

continuity of convolution [DP22, Lemma 2.1], we have the weak* convergence

ϕ′′
n =

(
∞∑

k=0

2−k−1ϕ∗k

)
∗ ϕn →

(
∞∑

k=0

2−k−1ϕ∗k

)
∗ ϕ′

0 = ϕ′
0 (n→ ω) .

We also have

ϕ ∗ ϕ′′
n = ϕ ∗

(
∞∑

k=0

2−k−1ϕ∗k

)
∗ ϕn

=

(
∞∑

k=0

2−k−1ϕ∗(k+1)

)
∗ ϕn

=

(
2

∞∑

k=0

2−k−1ϕ∗k − ϕ∗0

)
∗ ϕn

= 2ϕ′′
n − ϕn

≤ 2ϕ′′
n.

Hence after replacing ϕn with ϕ′′
n, we may assume that for any n ≥ 1, we have

ϕ ∗ ϕn ≤ 2ϕn.
Since for any u ∈ U(M), u∗ϕnu − ϕn → u∗ϕ′

0u − ϕ′
0 = 0(n → ω) with respect

to weak* topology, by Hahn-Banach separation theorem, there exists a net (ϕi)i∈I
consists of finite convex combinations of (ϕn) such that for any u ∈ U(M)

(4.2) lim
i
‖u∗ϕiu− ϕi‖ = 0.

Let ξϕi ∈ L2(A)+ be the ϕi-cyclic vector. Then uξϕiu
∗ ∈ L2(A)+ is the u∗ϕiu-

cyclic vector. By [Ha75, Lemma 2.10], (4.2) is equivalent to that for any u ∈ U(M),

lim
i

‖uξϕiu
∗ − ξϕi‖ = 0.

It is also equivalent to that for any z ∈M ,

(4.3) lim
i
‖zξϕi − ξϕiz‖ = 0.

Also, since each ϕi is a finite convex combination of (ϕn), it is still a normal
faithful hyperstate and satisfies ϕ ∗ ϕi ≤ 2ϕi.

Now let’s prove that limi hϕ(A,ϕi) = 0. Let ∆ϕi be the modular operator
of (A, ϕi), Aϕ ∈ B(L2(M)) be the trace class operator associated to ϕ, and e :
L2(A) → L2(M) be the orthogonal projection. Following the exact same proof as
in [Zh24, Lemma 3.2], the inequality ϕ ∗ ϕi ≤ 2ϕi induces the following inequality
in B(L2(M)): for i ∈ I and t > 0,

(4.4) (1 + t)−1 ≤ e(∆ϕi + t)−1e ≤ (
1

2
Aϕ + t)−1.

Recall that JA = ∆
1/2
ϕi Sϕi [Tak03, Lemma VI.1.5] and JA fixes ξϕi ∈ L2(A)+.

We also have that for z ∈M ,

ξϕiz = JAz
∗JAξϕi = JAz

∗ξϕi = ∆1/2
ϕi
Sϕi(z

∗ξϕi) = ∆1/2
ϕi
zξϕi.
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Now (4.3) becomes

(4.5) lim
i

‖(1−∆1/2
ϕi

)zξϕi‖ = 0.

Inspired by the proof of [DP22, Lemma 5.14], since

log x =

∫ +∞

0

[(1 + t)−1 − (x+ t)−1]dt (x > 0),

we have

(4.6) hϕ(A,ϕi) = −ϕ(e log∆ϕie) =

∫ +∞

0

ϕ(e[(∆ϕi + t)−1 − (1 + t)−1]e)dt.

For i ∈ I, define Fi : (0,+∞) → R by

Fi(t) = ϕ(e[(∆ϕi + t)−1 − (1 + t)−1]e).

Then by (4.4), we have Fi(t) ≥ 0 and hϕ(A,ϕi) =
∫ +∞

0 Fi(t) dt.

Since ϕ =
∑∞

k=1〈 · ẑk, ẑk〉, we have

Fi(t) =
∞∑

k=1

〈e[(∆ϕi + t)−1 − (1 + t)−1]eẑk, ẑk〉

=

∞∑

k=1

〈[(∆ϕi + t)−1 − (1 + t)−1]zkξϕi , zkξϕi〉

=
∞∑

k=1

〈(1 + t)−1(∆ϕi + t)−1(1−∆ϕi)zkξϕi , zkξϕi〉

=

∞∑

k=1

〈[(1 + t)−1(∆ϕi + t)−1(1 + ∆1/2
ϕi

)(1 −∆1/2
ϕi

)zkξϕi , zkξϕi〉

≤
∞∑

k=1

‖Ht(∆ϕi)‖ · ‖(1−∆1/2
ϕi

)zkξϕi‖ · ‖zkξϕi‖.

