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W∗-superrigidity for cocycle twisted

group von Neumann algebras

by Milan Donvil1 and Stefaan Vaes2

Abstract

We construct countable groups G with the following new degree of W∗-superrigidity: if
L(G) is virtually isomorphic, in the sense of admitting a bifinite bimodule, with any other
group von Neumann algebra L(Λ), then the groups G and Λ must be virtually isomorphic.
Moreover, we allow both group von Neumann algebras to be twisted by an arbitrary 2-
cocycle. We also give examples of II1 factors N that are indecomposable in every sense:
they are not virtually isomorphic to any cocycle twisted groupoid von Neumann algebra.

1 Introduction and main results

Every countable group G gives rise to the group von Neumann algebra L(G) generated by the
left regular representation. When G has infinite conjugacy classes (icc), L(G) is a II1 factor.
In the passage from G to L(G), typically most of the structure of G is wiped out. Most
notably, by Connes’ theorem [Con76], all group von Neumann algebras of amenable icc groups
are isomorphic.

In the nonamenable world, a more rigid behavior appears and in the most extreme cases, it is
possible to entirely recover G from its ambient II1 factor L(G). This phenomenon is called W∗-
superrigidity and the first families of W∗-superrigid groups were discovered in [IPV10], by using
Popa’s deformation/rigidity theory. Since then, several new classes of W∗-superrigid groups
were found. In particular, [CIOS21] provided the first W∗-superrigid groups with Kazhdan’s
property (T).

We obtain in this paper a new degree of W∗-superrigidity for group von Neumann algebras,
replacing isomorphism by virtual isomorphism. Recall that II1 factors M and N are said to be
virtually isomorphic if there exists a bifinite M -N -bimodule or equivalently, if a corner pMp
can be realized as a subfactor of N with finite Jones index. Two countable groups G and Λ
are called virtually isomorphic if they are isomorphic up to taking finite index subgroups and
quotients by their finite normal subgroups. In Theorem A, we provide the first family of groups
G with the following W∗-superrigidity property: if L(G) is virtually isomorphic with any other
group von Neumann algebra L(Λ), then the groups G and Λ must be virtually isomorphic.

Moreover, we allow throughout that our group von Neumann algebras are twisted by a 2-
cocycle. Even when we restrict ourselves to isomorphisms, this is the first W∗-superrigidity
theorem for cocycle twisted group von Neumann algebras.

As in [PV21, Definition 3.1], we consider the class C of nonamenable groups Γ that are weakly
amenable and biexact and such that for every nontrivial element g ∈ Γ \ {e}, the centralizer
CΓ(g) is amenable. This class contains all free groups Fn, 2 ≤ n ≤ ∞, all free products of
amenable groups Γ1 ∗ Γ2 with |Γ1| ≥ 2 and |Γ2| ≥ 3, and all torsion-free hyperbolic groups.

We know from [BV12, Theorem 8.1] that for every countable group Γ in the class C, the left-
right wreath product G = (Z/2Z)(Γ) ⋊ (Γ × Γ) is W∗-superrigid: if L(G) ∼= L(Λ) with Λ an
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arbitrary countable group, then G ∼= Λ. We prove that these same groups G are W∗-superrigid
up to virtual isomorphisms, and remain so when we allow arbitrary cocycle twists. Thus the
following is our main result.

Recall that a 2-cocycle µ ∈ Z2(G,T) on a countable group is said to be of finite type if µ can
be realized as the 2-cocycle of a finite dimensional projective representation of G. We write
µ ∼ ω when µ and ω are cohomologous 2-cocycles.

Theorem A. Let Γ be a group in C and G = (Z/2Z)(Γ)⋊ (Γ×Γ) the left-right wreath product.
Let Λ be any countable group and let µ ∈ Z2(G,T) and ω ∈ Z2(Λ,T) be any 2-cocycles.

(i) We have Lµ(G) ∼= Lω(Λ) if and only if there exists an isomorphism δ : Λ → G such that
µ ◦ δ ∼ ω.

(ii) There exists a nonzero bifinite Lµ(G)-Lω(Λ)-bimodule if and only if (G,µ) and (Λ, ω) are
virtually isomorphic: there exist a finite index subgroup Λ0 < Λ and a group homomor-
phism δ : Λ0 → G such that the kernel Ker δ is finite, the image δ(Λ0) < G has finite
index and (µ ◦ δ)ω is of finite type on Λ0.

Since wreath products have plenty of 2-cocycles (see Proposition 6.16), Theorem A provides
in particular the first examples of cocycle twisted group von Neumann algebras that are not
isomorphic to any non-twisted group von Neumann algebra. In Section 6.6, we actually use
Theorem A to provide examples of 2-cocycles µ ∈ Z2(G,T) that are untwistable in even more
remarkable ways. This includes examples where Lµ(G) is canonically isomorphic to a corner

pL(G̃)p of a group von Neumann algebra of a (non icc) group G̃, even though there is no
faithful bifinite Lµ(G)-L(Λ)-bimodule with any group von Neumann algebra. We also give
examples where Lµ(G) ∼= Lµ(G)

op and where at the same time there is no nonzero bifinite
Lµ(G)-L(Λ)-bimodule with any group von Neumann algebra, as well as examples where Lµ(G)
is not virtually isomorphic to its opposite Lµ(G)

op.

Starting with [Voi95], several classes of II1 factors N were shown to have no Cartan subalgebra.
These N cannot be decomposed as the von Neumann algebra Lω(R) of a countable probability
measure preserving (pmp) equivalence relation R, possibly twisted by a 2-cocycle ω.

In [Con75, Jon79], it was proven that certain II1 factors N cannot be decomposed as a group
von Neumann algebra L(Λ). Only much later in [Ioa10, Corollary G], it was shown that there
are II1 factors N that are not isomorphic to any cocycle twisted group von Neumann algebra
Lω(Λ). Although it was proven in [Ioa10, Corollary G] that also the nonzero corners pNp
cannot be written as a twisted group von Neumann algebra, it remained an open problem to
construct II1 factors N such that none of its amplifications N t are isomorphic to a twisted
group von Neumann algebra.

In our second main result, we solve this problem by constructing II1 factors that satisfy all
of the above indecomposability results at once, and even up to virtual isomorphism. The
twisted von Neumann algebras Lω(R) and Lω(Λ) of a pmp equivalence relation R, resp. a
countable group Λ, are both examples of twisted von Neumann algebras Lω(G) of a discrete
pmp groupoid (see Section 2.4). We provide the following class of II1 factors N that do not
admit a nonzero bifinite N -Lω(G)-bimodule for any discrete pmp groupoid G and any 2-cocycle
ω. In particular, N has no Cartan subalgebra and none of the amplifications N t is isomorphic
to a cocycle twisted group von Neumann algebra.

We use left-right Bernoulli crossed products with a discrete abelian base A0 = ℓ∞(I). We say
that a faithful normal trace τ0 on A0 is uniform if all minimal projections have the same trace,
which forces I to be finite.
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Theorem B. Let Γ, Λ be groups in C and let (A0, τ0) be a discrete abelian tracial von Neumann
algebra. Denote by M = (A0, τ0)

Γ ⋊ (Γ × Γ) the left-right Bernoulli crossed product. Write
N =M ∗ L(Λ).

(i) If τ0 is not uniform, there is no nonzero bifinite N -Lω(G)-bimodule for any discrete pmp
groupoid G and any 2-cocycle ω ∈ Z2(G,T). In particular, N t 6∼= Lω(G) for all t > 0.

(ii) If τ0 is uniform, then N ∼= L(G), where G is the group ((Z/nZ)(Γ) ⋊ (Γ × Γ)) ∗ Λ and
n = dimA0.

Given any left-right wreath product group G = Λ
(Γ)
0 ⋊(Γ×Γ) and any 2-cocycle ω0 ∈ Z

2(Λ0,T),
we consider the canonical diagonal 2-cocycle ωΓ

0 ∈ Z2(G,T) given by

ωΓ
0 ((a, (g, h)), (a

′ , (g′, h′))) =
∏

k∈Γ

ω0(ak, a
′
k) . (1.1)

We finally prove the following result, giving rise to another cocycle W ∗-superrigidity theorem
for left-right wreath products with more general base groups than Z/2Z.

Theorem C. Let Γ be a group in C and (A0, τ0) any nontrivial amenable tracial von Neumann
algebra. Denote by M = (A0, τ0)

Γ ⋊ (Γ× Γ) the left-right Bernoulli crossed product. Let Λ be
any countable group and ω ∈ Z2(Λ,T) any 2-cocycle.

We have M ∼= Lω(Λ) if and only if there exists a countable group Λ0, an isomorphism δ : Λ →

Λ
(Γ)
0 ⋊(Γ×Γ) and a 2-cocycle ω0 ∈ Z2(Λ0,T) such that ωΓ

0 ◦δ ∼ ω and (A0, τ0) ∼= (Lω0(Λ0), τ0).

In Definition 8.2, we say that a pair (G,µ) of a countable group G and a 2-cocycle µ ∈
Z2(G,T) is cocycle W∗-superrigid if the first statement of Theorem A holds: whenever Lµ(G) is
isomorphic to some Lω(Λ), with Λ an arbitrary countable group and ω ∈ Z2(Λ,T) an arbitrary
2-cocycle, there must exist a group isomorphism δ : Λ → G such that µ ◦ δ ∼ ω. As we explain
in Corollary 8.3, Theorem C immediately implies that (G,µ) is cocycle W∗-superrigid whenever
G = C(Γ) × (Γ × Γ) and µ = µΓ0 , where Γ belongs to C and the base (C,µ0) satisfies one of
the following conditions: |C| = p with p prime, |C| = pq with p, q distinct primes or finally,
|C| = p2 with p prime and µ0 6∼ 1.

All W∗-superrigidity theorems in the literature use the following approach of [Ioa10, IPV10]:
whenever a II1 factor M is decomposed as a group von Neumann algebra M ∼= L(Λ), the
comultiplication ug 7→ ug ⊗ ug on L(Λ) induces an embedding ∆ : M → M ⊗ M . If M is
sufficiently rigid, as for instance Bernoulli crossed products tend to be as discovered in [Pop03],
one may hope to completely describe ∆ and find back Λ. When M ∼= Lω(Λ) is decomposed as
a twisted group von Neumann algebra, we still have the triple comultiplication

∆3 :M →M ⊗Mop ⊗M : ug 7→ ug ⊗ ug ⊗ ug for all g ∈ Λ,

introduced in [Ioa10] and follow the same approach.

To allow for greater flexibility, as needed when we consider virtual isomorphisms, we introduce
the abstract concept of a coarse embedding

ψ :M → (M1 ⊗ · · · ⊗Mk)
t

of a II1 factor M into an amplified tensor product of II1 factors, see Definition 5.1. This is the
key new notion of this paper.
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On the one hand, this notion of coarse embedding is strict enough to allow us to classify all
possible coarse embeddings when M and Mi are left-right Bernoulli crossed products with
groups in C, possibly twisted with 2-cocycles.

On the other hand, this notion of coarse embedding is flexible enough to get the following:
whenever MKLω(Λ) is a bifiniteM -Lω(Λ)-bimodule between a II1 factor M and a twisted group
von Neumann algebra Lω(Λ), the triple comultiplication on Lω(Λ) can be transferred to a
coarse embedding M → (M ⊗Mop ⊗M)t.

When k = 1, by definition any embedding M → M t
1 is called coarse. One of the key results

of [PV21] is [PV21, Theorem 3.2] describing all embeddings M → M t
1 when M and M1 are

left-right Bernoulli crossed products with groups in C. One of our key results is Theorem 5.11
giving a precise description of all possible coarse embeddings when M and Mi are “Bernoulli
like left-right crossed products”. We make this notion more precise in Section 5.2, but roughly
speaking, it covers at the same time crossed products (A0, τ0)

Γ⋊(Γ×Γ) with arbitrary amenable

base algebras (A0, τ0) and twisted group von Neumann algebras Lµ(G) when G = G
(Γ)
0 ⋊(Γ×Γ)

is a left-right wreath product and µ ∈ Z2(G,T) is any 2-cocycle.

In the specific case where the base group G0 is as small as possible, G0 = Z/2Z, we make this
description of all possible coarse embeddings even more precise in the complete classification
Theorem 5.13, which is the basis to prove Theorem A.

Also in the absence of 2-cocycles, but now with arbitrary amenable base algebras (A0, τ0), we
make the description of all possible coarse embeddings more precise in Theorem 5.15, which is
the key element to prove Theorem C.

To prove Theorem B, assume that τ0 is not uniform and that K is a bifinite N -Lω(G)-bimodule.
We first invoke the main result of [Ioa12] to prove that because of the free product form
N = M ∗ L(Λ), the unit space of G must have atoms. Considering the isotropy group G1

of one these atoms, we find a bifinite N -Lω(G1)-bimodule, which induces a coarse embedding
ψ : N → (N⊗Nop⊗N)t. Because of the special form of M and the fact that Λ ∈ C, we deduce
that after a unitary conjugacy, ψ restricts to a coarse embedding M → (M ⊗Mop ⊗M)t. Our
Theorem 5.15 and the assumption that τ0 is not uniform will imply that there simply is no
coarse embedding of M into (M ⊗Mop ⊗M)t.

2 Preliminaries

2.1 Hilbert bimodule terminology

Given a von Neumann algebra A, we denote by Aop the “same” von Neumann algebra with
the opposite multiplication. So, the elements of Aop are aop for all a ∈ A and aopbop = (ba)op.
We also write a = (a∗)op ∈ Aop for all a ∈ A. The map a 7→ a is multiplicative, but antilinear.

When A and B are von Neumann algebras, we say that AHB is an A-B-bimodule ifH is a Hilbert
space equipped with unital normal ∗-homomorphisms λ : A → B(H) and ρ : Bop → B(H)
whose ranges commute. We write a · ξ · b = λ(a)ρ(bop)ξ. We say that AHB is faithful if
both λ and ρ are faithful. Of course, when A and B are factors, a nonzero A-B-bimodule is
automatically faithful.

We say that a right B-module HB is finitely generated if there exists a finite subset F ⊂ H such
that F·B is total inH. If (B, τ) is a tracial von Neumann algebra, the finitely generated right B-
modules are, up to unitary isomorphism, all of the form p(Cn⊗L2(B))B , where p ∈Mn(C)⊗B
is a projection.
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We say that an A-B-bimodule AHB is bifinite if both AH is a finitely generated left A-module
and HB is a finitely generated right B-module. When A and B are II1 factors, the bifinite A-B-
bimodules are precisely the bimodules of the form ϕ(A)p(C

n ⊗ L2(B))B, where p ∈Mn(C)⊗B
is a projection and ϕ : A→ p(Mn(C)⊗B)p is a finite index embedding.

2.2 Intertwining-by-bimodules and relative amenability

Recall from [Pop03, Section 2] Popa’s concept of intertwining-by-bimodules: given a tracial
von Neumann algebra (M, τ), a projection p ∈ Mn(C) ⊗M and von Neumann subalgebras
A ⊂ p(Mn(C) ⊗M)p and B ⊂ M , one writes A ≺M B if p(Cn ⊗ L2(M)) admits a nonzero
A-B-subbimodule that is finitely generated as a right Hilbert B-module. Equivalently, there
exist k ∈ N, a projection q ∈ Mk(C) ⊗ B, a nonzero partial isometry V ∈ p(Mn,k(C) ⊗M)q
and a unital normal ∗-homomorphism θ : A → q(Mk(C) ⊗ B)q satisfying aV = V θ(a) for all
a ∈ A.

Note that when A ≺M B, one may choose (θ, V, q, k) in such a way that (id⊗EB)(V
∗V ) is an

invertible element in q(Mk(C)⊗B)q.

We also use the notation A ≺f
M B if for every nonzero projection p1 ∈ A′ ∩ p(Mn(C) ⊗M)p,

we have that Ap1 ≺M B.

Let G ⊂ U(A) be a subgroup such that A = G′′. Recall that A 6≺M B if and only if there exists
a net ui ∈ G such that ‖EB(x

∗uiy)‖2 → 0 for all x, y ∈ Cn ⊗M .

Recall from [OP07, Section 2.2] the concept of relative amenability : one says that A is amenable
relative to B inside M if the corner p(Mn(C)⊗ 〈M,eB〉)p of Jones’s basic construction admits
a (typically non normal) state Ω that is A-central and whose restriction to p(Mn(C) ⊗M)p
is faithful and normal. One says that A is strongly nonamenable relative to B inside M if for
every nonzero projection p1 ∈ A′ ∩ p(Mn(C)⊗M)p, Ap1 is not amenable relative to B inside
M .

Remark 2.1. As above, let (M, τ) be a tracial von Neumann algebra, p ∈ Mn(C) ⊗ M a
projection and A ⊂ p(Mn(C) ⊗M)p, B ⊂ M von Neumann subalgebras. Using Jones’s basic
construction 〈M,eB〉, one can put Popa’s intertwining relation and relative amenability on the
same footing by making the following observations.

(i) We have A ≺M B if and only if p(Mn(C)⊗〈M,eB〉)p admits a nonzero normal A-central
state.

(ii) We have A ≺f
M B if and only if p(Mn(C) ⊗ 〈M,eB〉)p admits a normal A-central state

whose restriction to p(Mn(C)⊗M)p is faithful.

(iii) We have that A is amenable relative to B if and only if p(Mn(C)⊗ 〈M,eB〉)p admits an
A-central state whose restriction to p(Mn(C)⊗M)p is faithful and normal.

(iv) We have that A is strongly nonamenable relative to B if and only if p(Mn(C)⊗〈M,eB〉)p
admits no A-central state whose restriction to p(Mn(C)⊗M)p is normal.

Given a tracial von Neumann algebra (M, τ), two von Neumann subalgebras B,M ⊂ M with
B = B ∩M ,

B ⊂ M
∪ ∪
B ⊂ M

(2.1)

are said to form a commuting square if EB ◦EM = EM ◦EB = EB . If moreover the linear span
of BM is ‖ · ‖2-dense in L2(M), the commuting square is said to be nondegenerate.
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If (2.1) is a nondegenerate commuting square, the map xeBy 7→ xeBy for x, y ∈M extends to a
unital embedding 〈M,eB〉 ⊂ 〈M, eB〉 that preserves the canonical semifinite trace on the basic
construction, so that there exists a faithful normal trace preserving conditional expectation
E : 〈M, eB〉 → 〈M,eB〉 with E(x) = EM (x) for all x ∈ M.

Using Remark 2.1, we then immediately get the following result.

Lemma 2.2. Let (2.1) be a nondegenerate commuting square of tracial von Neumann algebras,
p ∈Mn(C)⊗M a projection and A ⊂ p(Mn(C)⊗M)p a von Neumann subalgebra.

(i) We have A ≺M B if and only if A ≺M B. We have A ≺f
M B if and only A ≺f

M B.

(ii) We have that A is amenable relative to B inside M if and only if A is amenable relative
to B inside M.

(iii) We have that A is strongly nonamenable relative to B inside M if and only if A is strongly
nonamenable relative to B inside M.

Proof. Using that 〈M,eB〉 ⊂ 〈M, eB〉 and that we have a faithful normal conditional expecta-
tion E : 〈M, eB〉 → 〈M,eB〉 satisfying E(x) = EM (x) for all x ∈ M, we can extend A-central
states on p(Mn(C)⊗ 〈M,eB〉)p by composing them with id⊗ E and we can conversely restrict
A-central states on p(Mn(C)⊗ 〈M, eB〉)p to the unital subalgebra p(Mn(C)⊗ 〈M,eB〉)p. The
conclusion thus follows from Remark 2.1.

The following is a folklore lemma. The first part is explained in [Vae07, Remark 3.8] and, for
completeness, we include a proof for the second part.

Lemma 2.3. Let M be a tracial von Neumann algebra, p ∈ Mn(C) ⊗ M a projection and
A ⊂ p(Mn(C)⊗M)p and D ⊂ B ⊂M von Neumann subalgebras.

Assume that A ≺M B, witnessed by a projection q ∈ Mk(C) ⊗ B, a nonzero partial isometry
V ∈ p(Mn,k(C)⊗M)q and a unital normal ∗-homomorphism θ : A→ q(Mk(C)⊗B)q such that
aV = V θ(a) for all a ∈ A and such that the support of (id ⊗EB)(V

∗V ) equals q.

(i) If θ(A) ≺B D, then A ≺M D.

(ii) If A is strongly nonamenable relative to D inside M , then θ(A) is strongly nonamenable
relative to D inside B.

Proof. Since (i) is proven in [Vae07, Remark 3.8], we only prove (ii). Assume that θ(A) is
not strongly nonamenable relative to D inside B. By Remark 2.1, take a nonzero, θ(A)-
central, positive functional Ω on q(Mk(C) ⊗ 〈B, eD〉)q whose restriction to q(Mk(C) ⊗ B)q
is normal. Note that we can view eB as an orthogonal projection in 〈M,eD〉 and identify
〈B, eD〉 = eB〈M,eD〉eB . Then (1 ⊗ eB)q(Mk(C) ⊗ 〈M,eD〉)q(1 ⊗ eB) = q(Mk(C) ⊗ 〈B, eD〉)q
and

ω : p(Mn(C)⊗ 〈M,eD〉)p→ C : ω(T ) = Ω((1⊗ eB)V
∗TV (1⊗ eB))

is an A-central, positive functional whose restriction to p(Mn(C) ⊗ M)p is normal. Since
ω(p) = Ω((id ⊗ EB)(V

∗V )), the support of (id ⊗ EB)(V
∗V ) equals q, and Ω is normal on

q(Mk(C) ⊗ B)q, we get that ω 6= 0. So, A is not strongly nonamenable relative to D inside
M .

For later use, we also recall the following.
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Lemma 2.4. Let (M, τ) be a tracial von Neumann algebra and Q1, Q2 ⊂ M von Neumann
subalgebras which form a commuting square with Q1 ∩ Q2. Assume that Q1 is regular in M .
Let P ⊂ p(Mn(C)⊗M)p be a von Neumann subalgebra. Then the following hold.

(i) [PV11, Proposition 2.7] If P is amenable relative to both Q1 and Q2, then P is amenable
relative to Q1 ∩Q2.

(ii) [DHI16, Lemma 2.8] If P ≺f Q1 and P ≺f Q2, then P ≺f Q1 ∩Q2.

2.3 Countable groups, 2-cocycles and twisted group von Neumann algebras

We denote T = {z ∈ C | |z| = 1}. Given a countable group G, one denotes by Z2(G,T) the
group of normalized scalar 2-cocycles, i.e. maps µ : G×G→ T satisfying

µ(g, h)µ(g, hk)µ(gh, k)µ(h, k) = 1 and µ(g, e) = 1 = µ(e, g) for all g, h, k ∈ G.

One says that µ, ω ∈ Z2(G,T) are cohomologous, denoted as µ ∼ ω, if there exists a map
ϕ : G→ T such that ϕ(e) = 1 and

ω(g, h) = µ(g, h)ϕ(gh)ϕ(g)ϕ(h) for all g, h ∈ G.

Sometimes, the normalization condition µ(g, e) = 1 = µ(e, g) is not part of the definition of a
2-cocycle, but any such more general 2-cocycle is trivially cohomologous to a normalized one.

One denotes by H2(G,T) the quotient of the abelian group Z2(G,T) by the subgroup of 2-
cocycles that are cohomologous to 1.

When H is a Hilbert space, one says that a map π : G→ U(H) is a projective representation if

π(g)π(h) ∈ T · π(gh) and π(e) = 1 for all g, h ∈ G.

Defining ωπ : G × G → T such that π(g)π(h) = ωπ(g, h)π(gh), we obtain the associated
2-cocycle ωπ ∈ Z2(G,T).

We say that a 2-cocycle µ ∈ Z2(G,T) is of finite type if there exists a finite dimensional
projective representation π with µ = ωπ. Note that trivially, µ ∼ 1 if and only if µ =
ωπ for a one-dimensional projective representation π. Also note that since we can take the
tensor product of two projective representations, the finite type 2-cocycles form a subgroup of
Z2(G,T).