Here for t > 0, Ht(x) = 1+x1/2

(1+t)(x+t) on [0,+∞). Let C(t) = supx≥0Ht(x). Then

‖Ht(∆ϕi)‖ ≤ C(t) and

Fi(t) ≤
∞∑

k=1

C(t) · ‖(1−∆1/2
ϕi

)zkξϕi‖ · ‖zkξϕi‖.

Let’s prove that Fi converges to 0 uniformly on any compact subset of (0,+∞).
Obviously, C(t) is continuous for t ∈ (0,+∞), hence bounded on any compact
subset of (0,+∞). For any compact subset K ⊂ (0,+∞), let CK = supt∈K C(t) <
+∞. For any ǫ > 0, since

∑∞

k=1 ‖ẑk‖
2 = 1, there exists a N ∈ N such that∑∞

k=N+1 ‖ẑk‖
2 ≤ (4CK)−1ǫ. Also note that

‖(1−∆1/2
ϕi

)zkξϕi‖ ≤ ‖zkξϕi‖+ ‖∆1/2
ϕi
zkξϕi‖ = 2‖ẑk‖.
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Then we have that for t ∈ K,

Fi(t) ≤

N∑

k=1

CK · ‖(1−∆1/2
ϕi

)zkξϕi‖ · ‖zkξϕi‖+

∞∑

k=N+1

CK · 2‖ẑk‖
2

≤

N∑

k=1

CK · ‖ẑk‖ · ‖(1−∆1/2
ϕi

)zkξϕi‖+ ǫ/2.

By (4.5), there exists an i0 ∈ I such that for any i > i0, one has

N∑

k=1

CK · ‖ẑk‖ · ‖(1−∆1/2
ϕi

)zkξϕi‖ < ǫ/2.

Hence for any i > i0, one has Fi(t) < ǫ for any t ∈ K. Therefore, Fi converges to
0 uniformly on any compact subset of (0,+∞).

Define G : (0,+∞) → R by

G(t) = ϕ((
1

2
Aϕ + t)−1 − (1 + t)−1).

Then by (4.4), we have 0 ≤ Fi(t) ≤ G(t).
Since

∫ +∞

0

G(t) dt = ϕ

(∫ +∞

0

[(
1

2
Aϕ + t)−1 − (1 + t)−1] dt

)
= −ϕ(log(

1

2
Aϕ))

= −ϕ(logAϕ) + log 2 = −Tr(Aϕ logAϕ) + log 2 = H(ϕ) + log 2 < +∞,

we have G ∈ L1((0,+∞)).
Hence Fi uniformly converges to 0 on any compact subset of (0,+∞) and dom-

inated by G ∈ L1((0,+∞)) at the same time. So we have

lim
i
hϕ(A, ϕi) = lim

i

∫ +∞

0

Fi(t)dt =

∫ +∞

0

lim
i
Fi(t)dt = 0.

Therefore, M ⊂ A admits almost vanishing Furstenberg entropy.

(v) ⇒ (vi) is clear.

(vi) ⇒ (i) is [DP22, Theorem 6.2]. �

Note that evenM = L(Γ) for some ICC countable discrete group Γ, the von Neu-
mann algebra A we construct above is not necessarily a crossed product L(Γ y X)
for some nonsingular action Γ y (X, νX). Hence the proof for the noncommutative
case does not recover a proof for the classical case of groups, i.e., [AIM21, Corollary
7.5].

Let (M, τ) be a tracial von Neumann algebra and H be a M -bimodule. Recall
that a vector ξ ∈ H is left M-tracial if 〈xξ, ξ〉 = τ(x) for any x ∈ M ; right
M-tracial if 〈ξx, ξ〉 = τ(x) for any x ∈ M ; M-tracial if it is both left and right
M -tracial. The following corollary shows that a non-property (T) II1 factor admits
a bimodule that has almost central tracial vectors (instead of just unit or subtracial
vectors) but no non-zero central vector.