Given µ ∈ Z2(G,T), the regular µ-representation on the Hilbert space ℓ2(G) with orthonormal
basis (δh)h∈G is defined by

uµg δh = µ(g, h) δgh for all g, h ∈ G.

Then g 7→ uµg is a projective representation with associated 2-cocycle µ. The twisted group von
Neumann algebra Lµ(G) is defined as the von Neumann algebra generated by the unitaries
(uµg )g∈G. When the context is sufficiently clear, we will often omit the superscript µ and simply
denote by ug ∈ Lµ(G) the canonical generating unitaries, satisfying uguh = µ(g, h)ugh. We
denote by τ the canonical trace on Lµ(G) given by τ(a) = 〈aδe, δe〉.

If Gyσ (A, τ) is a trace preserving action and µ ∈ Z2(G,T), we denote by A⋊σ
µG the cocycle

crossed product, which is the unique tracial von Neumann algebra generated by a copy of A
and unitaries (ug)g∈G satisfying

ug uh = µ(g, h)ugh , ugau
∗
g = σg(a) , τ(aug) =

{
τ(a) if g = e,

0 if g 6= e,
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for all g, h ∈ G and a ∈ A.

We make use of the following lemma to prove that certain 2-cocycles are not of finite type.
Recall that for groups Γ and Λ, a map Ω : Γ×Λ → T is called a bicharacter if Ω is multiplicative
in both variables, meaning that Ω(·, h) : Γ → T and Ω(g, ·) : Λ → T are homomorphisms for all
g ∈ Γ and h ∈ Λ.

Lemma 2.5. Let Γ, Λ be groups and let π : Γ → U(d), ρ : Λ → U(d) be d-dimensional
projective representations satisfying

π(g)ρ(h) = Ω(g, h)ρ(h)π(g) for all g ∈ Γ, h ∈ Λ,

where Ω : Γ× Λ → T is a bicharacter. Then, Ω factors through finite quotients of Γ and Λ.

Proof. Define the normal subgroup Λ0 < Λ by Λ0 = {h ∈ Λ | ∀g ∈ Γ : Ω(g, h) = 1}. By
symmetry, it suffices to prove that Λ0 < Λ has finite index.

Define PU(d) = U(d)/T·1 and define the subgroup Λ1 < PU(d) by Λ1 = {ρ(h)T | h ∈ Λ}. When
ρ(h) ∈ T ·1, ρ(h) commutes with all π(g) and we conclude that Ω(g, h) = 1 for all g ∈ Γ, so that
h ∈ Λ0. We thus obtain a well-defined group homomorphism θ : Λ1 → Λ/Λ0 : θ(ρ(h)T) = hΛ0.

We claim that θ extends to a continuous homomorphism from the closure Λ1 ⊂ PU(d) to Λ/Λ0.
Assume that (hn)n is a sequence in Λ such that ρ(hn)T → T in PU(d). We have to prove that
hn ∈ Λ0 eventually. Assume the contrary. After passage to a subsequence, we have hn 6∈ Λ0

for every n ∈ N and ρ(hn) → α · 1 in U(d) for some α ∈ T.

Fix n. Since hn 6∈ Λ0, {Ω(g, hn) | g ∈ Γ} is a nontrivial subgroup of T. We can thus choose gn ∈
Γ such that |Ω(gn, hn)−1| ≥ 1. Since ρ(hn) → α ·1, we have that π(gn)ρ(hn)π(gn)

∗ρ(hn)
∗ → 1.

But this sequence equals Ω(gn, hn) · 1, which does not converge to 1. So the claim is proven.

By the claim, we find a continuous and surjective homomorphism from a compact group to the
discrete group Λ/Λ0. So, Λ/Λ0 is finite.

We also record the following lemma but omit the elementary proof. Recall that a countable
group G is said to have infinite conjugacy classes (icc) if {ghg−1 | g ∈ G} is infinite for every
h ∈ G \ {e}. A subgroup Λ < G is said to be relatively icc if {ghg−1 | g ∈ Λ} is infinite for
every h ∈ G \ {e}.

Lemma 2.6. Let G be a countable group.

(i) If G is icc, then G→ AutG : g 7→ Ad g embeds G as a relatively icc subgroup of AutG.

(ii) Let Λ be a group and δ1, δ2 : Λ → G group homomorphisms such that δ1(Λ) < G is
relatively icc. Exactly one of the following statements holds.

• δ1 = (Ad g) ◦ δ2 for some g ∈ G, or

• {δ1(h)gδ2(h
−1) | h ∈ Λ} is infinite for every g ∈ G.

Also, if δ1(g) = δ2(g) for all g in a finite index subgroup Λ0 < Λ, then δ1(g) = δ2(g) for
all g ∈ Λ.

(iii) Let Λ be a group with normal subgroup Λ0 and let δ : Λ0 → G be a group homomorphism
such that δ(Λ0) < G is relatively icc. If for every k ∈ Λ, there exists an s ∈ G such
that the set {δ(kgk−1)sδ(g)−1 | g ∈ Λ0} is finite, then δ uniquely extends to a group
homomorphism Λ → G.
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2.4 Cocycle twisted groupoid von Neumann algebras

To prove Theorem B, we only need very limited preliminary background on discrete pmp
groupoids G and their cocycle twisted groupoid von Neumann algebras Lω(G). We refer e.g.
to [Ana12, Section 2] for further background. Here we only recall that such a discrete pmp
groupoid G comes with the following extra structure and assumptions. We are given a standard
Borel structure such that the set G(0) of units is Borel and the source and target maps s, t :
G → G(0), as well as the multiplication map G(2) ∋ (g, h) 7→ gh ∈ G on G(2) = {(g, h) ∈ G × G |
s(g) = t(h)} are Borel. Moreover, we are given a probability measure µ on the Borel sets of
G(0) such that for every bisection, i.e. Borel set U ⊂ G such that s|U and t|U are injective, the
associated map σU : s(U) → t(U) given by σU (s(g)) = t(g) for all g ∈ U , is measure preserving.

We denote by Z2(G,T) the group of normalized scalar 2-cocycles on G, i.e. Borel maps ω :
G(2) → T satisfying

ω(g, h)ω(g, hk)ω(gh, k)ω(h, k) = 1 and ω(g, s(g)) = 1 = ω(t(g), g)

for all g, h, k ∈ G with s(g) = t(h) and s(h) = t(k).

Whenever U, V ⊂ G are bisections, one considers the bisection

U · V = {gh | g ∈ U, h ∈ V, s(g) = t(h)} .

Given a 2-cocycle ω ∈ Z2(G,T), one considers the partial isometry ω(U, V ) ∈ L∞(G(0), µ) given
by ω(U, V )(x) = ω(g, h) when g ∈ U , h ∈ V , s(g) = t(h), s(h) = x, and ω(U, V )(x) = 0 when
x 6∈ s(U · V ).

The twisted groupoid von Neumann algebra Lω(G) is the unique tracial von Neumann algebra
generated by a von Neumann subalgebra B = L∞(G(0), µ) and partial isometries uU for every
bisection U ⊂ G satisfying the following relations for all bisections U, V ⊂ G and F ∈ B,

uU uV = uU ·V ω(U, V ) , u∗UuU = 1s(U) ∈ B , uUu
∗
U = 1t(U) ∈ B ,

u∗UFuU = F ◦ σU and τ(FuU ) =

∫

U∩G(0)

F (x) dµ(x) .

By the usual maximality argument, any bisection U ⊂ G can be extended to a bisection V ⊂ G
such that s(V ) and t(V ) are conull, for which uV is a unitary in Lω(G) normalizing B. So,
B ⊂ Lω(G) is always a regular abelian subalgebra.

For every x ∈ G(0), the isotropy group Gx is defined as Gx = {g ∈ G | s(g) = t(g) = x}. Every
ω ∈ Z2(G,T) restricts to ωx ∈ Z2(Gx,T). If x is an atom of µ, 1x ∈ B is a projection and we
obtain a canonical identification 1xLω(G)1x = Lωx(Gx).

3 Class C and relative ω-solidity

The first part of the following result is [PV12, Theorem 1.4]. The second part is a relative
version of Ozawa’s solidity theorem from [Oza03] and seems by now to be a folklore result. We
briefly sketch a proof.

Theorem 3.1 ([PV12]). Let Γ be a weakly amenable, biexact group and Γ y (P, τ) a trace
preserving action on a tracial von Neumann algebra (P, τ). Let µ ∈ Z2(Γ,T) and write M =
P ⋊µ Γ. Let p ∈M be a nonzero projection.

(i) If A ⊂ pMp is a von Neumann subalgebra that is amenable relative to P and satisfies
A 6≺M P , then NpMp(A)

′′ remains amenable relative to P .
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(ii) If A ⊂ pMp is a von Neumann subalgebra and vn ∈ U(pMp) is a sequence of unitaries
such that ‖EP (xvny)‖2 → 0 for all x, y ∈ M and such that ‖avn − vna‖2 → 0 for all
a ∈ A, then A is amenable relative to P .

(iii) In particular, if A ⊂ pMp is a von Neumann subalgebra and A′ ∩ pMp 6≺M P , then A is
amenable relative to P .

Proof. Define α : M → M ⊗ L(Γ) : α(xug) = xug ⊗ ug for all x ∈ P and g ∈ Γ. Note that
the subalgebras α(M) and M ⊗ 1 of M ⊗ L(Γ) form a nondegenerate commuting square with
intersection α(M) ∩M ⊗ 1 = P ⊗ 1. So we can apply Lemma 2.2.

(i) Since A is amenable relative to P inside M , we get that α(A) is amenable relative to M ⊗ 1
inside M ⊗ L(Γ). Since A 6≺M P , we have that α(A) 6≺M⊗L(Γ) M ⊗ 1. So by [PV12, Theorem
1.4], we find that α(NpMp(A)

′′) is amenable relative to M ⊗ 1 inside M ⊗ L(Γ). This in turn
implies that NpMp(A)

′′ is amenable relative to P inside M .

(ii) We write q = α(p) and consider α(A) ⊂ q(M ⊗ L(Γ))q. We write wn = α(vn). Then wn ∈
q(M ⊗L(Γ))q is a sequence of unitaries satisfying ‖EM⊗1(xwny)‖2 → 0 for all x, y ∈M ⊗L(Γ)
and ‖α(a)wn − wnα(a)‖2 → 0 for all a ∈ A. We can repeat the proof of [PV12, Section 3.4,
case 1] and obtain that α(A) is amenable relative to M ⊗ 1 inside M ⊗L(Γ). It follows that A
is amenable relative to P inside M .

(iii) If A′ ∩ pMp 6≺M P , we can choose a sequence of unitaries vn ∈ A′ ∩ pMp such that
‖EP (xvny)‖2 → 0 for all x, y ∈M . By (ii), we get that A is amenable relative to P .

Corollary 3.2. Consider the same hypotheses and notations as in Theorem 3.1. Let (M, τ)
be any tracial von Neumann algebra and M ⊂ M an embedding. Let q ∈ M be a projection
and A,B ⊂ qMq two commuting von Neumann subalgebras.

If A is strongly nonamenable relative to P inside M and B 6≺M P , then A ∨B 6≺M M .

Proof. Assume that A ∨ B ≺M M . Take a projection q′ ∈ Mn(C) ⊗M , a unital normal ∗-
homomorphism θ : A∨B → q′(Mn(C)⊗M)q′ and a nonzero partial isometry V ∈ q′(Cn⊗M)
such that θ(d)V = V d for all d ∈ A ∨B. We may moreover assume that q′ equals the support
of (id⊗EM )(V V ∗). Since B 6≺M P , by Lemma 2.3(i), we have that θ(B) 6≺M P . By Theorem
3.1(iii), this implies that θ(A) is amenable relative to P inside M . By Lemma 2.3(ii), this
contradicts our assumption that A is strongly nonamenable relative to P inside M.

4 Height in cocycle twisted group von Neumann algebras

Recall from [Ioa10, Section 4] and [IPV10, Section 3] the notion of height in group von Neumann
algebras, which we adapt in the following obvious way to twisted group von Neumann algebras.
Given a countable group Γ, a 2-cocycle µ ∈ Z2(Γ,T) and a subgroup G < U(p(Mn(C) ⊗
Lµ(Γ))p), we define

hΓ(G) = inf
v∈G

(
max{‖(v)g‖2 | g ∈ Γ}

)
where (v)g = (id⊗ τ)((1 ⊗ u∗g)v) ∈Mn(C) .

The following result is a cocycle adaptation of [KV15, Theorem 4.1] and [PV21, Lemma 2.4].

Theorem 4.1. Let Γ be an icc group and µ ∈ Z2(Γ,T) a 2-cocycle. Write M = Lµ(Γ) and let
t > 0. Let Λ ⊂ U(M t) be a subgroup satisfying the following properties:

(i) hΓ(Λ) > 0 ;
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(ii) for every k ∈ Γ \ {e}, we have that Λ′′ 6≺M Lµ(CΓ(k)) ;

(iii) the action (Ad v)v∈Λ on L2(M t)⊖ C1 is weakly mixing.

Then t = 1 and there exists a unitary w ∈M such that wΛw∗ ⊂ T · Γ = {aug | a ∈ T, g ∈ Γ}.

Proof. Define the embedding ∆ : L(Γ) → Lµ(Γ)⊗Lµ(Γ)
op : ∆(ug) = ug ⊗ ug for all g ∈ Γ. We

claim that
{v ⊗ v | v ∈ Λ}′′ ≺M⊗Mop ∆(L(Γ)) . (4.1)

To prove (4.1), we concretely realize M t = p(Mk(C) ⊗ Lµ(Γ))p. We decompose any v ∈
Mk(C)⊗ Lµ(Γ) as v =

∑
g∈Γ(v)g ⊗ ug. Since hΓ(Λ) > 0, we can take δ > 0 such that

max{‖(v)g‖2 | g ∈ Γ} ≥ δ for every v ∈ Λ.

We identify (Mk(C) ⊗ Lµ(Γ)) ⊗ (Mk(C) ⊗ Lµ(Γ))
op = Mk(C) ⊗Mk(C) ⊗ Lµ(Γ) ⊗ Lµ(Γ)

op in
the obvious way. We write P =Mk(C)⊗Mk(C)⊗∆(L(Γ)). Then for every v ∈ Λ,

EP (v ⊗ v) =
∑

g∈Γ

(v)g ⊗ (v)g ⊗∆(ug)

and thus
‖EP (v ⊗ v)‖22 =

∑

g∈Γ

‖(v)g‖
4
2 ≥ δ4 for all v ∈ Λ.

So, (4.1) is proven.

By (4.1), we can take a projection q ∈ Mn(C) ⊗ L(Γ), a group homomorphism θ : Λ →
U(q(Mn(C)⊗ L(Γ))q) and a nonzero

X ∈ (p⊗ pop)(Mk,n(C)⊗ Lµ(Γ)⊗ Ck ⊗ Lµ(Γ)
op)(id⊗∆)(q)

such that (v ⊗ v)X = X(id ⊗∆)(θ(v)) for all v ∈ Λ.

For k ∈ Γ \ {e}, we have Λ′′ 6≺M Lµ(CΓ(k)). We may thus choose θ such that θ(Λ)′′ 6≺L(Γ)

L(CΓ(k)) for all k ∈ Γ \ {e}. It then follows from a twisted version of [IPV10, Proposition
7.2.3] (cf. Proposition 6.4(i) below) that the relative commutant of {(id ⊗∆)(θ(v)) | v ∈ Λ} is
contained in the image of id⊗∆. We may thus assume that X∗X = (id⊗∆)(q).

By weak mixing of (Ad v)v∈Λ on L2(M t)⊖C1, it then follows that XX∗ = p⊗ pop. So we can
view X as a unitary conjugacy between v ⊗ v and (id ⊗∆)(θ(v)) for all v ∈ Λ. In particular,
the action (Ad θ(v))v∈Λ on qL2(Mn(C)⊗ L(Γ))q ⊖Cq is weakly mixing. Since hΓ(Λ) > 0, also
hΓ(θ(Λ)) > 0, where hΓ(θ(Λ)) denotes the height of θ(Λ) in the untwisted amplified group von
Neumann algebra q(Mn(C)⊗ L(Γ))q.

We can thus apply [PV21, Lemma 2.4] and conclude that (Tr⊗τ)(q) = 1 and that θ(Λ) can
be unitarily conjugated into T · Γ. So t = 1 and we find a group homomorphism ϕ : Λ → Γ, a
character η : Λ → T and a unitary X ∈ Lµ(Γ)⊗ Lµ(Γ)

op such that

(v ⊗ v)X = η(v)X(uϕ(v) ⊗ uϕ(v)) for all v ∈ Λ.

It follows that the projective representation

γ : Λ → U(L2(Lµ(Γ))) : γ(v)(ξ) = vξu∗ϕ(v)

is not weakly mixing. We can thus find an irreducible projective representation π : Λ → U(m)
and a nonzero Y ∈ Cm ⊗ Lµ(Γ) such that

(π(v)⊗ v)Y = Y uϕ(v) for all v ∈ Λ.
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Since Λ′′ 6≺M Lµ(CΓ(k)) when k ∈ Γ\{e}, the subgroup ϕ(Λ) < Γ is relatively icc. So, Y ∗Y is a
multiple of 1 and we may assume that Y ∗Y = 1. By weak mixing of (Ad v)v∈Λ on L2(M)⊖C1
and irreducibility of π, also Y Y ∗ = 1. So m = 1 and we have unitarily conjugated Λ into
T · Γ.

We also need a cocycle variant of [PV21, Theorem 2.3], which we moreover need to adapt to
a product of multiple groups. As in [PV21, Definition 2.1], given a countable group G and a
2-cocycle µ ∈ Z2(G,T), we say that a group homomorphism θ : Λ → U(p(Mn(C) ⊗ Lµ(G))p)
from a countable group Λ is standard if there exist

• finitely many finite index subgroups Λi < Λ,

• group homomorphisms δi : Λi → G,

• finite dimensional projective representations πi : Λi → U(ni) with 2-cocycle ωπi = µ ◦ δi,

with corresponding θi : Λi → U(Mni
(C)⊗Lµ(G)) : θi(g) = πi(g)⊗uδi(g), such that θ is unitarily

conjugate to the direct sum of the inductions of θi to Λ. In particular, (Tr⊗τ)(p) =
∑

i ni[Λ :
Λi].

The following is an immediate consequence of Theorem 4.1. The proof of this corollary is
identical to the second part of the proof of [PV21, Theorem 2.3] and thus omitted.

Corollary 4.2. Let Γ be an icc group and µ ∈ Z2(Γ,T) a 2-cocycle. Write M = Lµ(Γ) and
let t > 0. Let Λ be a group and θ : Λ → U(M t) a group homomorphism. Define A0 ⊂ M t as
the set of all elements a ∈M t such that span{θ(v)aθ(v)∗ | v ∈ Λ} is finite dimensional.

Then A0 ⊂M t is a ∗-subalgebra and we denote by A its weak closure. Assume that A is atomic
and assume that the following holds:

(i) hΓ(θ(Λ)p) > 0 for every nonzero projection p ∈ θ(Λ)′ ∩M t ;

(ii) for every k ∈ Γ \ {e}, we have that θ(Λ)′′ 6≺M Lµ(CΓ(k)).

Then θ : Λ → U(Lµ(Γ)
t) is standard.

To apply Theorem 4.1, we need to know that (Ad v)v∈Λ is weakly mixing on L2(M t)⊖C1. To
apply Corollary 4.2, we still need to control the absence of weak mixing of (Ad θ(v))v∈Λ in a
precise way, because we need to prove that A is atomic. In the case where Γ is a product of
weakly amenable, biexact groups, the latter is often automatic thanks to the following lemma
that we will use later. The proof of this lemma is very similar to the first part of the proof of
[PV21, Theorem 2.3].

Lemma 4.3. Let Γ1, . . . ,Γk be weakly amenable, biexact groups, put G = Γ1 × · · · × Γk, and
let µ ∈ Z2(G,T). Let p ∈ Mn(C) ⊗ Lµ(G) be a projection and Λ ⊂ U(p(Mn(C) ⊗ Lµ(G))p) a
subgroup.

Define A0 as the set of elements a ∈ p(Mn(C)⊗Lµ(G))p such that span{vav∗ | v ∈ Λ} is finite
dimensional. Denote by A the weak closure of the ∗-algebra A0.

Write Gi = Γ1×· · ·×Γi−1×{e}×Γi+1×· · ·×Γk and assume that Λ′′ is strongly nonamenable
relative to Lµ(Gi) for all i ∈ {1, . . . , k}.

Then A is atomic.

12



Proof. We write M = Lµ(G) and denote p(Mn(C) ⊗ Lµ(G))p as M t. Note that by definition,
Λ ⊂ NM t(A) and that the action (Ad v)v∈Λ on A is compact.

Denote Gi as in the theorem, denote by ωi the restriction of µ to Gi and write Pi = Lωi
(Gi).

To prove that A is purely atomic, it suffices to prove that A ≺f
M C1. So by Lemma 2.4(ii), it

suffices to prove that A ≺f
M Pi for every i ∈ {1, . . . , k}. Denoting by µi the restriction of µ

to Γi, we find an action Γi y Pi so that M = Pi ⋊µi Γi. We will apply Theorem 3.1 in this
context.

Let q ∈ A′ ∩M t be the largest projection such that Aq 6≺M Pi. It suffices to prove q = 0.
Assume that q 6= 0. Since q belongs to the center of the normalizer of A inside M t, we have
that q commutes with Λ.

Since Λ′′ 6≺ Pi, we can take a sequence vn ∈ Λ such that ‖EPi
(x∗vny)‖2 → 0 for all x, y ∈

Cn ⊗M . Since the action (Ad v)v∈Λ on A is compact and trace preserving, after passage to a
subsequence, we may assume that ‖vnav

∗
n − α(a)‖2 → 0 for all a ∈ A, where α ∈ AutA is a

trace preserving automorphism.

Choose an increasing sequence Fs ⊂ Cn ⊗M of finite subsets such that
⋃
sFs is ‖ · ‖2-dense in

Cn⊗M . Also choose an increasing sequence As ⊂ A of finite subsets such that
⋃
sAs is ‖ · ‖2-

dense in A. Take n1 such that ‖EPi
(x∗vn1y)‖2 < 1/2 for all x, y ∈ F1 and ‖vn1av

∗
n1

−α(a)‖2 <
1/2 for all a ∈ A1. Having chosen n1 < n2 < · · · < ns−1, choose ns > ns−1 such that
‖EPi

(x∗ vns v
∗
ns−1

y)‖2 < 2−s for all x, y ∈ Fs and ‖vnsav
∗
ns

− α(a)‖2 < 2−s for all a ∈ As.
Defining ws = vnsv

∗
ns−1

, we have found a sequence (ws)s in Λ such that

‖EPi
(x∗wsy)‖ → 0 for all x, y ∈ Cn ⊗M , and ‖wsa− aws‖2 → 0 for all a ∈ A.

By Theorem 3.1(ii), A is amenable relative to Pi inside M . In particular, Aq is amenable
relative to Pi inside M . Since Aq 6≺M Pi and since the normalizer of Aq contains Λq, it follows
from Theorem 3.1(i) that Λ′′q is amenable relative to Pi. This contradicts the assumptions of
the lemma.

So q = 0 and the lemma is proven.

5 Coarse embeddings of Bernoulli like crossed products

5.1 Coarse embeddings into tensor products

Recall that for tracial von Neumann algebras P and Q, a P -Q-bimodule PHQ is called coarse
if it is isomorphic to a P -Q-subbimodule of a direct sum of copies of (P ⊗ 1)L

2(P ⊗Q)(1⊗Q).

Definition 5.1. Let M , M1, . . . ,Mk be tracial von Neumann algebras and take a projection
p ∈Mn(C)⊗M1 ⊗ · · · ⊗Mk. Motivated by [BV22, Definition 5.1], we say that an embedding

ψ :M → p(Mn(C)⊗M1 ⊗ · · · ⊗Mk)p

is coarse if for every i ∈ {1, . . . , k}, the bimodule

ψ(M)p(C
n ⊗ L2(M1 ⊗ · · · ⊗Mk))(M1 ⊗ · · · ⊗Mi−1 ⊗ 1⊗Mi+1 ⊗ · · · ⊗Mk)

is coarse. By convention, if k = 1, the condition is empty and every embedding ψ : M →
p(Mn(C)⊗M1)p is called coarse.

We can equivalently give the following definition of a tensor coarse bimodule.
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Definition 5.2. Let M , M1, . . . ,Mk be tracial von Neumann algebras. We say that a Hilbert
M -(M1 ⊗ · · · ⊗Mk)-bimodule H is tensor coarse if H is finitely generated as a right Hilbert
(M1 ⊗ · · · ⊗Mk)-module and if for every i ∈ {1, . . . , k}, the bimodule

MHM1 ⊗ · · · ⊗Mi−1 ⊗ 1⊗Mi+1 ⊗ · · · ⊗Mk

is coarse.

By definition, tensor coarse bimodules are precisely bimodules of the form

ψ(M)p(C
n ⊗ L2(M1 ⊗ · · · ⊗Mk))M1 ⊗ · · · ⊗Mk

where ψ : M → p(Mn(C) ⊗M1 ⊗ · · · ⊗Mk)p is a coarse embedding in the sense of Definition
5.1.

Lemma 5.3. Let P , P1, P2, M1, M2 be tracial von Neumann algebras. Let H be a Hilbert
P -(P1 ⊗ P2)-bimodule. For i ∈ {1, 2}, let Li be a Hilbert Pi-Mi-bimodule.

If the bimodule PHP1 ⊗ 1 is coarse, also the bimodule P(H ⊗P1⊗P2
(L1 ⊗ L2))M1 ⊗ 1 is coarse.

Proof. Define the Hilbert P -(P1 ⊗M2)-bimodule K = H ⊗P1⊗P2
(L2(P1)⊗L2). Since PHP1 ⊗ 1

is coarse, we can view H as a (P ⊗ P op
1 )-P2-bimodule. We can then identify K with the

(P ⊗ P op
1 )-M2-bimodule H ⊗P2 L2. It follows that the bimodule PKP1 ⊗ 1 is coarse. Since

H ⊗P1⊗P2
(L1 ⊗ L2) = K ⊗P1 L1

as P -M1-bimodules, we conclude that P(H ⊗P1⊗P2
(L1 ⊗ L2))M1 ⊗ 1 is coarse.

The following straightforward lemma is used throughout this article.

Lemma 5.4. Let M , P and Q be tracial von Neumann algebras, p ∈ Mn(C) ⊗ P ⊗ Q a
projection and ψ :M → p(Mn(C)⊗ P ⊗Q)p an embedding. Assume that the bimodule

ψ(M)p(C
n ⊗ L2(P ⊗Q))P ⊗ 1

is coarse.

(i) If A ⊂M is a diffuse von Neumann subalgebra, then ψ(A) 6≺P⊗Q P ⊗ 1.

(ii) If A ⊂M is a von Neumann subalgebra without amenable direct summand, then ψ(A) is
strongly nonamenable relative to P ⊗ 1.

Proof. By the definition of a coarse bimodule, we can choose an isometry

V : p(Cn ⊗ L2(P ⊗Q)) → ℓ2(N)⊗ L2(M)⊗ L2(P )

such that V (ψ(a)ξ(b⊗1)) = (1⊗a⊗1)V (ξ)(1⊗b) for all a ∈M , b ∈ P and ξ ∈ p(Cn⊗L2(P⊗Q)).
Denote q = V V ∗ and note that q ∈ B(ℓ2(N))⊗ JMJ ⊗P , where J : L2(M) → L2(M) : J(x) =
x∗.

Write M = q(B(ℓ2(N)) ⊗ B(L2(M)) ⊗ P )q. Then V induces an isomorphism between the
inclusions

ψ(M) ⊂ p(Mn(C)⊗ 〈P ⊗Q, eP⊗1〉)p and (1⊗M ⊗ 1)q ⊂ M .

We use Remark 2.1. If ψ(A) ≺P⊗Q P ⊗ 1, we find a normal state Ω on M that is (1⊗A⊗ 1)q-
central. Then ω(T ) = Ω(q(1⊗ T ⊗ 1)q) defines a normal A-central state on B(L2(M)). So, A
is not diffuse.
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Similarly, if ψ(A) is not strongly nonamenable relative to P ⊗1, we find a state Ω on M that is
(1⊗A⊗1)q-central and whose restriction to (1⊗A⊗1)q is normal. Then ω(T ) = Ω(q(1⊗T⊗1)q)
defines an A-central state on B(L2(M)) whose restriction to A is normal. So, A has an amenable
direct summand.

We also have the following obvious lemma.

Lemma 5.5. Let M , P , Q, A and B be tracial von Neumann algebras. Let

ψ :M → p(Mn(C)⊗ P ⊗Q)p and ϕ : Q → q(Mk(C)⊗A⊗B)q

be embeddings. Define e = (id⊗ ϕ)(p).

If both ψ(M)p(C
n ⊗ L2(P ⊗Q))P ⊗ 1 and ϕ(Q)q(C

k ⊗ L2(A⊗B))A⊗ 1 are coarse bimodules, then

(id⊗ ϕ)ψ(M)e(C
n ⊗ Ck ⊗ L2(P ⊗A⊗B))P ⊗ A⊗ 1

is also a coarse bimodule.

Proof. If V : p(Cn ⊗ L2(P ⊗ Q)) → (L2(M) ⊗ L2(P ))⊕∞ is an M -P -bimodular isometry and
W : q(Ck ⊗L2(A⊗B)) → (L2(Q)⊗L2(A))⊕∞ is a Q-A-bimodular isometry, one can interpret
(V ⊗ 1)(1 ⊗W ) as the required M -(P ⊗A)-bimodular isometry

e(Cn ⊗ Ck ⊗ L2(P ⊗A⊗B)) → (L2(M)⊗ L2(P ⊗A))⊕∞ .

5.2 Bernoulli like crossed products

Throughout this section, we fix an action G y I of a countable group G on a countable set I.
In order to simultaneously treat the generalized Bernoulli action G y (A0, τ0)

I and the action

G yσ Lµ(Λ
(I)
0 ) : σg = Aduµg given a 2-cocycle µ ∈ Z2(Λ

(I)
0 ⋊ G,T), we introduce the following

ad hoc notion.

We say that a trace preserving action G yσ (B, τ) on an amenable tracial von Neumann algebra
(B, τ) is Bernoulli like over G y I if the following holds. There exists a trace preserving
action G yζ (C, τ), a tracial amenable (A0, τ0) with corresponding generalized Bernoulli action
G yγ (A, τ) = (A0, τ0)

I and a unital ∗-homomorphism β : B → C ⊗A satisfying

(i) (ζg ⊗ γg) ◦ β = β ◦ σg for all g ∈ G,

(ii) (id ⊗ τ)β(b) = τ(b)1 for all b ∈ B,

(iii) the linear span of (C ⊗ 1)β(B) is ‖ · ‖2-dense in C ⊗A,

(iv) for every finite subset F ⊂ I, we have a von Neumann subalgebra BF ⊂ B such that,
writing AF = AF

0 , we have (id⊗ EAF
) ◦ β = β ◦ EBF

.

Note that by (ii) and (iii), we get that

C ⊗ 1 ⊂ C ⊗A
∪ ∪
C1 ⊂ β(B)

(5.1)

is a nondegenerate commuting square.
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Example 5.6. When G yσ (B, τ) equals the generalized Bernoulli action G yσ (A0, τ0)
I , we

take C = C1, β the identity map and γ = σ. When µ ∈ Z2(Λ
(I)
0 ⋊G,T) and G yσ B = Lµ(Λ

(I)
0 )

is given by σg = Aduµg , we take C = B, ζg = σg, G yγ L(Λ
(I)
0 ) the generalized Bernoulli action,

and
β : Lµ(Λ

(I)
0 ) → Lµ(Λ

(I)
0 )⊗ L(Λ

(I)
0 ) : β(uµa) = uµa ⊗ ua for all a ∈ Λ

(I)
0 ,

with BF = Lµ(Λ
F
0 ).

For the rest of this section, we fix such a Bernoulli like action G yσ (B, τ). We also fix a
2-cocycle µ ∈ Z2(G,T) and write M = B ⋊σ,µ G, N = C ⋊ζ,µ G and M = A⋊γ G. We extend
β to an embedding

β :M → N ⊗M : β(uµr ) = uµr ⊗ ur for all r ∈ G. (5.2)

Note that the following properties follow from the assumptions (i)–(iv) above. Since (id ⊗
EAF

) ◦ β = β ◦ EBF
, we have that b ∈ BF if and only if β(b) ∈ C ⊗ AF . In particular,

σg(BF ) = Bg·F . It also follows that EBF1
◦ EBF2

= EBF1∩F2
.

Since the linear span of (C ⊗ 1)β(B) is dense in C ⊗A, applying id⊗EAF1
, it follows that the

linear span of (C⊗1)β(BF1) is dense in C⊗AF1 . Then (C⊗1)β(BF1BF2) has the same closed
linear span as (C⊗AF1)β(BF2) = (1⊗AF1)(C⊗1)β(BF2), which thus equals C⊗AF1∪F2 . We
conclude that the linear span of BF1BF2 is dense in BF1∪F2 . This means that

BF1 ⊂ BF1∪F2

∪ ∪
BF1∩F2 ⊂ BF2

(5.3)

is a nondegenerate commuting square.

We use β to transfer several known results on the generalized Bernoulli crossed product M =
AI0⋊γ G to the twisted Bernoulli like crossed productM = B⋊σ,µ G. The following elementary
lemma helps us in this respect.

Lemma 5.7. Let (N, τ) be a tracial von Neumann, p ∈ N⊗M a projection and P ⊂ p(N⊗M)p
a von Neumann subalgebra. Let Λ < G be a subgroup.

(i) We have P ≺N⊗M N⊗ (B⋊σ,µΛ) if and only if (id⊗β)(P ) ≺N⊗N⊗M N⊗N ⊗ (A⋊γ Λ).
The same holds for full embedding ≺f instead of ≺.

(ii) We have P ≺N⊗M N ⊗ Lµ(Λ) if and only if (id⊗ β)(P ) ≺N⊗N⊗M N ⊗N ⊗ L(Λ). The
same holds for full embedding ≺f instead of ≺.

(iii) We have that P is amenable relative to N ⊗ (B ⋊σ,µ Λ) if and only if (id ⊗ β)(P ) is
amenable relative to N ⊗N ⊗ (A⋊γ Λ). The same holds for strong relative amenability.

Proof. Since (5.1) is a nondegenerate commuting square, also

N ⊗ (A⋊γ Λ) ⊂ N ⊗M
∪ ∪

β(B ⋊σ,µ Λ) ⊂ β(M)
and

N ⊗ L(Λ) ⊂ N ⊗M
∪ ∪

β(Lµ(Λ)) ⊂ β(M)

are nondegenerate commuting squares. So also taking throughout the tensor product with N ,
we get nondegenerate commuting squares. The lemma then follows from Lemma 2.2.
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The restriction of β to Lµ(G) ⊂M is the comultiplication ∆ : Lµ(G) → Lµ(G)⊗L(G) : ∆(uµr ) =
uµr ⊗ur for all r ∈ G. We then also have the following result, which may be viewed as a cocycle
twisted version of [IPV10, Proposition 7.2]. As with Lemma 5.7, we give a short commuting
square proof.

Lemma 5.8. Let (N, τ) be a tracial von Neumann, p ∈ N ⊗ Lµ(G) a projection and P ⊂
p(N ⊗ Lµ(G))p a von Neumann subalgebra. Let Λ < G be a subgroup and write S = Lµ(G).

(i) We have P ≺N⊗S N ⊗ Lµ(Λ) if and only if (id⊗ β)(P ) ≺N⊗S⊗L(G) N ⊗ S ⊗ L(Λ). The

same holds for full embedding ≺f instead of ≺.

(ii) We have that P is amenable relative to N ⊗Lµ(Λ) if and only if (id⊗β)(P ) is amenable
relative to N ⊗ S ⊗ L(Λ). The same holds for strong relative amenability.

Proof. Note that
S ⊗ L(Λ) ⊂ S ⊗ L(G)

∪ ∪
β(Lµ(Λ)) ⊂ β(S)

is a nondegenerate commuting square. Taking throughout the tensor product with N , we still
have a nondegenerate commuting square, and the conclusion follows from Lemma 2.2.

The proof of the following result is almost identical to the proof of [Vae07, Lemma 4.2.1] and
thus omitted.

Lemma 5.9. Let (N, τ) be a tracial von Neumann, p ∈ N ⊗ Lµ(G) a projection and P ⊂
p(N ⊗ Lµ(G))p a von Neumann subalgebra.

If for all i ∈ I, we have that P 6≺N⊗Lµ(G) N⊗Lµ(Stab i), then P
′∩p(N⊗M)p ⊂ p(N⊗Lµ(G))p.

For later use, we prove the following elementary lemma.

Lemma 5.10. Let (N, τ) be a tracial von Neumann, Λ a group, π : Λ → U(N) a projective
representation and δ : Λ → G a group homomorphism. Write

θ : Λ → U(N ⊗M) : θ(g) = π(g)⊗ uµδ(g) .

(i) If δ(Λ) < G is relatively icc, then θ(Λ)′ ∩N ⊗M ⊂ N ⊗B.

(ii) If moreover the action δ(Λ) y I has infinite orbits, then θ(Λ)′ ∩N ⊗M ⊂ N ⊗ 1.

Proof. Fix a ∈ θ(Λ)′ ∩N ⊗M .

(i) Write a =
∑

g∈G(a)g(1⊗ uµg ) with (a)g ∈ N ⊗B. Since a commutes with θ(Λ), we get that
the function g 7→ ‖(a)g‖2 is invariant under conjugation by δ(Λ). Since this function is also
square summable and δ(Λ) < G is relatively icc, it follows that (a)g = 0 for all g 6= e. This
means that a ∈ N ⊗B.

(ii) For every finite subset F ⊂ I, define KF ⊂ L2(BF ) as the orthogonal complement in
L2(BF ) of all BF ′ where F ′ ⊂ F is a proper subset. By convention, K∅ = C1. Since (5.3) is
a commuting square, L2(B) is the orthogonal direct sum of the subspaces KF , F ⊂ I finite.
Define aF ∈ L2(N)⊗KF as the projection of a ∈ N ⊗B onto L2(N)⊗KF . Since a commutes
with θ(Λ), we find that

‖aδ(g)·F‖2 = ‖aF‖2 for all finite subsets F ⊂ I and g ∈ Λ.

Since the sum of all ‖aF‖
2
2 is finite and the action δ(Λ) y I has infinite orbits, it follows that

aF = 0 for all finite nonempty subsets F ⊂ I. So, a = a∅, meaning that a ∈ N ⊗ 1.
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5.3 General coarse embeddings for Bernoulli like crossed products

One of the key results in [PV21] is [PV21, Theorem 3.2] determining all possible embeddings
between left-right Bernoulli crossed products with groups in the class C. One of our key
technical ingredients is to determine all possible coarse embeddings from such a left-right
Bernoulli crossed product to a tensor product of left-right Bernoulli crossed products. Since we
moreover also want to include cocycle twists, we work in the more general context of Bernoulli
like actions introduced in Section 5.2.

We say that a group homomorphism δ : Γ × Γ → Γ1 × Γ1 is symmetric if there exists a
group homomorphism δ0 : Γ → Γ1 such that either δ(g, h) = (δ0(g), δ0(h)) for all g, h ∈ Γ, or
δ(g, h) = (δ0(h), δ0(g)) for all g, h ∈ Γ.

Theorem 5.11. Let Γ1, . . . ,Γk be groups in the class C. Let Γi × Γi y (Bi, τ) be Bernoulli
like actions over the left-right action Γi × Γi y Γi, with all Bi amenable and nontrivial. Let
µi ∈ Z2(Γi × Γi,T) and consider Mi = Bi ⋊µi (Γi × Γi).

Let Γ be a nonamenable icc group and (A0, τ0) a nontrivial amenable tracial von Neumann
algebra. Consider the left-right Bernoulli action Γ × Γ y (A, τ) = (A0, τ0)

Γ and write M =
A⋊ (Γ× Γ).

Let t > 0 and ψ : M → (M1 ⊗ · · · ⊗Mk)
t a coarse embedding. Then t ∈ N and ψ is unitarily

conjugate to a direct sum of embeddings of the form ψ0 :M →Mn(C)⊗M1⊗· · ·⊗Mk satisfying

ψ0(ur) = π(r)⊗ uδ1(r) ⊗ · · · ⊗ uδk(r) for all r ∈ Γ× Γ,

ψ0(πe(A0)) ⊂Mn(C)⊗B1,e ⊗ · · · ⊗Bk,e ,
(5.4)

where π is a projective representation with 2-cocycle ωπ and δi : Γ × Γ → Γi × Γi are faithful
symmetric homomorphisms such that ωπ (µ1 ◦ δ1) · · · (µk ◦ δk) = 1.

If for every i ∈ {1, . . . , k} and every irreducible subfactor P ⊂ Mi of infinite index, ψ(M) 6≺
M1⊗· · ·⊗Mi−1⊗P ⊗Mi+1⊗· · ·⊗Mk, then the homomorphisms δi above are all isomorphisms.

Note that it follows automatically from (5.4) where ψ0(πs(A0)) is located for arbitrary s ∈ Γ.
More precisely, defining αi : Γ → Γi and εi ∈ {±1} such that either δi(g, h) = (αi(g), αi(h)),
εi = 1, or δi(g, h) = (αi(h), αi(g)), εi = −1, we get that

ψ0(πs(A0)) ⊂Mn(C)⊗B1,α1(sε1 ) ⊗ · · · ⊗Bk,αk(s
εk ) for all s ∈ Γ.

Before proving Theorem 5.11, we need the following general lemma.

Lemma 5.12. Let Γ be a group in the class C and Γ × Γ y (B, τ) a Bernoulli like action
over the left-right action Γ × Γ y Γ, with B amenable. Let µ ∈ Z2(Γ × Γ,T) and write
M = B ⋊µ (Γ× Γ) with subalgebra S = Lµ(Γ× Γ). Let N be a finite factor.

(i) If P,Q ⊂ p(N ⊗M)p commute and are both strongly nonamenable relative to N ⊗1, then
P ∨Q can be unitarily conjugated into N ⊗ Lµ(Γ× Γ).

(ii) If P,Q ⊂ p(N ⊗ S)p commute and are both strongly nonamenable relative to N ⊗ 1 and
if we denote by pl and pr the maximal projections in P ′ ∩ p(N ⊗ S)p such that

Ppl ≺
f
N⊗S

N ⊗ Lµ(Γ× e) and Ppr ≺
f
N⊗S

N ⊗ Lµ(e× Γ) ,

then pl + pr = p and pl, pr ∈ Z(P ′ ∩ p(N ⊗ S)p) ∩ Z(Q′ ∩ p(N ⊗ S)p) and

Qpl ≺
f
N⊗S

N ⊗ Lµ(e× Γ) and Qpr ≺
f
N⊗S

N ⊗ Lµ(Γ× e) .
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(iii) If D ⊂ p(N ⊗M)p is amenable relative to N ⊗ 1 and if the normalizer of D contains
commuting von Neumann subalgebras P,Q that are both strongly nonamenable relative to
N ⊗ 1, then D ≺f

N⊗M
N ⊗B.

Proof. Denote β : M → N ⊗ M where N = C ⋊µ (Γ × Γ) and M = A ⋊ (Γ × Γ) with
(A, τ) = (A0, τ0)

Γ as in (5.2). We still denote as β the embedding id⊗β : N⊗M → N⊗N⊗M.

(i) Since B is amenable, P and Q are strongly nonamenable relative to N ⊗ B. By Lemma
5.7(iii), β(P ) and β(Q) are strongly nonamenable relative to N ⊗N ⊗A. A fortiori, β(P ) and
β(Q) are strongly nonamenable relative to N ⊗N ⊗ 1. By [KV15, Lemma 5.3], the subalgebra
β(P ∨ Q) can be unitarily conjugated into N ⊗ N ⊗ L(Γ × Γ). So certainly, β(P ∨ Q) ≺f

N ⊗N ⊗ L(Γ× Γ). By Lemma 5.7(ii), we get that P ∨Q ≺f N ⊗ Lµ(Γ× Γ).

Denote by Γd ⊂ Γ×Γ the diagonal subgroup. By Corollary 3.2, we get that P∨Q 6≺ N⊗Lµ(Γd).
As in the proof of [KV15, Lemma 5.3], using Lemmas 2.3(i) and 5.9, and the factoriality of
Lµ(Γ× Γ), we find that P ∨Q can be unitarily conjugated into N ⊗ Lµ(Γ× Γ).

(ii) Define pl and pr as in the statement of the lemma. By definition, pl, pr ∈ Z(P ′∩p(N⊗S)p).
We similarly define ql, qr ∈ Q′ ∩ p(N ⊗ S)p as the maximal projections such that

Qql ≺
f
N⊗S

N ⊗ Lµ(Γ× e) and Qqr ≺
f
N⊗S

N ⊗ Lµ(e× Γ) .

Note that ql, qr ∈ Z(Q′ ∩ p(N ⊗ S)p). To conclude the proof of (ii), it suffices to prove that
pr = ql, pl = qr and pl + pr = p.

By Lemma 5.8(i), we have that β(P (p−pl)) 6≺ N⊗N ⊗L(Γ×e). Since Q ⊂ P ′∩p(N⊗S)p, we
find that p− pl commutes with Q. By Theorem 3.1(iii), we find that β(Q(p− pl)) is amenable
relative to N ⊗N ⊗L(Γ× e). By Lemma 5.8(ii), we get that Q(p− pl) is amenable relative to
N⊗Lµ(Γ×e). Since Qqr ≺

f N⊗Lµ(e×Γ), a fortiori Qqr is amenable relative to N⊗Lµ(e×Γ).
Since p − pl ∈ Q′ ∩ p(N ⊗ S)p, the projections p − pl and qr commute. By Lemma 2.4(i), we
find that Q(p− pl)qr is amenable relative to N ⊗ 1. By our assumption on Q, we conclude that
(p− pl)qr = 0.

So, qr ≤ pl. By symmetry, we also find the other inequalities pr ≤ ql and ql ≤ pr and pl ≤ qr.
So, pl = qr and pr = ql. By Lemma 2.4(ii), Pplpr ≺ N ⊗ 1, so that the projections pl and pr
must orthogonal.

It remains to prove that pl+pr = p. Write e = p− (pl+pr) = p− (ql+ qr). Since e ≤ p−pl, we
have seen above that Qe is amenable relative to N ⊗Lµ(Γ× e). Since e ≤ p− pr, we similarly
have that Qe is amenable relative to N ⊗Lµ(e×Γ). By Lemma 2.4(i), Qe is amenable relative
to N ⊗ 1, so that e = 0.

(iii) Denote by D the normalizer of D inside p(N ⊗M)p. By point (i), we may assume that
p ∈ N ⊗ S and that P ∨ Q ⊂ p(N ⊗ S)p. We then take pl and pr as in point (ii). Assume
that pl 6= 0. We claim that Ppl is strongly nonamenable relative to N ⊗ (B ⋊µ (e× Γ)) inside
N ⊗M . Assume the contrary. Since Ppl ≺

f N ⊗Lµ(Γ× e), a fortiori Ppl is amenable relative
to N ⊗ Lµ(Γ × e). By Lemma 2.4(i), we arrive at the contradiction that a nonzero corner of
Ppl is amenable relative to N ⊗ 1. So the claim is proven.

By symmetry, Qpl is strongly nonamenable relative to N ⊗ (B ×µ (Γ × e)). Since similar
statements hold for Ppr and Qpr when pr 6= 0, it follows that D is strongly nonamenable
relative to both N ⊗ (B ⋊µ (Γ× e)) and N ⊗ (B ⋊µ (e× Γ)).