Corollary 4.4. Let (M, τ) be a separable II1 factor without property (T). Then
there exists a M -bimodule K such that
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(1) There exists a separable semi-finite von Neumann algebra A such that M ⊂
A and MKM = ML

2(A)M ;
(2) K is weakly mixing;
(3) There exists a sequence of almost central unit vectors (ξn) in K such that

each ξn is (left and right) tracial.

Proof. Let A be as in the proof of “(i) ⇒ (ii)” in Theorem 4.3 and K = L2(A).

Then K = ⊕m,n≥1H
⊗

m+n
M for some weakly mixing bimodule H , hence K is weakly

mixing. Also note that A = e⊥M 〈M̃, eM 〉e⊥M . Since 〈M̃, eM 〉 is the commutant of
the II1 factor JM̃MJM̃ , it’s semi-finite and so is A. Hence K satisfies (1) and (2).

Note that the A we take also satisfies the condition (iii) in Theorem 4.3. Follow-
ing the same discussion in the proof of “(iii) ⇒ (v)” in Theorem 4.3, we can take
(ϕi)i∈I to be the net of normal hyperstates on A such that limi ‖u

∗ϕiu − ϕi‖ = 0
for any u ∈ U(M). Then by [Ha75, Lemma 2.10], the associated cyclic vectors
(ξϕi) ⊂ L2(A)+ are almost central. Note that (ϕi) are hyperstates. For any i ∈ I
and x ∈M , we have

(4.7) 〈xξϕi , ξϕi〉 = ϕi(x) = τ(x).

Hence each ξϕi is left M -tracial. Also note that JA fixes every elements in L2(A)+
[Ha75, Theorem 1.6]. Hence for any i ∈ I and x ∈M , we have

(4.8) 〈ξϕix, ξϕi〉 = 〈(JAx
∗JA)ξϕi , ξϕi〉 = 〈ξϕi , x

∗ξϕi〉 = τ(x).

Therefore, each ξϕi is both left and right tracial.
For any z ∈M , we have

lim
i
‖zξϕi − ξϕiz‖ = 0.

Take {zk} ⊂ M to be a countable ‖ · ‖2,τ -dense subset of M . Since {zk} is just
countable, we can take a countable subsequence (ξn) of (ξϕi) such that for each k,
we have

(4.9) lim
n

‖zkξn − ξnzk‖ = 0.

Only need to prove that limn ‖zξn − ξnz‖ = 0 for any z ∈ M . Fix a z ∈ M .
For any ǫ > 0, since {zk} ⊂M is ‖ · ‖2,τ -dense, there exists a zk0 ∈ {zk} such that
‖z − zk0‖2,τ < ǫ/4. Hence

‖zξn − ξnz‖ ≤ ‖zk0ξn − ξnzk0‖+ ‖(z − zk0)ξn‖+ ‖ξn(z − zk0)‖

Since ξn is tracial, we have

‖(z − zk0)ξn‖ = ‖ξn(z − zk0)‖ = ‖z − zk0‖2,τ < ǫ/4.

Hence

‖zξn − ξnz‖ ≤ ‖zk0ξn − ξnzk0‖+ ǫ/2.

By (4.9), we further have

lim sup
n

‖zξn − ξnz‖ ≤ ǫ/2.

Hence for any z ∈M , we have

lim
n

‖zξn − ξnz‖ = 0.

Therefore, (ξn) is the sequence of almost central tracial vectors that we want
and K = L2(A) satisfies (1-3). �
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The construction of the von Neumann algebra A in Theorem 4.3 also works for
II1 factor with the Haagerup property. The following theorem (Theorem B) is the
noncommutative analogue of [AIM21, Corollary 7.6].

Theorem 4.5. Let (M, τ) be a separable II1 factor. The following conditions are
equivalent.

(i) M has the Haagerup property;
(ii) There exists an inclusion M ⊂ A such that L2(A) is M -mixing and has

M -almost central unit vectors;
(iii) There exists an inclusion M ⊂ A such that L2(A) is M -mixing and there

exists a (M, τ)-hypertrace on A;
(iv) There exists an inclusion M ⊂ A such that L2(A) is M -mixing and M ⊂ A

admits almost vanishing Furstenberg entropy.