By Lemma 5.7(iii), β(D) is strongly nonamenable relative to both N ⊗N ⊗ (A⋊ (Γ× e)) and
N ⊗N ⊗ (A⋊ (e×Γ)). Applying twice Theorem 3.1(i), we conclude that β(D) ≺f N ⊗N ⊗A.
By Lemma 5.7(i), also D ≺f N ⊗B.
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We are now ready to prove Theorem 5.11.

Proof of Theorem 5.11. We only prove the theorem in the case k = 2. This does not hide
any substantial aspect of the argument, but makes the notations much easier. We write P =
ψ(L(Γ × e)) and Q = ψ(L(e × Γ)). We also write Si = Lµi(Γi × Γi). By coarseness of ψ and
Lemma 5.4(ii), we get that P and Q are strongly nonamenable relative to both M1 ⊗ 1 and
1⊗M2.

Step 1. After a unitary conjugacy, we have P ∨Q ⊂ (S1⊗S2)
t. This follows by applying twice

Lemma 5.12(i).

For the rest of the proof, we realize (M1⊗M2)
t and (S1⊗S2)

t explicitly as p(Mm(C)⊗M1⊗M2)p,
resp. p(Mm(C) ⊗ S1 ⊗ S2)p, where p ∈ Mm(C)⊗ S1 ⊗ S2 is a projection, and we assume that
ψ(L(Γ× Γ)) ⊂ (S1 ⊗ S2)

t.

Step 2. Denote by p1l, p1r ∈ P ′ ∩ (S1 ⊗ S2)
t the maximal projections such that in S1 ⊗ S2,

Pp1l ≺
f Lµ1(Γ1 × e)⊗ S2 and Pp1r ≺

f Lµ1(e× Γ1)⊗ S2 .

We similarly denote by p2l, p2r ∈ P ′ ∩ (S1 ⊗S2)
t the maximal projections such that in S1 ⊗S2,

Pp2l ≺
f S1 ⊗ Lµ2(Γ2 × e) and Pp2r ≺

f S1 ⊗ Lµ2(e× Γ2) .

By Lemma 5.12(ii), these four projections belong to Z(P ′ ∩ (S1 ⊗ S2)
t) ∩ Z(Q′ ∩ (S1 ⊗ S2)

t)
and, in particular, all commute. Writing

pll = p1lp2l , prl = p1rp2l , plr = p1lp2r , prr = p1rp2r ,

it follows from Lemma 5.12(ii) that pll + prl + plr + prr = 1. By Lemma 2.4(ii), we find that
inside S1 ⊗ S2,

Ppll ≺
f Lµ1(Γ1 × e)⊗ Lµ2(Γ2 × e) and Qpll ≺

f Lµ1(e× Γ1)⊗ Lµ2(e× Γ2) .

We get similar results under prl, plr and prr.

Step 3. Applying twice Lemma 5.12(iii) and using Lemma 2.4(ii), we find that ψ(A) ≺f

B1 ⊗B2.

Step 4. Assume that pll 6= 0, that Λ1 < Γ is a finite index subgroup and that

q ∈Mk(C)⊗ Lµ1(Γ1 × e)⊗ Lµ2(Γ2 × e) is a projection,

θ : Λ1 → U(q(Mk(C)⊗ Lµ1(Γ1 × e)⊗ Lµ2(Γ2 × e))q) is a group homomorphism,

V ∈ pll(Mm,k(C)⊗ S1 ⊗ S2)q is a nonzero element such that

ψ(u(g,e))V = V θ(g) for all g ∈ Λ1.

(5.5)

We prove in step 4 that hΓ1×Γ2(θ(Λ1)) > 0. Similar statements hold under each of the projec-
tions pll, plr, prl and prr, and also for the intertwining of ψ(u(e,g)) instead of ψ(u(g,e)), g ∈ Λ1.

Define K ⊂ L2(M1 ⊗M2) as the closed linear span of M1 ⊗ S2 and S1 ⊗M2. For every finite
subset F ⊂ (Γ1 × Γ1) × (Γ2 × Γ2), denote by PF the orthogonal projection of L2(M1 ⊗M2)
onto the closed linear span of B1ur1 ⊗ B2ur2 , (r1, r2) ∈ F . The key estimate is to prove that
for every sequence an ∈ Lµ1(Γ1 × e)⊗Lµ2(Γ2× e) with ‖an‖ ≤ 1 for all n and hΓ1×Γ2(an) → 0,
every vector ξ ∈ K⊥, every sequence bn ∈ S1 ⊗ S2 with ‖bn‖ ≤ 1 for all n and every finite
subset F ⊂ (Γ1 × Γ1)× (Γ2 × Γ2), we have

‖PF (anξbn)‖2 → 0 . (5.6)
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The proof of (5.6) is almost identical to [KV15, Lemma 5.10], but given the difference in
notations and context, we repeat the argument here.

For every nonempty finite subset Fi ⊂ Γi and using the convention that Bi,∅ = C1, we define

B◦
i,Fi

= Bi,Fi
⊖ span{Bi,F ′

i
| F ′

i ⊂ Fi and F ′
i 6= Fi} .

By construction, the subspaces B◦
i,Fi

are orthogonal and densely span Bi ⊖ C1, when Fi runs
over all nonempty finite subsets Fi ⊂ Γi. So the elements of the form d1ur1 ⊗ d2ur2 with
di ∈ B◦

i,Fi
, ‖di‖ ≤ 1 and ri ∈ Γi × Γi, form a total subset of K⊥. Since we can replace

bn ∈ S1 ⊗ S2 by (ur1 ⊗ ur2)bn, to prove (5.6), it suffices to prove that

‖PF (an(d1 ⊗ d2)bn)‖2 → 0 (5.7)

when di ∈ B◦
i,Fi

with ‖di‖ ≤ 1 and Fi ⊂ Γi are nonempty finite subsets. For ri ∈ Γi × Γi, we
denote by P(r1,r2) the projection PF corresponding to the singleton F = {(r1, r2)}. Since for
any finite set F , we have PF =

∑
(r1,r2)∈F

P(r1,r2), we may furthermore assume in (5.7) that
F = {(r1, r2)}. Note that

P(r1,r2)(an(d1 ⊗ d2)bn)

=
∑

k1∈Γ1,k2∈Γ2

(an)(k1,e,k2,e) (σ(k1,e)(d1)⊗ σ(k2,e)(d2)) P(r1,r2)((u(k1,e) ⊗ u(k2,e))bn) .

Denote by Li < Γi the, necessarily finite, subgroup of elements gi ∈ Γi such that (gi, e)Fi = Fi.
Choose sets of representatives Ti ⊂ Γi for Γi/Li. For all g1 ∈ L1 and g2 ∈ L2, define

ξn,g1,g2 :=
∑

k1∈T1g1,k2∈T2g2

(an)(k1,e,k2,e) (σ(k1,e)(d1)⊗ σ(k2,e)(d2)) P(r1,r2)((u(k1,e) ⊗ u(k2,e))bn) .

Since
P(r1,r2)(an(d1 ⊗ d2)bn) =

∑

g1∈L1,g2∈L2

ξn,g1,g2

and L1, L2 are finite, it suffices to show that for all gi ∈ Li, ‖ξn,g1,g2‖2 → 0. But the terms of
the sum defining ξn,g1,g2 are orthogonal. Thus,

‖ξn,g1,g2‖
2
2

=
∑

k1∈T1g1,k2∈T2g2

|(an)(k1,e,k2,e)|
2 ‖σ(k1,e)(d1)‖

2
2 ‖σ(k2,e)(d2)‖

2
2 |(bn)((k−1

1 ,e)r1,(k
−1
2 ,e)r2)

|2

≤ hΓ1×Γ2(an)
2

∑

k1∈T1g1,k2∈T2g2

|(bn)((k−1
1 ,e)r1,(k

−1
2 ,e)r2)

|2

≤ hΓ1×Γ2(an)
2 ‖bn‖

2
2 ≤ hΓ1×Γ2(an)

2 → 0 .

So, (5.6) is proven.

Now assume that pll 6= 0, that Λ1 < Γ is a finite index subgroup and that θ, V and q are as in
(5.5). Assume that hΓ1×Γ2(θ(Λ1)) = 0 and take a sequence gn ∈ Λ1 such that hΓ1×Γ2(θ(gn)) →
0.

We extend the above notations tom×k matrices overM1⊗M2. So we replaceK byMm,k(C)⊗K
and we still denote by PF the orthogonal projection onto Mm,k(C)⊗PF (L

2(M1 ⊗M2)). Write
vn = ψ(u(gn,e)). By our assumption that hΓ1×Γ2(θ(gn)) → 0 and by (5.6), we get that

‖PF (θ(gn)ξv
∗
n)‖2 → 0 whenever F ⊂ (Γ1 × Γ1)× (Γ2 × Γ2) is finite and ξ ∈ K⊥. (5.8)
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We know from step 3 that ψ(A) ≺f B1 ⊗B2. Since ψ is coarse and A is diffuse, we also know
from Lemma 5.4(i) that ψ(A) 6≺M1⊗1 and ψ(A) 6≺ 1⊗M2. It then follows from Lemma 2.4(ii)
that ψ(A) 6≺M1⊗S2 and ψ(A) 6≺ S1⊗M2. Fix an arbitrary ε > 0. By e.g. [Vae07, Remark 3.3],
we can choose a unitary a ∈ U(A) such that ‖ψ(a)−PK⊥(ψ(a))‖2 < ε. Since ψ(A) ≺f B1⊗B2,
we can take a finite subset F ⊂ (Γ1 × Γ1)× (Γ2 × Γ2) such that ‖V ∗ψ(b) − PF (V

∗ψ(b))‖2 < ε
for all b ∈ A with ‖b‖ ≤ 1.

Write ξ = V ∗PK⊥(ψ(a)). Since V is a matrix over S1 ⊗ S2, we have that ξ ∈ K⊥. It follows
from (5.8) that

‖PF (θ(gn)V
∗PK⊥(ψ(a))v∗n)‖2 → 0 .

Since ‖ψ(a) − PK⊥(ψ(a))‖2 < ε, it follows that

lim sup
n

‖PF (θ(gn)V
∗ψ(a)v∗n)‖2 ≤ ε . (5.9)

Writing an = σ(gn,e)(a), we have θ(gn)V
∗ψ(a)v∗n = V ∗vnψ(a)v

∗
n = V ∗ψ(an). It thus follows

from (5.9) that lim supn ‖PF (V
∗ψ(an))‖2 ≤ ε. But ‖V ∗ψ(an) − PF (V

∗ψ(an))‖2 < ε for all n,
so that lim supn ‖V

∗ψ(an)‖2 ≤ 2ε. Since an is a unitary, we conclude that ‖V ∗‖2 ≤ 2ε for all
ε > 0. We arrive at the contradiction V = 0.

Step 5. If pll 6= 0, we prove that there exists a finite index subgroup Λ < Γ such that
Λ × Λ ∋ (g, h) 7→ ψ(u(g,h))pll is unitarily conjugate, with a unitary in an amplification of
S1 ⊗ S2, to a direct sum of homomorphisms of the form

Λ× Λ ∋ r 7→ π(r)⊗ uδ1(r) ⊗ uδ2(r)

where π is a finite dimensional projective representation of Λ×Λ and the δi : Λ×Λ → Γi× Γi
are faithful group homomorphisms of the form δi(g, h) = (δi,1(g), δi,2(h)). Similar statements
hold for the summands of ψ(u(g,h)) under plr, prl and prr.

To prove the statement in step 5, assume that pll 6= 0. Assume that Λ1 < Γ is any finite index
subgroup and p1 ∈ ψ(L(Λ1 × Λ1))

′ ∩ pll(Mm(C) ⊗ S1 ⊗ S2)pll is a nonzero projection. Below
we prove the existence of a smaller finite index subgroup Λ2 < Λ1, a projective representation
π : Λ2 × Λ2 → U(n), faithful group homomorphisms δi : Λ2 × Λ2 → Γi × Γi of the form
δi(g, h) = (δi,1(g), δi,2(h)) and an element V ∈ p1(Mm,n(C)⊗ S1 ⊗ S2) such that V ∗V = 1 and

ψ(ur)V = V (π(r)⊗ uδ1(r) ⊗ uδ2(r)) for all r ∈ Λ2 × Λ2.

Note as follows that it is indeed sufficient to prove this statement. We apply it a first time to
Λ1 = Γ and p1 = pll. Then we apply it to Λ2 and the projection pll − V V ∗, and so on. Since
each of the projections V V ∗ has integer trace, this process must end in finitely many steps.

Since ψ(L(Λ1 × e))pll ≺
f Lµ1(Γ1 × e) ⊗ Lµ2(Γ2 × e), we can take θ, V and q satisfying (5.5)

and V = p1V . Replacing q by the support projection of the conditional expectation of V ∗V on
Mk(C)⊗Lµ1(Γ1 × e)⊗Lµ2(Γ2 × e), which commutes with θ(Λ1), we may further assume that
V q0 6= 0 for every nonzero projection q0 ∈ q(Mk(C)⊗ Lµ1(Γ1 × e)⊗ Lµ2(Γ2 × e))q.

By step 4, θ(Λ1)q0 has positive height as a subgroup of

U(q0(Mk(C)⊗ Lµ1(Γ1 × e)⊗ Lµ2(Γ2 × e))q0)

for every nonzero projection q0 that commutes with θ(Λ1). By Lemma 4.3 and Corollary 4.2, we
find a nonzeroW ∈ q(Mk,k′(C)⊗Lµ1(Γ1×e)⊗Lµ2(Γ2×e)), a finite index subgroup Λ0 < Λ1, an
irreducible projective representation π : Λ0 → U(k′) and group homomorphisms δ1,1 : Λ0 → Γ1

and δ2,1 : Λ0 → Γ2 such that

θ(g)W =W (π(g)⊗ u(δ1,1(g),e) ⊗ u(δ2,1(g),e)) for all g ∈ Λ0.
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We now replace V by the partial isometry given by the polar decomposition of VW . Note that
V remains nonzero and that V V ∗ ≤ p1. We replace θ by θ(g) = π(g) ⊗ u(δ1,1(g),e) ⊗ u(δ2,1(g),e)
for all g ∈ Λ0 and replace k by k′. We still have ψ(u(g,e))V = V θ(g) for all g ∈ Λ0.

It follows that ψ(L(Ker δ1,1× e)) ≺ 1⊗M2 and ψ(L(Ker δ2,1× e)) ≺M1⊗ 1. By the coarseness
of ψ and Lemma 5.4(i), the subgroups Ker δi,1 must be finite. Since Λ0 is an icc group, these
kernels must be trivial, so that the group homomorphisms δi,1 : Λ0 → Γ are faithful.

We now need a precise description of the relative commutant θ(Λ0)
′ ∩Mk(C)⊗S1⊗S2. Define

the bicharacters

Ωi : Γi × Γi → T : Ωi(g, g
′) = µi((g, e), (e, g

′))µi((e, g
′), (g, e)) .

Then define the bicharacter

α : Λ0 × (Γ1 × Γ2) → T : α(g, h, h′) = Ω1(δ1,1(g), h) Ω2(δ2,1(g), h
′) .

By definition, we have that

Ad(u(δ1,1(g),e) ⊗ u(δ2,1(g),e))(u(e,h) ⊗ u(e,h′)) = α(g, h, h′) (u(e,h) ⊗ u(e,h′))

for all g ∈ Λ0, h, h
′ ∈ Γ2. Define the subset T ⊂ Γ1 × Γ2 by

T = {(h, h′) ∈ Γ1 × Γ2 | ∃v ∈Mk(C) : v 6= 0 and for all g ∈ Λ0, α(g, h, h
′)π(g)vπ(g)∗ = v} .

Since π is irreducible, when (h, h′) ∈ T , such an invariant element v must be a multiple of a
unitary in Mk(C). It follows that T is a subgroup of Γ1 × Γ2 and that for every (h, h′) ∈ T ,
we can choose a corresponding unitary v(h, h′) ∈ U(k). Then v : T → U(k) is a projective
representation. We denote its 2-cocycle as ωv. Define ω ∈ Z2(T,T) by

ω((h, h′), (s, s′)) = ωv((h, h
′), (s, s′)) µ1((e, h), (e, s)) µ2((e, h

′), (e, s′)) .

Then
Φ : Lω(T ) →Mk(C)⊗ S1 ⊗ S2 : Φ(u(h,h′)) = v(h, h′)⊗ u(e,h) ⊗ u(e,h′)

is a well-defined embedding. By construction, θ(Λ0) and Φ(T ) commute. We claim that
θ(Λ0)

′ ∩Mk(C)⊗ S1 ⊗ S2 = Φ(Lω(T )).

Since the group homomorphisms δi,1 are faithful, their images are nonamenable subgroups of
Γi and hence, relatively icc. It follows that

θ(Λ0)
′ ∩Mk(C)⊗ S1 ⊗ S2 ⊂Mk(C)⊗ Lµ1(e× Γ1)⊗ Lµ2(e× Γ2) .

Then the claim follows from the construction of T .

Note that the commutator subgroup [Γ1,Γ1] × [Γ2,Γ2] ⊂ T . Since [Γi,Γi] is a nonamenable
subgroup of Γi, it is relatively icc. In particular, T is an icc group and Lω(T ) is a II1 factor.

Consider the von Neumann algebra

R = ψ(L(Λ0 × e))′ ∩ p1(Mm(C)⊗ S1 ⊗ S2)p1 .

Note that V V ∗ is a projection in R and denote by p0 ∈ Z(R) its central support. We can
then choose a sequence of partial isometries an ∈ R with a1 = V V ∗, a∗nan ≤ V V ∗ for all n and∑

n ana
∗
n = p0.

Note that ψ(L(e × Λ1))p1 ⊂ R. In particular, p0 commutes with ψ(L(e × Λ1)) and V
∗a∗nanV

commutes with θ(Λ0). We can thus write V ∗a∗nanV = Φ(qn), where qn ∈ Lω(T ) is a nonzero
projection. Note that

∑
n τ(qn) = τ(p0). Since Lω(T ) is II1 factor, we can choose a projection
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q ∈ Mk′(C) ⊗ Lω(T ) and elements bn ∈ Ck
′

⊗ Lω(T ) such that b∗nbn = qn for all n and∑
n bnb

∗
n = q. Then,

W =
∑

n

anV (id ⊗ Φ)(b∗n) ∈Mm,k′k(C)⊗ S1 ⊗ S2

is a partial isometry satisfying WW ∗ = p0 and W ∗W = (id⊗ Φ)(q).

Since for every h ∈ Λ1, ψ(u(e,h)) commutes with ψ(L(Λ0×e)), we find the group homomorphism

ζ : Λ1 → U(q(Mk′(C)⊗ Lω(T ))q) :W
∗ψ(u(e,h))W = (id⊗ Φ)(ζ(h)) for all h ∈ Γ.

We now want to apply Corollary 4.2 to the group homomorphism ζ. Define A0 as the set of
elements a ∈ q(Mk′(C) ⊗ Lω(T ))q such that span{ζ(h)aζ(h)∗ | h ∈ Λ1} is finite dimensional
and denote by A the weak closure of A0. Since (id ⊗ Φ)(A) is normalized by W ∗ψ(u(e,h))W
for all h ∈ Λ1, it follows from Lemma 4.3 that (id ⊗Φ)(A) is atomic. So, A is atomic.

Since (id ⊗ Φ)(ζ(Λ1)) = W ∗ψ(L(e × Λ1))W , it follows from step 4 that (id ⊗ Φ)(ζ(Λ1)q0) has
positive height for every nonzero projection q0 that commutes with ζ(Λ1). Given the explicit
form of Φ, this implies that also ζ(Λ1)q0 has positive height. Since W ∗ψ(L(e × Λ1))W has
no intertwining with any nontrivial centralizer, a fortiori ζ(Λ1)

′′ has no intertwining with any
nontrivial centralizer. So we can apply Corollary 4.2 and conclude that ζ is standard.

This means that we can find an element X ∈ q(Mk′,d(C)⊗Lω(T )) with X
∗X = 1, a finite index

subgroup Λ′
0 < Λ1, a projective representation π′ : Λ′

0 → U(d) and a group homomorphism
η : Λ′

0 → T such that
ζ(h)X = X(π′(h) ⊗ uη(h)) for all h ∈ Λ′

0.

Write η(h) = (δ1,2(h), δ2,2(h)). Then

Y =W (id⊗ Φ)(X) ∈ p1(Mm,dk(C)⊗ S1 ⊗ S2)

is a partial isometry satisfying Y ∗Y = 1 and by construction

ψ(u(g,h))Y = Y (π(g, h) ⊗ u(δ1,1(g),δ1,2(h)) ⊗ u(δ2,1(g),δ2,2(h))) for all g ∈ Λ0 and h ∈ Λ′
0,

where π : Λ0 × Λ′
0 → U(dk) is a projective representation.

In the same way as we did for δi,1, also the group homomorphisms δi,2 are faithful. So taking
Λ2 = Λ0 ∩ Λ′

0, the proof of step 5 is complete.

Step 6. By step 5, the amplification t is an integer n and after a unitary conjugacy of the
embedding ψ, we may assume that ψ(L(Γ × Γ)) ⊂ Mn(C) ⊗ S1 ⊗ S2 and that for some finite
index subgroup Λ < Γ, we have

ψ(ur) =
⊕

j

(πj(r)⊗ u
δj1(r)

⊗ u
δj2(r)

) for all r ∈ Λ× Λ, (5.10)

where each πj : Λ×Λ → U(nj) is a projective representation,
∑

j nj = n and each δji : Λ×Λ →

Γi × Γi is a faithful group homomorphism of the form δji (g, h) = (δji,1(g), δ
j
i,2(h)) or the form

δji (g, h) = (δji,1(h), δ
j
i,2(g)).

Write G = (Γ1 × Γ1) × (Γ2 × Γ2) and δj : Λ × Λ → G : δj(r) = (δj1(r), δ
j
2(r)). By unitarily

conjugating and regrouping direct summands, we may assume that for j 6= j′, there is no s ∈ G
with δj

′

= Ad s◦ δj . We denote by pj the projection corresponding to the j’th direct summand
in (5.10). We prove in step 6 that ψ(A) commutes with all pj .
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Take j 6= j′ and a ∈ A. We prove that pjψ(a)pj′ = 0. Since δj(Λ×Λ) ⊂ G is relatively icc and
since δj

′

and δj are not conjugate, it follows from Lemma 2.6(ii) that for every s ∈ G, the set
{δj(r) s δj

′

(r)−1 | r ∈ Λ× Λ} is infinite. So we can take rn ∈ Λ× Λ such that

δj(rn) s δ
j′(rn)

−1 → ∞ for all s ∈ G. (5.11)

Take ε > 0 arbitrary. By step 3, we have that ψ(A) ≺f B1 ⊗B2. Using the notation PF as in
the proof of step 4, take a finite subset F ⊂ G such that ‖PF (pjψ(b)pj′)− pjψ(b)pj′‖2 < ε for
all b ∈ A with ‖b‖ ≤ 1. Write an = σrn(a) and note that

pjψ(an)pj′ =
(
πj(rn)⊗ u

δj1(rn)
⊗ u

δj2(rn)

)
pjψ(a)pj′

(
πj′(rn)⊗ u

δj
′

1 (rn)
⊗ u

δj
′

2 (rn)

)∗
.

First note that it follows that ‖pjψ(an)pj′‖2 = ‖pjψ(a)pj′‖2 for all n. Then note that (5.11)
implies that

‖PF (pjψ(an)pj′)‖2 → 0 .

We conclude that lim supn ‖pjψ(an)pj′‖2 ≤ ε and thus ‖pjψ(a)pj′‖2 ≤ ε for all ε > 0. So
pjψ(a)pj′ = 0.

Step 7. Using the notation of step 6, we prove that for every j and i, there exists a k ∈ Γi
such that δji,2 = Ad k ◦ δji,1.

Assume the contrary. By the relative icc property of δji,1(Λ) in Γi and Lemma 2.6(ii), we can
then take gn ∈ Λ such that

δji,1(gn) k δ
j
i,2(gn)

−1 → ∞ whenever k ∈ Γi. (5.12)

Denote by Λd = {(g, g) | g ∈ Λ} the diagonal subgroup in Λ× Λ. For every h ∈ Γ, denote by
πh : A0 → A the embedding as the h-th tensor factor. Note that ψ(πe(A0))pj commutes with
ψ(L(Λd)). Using that δj(Λd) ⊂ G is relatively icc and using (5.10) and (5.12), it follows from
Lemma 5.10 that ψ(πe(A0))pj ⊂Mnj

(C)⊗1⊗B2 (when i = 1) or ψ(πe(A0))pj ⊂Mnj
(C)⊗B1⊗1

(when i = 2). Conjugating with ψ(ur), r ∈ Λ × Λ, and writing A1 = (A0, τ0)
Λ, we arrive at

ψ(A1)pj ⊂ Mnj
(C) ⊗ 1 ⊗ B2 or ψ(A1)pj ⊂ Mnj

(C) ⊗ B1 ⊗ 1. Both give a contradiction with
the coarseness of ψ and Lemma 5.4(i).

Step 8. After a further conjugacy by step 7, we may thus assume that δji,1 = δji,2 for all i, j. We
denote this homomorphism as αj,i : Λ → Γi. We next prove that each of these homomorphisms

αj,i uniquely extends to a faithful homomorphism from Γ to Γi. Thus each δ
j
i uniquely extends

to a faithful symmetric homomorphism δji : Γ× Γ → Γi × Γi.

Note that we may assume that Λ is a finite index normal subgroup of Γ. Fix k ∈ Γ. Since
αj,i(Λ) ⊂ Γi is relatively icc, by Lemma 2.6(iii), we only need to prove that there exists an
s ∈ Γi such that the set

{αj,i(kgk
−1) s αj,i(g)

−1 | g ∈ Λ}

is finite. Assume that this set is infinite for every s ∈ Γi. We can then take gn ∈ Λ such that

αj,i(kgnk
−1) s αj,i(gn)

−1 → ∞ for all s ∈ Γi.

Noting that ψ(πk(A0))pj commutes with ψ(u(kgnk−1,gn))pj for all n, the same computation as
in step 7 leads to a contradiction.

Step 9. Using step 8, we uniquely extend δj : Λ× Λ → G to homomorphisms δj : Γ× Γ → G.
We prove that (5.10) now automatically holds for all r ∈ Γ× Γ, where πj : Γ× Γ → U(nj) are
still projective representations.
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Fix r ∈ Γ× Γ. Define the unitary Xr ∈Mn(C)⊗ S1 ⊗ S2 by

Xr = ψ(ur)
(⊕

j

(1⊗ u
δj1(r)

⊗ u
δj2(r)

)
)∗

.

Also define D1 =
⊕

j(Mnj
(C) ⊗ 1 ⊗ 1). Since Λ is normal in Γ, for every s ∈ Λ × Λ and

r ∈ Γ× Γ, we have

ψ(us)ψ(ur) = ψ(ur)ψ(ur−1sr) and r−1sr ∈ Λ× Λ .

Using (5.10), it follows that for all j,

ψ(us)ψ(ur)pj = ψ(ur)ψ(ur−1sr)pj = ψ(ur)pj
(
πj(r

−1sr)⊗ u
δj1(r

−1sr)
⊗ u

δj2(r
−1sr)

)
.

Multiplying on the right with (1⊗ u
δj1(r)

⊗ u
δj2(r)

)∗, it follows that

ψ(us)Xrpj ∈ Xrpj
(
Mnj

(C)⊗ u
δj1(s)

⊗ u
δj2(s)

)
,

so that
ψ(us)Xr ∈ XrD1 ψ(us) for all s ∈ Λ.

We conclude that ψ(us)Xrψ(us)
∗ ∈ XrD1 for all s ∈ Λ. On the other hand, it follows from

(5.10) and Lemma 2.6 that (Adψ(us))s∈Λ×Λ is weakly mixing on the orthogonal complement
of D1 inside L2(Mn(C) ⊗ S1 ⊗ S2). So, for every r ∈ Γ × Γ, we must have that Xr ∈ D1.
Denoting Xr =

⊕
(πj(r)⊗ 1⊗ 1), we find that (5.10) holds for all r ∈ Γ× Γ.

Step 10. Since we already saw in step 6 that also ψ(A) commutes with all the projections pj ,
we have written ψ as a direct sum of embeddings indexed by j. To conclude the proof, we may
analyze each of them separately. We may thus assume that ψ :M →Mn(C)⊗M1 ⊗M2 is an
embedding satisfying

ψ(ur) = π(r)⊗ uδ1(r) ⊗ uδ2(r) for all r ∈ Γ× Γ,

where π : Γ × Γ → U(n) is a projective representation and each δi : Γ × Γ → Γi × Γi is a
symmetric faithful homomorphism.

Denote by ωπ the 2-cocycle associated with π. Since Γ× Γ ∋ r 7→ ψ(ur) is multiplicative, we
get that ωπ (µ1 ◦ δ1) (µ2 ◦ δ2) = 1.

Analyzing ψ(πe(A0)) as in step 8, we find that ψ(πe(A0)) ⊂ Mn(C) ⊗ B1,e ⊗ B2,e. It only
remains to prove the last statement of the theorem.

Let αi : Γ → Γi be the injective group homomorphism such that either δi(g, h) = (αi(g), αi(h))
or δi(g, h) = (αi(h), αi(g)) for all g, h ∈ Γ. Write Γ′

i = αi(Γ). Assume that Γ′
1 is a proper

subgroup of Γ1. Define P1 ⊂M1 as the von Neumann subalgebra generated by B1,e and u(g,h),
g, h ∈ Γ′

1. Then P1 ⊂ M1 is an irreducible subfactor and the diffuse von Neumann subalgebra
generated by B1,k, k ∈ Γ1 \ Γ′

1 is orthogonal to P1. So, P1 ⊂ M1 has infinite index. By
definition, ψ(M) ⊂ Mn(C) ⊗ P1 ⊗M2. In particular, ψ(M) ≺ P1 ⊗M2. This concludes the
proof of the theorem.

5.4 Coarse embeddings for cocycle twisted wreath products

In the special case where the Bernoulli like crossed products in Theorem 5.11 are all cocycle
twisted wreath product groups Lµi((Z/2Z)

(Γi)⋊ (Γi×Γi)), the conclusion of Theorem 5.11 can
be strengthened in the following way, to provide a truly complete classification of all coarse
embeddings.

As above, we say that a group homomorphism δ : Γ × Γ → Γi × Γi is symmetric if either
δ(g, h) = (α(g), α(h)) or δ(g, h) = (α(h), α(g)) for all g, h ∈ Γ, where α : Γ → Γi.
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Theorem 5.13. Let Γ1, . . . ,Γk be groups in the class C and define the generalized wreath
product Gi = (Z/2Z)(Γi) ⋊ (Γi × Γi) over the left-right action Γi × Γi y Γi. Let µi ∈ Z2(Gi,T)
be any 2-cocycle and write Mi = Lµi(Gi)

Let Γ be any nonamenable icc group and define G = (Z/2Z)(Γ) ⋊ (Γ× Γ). Let µ ∈ Z2(G,T) be
any 2-cocycle and write M = Lµ(G).

Let t > 0 and ψ : M → (M1 ⊗ · · · ⊗Mk)
t a coarse embedding. Then t ∈ N and ψ is unitarily

conjugate to a direct sum of embeddings of the form

Lµ(G) →Mn(C)⊗ Lµ1(G1)⊗ · · · ⊗ Lµk(Gk) : ug 7→ π(g) ⊗ uδ(g) for all g ∈ G,

where π : G→ U(n) is a projective representation with 2-cocycle ωπ and δ : G→ G1 × · · · ×Gk
is a k-tuple of faithful group homomorphisms δi : G→ Gi of the following form:

• δi(πe(a)) = πe(a) for all a ∈ Z/2Z, where πe is the embedding in position e ;

• δi restricts to a faithful symmetric group homomorphism Γ× Γ → Γi × Γi ;

• we have µ = ωπ (µ1 ◦ δ1) · · · (µk ◦ δk).

If for every i ∈ {1, . . . , k} and every irreducible subfactor P ⊂ Mi of infinite index, ψ(M) 6≺
M1 ⊗ · · · ⊗Mi−1 ⊗ P ⊗Mi+1 ⊗ · · · ⊗Mk, then the homomorphisms δi are all isomorphisms.

Note that δi is completely determined by the description above. Defining αi : Γ → Γi and
εi ∈ {±1} such that either δi(g, h) = (αi(g), αi(h)), εi = 1, or δi(g, h) = (αi(h), αi(g)), εi = −1,
we get that δi(πs(a)) = παi(sεi)(a) for all a ∈ Z/2Z and s ∈ Γ.

Proof. We start by proving the theorem in the case where µ = 1. Write Bi = Lµi((Z/2Z)
(Γi)).

Write K = (Z/2Z)k and denote

ζ0 : K → (Z/2Z)(Γ1) × · · · × (Z/2Z)(Γk) : ζ0(a) = (πe(a1), . . . , πe(ak)) .

Define η ∈ Z2(K,T) by η = (µ1 × · · · × µk) ◦ ζ0. We then still denote by ζ0 the embedding
Lη(K) → B1 ⊗ · · · ⊗Bk.

By Theorem 5.11, we have that t ∈ N and that we can write ψ as a direct sum of embeddings
of a special form. We analyze each summand separately and may thus assume that ψ : M →
Mn(C)⊗M1 ⊗ · · · ⊗Mk is of the following form.

• ψ(u(g,h)) = π(g, h) ⊗ uδ(g,h) for all (g, h) ∈ Γ× Γ, where δ is a k-tuple of symmetric homo-
morphisms δi : Γ× Γ → Γi × Γi and ωπ (µ1 ◦ δ1) · · · (µk ◦ δk) = 1.

• ψ(uπe(1)) ∈Mn(C)⊗ ζ0(Lη(K)).

Moreover, if the final assumption in the formulation of the theorem holds, then all δi are
isomorphisms.

To prove the theorem in the case where µ = 1, it suffices to prove that we automatically have
that

ψ(uπe(1)) ∈ U(n)⊗ uπe(1) ⊗ · · · ⊗ uπe(1) . (5.13)

Indeed, once we have proven this property, we extend δi to a group homomorphism δi : G→ Gi
by putting δi(πe(1)) = πe(1) and find that ψ(ug) ∈ U(n) ⊗ uδ(g) for all g ∈ G. This forces
ψ(ug) = π(g)⊗uδ(g) for all g ∈ G, where π : G→ U(n) is a projective representation satisfying
all the required conclusions.
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Write v0 = uπe(1) ∈ L((Z/2Z)Γ) ⊂M . We have ψ(v0) = (id⊗ ζ0)(v) with v ∈Mn(C)⊗Lη(K).
To prove (5.13), we have to show that

v ∈ U(n)⊗ u(1,...,1) . (5.14)

For every a ∈ K and g ∈ Γ, we define va, vg,a ∈Mn(C) by

va = (id⊗ τ)(v(1⊗u∗a)) = (id⊗ τ)(ψ(v0)(1⊗ ζ0(ua)
∗)) and vg,a = π(g, e)vaπ(g, e)

∗ . (5.15)

We thus have to prove that va = 0 for all a ∈ K \ {(1, . . . , 1)}.

Step 1. We prove that for all g, h ∈ Γ and a, b ∈ K, we have that vg,avh,b = ±vh,bvg,a.

For every g ∈ Γ, we write ζg : Lη(K) → B1 ⊗ · · · ⊗Bk : ζg = Ad(uδ(g,e)) ◦ ζ0. Whenever F ⊂ Γ,
we denote by BF ⊂ B1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ Bk the von Neumann subalgebra generated by all ζg(Lη(K)),
g ∈ F . We denote by EF : B1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ Bk → BF the unique trace preserving conditional
expectation. Note that EF (ζg(b)) = τ(b)1 whenever b ∈ Lη(K) and g 6∈ F .

As before, denote by (σ(g,h))(g,h)∈Γ×Γ the left-right Bernoulli action of Γ × Γ on L((Z/2Z)Γ).
Note that ψ(σ(g,e)(v0)) = (Adπ(g, e) ⊗ ζg)(v). Therefore,

vg,a = (id⊗ τ)(ψ(σ(g,e)(v0))(1 ⊗ ζg(ua)
∗)) for all g ∈ Γ, a ∈ K.

When g 6= h are distinct elements in Γ and a, b ∈ K are arbitrary, we make the following
computation, where in the first equality, we use that τ ◦ E{g} = τ .

(id ⊗ τ)
(
ψ(σ(g,e)(v0))ψ(σ(h,e)(v0)) (1 ⊗ ζh(ub)

∗) (1 ⊗ ζg(ua)
∗)
)

= (id⊗ τ)
(
ψ(σ(g,e)(v0)) (vh,b ⊗ ζg(ua))

∗
)
= vg,a vh,b .

(5.16)

The group T = (Z/2Z)(Γ1) × · · · × (Z/2Z)(Γk) is commutative and B1 ⊗ · · · ⊗Bk is its twisted
group von Neumann algebra w.r.t. the 2-cocycle µ1 × · · · × µk. Therefore, ucud = Ω(c, d)uduc
for all c, d ∈ T , where Ω : T × T → T is a bicharacter. Since every nontrivial element of T has
order 2, we have that Ω(c, d) ∈ {±1} for all c, d ∈ T , so that ucud = ±uduc for all c, d ∈ T .
Then also ζg(ua) ζh(ub) = ± ζh(ub) ζg(ua).

Because ψ(σ(g,e)(v0))ψ(σ(h,e)(v0)) = ψ(σ(h,e)(v0))ψ(σ(g,e)(v0)), we repeat the computation in
(5.16) and conclude that vg,a vh,b = ± vh,b vg,a when g 6= h.

To conclude step 1, fix g, h ∈ Γ and a, b ∈ K. By compactness of U(n), we can take a sequence
gn ∈ Γ such that gn → ∞ and Ad π(gn, e) → id. Then, vgng,a = (Ad π(gn))(vg,a) → vg,a. For
all n large enough, we have gng 6= h. So for all n large enough, vgng,avh,b = ± vh,bvgng,a. But
then also vg,a vh,b = ± vh,b vg,a.

Step 2. We prove that there exist projections p1, . . . , pm ∈Mn(C) and a finite index subgroup
Λ1 < Γ such that

•
∑m

j=1 pj = 1,

• for all j ∈ {1, . . . ,m}, we have that pj commutes with π(h, e) for all h ∈ Λ1 and with vg,a
for all g ∈ Γ and a ∈ K,

• for all j ∈ {1, . . . ,m}, g ∈ Γ, a ∈ K, the matrix vg,apj is either zero or a multiple of a
self-adjoint unitary.

Since for every a ∈ K, we have a2 = e, u∗a is a multiple of ua and it follows from (5.15) that
all vg,a are multiples of self-adjoint matrices. We can thus define sg,a = v∗g,avg,a = vg,av

∗
g,a and

note that it follows from step 1 that {sg,a | g ∈ Γ, a ∈ K} is a family of commuting self-adjoint
matrices, which moreover commute with all vh,b. By definition, this family is normalized by
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(Ad π(g, e))g∈Γ. It now suffices to define the pj as the minimal projections in the von Neumann
algebra generated by the sg,a and to define Λ1 < Γ as the subgroup of h ∈ Γ such that π(h, e)
commutes with all pj.

Step 3. We prove that there exists an infinite subgroup Λ2 < Γ such that vg,a = va for all
g ∈ Λ2 and a ∈ K.

Fix j ∈ {1, . . . ,m}. Applying Lemma 5.14 below to the family of self-adjoint unitaries that
arise as nonzero multiples of vg,apj, g ∈ Γ, a ∈ K, we find a finite index subgroup Λ0,j < Λ1

such that π(h, e) commutes with vg,apj for all h ∈ [Λ0,j ,Λ0,j ], g ∈ Γ and a ∈ K. Define
Λ0 =

⋂m
j=1Λ0,j. Then Λ0 < Λ1 is still of finite index and [Λ0,Λ0] ⊂

⋂m
j=1[Λ0,j ,Λ0,j]. So, for

all h ∈ [Λ0,Λ0] and all g ∈ Γ, a ∈ K and j ∈ {1, . . . ,m}, we have that π(h, e) commutes with
vg,apj . Summing over j, we find that π(h, e) commutes with vg,a.

Defining Λ2 = [Λ0,Λ0], we find in particular that vg,a = va for all g ∈ Λ2 and a ∈ K. Since
Γ is nonamenable, also Λ0 is nonamenable and hence, Λ2 is nonamenable. In particular, Λ2 is
infinite.

Step 4. We conclude the proof by showing that (5.14) holds. We thus have to show that
va = 0 for all a ∈ K \ {(1, . . . , 1)}. By symmetry, it suffices to prove that va = 0 for all
a ∈ {0} × (Z/2Z)k−1, because we can make a similar reasoning in each of the coordinates.

Write K0 = {0} × (Z/2Z)k−1. Define B ⊂ 1 ⊗ B2 ⊗ · · · ⊗ Bk as the von Neumann subalge-
bra generated by ζg(Lη(K0)), g ∈ Λ2. Define A = L((Z/2Z)(Λ2)) ⊂ L((Z/2Z)(Γ)), which is
generated by σ(g,e)(v0), g ∈ Λ2.

Since ψ is a coarse embedding, there is a normal positive functional ω on A⊗ (Mn(C)⊗ B)op

satisfying

ω(a⊗ (S ⊗ b)op) = (Tr⊗τ)(ψ(a)(S ⊗ b)) for all a ∈ A, b ∈ B and S ∈Mn(C).

We define the action (βg)g∈Λ2 on A ⊗ (Mn(C) ⊗ B)op by βg = σ(g,e) ⊗ (id ⊗ Aduδ(g,e))
op and

prove that ω ◦ βg = ω for all g ∈ Λ2.

Whenever F ⊂ Λ2, define BF ⊂ B as the von Neumann subalgebra generated by ζg(Lη(K)),
g ∈ F . By density, it suffices to prove that

ω(x⊗ (S ⊗ y)op) = ω(σ(g,e)(x)⊗ (S ⊗ uδ(g,e)yu
∗
δ(g,e))

op) (5.17)

when x = σ(h1,e)(v0) · · · σ(hk,e)(v0) and y = ζhk(ubm)∗ · · · ζh1(ub1)
∗y0

with h1, . . . , hk ∈ Λ2 distinct, b1, . . . , bk ∈ K0 and y0 ∈ BΛ2\{h1,...,hk}.

Write Fj = {h1, . . . , hj} for all 1 ≤ j ≤ k. Using the conditional expectations EF introduced
in step 1, we find that the left hand side of (5.17) equals

(Tr⊗(τ ◦ EFk
))(ψ(σ(h1,e)(v0) · · · σ(hk,e)(v0))(S ⊗ ζhk(ubk)

∗ · · · ζh1(ub1)
∗y0))

= τ(y0) (Tr⊗(τ ◦ EFk−1
))(ψ(σ(h1 ,e)(v0) · · · σ(hk,e)(v0))(S ⊗ ζhk(ubk)

∗ · · · ζh1(ub1)
∗))

= τ(y0) (Tr⊗(τ ◦ EFk−2
))(ψ(σ(h1 ,e)(v0) · · · σ(hk−1,e)(v0))(vhk ,bkS ⊗ ζhk−1

(ubk−1
)∗ · · · ζh1(ub1)

∗))

= · · · = Tr(vh1,b1 · · · vhk,bkS) τ(y0) .

Using step 3, it thus follows that the left hand side of (5.17) equals

Tr(vb1 · · · vbkS) τ(y0) .

By definition,

σ(g,e)(x) = σ(gh1,e)(v0) · · · σ(ghk,e)(v0) and

uδ(g,e)yu
∗
δ(g,e) = ζghk(ubk)

∗ · · · ζgh1(ub1)
∗ y1 with y1 = uδ(g,e)y0u

∗
δ(g,e) ∈ BΛ2\{gh1,...,ghk} .
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So the same computation says that the right hand side of (5.17) equals

Tr(vb1 · · · vbkS) τ(uδ(g,e)y0u
∗
δ(g,e)) = Tr(vb1 · · · vbkS) τ(y0) .

So we have proven that ω ◦ βg = ω for all g ∈ Λ2.

Since Λ2 is an infinite group, the action σ(g,e) ⊗ (Aduδ(g,e))
op on A ⊗ Bop is ergodic, so that

τ ⊗ τop is the unique normal state on A ⊗ Bop that is invariant under this action. It follows
that τ ⊗ (Tr⊗τ)op is the unique normal (βg)g∈Λ2-invariant functional on A ⊗ (Mn(C) ⊗ B)op

whose restriction to (Mn(C) ⊗ 1)op equals Trop. Since by definition, the restriction of ω to
(Mn(C)⊗ 1)op equals Trop, we conclude that ω = τ ⊗ (Tr⊗τ)op.

In particular,

Tr(vaS) = (Tr⊗τ)(ψ(v0)(S ⊗ ζ0(ua)
∗)) = ω(v0 ⊗ (S ⊗ ζ0(ua)

∗)op) = τ(v0) Tr(S) τ(u
∗
a) = 0

for all a ∈ K0 and S ∈Mn(C), because τ(v0) = 0.

So (5.14) is proven, which concludes the proof of the theorem in the case where µ = 1.

In the general case, take a coarse embedding ψ : Lµ(G) → (M1 ⊗ · · · ⊗Mk)
t. Define the coarse

embedding

∆ : L(G) → Lµ(G)⊗ Lµ(G)
op : ∆(ug) = ug ⊗ ug for all g ∈ G.

By Lemma 5.5, Ψ = (ψ ⊗ ψop) ◦ ∆ is a coarse embedding to which the case µ = 1 can be
applied.

It follows that Ψ is a finite direct sum of irreducible embeddings, so that also the relative
commutant of ψ(Lµ(G)) must be finite dimensional. We may thus assume that ψ is irreducible.
We realize (M1 ⊗ · · · ⊗Mk)

t = p(Md(C)⊗M1 ⊗ · · · ⊗Mk)p. By the case µ = 1, we find

X ∈ (p⊗ pop)(Md,m(C)⊗M1 ⊗ · · · ⊗Mk ⊗ Cd ⊗Mop
1 ⊗ · · · ⊗Mop

k ) with X∗X = 1,

a projective representation π0 : G → U(m) and a 2k-tuple of faithful group homomorphisms
δi : G→ Gi of the form as described in the theorem, such that

(ψ(ug)⊗ ψ(ug))X = X(π0(g)⊗ uδ1(g) ⊗ · · · ⊗ uδk(g) ⊗ uδk+1(g) ⊗ · · · ⊗ uδ2k(g)) for all g ∈ G.

Write δ(g) = (δ1(g), . . . , δk(g)) and δ′(g) = (δk+1(g), . . . , δ2k(g)). Define the projective repre-
sentations

Φ : G→ U(p(Cn ⊗ L2(M1 ⊗ · · · ⊗Mk))) : Φ(g)ξ = ψ(ug)ξu
∗
δ(g) ,

Φ′ : G→ U(p(Cn ⊗ L2(M1 ⊗ · · · ⊗Mk))) : Φ
′(g)ξ = ψ(ug)ξu

∗
δ′(g) .

The isometry X shows that the projective representation Φ ⊗ Φ′ admits a nonzero invariant
subspace. So also Φ cannot be weakly mixing. We then find an irreducible projective rep-
resentation π : G → U(n) and a nonzero element Y ∈ p(Md,n(C) ⊗ M1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ Mk) such
that

ψ(ug)Y = Y (π(g) ⊗ uδ(g)) for all g ∈ G.

By the irreducibility of ψ, we may assume that Y Y ∗ = 1. Since δ(G) is relatively icc in
G1×· · ·×Gk, we first find that Y ∗Y ∈Mn(C)⊗1 and then that Y ∗Y = 1 by the irreducibility
of π. So, ψ is unitarily conjugate to an embedding of the required form.
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Lemma 5.14. Let J ⊂ U(n) be a set of unitary matrices and let π : Λ1 → U(n) be a projective
representation of a countable group Λ1 such that

π(g)Jπ(g)∗ = J for all g ∈ Λ1, and w1w2 ∈ T · w2w1 for all w1, w2 ∈ J .