Proof. (i) ⇒ (ii): SinceM has the Haagerup property, there exists aM -bimoduleH
that is (left and right) mixing and has almost central unit vectors. By considering
the closed sub-bimodule generated by (ξn), we may assume that H is separable.
By considering H ⊕ H̄ with anti-unitary operator J(x, ȳ) = (y, x̄), we may further
assume that H is symmetric.

Construct A as in the proof of “(i) ⇒ (ii)” in Theorem 4.3. Then we have

L2(A) = ⊕m,n≥1H
⊗

m+n
M is M -mixing and has M -almost central unit vectors.

(ii) ⇒ (iii): Let A be as in the condition (ii). Then the condition that L2(A) is
M -mixing is already satisfied. And the proof of “L2(A) has M -almost central unit
vectors ⇒ A admits (M, τ)-hypertrace” is literally the same as the one of “(ii) ⇒
(iii)” in Theorem 4.3.

(ii) ⇒ (iii): Let A be as in the condition (ii). Then the condition that L2(A)
is M -mixing is already satisfied. And the proof of “A admits (M, τ)-hypertrace ⇒
M ⊂ A admits almost vanishing Furstenberg entropy” is literally the same as the
one of “(iii) ⇒ (v)” in Theorem 4.3.

(iv) ⇒ (i): Let A be as in the condition (iv). Then there exists a normal regular
strongly generating hyperstate ϕ ∈ Sτ (B(L2(M))) and a net of normal faithful
hyperstates (ϕi)i∈I on A such that

lim
i
hϕ(A, ϕi) = 0.

Assume that ϕ =
∑∞

k=1〈 · ẑk, ẑk〉 for {zk} ⊂M such that
∑∞

k=1 z
∗
kzk =

∑∞

k=1 zkz
∗
k =

1 and the unital algebra generated by {zk} is weakly dense in M .

Inspired by [Nev03], let ϕ̄ :=
∑∞

k=0 2
−k−1ϕ∗k, where ϕ∗0 = 〈 · 1̂, 1̂〉. Then by

[DP22, Corollary 5.11], for any normal faithful ζ ∈ Sτ (A), we still have

hϕ̄(A, ζ) =

∞∑

k=0

2−k−1k · hϕ(A, ζ) = hϕ(A, ζ).

Moreover, ϕ̄ =
∑∞
k=0 2

−k−1ϕ∗k admits a standard form ϕ̄ =
∑∞
j=1〈 · ŷj , ŷj〉, where

{yj} = {2−1} ∪ {2−k−1zi1zi2 ...zik | k ≥ 1, il ≥ 1(1 ≤ l ≤ k)}.

Let Vect({yj}) be the vector space generated by {yj}. Since ϕ is strongly generat-
ing, Vect({yj}) = C[{zk}] is weakly dense in M , inducing that it is also strongly
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dense in M (for a unital subalgebra, self-adjointness of its weak closure is enough
to prove the von Neumann bicommutant theorem). Hence after replacing ϕ with ϕ̄,
we may assume that the vector space generated by {zk} (Vect({zk})) is ‖·‖2,τ -dense
in M .

Let ξϕi ∈ L2(A)+ be the ϕi-cyclic vector. Following the same proof in [DP22,
Theorem 6.2], limi hϕ(A, ϕi) = 0 induces that limi

∑∞

k=1 ‖zkξϕi − ξϕizk‖ = 0.
Hence for any z ∈ Vect({zk}) we have limi ‖zξϕi − ξϕiz‖ = 0. Take a countable
‖ · ‖2,τ -dense subset {wk} ⊂ Vect({zk}). Then we can take a subsequence (ξn) of
(ξϕi) such that for any k ≥ 1, limn ‖wkξn − ξnwk‖ = 0. By the same equalities
as (4.7) and (4.8), each ξn is tracial. Also note that {wk} is ‖ · ‖2,τ -dense in M .
Following the same discussion in the proof of Corollary 4.4 we know that (ξn) are
almost central unit vectors.

Therefore, L2(A) is a mixing M -bimodule that has almost central unit vectors.
So M has the Haagerup property. �
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