There then exists a finite index subgroup Λ0 < Λ1 such that for all g in the commutator subgroup
[Λ0,Λ0] and all w ∈ J , we have π(g)w = wπ(g).

Proof. Define the abelian subgroup W < PU(n) = U(n)/T · 1 generated by wT, w ∈ J .
Then (Ad π(g))g∈Λ1 induces an action (αg)g∈Λ1 on W . Choosing a lift, we get the projective
representation ζ :W → U(n). By our assumptions, we find a bicharacter Ω : W ×W → T such
that ζ(w)ζ(w′) = Ω(w,w′)ζ(w′)ζ(w) for all w,w′ ∈ W . Note that Ω(w,w′) = Ω(w′, w) for all
w ∈W .

It also follows from our assumptions that π(g)ζ(w)π(g)∗ ∈ T · ζ(αg(w)) for all g ∈ Λ1 and
w ∈W . It follows that Ω(αg(w), αg(w

′)) = Ω(w,w′) for all g ∈ Λ1 and w,w′ ∈W .

By Lemma 2.5, the subgroup W0 = {w ∈ W | ∀w′ ∈ W : Ω(w,w′) = 1} has finite index in
W . Since αg(W0) = W0 for all g ∈ Λ1, (αg)g∈Λ1 induces an action of Λ1 on the finite quotient
W/W0. We define the finite index subgroup Λ2 < Λ1 so that this action is trivial for all g ∈ Λ2.

Note that ζ(W0) is an abelian group of unitaries that commute with all ζ(w), w ∈ W . Then
B = span ζ(W0) is an abelian ∗-subalgebra of Mn(C) that commutes with all ζ(w), w ∈ W .
Since Ad π(g) normalizes ζ(W0)T, also π(g)Bπ(g)

∗ = B for all g ∈ Λ1. Denote by p1, . . . , pk the
minimal projections in B. Define the finite index subgroup Λ3 < Λ1 such that π(g) commutes
with pi for all g ∈ Λ3 and i ∈ {1, . . . , k}. We write Λ0 = Λ2 ∩ Λ3.

By construction, for every w ∈W , ζ(w) commutes with all pi and ζ(w)pi ∈ Tpi when w ∈W0.
Fix i ∈ {1, . . . , k}, g ∈ Λ0 and w ∈W . Since αg induces the identity automorphism on W/W0,
we find w0 ∈W0 such that αg(w) = ww0. So,

π(g) ζ(w)pi π(g)
∗ ∈ T · ζ(αg(w))pi = T · ζ(ww0)pi = T · ζ(w)ζ(w0)pi = T · ζ(w)pi .

We thus find for every w ∈W and every i ∈ {1, . . . , k}, a character ωw,i : Λ0 → T such that

π(g) ζ(w)pi π(g)
∗ = ωw,i(g) ζ(w)pi

for all g ∈ Λ0. So for all g ∈ [Λ0,Λ0], we get that

π(g) ζ(w)pi π(g)
∗ = ζ(w)pi for all w ∈W and i ∈ {1, . . . , k}.

Summing over i, we conclude that for g ∈ [Λ0,Λ0], π(g) commutes with all ζ(w), w ∈W . Since
J ⊂ ζ(W )T, we get that π(g) commutes with all w ∈ J .

5.5 Coarse embeddings for generalized Bernoulli crossed products

Also in the special case where the Bernoulli like crossed products in Theorem 5.11 are ordinary
generalized Bernoulli crossed products (Ai, τi)

Γi ⋊ (Γi × Γi), the conclusion of Theorem 5.11
can be strengthened in the following way.

Theorem 5.15. Let Γ1, . . . ,Γk be groups in the class C and let (Ai, τi) be nontrivial tracial
amenable von Neumann algebras. Write (Bi, τ) = (Ai, τi)

Γi , consider the left-right Bernoulli
action Γi × Γi y Bi and write Mi = Bi ⋊ (Γi × Γi).

Let Γ be a nonamenable icc group and (A0, τ0) a nontrivial amenable tracial von Neumann
algebra. Consider the left-right Bernoulli action Γ × Γ y (A, τ) = (A0, τ0)

Γ and write M =
A⋊ (Γ× Γ).

Let t > 0 and ψ : M → (M1 ⊗ · · · ⊗Mk)
t a coarse embedding. Then t ∈ N and ψ is unitarily

conjugate to a direct sum of embeddings of the form ψ0 :M →Mn(C)⊗M1⊗· · ·⊗Mk satisfying
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• ψ0(ur) = π(r)⊗ uδ1(r) ⊗ · · · ⊗ uδk(r) for all r ∈ Γ× Γ, where π : Γ× Γ → U(n) is a unitary
representation and the δi : Γ× Γ → Γi × Γi are faithful symmetric homomorphisms,

• ψ0(πe(A0)) ⊂ D ⊗ πe(A1)⊗ · · · ⊗ πe(Ak), where D ⊂Mn(C) is an abelian ∗-subalgebra that
is normalized by (Ad π(r))r∈Γ×Γ,

• for every a ∈ A0 and i ∈ {1, . . . , k}, we have that (id⊗i ⊗ τ ⊗ id⊗(k−i))ψ0(πe(a)) = τ(a)1.

If for every i ∈ {1, . . . , k} and every irreducible subfactor P ⊂ Mi of infinite index, ψ(M) 6≺
M1⊗· · ·⊗Mi−1⊗P ⊗Mi+1⊗· · ·⊗Mk, then the homomorphisms δi above are all isomorphisms.

Proof. We repeat a few words from the start of the proof of Theorem 5.13. By Theorem
5.11, we have that t ∈ N and that we can write ψ as a direct sum of embeddings of a special
form. We again analyze each summand separately and may thus assume that ψ : M →
Mn(C)⊗M1 ⊗ · · · ⊗Mk is of the following form.

• ψ(ur) = π(r) ⊗ uδ(r) for all r ∈ Γ × Γ, where δ is a k-tuple of symmetric homomorphisms
δi : Γ× Γ → Γi × Γi,

• ψ(πe(A0)) ⊂Mn(C)⊗ πe(A1)⊗ · · · ⊗ πe(Ak).

Moreover, if the final assumption in the formulation of the theorem holds, then all δi are
isomorphisms. For simplicity of notation, we will assume that none of the δi involves a flip, i.e.
δi(g, h) = (αi(g), αi(h)) where αi : Γ → Γi are faithful homomorphisms.

Note that for every g ∈ Γ, ψ(πg(A0)) ⊂ Mn(C) ⊗ πα1(g)(A0) ⊗ · · · ⊗ παk(g)(A0). Denote by
Dg ⊂Mn(C) the smallest ∗-algebra such that

ψ(πg(A0)) ⊂ Dg ⊗ πα1(g)(A0)⊗ · · · ⊗ παk(g)(A0) . (5.18)

Note that Dg equals the algebra generated by the elements

(id ⊗ ω1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ ωk)(ψ(πg(a))) with ωi ∈ (Mi)∗ and a ∈ A0,

and that π(g, h)Dkπ(g, h)
∗ = Dgkh−1 for all g, h, k ∈ Γ. We claim that (Dg)g∈Γ is a commuting

family of abelian ∗-subalgebras of Mn(C) that thus generate an abelian ∗-subalgebra D ⊂
Mn(C) satisfying π(g, h)Dπ(g, h)

∗ = D for all g, h ∈ Γ. To prove this claim, we first take g 6= h
in Γ and show that Dg and Dh commute. Take a, a′ ∈ A0 and ωi, ω

′
i ∈ (Mi)∗. We have that

ψ(πg(a))ψ(πh(a)) = ψ(πh(a))ψ(πg(a)) .

Using (5.18) and applying the functionals ωi in the coordinates αi(g) and ω
′
i in the coordinates

αi(h), which are all distinct because g 6= h, it follows that

(id⊗ ω1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ ωk)(ψ(πg(a))) commutes with (id⊗ ω′
1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ ω′

k)(ψ(πh(a
′))) .

So the self-adjoint family of matrices generating Dg commutes with the self-adjoint family of
matrices generating Dh. We conclude that Dg commutes with Dh.

Since π(g, h)Dkπ(g, h)
∗ = Dgkh−1 for all g, h, k ∈ Γ, all Dg are isomorphic. So if one of the

Dg is nonabelian, all Dg are nonabelian and we would find an infinite family of commuting
nonabelian ∗-subalgebras of Mn(C), which is impossible. So all Dg are abelian and the claim
is proven.

It remains to prove that (id⊗i⊗τ⊗id⊗(k−i))ψ(πe(a)) = τ(a)1 for every a ∈ A0 and i ∈ {1, . . . , k}.
By symmetry, it suffices to consider the case i = 1.
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Fix an arbitrary minimal projection p ∈ D. Define the finite index subgroup Γ0 < Γ such
that π(g, e)p = pπ(g, e) for all g ∈ Γ0. Define the coarse embedding γ : A → B1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ Bk
such that ψ(a)(p ⊗ 1⊗k) = p ⊗ γ(a) for all a ∈ A. Define γ0 : A0 → A1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ Ak such that
γ ◦πe = (πe⊗· · ·⊗πe)◦γ0. Note that for all g ∈ Γ0, we have γ ◦πg = (πα1(g)⊗· · ·⊗παk(g))◦γ0.

Define C0 = A2 ⊗ · · · ⊗ Ak and write (C, τ) = (C0, τ)
Γ0 . Define the embedding η : C →

B2 ⊗ · · · ⊗ Bk such that η(πg(c)) = (πα2(g) ⊗ · · · ⊗ παk(g))(c) for all g ∈ Γ0, c ∈ C0. We also

define A ⊂ A by (A, τ) = (A0, τ0)
Γ0 . Since the embedding γ is coarse, we can define a normal

state Ω on A⊗ Cop satisfying

Ω(a⊗ bop) = τ(γ(a)(1 ⊗ η(b))) for all a ∈ A, b ∈ C.

By restricting Ω to πe(A0) ⊗ (πe(A2) ⊗ · · · ⊗ πe(Ak))
op, we also have the normal state Ω0 on

A0 ⊗ Cop
0 satisfying Ω0(a⊗ bop) = τ(γ0(a)(1 ⊗ b)).

If g1, . . . , gm ∈ Γ0 are distinct elements and a1, . . . , am ∈ A0, b1, . . . , bm ∈ C0, we consider

a = πg1(a1) · · · πgm(am) ∈ A and b = πg1(b1) · · · πgm(bm) ∈ C .

A direct computation then gives

Ω(a⊗ bop) =

m∏

i=1

Ω0(ai ⊗ bopi ) .

It follows that Ω is invariant under the diagonal Bernoulli action of Γ0 on A⊗Cop. Since this
action is ergodic, it follows that Ω = τ . This implies that (τ ⊗ id⊗(k−1))γ0(a) = τ(a)1 for all
a ∈ A0. Since the minimal projection p ∈ D was arbitrary, it also follows that

(id ⊗ τ ⊗ id⊗(k−1))ψ(πe(a)) = τ(a)1

for every a ∈ A0.

6 Proof of Theorem A

In this section, we prove Theorem A. We actually prove a more precise result in Section 6.5
below. To prepare for the proof, we need several preliminary results.

6.1 The icc decomposition of a twisted group von Neumann algebra

Let Λ be a countable group and ω ∈ Z2(Λ,T). We denote by Λfc the virtual center of Λ, i.e. the
set of all elements g ∈ Λ having a finite conjugacy class, which always form a normal subgroup
of Λ. Then the center of Lω(Λ) is contained in Lω(Λfc), so that Z(Lω(Λ)) equals the space of
(Adug)g∈Λ-invariant elements Z(Lω(Λfc)).

When Λ is a countable group with finite virtual center, the center Z(Lω(Λ)) is finite dimen-
sional, so that Lω(Λ) is a direct sum of factors. We make this direct sum decomposition more
concrete and prove in Proposition 6.1 that

Lω(Λ) ∼=

l⊕

i=1

(
Mni

(C)⊗ Lωzi
(Λzi/Λfc)

)
, (6.1)

where {z1, . . . , zl} are minimal projections in Z(Lω(Λfc)) such that zi ≤ qi with {q1, . . . , ql}
being the minimal projections of Z(Lω(Λ)) and where, for each minimal projection z ∈
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Z(Lω(Λfc)), Λz < Λ is a finite index subgroup containing Λfc and ωz ∈ H2(Λz/Λfc,T). The
integers ni are such that ni = diki with Lω(Λfc)qi ∼=Mdi(C)⊗Cki and also ki = [Λ : Λzi ].

Since Λz/Λfc is icc, the decomposition (6.1) writes Lω(Λ) as a direct sum of twisted group von
Neumann algebras of icc groups, provided that Λfc is finite.

Proposition 6.1. Let Λ be a countable group with finite virtual center Λfc and ω ∈ Z2(Λ,T).
Let z ∈ Z(Lω(Λfc)) be a minimal projection.

(i) Then Λz = {g ∈ Λ | ugz = zug} is a finite index subgroup of Λ that contains Λfc.

Choose a projective representation π : Λz → U(Lω(Λfc)z) such that Adugz = Ad π(g) on
Lω(Λfc)z for all g ∈ Λz. We write ρ : Λz → U(zLω(Λ)z) : ρg = ugπ(g)

∗z. Choose a lift
φ : Λz/Λfc → Λz.

(ii) Then the map Λz/Λfc → U(zLω(Λ)z) : g 7→ ρφ(g) is a projective representation. We
denote by ωz its 2-cocycle.

(iii) For every minimal projection p ∈ Lω(Λfc)z, the map g 7→ ρφ(g)p realizes an isomorphism
pLω(Λ)p ∼= Lωz(Λz/Λfc).

(iv) Denoting by q ∈ Z(Lω(Λ)) the unique minimal projection with z ≤ q, we have that
Lω(Λ)q ∼=Mn(C)⊗Lωz(Λz/Λfc), where n = dk and Lω(Λfc)q ∼=Md(C)⊗Ck and k = [Λ :
Λz].

In particular, if {q1, . . . , ql} are the minimal projections of Z(Lω(Λ)) and if we choose minimal
projections zi ∈ Z(Lω(Λfc))qi, the isomorphism (6.1) holds.

Proof. Since Z(Lω(Λ)) ⊂ Z(Lω(Λfc)), there is a unique minimal projection q ∈ Z(Lω(Λ)) such
that z ≤ q. Then (Adug)g∈Λ defines an ergodic action of Λ on the finite dimensional algebra
Lω(Λfc)q, so that Lω(Λfc)q ∼= Md(C) ⊗ Ck for some integers d, k. Defining Λz as stated, we
have [Λ : Λz] = k.

Also note that Lω(Λfc)z ∼=Md(C). Since Lω(Λfc)z is a matrix algebra, the action (Adugz)g∈Λz

on Lω(Λfc)z is inner and we can choose the projective representation π as stated. Denote
ρg = ugπ(g)

∗z. When g, h ∈ Λz, the unitary uhπ(h)
∗z commutes with π(g)∗z ∈ Lω(Λfc)z.

Therefore,

ρgρh = ugπ(g)
∗z uhπ(h)

∗z = uguh π(h)
∗π(g)∗z = ω(g, h)ωπ(g, h) ρgh , (6.2)

so that ρ is a projective representation.

By definition, if g ∈ Λfc, ρg ∈ Tz. So for every lift φ : Λz/Λfc → Λz, the map Λz/Λfc →
U(zLω(Λ)z) : g 7→ ρφ(g) is a projective representation. We denote by ωz its 2-cocycle. Fix
a minimal projection p ∈ Lω(Λfc)z. By construction, for every g ∈ Λz, ρg commutes with
Lω(Λfc)z, so that

θ : Λz/Λfc → U(pLω(Λ)p) : g 7→ ρφ(g)p

is a well-defined projective representation with the same 2-cocycle ωz. Denote by τ the canonical
tracial state on Lω(Λ). Let E : Lω(Λ) → Lω(Λfc) be the unique trace preserving conditional
expectation. Note that E(ug) = 0 for all g ∈ Λ \ Λfc. It follows that for all g ∈ Λz \ Λfc,

E(ρg) = E(ugπ(g)
∗z) = E(ug)π(g)

∗z = 0 ,

so that also E(θ(g)) = E(ρφ(g)p) = E(ρφ(g))p = 0 for all g ∈ Λz/Λfc with g 6= e. In particular,
τ(θ(g)) = 0 for all g ∈ Λz/Λfc with g 6= e. It follows that θ uniquely extends to a faithful normal
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∗-homomorphism from Lωz(Λz/Λfc) to pLω(Λ)p. To conclude the proof of (iii), it suffices to
show that the elements ρgp, g ∈ Λz, span a strongly dense subspace of pLω(Λ)p. Since zugz = 0
for all g ∈ Λ \ Λz, the elements ugz, g ∈ Λz, span a strongly dense subspace of zLω(Λ)z. So,
the subspaces ρgLω(Λfc)z, g ∈ Λz, span a strongly dense subspace of zLω(Λ)z. Multiplying on
the left and on the right with p and using that p is a minimal projection in Lω(Λfc)z, it follows
that the elements ρgp, g ∈ Λz, span a strongly dense subspace of pLω(Λ)p.

Finally note that the statements in (iv) hold by construction.

Lemma 6.2. Let Λ be a countable group with finite virtual center Λfc and ω ∈ Z2(Λ,T).
Let z ∈ Z(Lω(Λfc)) be a minimal projection. Define Λz < Λ and ωz ∈ Z2(Λz/Λfc,T) as in
Proposition 6.1. Denote by q : Λz → Λz/Λfc the quotient map. Let Λ1 < Λz/Λfc be a subgroup
and µ ∈ Z2(Λ1,T).

The 2-cocycle (ωz)|Λ1 µ on Λ1 is of finite type if and only if there exists a finite dimensional
projective representation θ : q−1(Λ1) → U(n) with 2-cocycle ωθ(g) = ω(g)µ(q(g)) for all g ∈
q−1(Λ1) such that the restricted ω-representation θ0 : Λfc → U(n) satisfies θ0(z) 6= 0.

Proof. Write Λ0 = q−1(Λ1). As in Proposition 6.1, we choose a projective representation
π : Λz → U(d) such that Lω(Λfc)z ∼=Md(C) and Adug = Adπ(g) on Lω(Λfc)z for all g ∈ Λz.

To prove the first implication, assume that ϕ : Λ1 → U(n) is a projective representation with
2-cocycle ωϕ = (ωz)|Λ1 µ. Then θ(g) = ϕ(q(g))⊗π(g) for all g ∈ Λ0 defines a finite dimensional
projective representation of Λ0 with 2-cocycle

ωθ = (ωϕ ◦ q)|Λ0 ωπ|Λ0 = ((ωz ◦ q) ωπ)|Λ0 (µ ◦ q)|Λ0 .

For g ∈ Λfc, we have that θ(g) is a multiple of 1 ⊗ ugz. To conclude the proof of the first
implication, it thus suffices to prove that

ωz ◦ q is cohomologous to ω|Λz ωπ in Z2(Λz,T). (6.3)

Defining ρg = ugπ(g)
∗z for g ∈ Λz and choosing a lift φ : Λz/Λfc → Λz, we have by definition

that ωz is the 2-cocycle of the projective representation g 7→ ρφ(g). Since ρg ∈ Tz for all g ∈ Λfc,
we find a map c : Λz → T such that ρφ(q(g)) = c(g)ρg for all g ∈ Λz. It now follows from (6.2)
that c realizes the cohomology of (6.3).

To prove the converse, assume that θ : Λ0 → U(n) is a projective representation with 2-cocycle
ωθ = ω|Λ0 (µ ◦ q) such that θ(z) 6= 0. We linearize θ to a unital ∗-homomorphism θ : Cωθ

[Λ0]
on the twisted group algebra. Since Λfc < Λ0 and since the restriction of ωθ to Λfc equals ω,
we may view Cω[Λfc] as a unital ∗-subalgebra of Cωθ

[Λ0].

Since ωθ(g, h) = ω(g, h) when at least one of the g, h belong to Λfc, the equality ugz = zug
holds in Cωθ

[Λ0] for all g ∈ Λ0. So, θ(g) commutes with θ(z) for all g ∈ Λ0. Reducing θ with
the projection θ(z), we may assume that θ(z) = 1.

Then γ(g) = θ(ugπ(g)
∗z) for g ∈ Λ0 defines a finite-dimensional projective representation of Λ0

with the property that γ(g) is a multiple of 1 whenever g ∈ Λfc. Choosing a lift φ : Λ1 → Λ0, it
follows that g 7→ γ(φ(g)) is a finite-dimensional projective representation of Λ1 with 2-cocycle
ωz µ.

6.2 The triple comultiplication of a twisted group von Neumann algebra

A key ingredient in our approach is that every twisted group von Neumann algebra N =
Lω(Λ) not only admits the canonical coarse embedding ∆3 : N → N ⊗ Nop ⊗ N given by
the triple comultiplication ∆3(ug) = ug ⊗ ug ⊗ ug, but also that for every nonzero central
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projection z ∈ Z(N), we can restrict ∆3 to a nonzero coarse embedding from Nz0 to a corner
of Nz ⊗ (Nz)op ⊗Nz with z0 ∈ Z(N)z.

Proposition 6.3. Let Λ be a countable group and ω ∈ Z2(Λ,T). Write N = Lω(Λ). Define

∆3 : N → N ⊗Nop ⊗N : ∆3(ug) = ug ⊗ ug ⊗ ug for all g ∈ Λ.

Let z ∈ Z(N) be a nonzero central projection.

(i) We have p := ∆3(z)(z ⊗ zop ⊗ z) 6= 0.

(ii) If z0 ∈ Z(N)z is the smallest central projection such that ∆3(z − z0)(z ⊗ zop ⊗ z) = 0,

∆z : Nz0 → p(N ⊗Nop ⊗N)p

is a coarse embedding.

(iii) If Λfc is infinite, then ∆z(Nz0)
′ ∩ p(N ⊗Nop ⊗N)p is infinite dimensional.

Proof. We decompose z =
∑

g∈Λ(z)gug. We also define ∆2 : L(Λ) → Nop⊗N : ∆2(ug) = ug⊗ug
for all g ∈ Λ. For all g, k ∈ Λ, using that z = z∗, we get that

(τ ⊗ τ ⊗ τ)((z ⊗ zop ⊗ z)(1⊗∆2(uk))∆3(ug)) = τ(zug) τ(u
∗
gu

∗
kz) τ(zukug)

= τ(u∗gz) τ((ukug)
∗z) τ((ukug)∗z)

= (z)g |(z)kg|
2 .

Multiplying with (z)g and summing over g, we find that for all k ∈ Λ,

(τ ⊗ τ ⊗ τ)((z ⊗ zop ⊗ z)(1⊗∆2(uk))∆3(z)) =
∑

g∈Λ

|(z)g|
2 |(z)kg|

2 . (6.4)

In particular, we find that

(τ ⊗ τ ⊗ τ)(∆3(z)(z ⊗ zop ⊗ z)) =
∑

g∈Λ

|(z)g |
4 > 0 .

So, ∆3(z)(z ⊗ zop ⊗ z) 6= 0.

Since ∆3 is a coarse embedding, also ∆z is a coarse embedding.

Now assume that Λfc is infinite. Write α : N → N ⊗ L(Λ) : α(ug) = ug ⊗ ug for all g ∈ Λ,
and note that ∆3 = (id ⊗∆2) ◦ α. It follows that for all a ∈ Z(L(Λ)), the element 1 ⊗∆2(a)
commutes with ∆3(Nz) = (id⊗∆2)α(Nz). Since ∆2(a) also commutes with zop ⊗ z, it follows
that the linear map

V : Z(L(Λ)) → N ⊗Nop ⊗N : V (a) = (z ⊗ zop ⊗ z)(1 ⊗∆2(a))∆3(z)

takes values in ∆z(Nz0)
′ ∩ p(N ⊗Nop ⊗N)p. It also follows that for all a ∈ Z(L(Λ)),

‖V (a)‖22 = (τ ⊗ τ ⊗ τ)((z ⊗ zop ⊗ z)(1 ⊗∆2(a
∗a))∆3(z)) .

Define y ∈ L(Λ) such that ∆2(y) = E∆2(L(Λ))(z
op⊗z). Then ‖y‖ ≤ 1 and a similar computation

as above gives

y =
∑

g∈Λ

|(z)g|
2 ug .
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Using (6.4), we conclude that

‖V (a)‖2 = ‖ay‖2 for all a ∈ Z(L(Λ)).

Whenever C ⊂ Λ is a finite conjugacy class, define aC ∈ Z(L(Λ)) by

aC = |C|−1/2
∑

h∈C

uh .

Write δ =
∑

g∈Λ |(z)g|
4. Since ‖y‖ ≤ 1 and ‖aC‖2 = 1, we get that

1 ≥ ‖aCy‖
2
2 = |C|−1

∑

g∈Λ

(∑

h∈C

|(z)h−1g|
2
)2

≥ |C|−1
∑

g∈Λ,h∈C

|(z)h−1g|
4 = δ .

So, whenever Cn is a sequence of finite conjugacy classes tending to infinity, we have the
sequence of elements V (aCn) in ∆z(Nz0)

′ ∩ p(N ⊗Nop ⊗N)p with the properties

δ ≤ ‖V (aCn)‖
2
2 ≤ 1 for all n, and V (aCn) → 0 weakly.

This means that ∆z(Nz0)
′ ∩ p(N ⊗Nop ⊗N)p is infinite dimensional.

The proof of the following proposition is almost identical to the proof of [IPV10, Proposition
7.2.(3) and 7.2.(2)] and thus omitted.

Proposition 6.4. Let Λ be a countable icc group and ω ∈ Z2(Λ,T). Denote N = Lω(Λ) and
denote by

∆3 : N → N ⊗Nop ⊗N

the triple comultiplication given by Proposition 6.3.

(i) If K ⊂ L2(N ⊗Nop ⊗N) is a ∆3(N)-∆3(N)-subbimodule that is finitely generated as a
right Hilbert ∆3(N)-module, then K ⊂ ∆3(L

2(N)).

In particular, if P ⊂ N is a finite index subfactor, then ∆3(P )
′ ∩ (N ⊗ Nop ⊗ N) =

∆3(P
′ ∩N).

(ii) If p ∈ Mk(C) ⊗ N is a projection and P ⊂ p(Mk(C) ⊗ N)p is a subfactor such that
∆3(N) ≺N⊗Nop⊗N P⊗Nop⊗N , there exists a nonzero projection p0 ∈ P ′∩p(Mk(C)⊗N)p
such that Pp0 ⊂ p0(Mk(C)⊗N)p0 has finite index.

6.3 Intermediate subfactors for twisted group von Neumann algebras

Let G be a countable group and µ ∈ Z2(G,T) a 2-cocycle. Whenever π : G → U(n) is
a projective representation with 2-cocycle ωπ and δ ∈ AutG is an automorphism such that
ωπ (µ ◦ δ) = µ, we denote

ψπ,δ : Lµ(G) →Mn(C)⊗ Lµ(G) : ψπ,δ(ug) = π(g)⊗ uδ(g) . (6.5)

Whenever G is an icc group, we identify G with a subgroup of AutG via g 7→ Ad g.

Proposition 6.5. Let G be an icc group, µ ∈ Z2(G,T) and ψ : Lµ(G) → Mn(C)⊗ Lµ(G) an
embedding that is unitarily conjugate to a direct sum of embeddings of the form (6.5).

If N is a factor and ψ(Lµ(G)) ⊂ N ⊂ Mn(C) ⊗ Lµ(G), there exists a subgroup G1 < AutG
and a 2-cocycle µ1 ∈ Z2(G1,T) such that
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• G ∩G1 has finite index in both G and G1, and in particular G1 is icc,

• the 2-cocycle µ1|G∩G1 µ|G∩G1 on G ∩G1 is of finite type,

• N ∼= Lµ1(G1)
t for some t > 0.

Proof. We write M = Lµ(G). After a unitary conjugacy and regrouping, we may assume that

ψ =
⊕k

i=1 ψπi,δi where for i 6= j, δi is not conjugate to δj . By Lemma 2.6(ii),

{δi(g)hδj(g)
−1 | g ∈ G} is infinite whenever i 6= j and h ∈ G. (6.6)

We have πi : G → U(ni) and n =
∑k

i=1 ni. We write B =
⊕k

i=1Mni
(C). By (6.6) and the icc

property of G, we find that

ψ(M)′ ∩Mn(C)⊗M =
( k⊕

i=1

Endπi

)
⊗ 1 ⊂ B ⊗ 1 ,

where Endπi = Mni
(C) ∩ πi(G)

′. So, after cutting everything with a minimal projection in
ψ(M)′ ∩N , we may moreover assume that ψ(M)′ ∩N = C1.

For every δ ∈ AutG, we define the projective representation

ζδ : G→ U(L2(Mn(C)⊗M)) : ζδ(g)ξ = ψ(uδ(g))ξψ(ug)
∗ .

Note that the 2-cocycle of ζδ equals (µ ◦ δ)µ. We denote by Wδ the closed linear span of all
finite dimensional ζδ-invariant subspaces. So whenever Wδ 6= {0}, the 2-cocycle (µ ◦ δ)µ is of
finite type. We also define the subset Iδ ⊂ {1, . . . , k}2 by

Iδ = {(i, j) ∈ {1, . . . , k}2 | ∃h ∈ G : δi ◦ δ = (Adh) ◦ δj} .

For all (i, j) ∈ Iδ, we then have the unique element ρ(δ, i, j) ∈ G such that δi ◦δ = Ad ρ(δ, i, j)◦
δj .

We denote by pi ∈Mn(C) the projection that corresponds to the direct summandMni
(C). So,

the pi are the minimal projections of Z(B). Note that each ζδ leaves each of the subspaces
piMn(C)pj ⊗ L2(M) globally invariant. By the form of ψ and Lemma 2.6(ii), we find that

(pi ⊗ 1)Wδ(pj ⊗ 1) =

{
{0} if (i, j) 6∈ Iδ,

piMn(C)pj ⊗ uρ(δ,i,j) if (i, j) ∈ Iδ.

In particular, (µ ◦ δ)µ is of finite type when Iδ 6= ∅. For all i, j ∈ {1, . . . , k} and all g ∈ G, we
trivially have that piMn(C)pj⊗ug ⊂Wδ−1

i ◦(Ad g)◦δj
. Also note that if δ 6= δ′ and (i, j) ∈ Iδ∩Iδ′ ,

then ρ(δ, i, j) 6= ρ(δ′, i, j). Therefore Wδ ⊥ Wδ′ whenever δ 6= δ′. Defining the subset G2 ⊂
AutG by G2 = {δ ∈ AutG |Wδ 6= {0}}, we thus find the orthogonal direct sum decomposition

L2(Mn(C)⊗ L(G)) =
⊕

δ∈G2

Wδ .

Since ψ(ug) ∈ N for all g ∈ G, the projective representation ζδ globally preserves L2(N) and
it follows from Lemma 6.9 below that PWδ

(N) ⊂ L2(N). Since Wδ only contains bounded
operators, we have PWδ

(N) = N ∩Wδ. Write Vδ = N ∩Wδ. Defining G3 = {δ ∈ AutG | Vδ 6=
{0}}, we get the orthogonal direct sum decomposition

L2(N) =
⊕

δ∈G3

Vδ . (6.7)
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Note that by construction, for all δ, δ′ ∈ AutG, we have V ∗
δ = Vδ−1 and VδVδ′ = Vδ◦δ′ . Since

Wid = B ⊗ 1, we find that Vid = N ∩ (B ⊗ 1). We denote A = N ∩ (B ⊗ 1). By definition, A is
a finite dimensional ∗-algebra and with αg = Adψ(ug), we have the action (αg)g∈G of G on A,
which is ergodic because of the irreducibility of ψ(M) ⊂ N . It follows that A ∼= Md(C) ⊗ Cm

for integers d,m ∈ N.

We claim that for every δ ∈ G3, the set Vδ contains a unitary Yδ ∈ Vδ. To prove this claim, fix
δ ∈ G3. Since Vδ 6= {0}, we can choose a minimal projection z1 ∈ Z(A) such that z1Vδ 6= {0}.
Since Vδ is globally invariant under the representation ζδ and since the action α is ergodic, it
follows that zVδ 6= {0} for all minimal central projections z ∈ Z(A).

Fix a minimal central projection z ∈ Z(A). Since zVδ 6= {0}, we can choose a minimal
central projection z′ ∈ Z(A) such that zVδz

′ 6= {0}. Choose minimal projections p ∈ Az and
q ∈ Az′ such that pVδq 6= {0}. Whenever X ∈ pVδq, we have that XX∗ ∈ pAp = Cp and
XX∗ ∈ qAq = Cq. Since pVδq 6= {0}, we can choose X ∈ Vδ with XX∗ = p and X∗X = q.
Since Az ∼=Md(C) ∼= Az′ and AVδ = Vδ = VδA, we can use matrix units in Az and Az′ to find
Y ∈ Vδ with Y Y

∗ = z and Y ∗Y = z′.

We can find such an element Y ∈ Vδ whenever zVδz
′ 6= {0}. If z′′ ∈ Z(A) would be another

minimal central projection with zVδz
′′ 6= {0}, we also find Z ∈ Vδ with ZZ

∗ = z and Z∗Z = z′′.
Since Y ∗Z ∈ V ∗

δ Vδ = Vδ−1Vδ ⊂ Vid = A, we get that Y ∗Z is a partial isometry in A with left
support z′ and right support z′′, which is absurd because z′, z′′ are central and orthogonal. So,
for every minimal central projection z ∈ Z(A), there is a unique minimal central projection
z′ ∈ Z(A) with zVδz

′ 6= {0} and a Yz ∈ Vδ with YzY
∗
z = z and Y ∗

z Yz = z′.

By symmetry, also for every minimal central projection z′ ∈ Z(A), there is a unique minimal
central projection z ∈ Z(A) with zVδz

′ 6= {0}. It follows that the sum Yδ =
∑

z Yz is a unitary
element in Vδ, which proves the claim.

Since V ∗
δ = Vδ−1 and VδVδ′ ⊂ Vδ◦δ′ , it then follows that G3 is a subgroup of AutG. Note that for

all δ, δ′ ∈ G3, the unitary Yδ normalizes A = Vid. Also Y ∗
δ ∈ U(A)Yδ−1 and YδYδ′ ∈ U(A)Yδ◦δ′ .

In particular, (AdYδ)δ∈G3 is an action of G3 on Z(A). Fixing a minimal central projection
z ∈ Z(A), we can thus define the finite index subgroup G1 < G3 by G1 = {δ ∈ G3 | Yδz = zYδ}.
By (6.7), we find that

L2(zNz) =
⊕

δ∈G1

YδAz . (6.8)

For every δ ∈ G1, AdYδ defines an automorphism of Az ∼= Md(C). We can thus choose
aδ ∈ U(Az) such that AdYδz = Ad aδ on Az. Fix a minimal projection p ∈ Az. Write
Uδ = Yδa

∗
δp. Then, Uδ ∈ U(pNp) and it follows from (6.8) that

L2(pNp) =
⊕

δ∈G1

CUδ .

We conclude that pNp ∼= Lµ1(G1) where µ1 ∈ Z2(G1,T) is defined by UδUδ′ = µ1(δ, δ
′)Uδ◦δ′

for all δ, δ′ ∈ G1.

We identify G with a subgroup of AutG through the adjoint action Ad. In this way, G < G3

and Vg = ψ(ug)A for all g ∈ G. Also,

G3 ⊂ G2 ⊂ {δ−1
i ◦ δj ◦ Adh | i, j ∈ {1, . . . , k}, h ∈ G} .

So, G is a finite index subgroup of G3. Since G1 < G3 has finite index, it follows that G ∩G1

has finite index in both G and G1.

It only remains to prove that the 2-cocycle µ1|G∩G1 µ|G∩G1 is of finite type.

39



Since Vg = ψ(ug)A for all g ∈ G, also Yg = ψ(ug)bg with bg ∈ U(A). When g ∈ G ∩ G1, both
bg and Yg commute with z, so that also ψ(ug) commutes with z. We have chosen ag ∈ U(Az)
such that AdYgz = Ad ag on Az. Thus, Adψ(ug)z = Ad agb

∗
gz on Az for all g ∈ G ∩ G1.

Since (Adψ(ug))g∈G∩G1 is an action, it follows that G ∩G1 → U(Az) : θ(g) = agb
∗
gz is a finite

dimensional projection representation. Denote its 2-cocycle by ωθ.

By definition, Ug = Yga
∗
gp = ψ(ug)θ(g)

∗p and ψ(uh)θ(h)
∗ commutes with Az for all g, h ∈

G ∩G1. Therefore, for all g, h ∈ G ∩G1,

Ug Uh = ψ(ug)θ(g)
∗p ψ(uh)θ(h)

∗p = ψ(ug) ψ(uh)θ(h)
∗ θ(g)∗p

= µ(g, h)ωθ(g, h)ψ(ugh) θ(gh)
∗ p = µ(g, h)ωθ(g, h)Ugh .

This means that µ1|G∩G1 µ|G∩G1 = ωθ is of finite type. So the theorem is proven.

Theorem 6.6. Let Γ be a group in C and write G = (Z/2Z)(Γ) ⋊ (Γ× Γ). Let µ ∈ Z2(G,T).

If N is a II1 factor that admits a nonzero bifinite Lµ(G)-N -bimodule, there exists a subgroup
G1 < AutG with G ∩G1 having finite index in both G and G1 and a 2-cocycle µ1 ∈ Z

2(G1,T)
such that

• the 2-cocycle µ1|G∩G1 µ|G∩G1 on G ∩G1 is of finite type,

• N ∼= Lµ1(G1)
t for some t > 0.

Proof. Let Lµ(G)HN be a nonzero bifinite bimodule. Then K = H ⊗N H is a bifinite Lµ(G)-
Lµ(G)-bimodule. By Theorem 5.13, K is isomorphic with a finite direct sum of bimodules
given by ψπ,δ as in (6.5). The conclusion then follows from Proposition 6.5.

We also have the following constructive converse of Proposition 6.5.

Lemma 6.7. Let G be a countable group with subgroups G,G1 < G such that G∩G1 has finite
index in both G and G1. Let µ ∈ Z2(G,T) and µ1 ∈ Z2(G1,T) be scalar 2-cocycles such that
the cocycle µ1|G∩G1 µ|G∩G1 on G ∩G1 is of finite type.

There exist n ∈ N and an embedding ϕ : Lµ1(G1) → Mn(C) ⊗ Lµ(G) of finite index with the
following property: whenever (an) is a bounded sequence in Lµ1(G1) and hG1(an) → 0, also
hG(ϕ(an)) → 0.

Proof. Let {s1, . . . , sk} be representatives of G1/(G ∩ G1). Define G1
∗
y {1, . . . , k} and the

1-cocycle Ω : G1 × {1, . . . , k} → G ∩G1 such that

gsi = sg∗iΩ(g, i) for all g ∈ G1 and i ∈ {1, . . . , k}.

Then

ϕ1 : Lµ1(G1) →Mk(C)⊗ Lµ1(G ∩G1) :

ϕ1(ug) =

k∑

i=1

µ1(g, si)µ1(sg∗i,Ω(g, i)) (eg∗i,i ⊗ uΩ(g,i)) (6.9)

is a finite index embedding. Choosing a projective representation π : G ∩ G1 → U(d) with
2-cocycle ωπ = µ1|G∩G1 µ|G∩G1 , we also have the finite index embedding

ϕ2 : Lµ1(G ∩G1) →Md(C)⊗ Lµ(G) : ϕ2(ug) = π(g) ⊗ ug .

Defining n = kd and ϕ = (id ⊗ ϕ2) ◦ ϕ1, the lemma is proven.
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The same induction formula (6.9) also gives the following.

Lemma 6.8. Let G be a countable group and G1 < G a finite index subgroup. Let µ ∈ Z2(G,T).
If µ|G1 is of finite type on G1, then µ is of finite type.

Proof. Choose a finite dimensional projective representation θ1 : G1 → U(n) with 2-cocycle
ωθ1 = µ|G1 . Using the same notation as in (6.9), where {s1, . . . , sk} are representatives for
G/G1, the formula

θ : G→ U(Mk(C)⊗Mn(C)) : θ(g) =

k∑

i=1

µ(g, si)µ(sg∗i,Ω(g, i)) (eg∗i,i ⊗ θ1(Ω(g, i)))

is a projective representation with 2-cocycle ωθ = µ.

In the proof of Proposition 6.5, we needed the following elementary lemma.

Lemma 6.9. Let G be a group and ρ : G → U(K) a projective representation. Denote by K0

the closed linear span of all finite dimensional ρ(G)-invariant subspaces. For every ξ ∈ K, we
have that

PK0(ξ) ∈ span{ρ(g)ξ | g ∈ G} .

Proof. For every V ∈ U(K) ∩ ρ(G)′, we have that V (K0) = K0, so that V PK0 = PK0V . This
means that PK0 belongs to the center of ρ(G)′∩B(K). Fix ξ ∈ K. Denote by P the projection
onto span{ρ(g)ξ | g ∈ G}. Then P ∈ ρ(G)′ ∩ B(K), so that P commutes with PK0 . We
conclude that P (PK0(ξ)) = PK0(P (ξ)) = PK0(ξ).

6.4 Commensurators of left-right wreath products

Let Γ be an icc group. The semidirect product group Γ⋊Aut Γ with group operation

(g, α)(g′ , α′) = (gα(g′), α ◦ α′)

contains Γ×Γ as the normal subgroup of elements (gh−1,Adh), (g, h) ∈ Γ×Γ and admits the
period 2 automorphism ζ given by ζ(g, α) = (g−1,Ad g ◦ α). Consider the semidirect product
H = (Γ⋊Aut Γ)⋊ Z/2Z.

Note that H is naturally identified with the subgroup of Aut(Γ × Γ) consisting of the auto-
morphisms δ that are either of the form δ(k, k′) = (gα(k)g−1, α(k′)) or the form δ(k, k′) =
(α(k′), gα(k)g−1), for some g ∈ Γ and α ∈ AutΓ. Also note that H acts on the set Γ by
(g, δ) · k = gδ(k) and ζ · k = k−1. Writing

G = (Z/2Z)(Γ) ⋊ (Γ× Γ) and G = (Z/2Z)(Γ) ⋊ ((Γ⋊AutΓ)⋊ Z/2Z) , (6.10)

we have that G is a normal subgroup of G and G < G is relatively icc. For many groups
Γ, one has G = AutG. This statement comes down to saying that for most icc groups Γ,
every automorphism of G can be written as the composition of an inner automorphism and an
automorphism that is given by a symmetric automorphism of Γ× Γ. We only need this result
when Γ ∈ C.

The following result can certainly be proven by elementary means and for a much larger class
of groups Γ, but for brevity, we give a short proof as a consequence of Theorem 5.13.

Proposition 6.10. Let Γ be a group in C and denote G = (Z/2Z)(Γ) ⋊ (Γ×Γ). If G0, G1 < G
are finite index subgroups and δ0 : G0 → G1 is an isomorphism, then δ0 uniquely extends to an
automorphism δ ∈ AutG. Also, AutG = G with G defined by (6.10).
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Proof. Choose representatives {s1, . . . , sn} for G/G0. Define the action G
∗
y {1, . . . , n} and

the 1-cocycle Ω : G × {1, . . . , n} → G0 by gsi = sg∗iΩ(g, i) for all g ∈ G and i ∈ {1, . . . , n}.
Then

ϕ : L(G) →Mn(C)⊗ L(G) : ϕ(ug) =
n∑

i=1

eg∗i,i ⊗ uδ0(Ω(g,i))

is a finite index embedding. By Theorem 5.13 (and since we only have one tensor factor at
the right, this actually also follows from [PV21, Theorem 3.2]), we find a finite dimensional
representation π : G → U(d), an automorphism δ ∈ AutG that belongs to G and a nonzero
element X ∈Mn,d(C)⊗ L(G) such that ϕ(ug)X = X(π(g) ⊗ uδ(g)) for all g ∈ G.

Define the finite index subgroup G2 < G by G2 =
⋂n
i=1 siG0s

−1
i . For all g ∈ G2 and i ∈

{1, . . . , n}, we have that g ∗ i = i and Ω(g, i) = s−1
i gsi. So,

ϕ(ug) =

n∑

i=1

ei,i ⊗ uδ0(s−1
i gsi)

for all g ∈ G2.

Because we have the intertwiner X, there must exist an i ∈ {1, . . . , n} such that the unitary
representation

ζi : G2 → U(ℓ2(G)) : ζi(g)ξ = uδ0(s−1
i gsi)

ξu∗δ(g)

is not weakly mixing. There thus exists an h ∈ G such that the set {δ0(s
−1
i gsi)hδ(g)

−1 | g ∈ G2}
is finite. By Lemma 2.6(ii), there exists an h ∈ G such that δ0(s

−1
i gsi) = (Adh ◦ δ)(g) for all

g ∈ G2. Defining G3 = s−1
i G2si and replacing δ by Adh ◦ δ ◦ Ad si, we find that G3 < G0

is a finite index subgroup and δ0(g) = δ(g) for all g ∈ G3. By Lemma 2.6(ii), we get that
δ0(g) = δ(g) for all g ∈ G0. So δ0 can be extended to an automorphism δ of G, which moreover
belongs to G. Also by Lemma 2.6(ii), this extension is unique.

6.5 Proof of Theorem A

The two main results in this section are Theorems 6.12 and 6.15. The first statement of Theorem
A is contained in Theorem 6.15 below. The second statement of Theorem A is contained in
Corollary 6.13(i) below.

Lemma 6.11. Let Γ be a group in C and write G = (Z/2Z)(Γ)⋊(Γ×Γ). Let Λ be any countable
group and let µ ∈ Z2(G,T) and ω ∈ Z2(Λ,T) be arbitrary scalar 2-cocycles.

If there exists a nonzero bifinite Lµ(G)-Lω(Λ)-bimodule, then the virtual center Λfc is finite.

Proof. Write M = Lµ(G) and N = Lω(Λ). Let NLM be a nonzero bifinite N -M -bimodule. Let
z ∈ Z(N) be the support projection of the left action of N on L, so that NzLM has faithful left
and right actions. Denote by ∆z : Nz0 → p(N ⊗ Nop ⊗ N)p the coarse embedding given by
Proposition 6.3. Denote by

Nz0HN ⊗Nop ⊗N = ∆z(Nz0)pL
2(N ⊗Nop ⊗N)N ⊗Nop ⊗N

the corresponding tensor coarse bimodule (see Definition 5.2). By Lemma 5.3,

H := Lz0 ⊗Nz0 H ⊗N⊗Nop⊗N (L⊗ Lop ⊗ L)

is an M -(M ⊗Mop ⊗M)-bimodule that is tensor coarse. It follows from Theorem 5.13 that
H is a finite direct sum of irreducible bimodules. So, the space of endomorphisms of H is
finite dimensional. This implies that ∆z(Nz0)

′∩p(N ⊗Nop⊗N)p, which is the endomorphism
algebra of H, is finite dimensional. It follows from Proposition 6.3 that Λfc is finite.
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In the following result, we use the notations introduced in Proposition 6.1. As above, we
identify G with a subgroup of AutG via g 7→ Ad g.

Theorem 6.12. Let Γ be a group in C and write G = (Z/2Z)(Γ) ⋊ (Γ × Γ). Let Λ be any
countable group and let µ ∈ Z2(G,T) and ω ∈ Z2(Λ,T) be arbitrary scalar 2-cocycles.

Let Lµ(G)HLω(Λ) be any nonzero bifinite bimodule. Then the virtual center Λfc is finite and for
every minimal projection z ∈ Z(Lω(Λfc)) with Hz 6= 0, there exists

• a subgroup G1 < AutG such that G ∩G1 has finite index in both G and G1,

• a 2-cocycle µ1 ∈ Z2(G1,T) s.t. the 2-cocycle µ|G∩G1 µ1|G∩G1 on G ∩G1 is of finite type,

• an isomorphism of groups δ : Λz/Λfc → G1 satisfying µ1 ◦ δ ∼ ωz.

Proof. By Lemma 6.11, the virtual center Λfc is finite. Fix a minimal projection z ∈ Z(Lω(Λfc))
with Hz 6= 0. By Proposition 6.1, zLω(Λ)z is isomorphic with an amplification of Lωz(Λz/Λfc).
Since the group Λz/Λfc is icc, we may thus assume from the start that Λ is an icc group.

By Theorem 6.6, we can choose G1 < AutG and µ1 ∈ Z2(G1,T) satisfying the first two
statements in the theorem and such that there exists a ∗-isomorphism α : Lω(Λ) → Lµ1(G1)

t

for some t > 0. We denote by (vh)h∈Λ the canonical unitaries in Lω(Λ). Below we prove that
hG1(α(Λ)) > 0.

Since Λ is an icc group, the action (Ad vh)h∈Λ on L2(Lω(Λ)) ⊖ C1 is weakly mixing. Since
G1 is icc, we have that α(Lω(Λ)) 6≺ Lµ1(CG1(k)) whenever k ∈ G1 \ {e}. So we can apply
Theorem 4.1. We conclude that t = 1 and that there exists a unitary W ∈ Lµ1(G1) and
a group isomorphism δ : Λ → G1 such that Wα(vh)W

∗ ∈ T · uδ(h) for all h ∈ Λ. Writing
α(vh) = ϕ(h)uδ(h) with ϕ(h) ∈ T, it follows that µ1 ◦ δ ∼ ω. It thus remains to prove that
hG1(α(Λ)) > 0.

Since G < AutG is relatively icc, also G1 is an icc group. We denote by ϕ : Lµ1(G1) →
Mn(C)⊗ Lµ(G) the finite index embedding given by Lemma 6.7.

From now on, we write N = Lω(Λ), M = Lµ(G) andM1 = Lµ1(G1). We amplify ϕ to the finite
index embedding Φ :M t

1 → p(Mk(C)⊗M)p, where p is a projection with (Tr⊗τ)(p) = nt. We
denote by

M t
1
KM = Φ(M t

1)
p(Ck ⊗ L2(M))M

the corresponding bifinite bimodule.

We denote by ∆3 : N → N ⊗Nop⊗N the triple comultiplication given by Proposition 6.3 and
let

N

(
H∆3

)
N ⊗Nop ⊗N = ∆3(N)L

2(N ⊗Nop ⊗N)N ⊗Nop ⊗N

be the corresponding tensor coarse bimodule.

We translate the ∗-isomorphism α : N →M t
1 to the bifinite bimodule

M t
1
(Hα)N = M t

1
L2(M t

1)α(N) .

Define the bifinite N -M -bimodule L = Hα ⊗M t
1
K. Since H∆3 is tensor coarse, by Lemma 5.3,

also the M -(M ⊗Mop ⊗M)-bimodule

H = L⊗N H∆3 ⊗N⊗Nop⊗N (L⊗ Lop ⊗ L)

is tensor coarse.

We claim that whenever P ⊂M is an irreducible subfactor such that H admits a nonzero M -
(P ⊗Mop ⊗M)-subbimodule H0 that is finitely generated as a right (P ⊗Mop ⊗M)-module,
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then P ⊂ M must be of finite index. To prove this claim, choose a finite index embedding
γ :M → q(Mk(C)⊗N)q such that

NLM ∼= N(Ck ⊗ L2(N))qγ(M) .

We can then identify H with

H = (id⊗∆3)(q) (Mk(C)⊗ L2(N)⊗M1,k(C)⊗ L2(Nop)⊗M1,k(C)⊗ L2(N)) (q ⊗ qop ⊗ q)

such that the left action of a ∈M is given by left multiplication with (id⊗∆3)γ(a), while the
right action of a1⊗a

op
2 ⊗a3 is given by right multiplication with γ(a1)⊗ γ(a2)

op⊗ γ(a3). Since
γ(M) ⊂ q(Mk(C)⊗N)q has finite index, the closed linear span H1 of

(Ck ⊗∆3(N)) ·H0 · (1⊗ 1⊗ (Ck ⊗Nop)⊗ (Ck ⊗N))

then is a ∆3(N)-(γ(P ) ⊗Nop ⊗N)-subbimodule of (M1,k(C)⊗ L2(N ⊗Nop ⊗N))(q ⊗ 1⊗ 1)
that is finitely generated as a right (γ(P )⊗Nop ⊗N)-module.

Since ∆3 is the triple comultiplication, it follows from Proposition 6.4(ii) that there exists a
nonzero projection q0 ∈ γ(P )′∩ q(Mk(C)⊗N)q such that γ(P )q0 ⊂ q0(Mk(C)⊗N)q0 has finite
index. The bounded linear map

V : L2(M) → q0(Mk(C)⊗ L2(N))q : V (x) = q0γ(x)

satisfies V (axb) = γ(a)V (x)γ(b) for all a ∈ P , b ∈ M and x ∈ L2(M). So the kernel KerV
is a Hilbert P -M -subbimodule of L2(M). Since P ⊂ M is irreducible, either KerV = {0} or
KerV = L2(M). Since V 6= 0, it follows that V is injective. Since V (ax) = γ(a)V (x) and
γ(P )q0 ⊂ q0(Mk(C)⊗N)q0 has finite index, we conclude that L2(M) is finitely generated as a
left P -module. This means that P ⊂M has finite index and the claim is proven.

Having proven the claim, it follows from Theorem 5.13 that H is unitarily conjugate to a finite
direct sum of bimodules of the form

Hπ,δ = ψπ,δ(M)(C
d ⊗ L2(M ⊗Mop ⊗M))M ⊗Mop ⊗M , where

ψπ,δ :M →Md(C)⊗M ⊗Mop ⊗M : ug 7→ π(g) ⊗ uδ1(g) ⊗ uδ2(g) ⊗ uδ3(g)
(6.11)

and δ is a triple of automorphisms of G and π : G → U(d) a projective representation with
2-cocycle ωπ = µ (µ ◦ δ1) (µ ◦ δ2) (µ ◦ δ3).

We are now ready to prove that hG1(α(Λ)) > 0. Assume the contrary. As above, we denote
by (vh)h∈Λ the canonical unitaries in Lω(Λ). We can then take a sequence (gn) in Λ such that
hG1(α(vgn)) → 0.

Let Hπ,δ be the bimodule given by (6.11) and let an, a1,n, a2,n and a3,n be bounded sequences
in M such that hG(a3,n) → 0. We claim that

〈an · ξ · (a1,n ⊗ aop2,n ⊗ a3,n), η〉 → 0 for all ξ, η ∈ Hπ,δ. (6.12)

By totality, it suffices to prove this claim for ξ = ξ0⊗ug1⊗u
op
g2 ⊗ug3 and η = η0⊗uh1⊗u

op
h2
⊗uh3

with ‖ξ0‖ ≤ 1 and ‖η0‖ ≤ 1. We may also assume that all the elements an, a1,n, a2,n and a3,n
belong to the unit ball of M . Decomposing an arbitrary element a ∈ M as a =

∑
g∈G(a)gug,

one computes that for these special ξ and η and all k ∈ G,

|〈uk · ξ · (a1,n ⊗ aop2,n ⊗ a3,n), η〉|

= |〈π(k)ξ0, η0〉| |(a1,n)g−1
1 δ1(k−1)h1

| |(a2,n)h2δ2(k−1)g−1
2
| |(a3,n)g−1

3 δ3(k−1)h3
|

≤ |(a1,n)g−1
1 δ1(k−1)h1

| hG(a3,n) .
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Since

|〈an · ξ · (a1,n ⊗ aop2,n ⊗ a3,n), η〉| ≤
∑

k∈G

|(an)k| |〈uk · ξ · (a1,n ⊗ aop2,n ⊗ a3,n), η〉| ,

it follows that

|〈an · ξ · (a1,n ⊗ aop2,n ⊗ a3,n), η〉|
2 ≤

(∑

k∈G

|(an)k|
2
) (∑

k∈G

|(a1,n)g−1
1 δ1(k−1)h1

|2 hG(a3,n)
2
)

≤ hG(a3,n)
2 → 0 ,

so that the claim is proven.

Since H is unitarily conjugate to a direct sum of bimodules of the form Hπ,δ, it follows that

〈an · ξ · (a1,n ⊗ aop2,n ⊗ a3,n), η〉 → 0 for all ξ, η ∈ H,

whenever an, a1,n, a2,n and a3,n are bounded sequences in M such that hG(a3,n) → 0.

By Lemma 6.7, hG(Φ(α(vgn))) → 0. We thus find that

〈v∗gn ·ξ1 · (vgn ⊗vgn ⊗vgn), ξ2〉 → 0 for all ξ1, ξ2 ∈ L⊗M H ⊗M⊗Mop⊗M (L⊗ L
op

⊗ L). (6.13)

By construction, this last bimodule contains H∆3 , so that the same holds for ξ1, ξ2 ∈ H∆3 . But
taking ξ1 = ξ2 = 1 ⊗ 1 ⊗ 1 ∈ H∆3 , the left hand side of (6.13) equals 1 for all n. So we have
reached a contradiction and the theorem is proven.

Corollary 6.13. Let Γ be a group in C and write G = (Z/2Z)(Γ) ⋊ (Γ × Γ). Let Λ be any
countable group and let µ ∈ Z2(G,T) and ω ∈ Z2(Λ,T) be arbitrary scalar 2-cocycles. Denote
by Z ⊂ Z2(G,T) the set of 2-cocycles Z = {µ ◦ δ | δ ∈ AutG}.

(i) There exists a nonzero bifinite Lµ(G)-Lω(Λ)-bimodule if and only if there exist a finite
index subgroup Λ0 < Λ and a group homomorphism δ : Λ0 → G with Ker δ finite, δ(Λ0) <
G finite index and ω (µ ◦ δ) of finite type on Λ0.

(ii) There exists a faithful bifinite Lµ(G)-Lω(Λ)-bimodule if and only if there exist a finite
index subgroup Λ0 < Λ and a group homomorphism δ : Λ0 → G with Ker δ finite, δ(Λ0) <
G finite index and such that every irreducible ω-representation of Ker δ appears in a finite
dimensional projective representation of Λ0 with 2-cocycle ω (µ′ ◦ δ) for some µ′ ∈ Z.

In Section 6.6, we will see that the distinction between the existence of a nonzero bifinite
bimodule and the existence of a faithful bifinite bimodule is essential. We will actually construct
for every Γ ∈ C and G = (Z/2Z)(Γ) ⋊ (Γ × Γ) a group G̃ such that L(G) is isomorphic with a
corner of L(G̃) and such that there does not exist a faithful bifinite L(G)-L(G̃)-bimodule.

Proof. Throughout the proof, we say that two tracial von Neumann algebras are virtually
isomorphic if they admit a faithful bifinite bimodule.

(i) If there exists a nonzero bifinite Lµ(G)-Lω(Λ)-bimodule, we apply Theorem 6.12. We get
that Λfc is finite. Denote G1 < AutG and µ1 ∈ Z2(G1,T) as in the conclusion of Theorem
6.12, and denote by δ1 : Λz/Λfc → G1 the isomorphism such that µ1 ◦ δ1 ∼ ωz. We write
Λ1 = δ−1

1 (G ∩ G1). Denote by q : Λ → Λ/Λfc the quotient map, define Λ0 = q−1(Λ1) and put
δ = δ1 ◦ q.

Since µ1 µ is of finite type on G ∩ G1, also (µ1 ◦ δ1) (µ ◦ δ1) is of finite type on Λ1. Since
µ1 ◦ δ1 ∼ ωz, it follows that ωz (µ ◦ δ1) is of finite type on Λ1. By Lemma 6.2, the 2-cocycle
ω (µ ◦ δ) on Λ0 is of finite type.
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Conversely, assume that we have a finite index subgroup Λ0 < Λ and a group homomorphism
δ : Λ0 → G such that Ker δ is finite, δ(Λ0) < G has finite index and ω (µ ◦ δ) is of finite type on
Λ0. Since G is icc and Λ0 < Λ has finite index, it follows that the virtual center Λfc is finite and
that Ker δ = Λ0 ∩ Λfc. Defining δ(g) = e for all g ∈ Λfc, we can uniquely extend δ to a group
homomorphism Λ0Λfc → G with kernel equal to Λfc. Since the 2-cocycle ω (µ ◦ δ) is defined on
Λ0Λfc, it remains of finite type on Λ0Λfc by Lemma 6.8. We may thus assume from the start
that Λfc < Λ0, so that Λ0 = q−1(Λ1), where Λ1 < Λ/Λfc has finite index. Define the injective
group homomorphism δ1 : Λ1 → G such that δ = δ1 ◦ q.

Since ω (µ ◦ δ) is of finite type on Λ0, we can choose a finite dimensional projective represen-
tation θ of Λ0 with 2-cocycle ωθ = ω (µ ◦ δ). Then the restriction of θ to Λfc is a nonzero
ω-representation. Choose a minimal central projection z ∈ Z(Lω(Λfc)) such that θ(z) 6= 0.

Using the notation of Proposition 6.1, we replace Λ1 by (Λ1∩Λz)/Λfc and we may assume that
Λ1 ⊂ Λz/Λfc. By Lemma 6.2, the 2-cocycle ωz (µ ◦ δ1) on Λ1 is of finite type.

So Lωz(Λ1) is virtually isomorphic with Lµ◦δ1(Λ1) ∼= Lµ(G0), where G0 = δ1(Λ1). Since
Λ1 < Λz/Λfc and G0 < G have finite index, we also get that Lωz(Λ1) is virtually isomorphic
with Lωz(Λz/Λfc) and that Lµ(G0) is virtually isomorphic with Lµ(G). So it follows that
Lωz(Λz/Λfc) and Lµ(G) are virtually isomorphic. By Proposition 6.1, Lωz(Λz/Λfc) is isomorphic
with a corner of Lω(Λ), so that there exists a nonzero bifinite Lµ(G)-Lω(Λ)-bimodule.

(ii) First assume that there exists a faithful bifinite Lµ(G)-Lω(Λ)-bimodule. We can apply
Theorem 6.12 to every minimal projection z ∈ Z(Lω(Λfc)). We find subgroups Gz < AutG
such that G ∩ Gz has finite index in both G and Gz, 2-cocycles µz ∈ Z2(Gz,T) and group
isomorphisms δz : Λz/Λfc → Gz such that the 2-cocycle µµz on G ∩ Gz is of finite type and
µz ◦ δz ∼ ωz.

Denote by {z1, . . . , zn} the minimal projections in Z(Lω(Λfc)). Define

Λ1 =

n⋂

i=1

δ−1
zi (G ∩Gzi)

and note that Λ1 is a finite index subgroup of Λ/Λfc. Write δ1 = δz1 and G0 = δ1(Λ1). Then
G0 < G has finite index and δ1 : Λ1 → G0 is an isomorphism.

For every i ∈ {1, . . . , n}, δzi ◦ δ
−1
1 is an isomorphism between the finite index subgroups G0

and δzi(Λ1) of G. By Proposition 6.10, there is a unique automorphism αi ∈ AutG such that
δzi(g) = αi(δ(g)) for all g ∈ Λ1.

As in the proof of (i), we get that the 2-cocycle ωzi (µ ◦ αi ◦ δ1) on Λ1 is of finite type. Define
µi ∈ Z by µi = µ ◦ αi. Write Λ0 = q−1(Λ1) and δ = δ1 ◦ q. By Lemma 6.2, we find finite
dimensional projective representations θi of Λ0 with 2-cocycle ωθi = ω (µi ◦ δ) on Λ0 and such
that θi(zi) 6= 0. So we have proven that every irreducible ω-representation of Λfc appears in an
appropriate finite dimensional projective representation of Λ0.

To prove that converse, it suffices to note that the argument in (i) gives that Lω(Λ) is isomorphic
to a direct sum of II1 factors that are virtually isomorphic to Lµ′(G) with µ′ ∈ Z. Since
Lµ′(G) ∼= Lµ(G) for every µ

′ ∈ Z, it follows that Lω(Λ) is virtually isomorphic to Lµ(G).

The nuance between the existence of nonzero bifinite bimodules and faithful bifinite bimodules
is even more clear in the following corollary. In Section 6.6, we provide concrete examples to
further illustrate these phenomena. We say that a 2-cocycle µ is of finite order if there exists
an integer n ≥ 1 such that µn ∼ 1.

Corollary 6.14. Let Γ be a group in C and write G = (Z/2Z)(Γ) ⋊ (Γ×Γ). Let µ ∈ Z2(G,T).
Then the following are equivalent.
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(i) There exists a countable group Λ and a nonzero bifinite Lµ(G)-L(Λ)-bimodule.

(ii) There exists a finite index subgroup G0 < G such that µ|G0 is the product of a 2-cocycle
of finite type and a 2-cocycle of finite order.

Also the following are equivalent.

(i) There exists a countable group Λ and a faithful bifinite Lµ(G)-L(Λ)-bimodule.

(ii) The 2-cocycle µ is of finite type.

(iii) There exists a bifinite Lµ(G)-L(G)-bimodule.

Proof. First assume that Λ is a countable group and that there exists a nonzero bifinite Lµ(G)-
L(Λ)-bimodule. By Corollary 6.13(i), we find a finite index subgroup G1 < G and a finite

extension e→ Σ1 → G̃1
q1
→ G1 → e such that µ ◦ q1 is of finite type on G̃1.

Since (Ad g)g∈G̃1
is an action on the finite group Σ1, we find a finite index subgroup G̃0 < G̃1

such that every g ∈ G̃0 commutes with Σ1. DefineG0 = q1(G̃0) and note thatG0 < G1 has finite

index. Write Σ0 = Σ1∩G̃0. We have found the finite central extension e→ Σ0 → G̃0
q0
→ G0 → e.

Since µ ◦ q0 is the restriction of µ ◦ q1, we still have that µ ◦ q0 is of finite type. Choose a finite
dimensional projective representation θ : G̃0 → U(d) with 2-cocycle ωθ = µ ◦ q0. In particular
ωθ is equal to 1 on G̃0×Σ0 and on Σ0× G̃0. So, θ|Σ0 is an ordinary representation of the finite
central subgroup Σ0. Taking one of its irreducible components and reducing θ, we may assume
that θ(a) = η(a)1 for all a ∈ Σ0 where η : Σ0 → T is a character on the finite abelian group Σ0.

Choose a lift φ : G0 → G̃0. Then γ = θ ◦ φ is a finite dimensional projective representation of
G0. Since φ(g)φ(h) ∈ φ(gh)Σ0, we find that

γ(g)γ(h) ∈ µ(g, h)η(Σ0)γ(gh) for all g, h ∈ G0.

Denote by ωγ the 2-cocycle of γ and define µ0 = µ|G0 ωγ . Then µ0(g, h) ∈ η(Σ0) for all
g, h ∈ G0. Taking an integer n ≥ 1 such that ηn = 1, we have written µ|G0 as the product of
the finite type 2-cocycle ωγ and the 2-cocycle µ0 that is of finite order because µn0 = 1.

Conversely assume that G0 < G is a finite index subgroup such that µ|G0 = ω µ0, where ω
is of finite type and µn0 = 1. Denote by Λ the degree n central extension defined by µ0, with
quotient map q : Λ → G0. By construction, µ◦ q is of finite type, so that there exists a nonzero
bifinite Lµ(G)-L(Λ)-bimodule.

For the second part of the corollary, we first prove (i) ⇒ (ii). Assume that Λ is a countable
group and that there exists a faithful bifinite Lµ(G)-L(Λ)-bimodule. Applying the conclusion
of Corollary 6.13(ii) to the trivial representation of Λfc, it follows that µ is of finite type. If µ
is of finite type, associated with the finite-dimensional projective representation π : G→ U(n),
the finite index embedding Lµ(G) →Mn(C)⊗L(G) : ug 7→ π(g)⊗ ug defines a faithful bifinite
Lµ(G)-L(G)-bimodule, so that (iii) holds. Finally, (iii) ⇒ (i) is trivial.

Theorem 6.15. Let Γ be a group in C and write G = (Z/2Z)(Γ) ⋊ (Γ × Γ). Let Λ be any
countable group and let µ ∈ Z2(G,T) and ω ∈ Z2(Λ,T) be arbitrary scalar 2-cocycles. Let
p ∈Mn(C)⊗ Lω(Λ) be any projection.

Then Lµ(G) ∼= p(Mn(C)⊗ Lω(Λ))p if and only if the following holds.

• The virtual center Λfc is finite.

• p ≤ 1⊗ q where q is a minimal projection in Z(Lω(Λ)).
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• (Tr⊗τ)(p) = τ(q)/(dk) where Lω(Λfc)q ∼=Md(C)⊗ Ck.

• When z ∈ Z(Lω(Λfc))q is a minimal projection, there exists an isomorphism δ : Λz/Λfc → G
such that µ ◦ δ ∼ ωz.

In particular, Lµ(G) ∼= Lω(Λ) if and only if there exists an isomorphism δ : Λ → G such that
µ ◦ δ ∼ ω.

Proof. Assume that Lµ(G) ∼= p(Mn(C) ⊗ Lω(Λ))p. By Lemma 6.11, the virtual center Λfc is
finite. Since Lµ(G) is a factor, we must have p ≤ 1 ⊗ q where q is a minimal projection in
Z(Lω(Λ)). So, Lµ(G) ∼= (Lω(Λ)q)

t with t = (Tr⊗τ)(p)/τ(q).

Write Lω(Λfc)q ∼=Md(C)⊗Ck and choose a minimal projection z ∈ Z(Lω(Λfc))q. By Proposi-
tion 6.1, we have that Lω(Λ)q ∼= Lωz(Λz/Λfc)

dk. Writing s = (tdk)−1, we find a ∗-isomorphism
α : Lωz(Λz/Λfc) → Lµ(G)

s.

As in the proof of Theorem 6.12, we find that hG(α(Λz/Λfc)) > 0 and we can use Theorem
4.1 to conclude that s = 1 and that there exists an isomorphism δ : Λz/Λfc → G such that
µ◦ δ ∼ ωz. Since the converse follows from Proposition 6.1, this concludes the proof of the first
part of the theorem.

In the special case where Lµ(G) ∼= Lω(Λ), we have p = q = 1, which forces 1 = τ(p) =
τ(q)/(dk) = 1/(dk), so that d = k = 1. This means that Λfc = {e} and we find an isomorphism
δ : Λ → G such that µ ◦ δ ∼ ω. Here, the converse is trivial.

6.6 Examples

Although it is straightforward to compute the 2-cohomology H2(G,T) for an arbitrary wreath
product G, we only state the following explicit version for our left-right wreath products G =
(Z/2Z)(Γ) ⋊ (Γ × Γ) with base of order 2. We denote by ag ∈ G the generator of (Z/2Z)(Γ)

sitting in coordinate g. We denote by Bchar(Γ1,Γ2) the group of bicharacters Γ1 × Γ2 → T.

Proposition 6.16. Let Γ be a group and G = (Z/2Z)(Γ)⋊(Γ×Γ) the left-right wreath product.
Denote by S the group of conjugation invariant maps s : Γ → {±1} satisfying s(e) = 1. Then,

Θ : H2(G,T) → H2(Γ,T)×H2(Γ,T)× Bchar(Γ,Γ)×Hom(Γ, {±1}) × S :

µ 7→ (µ|Γ×e, µ|e×Γ,Ωµ, ηµ, sµ)

is an isomorphism of groups, where the components Ωµ, ηµ and sµ are explicitly given by

Ωµ(g, h) = µ((g, e), (e, h))µ((e, h), (g, e)) , ηµ(g) = µ((g, g), ae)µ(ae, (g, g)) and

sµ(g) = µ(ae, ag)µ(ag, ae) for all g, h ∈ Γ.

A 2-cocycle µ ∈ H2(G,T) is of finite type if and only if µ|Γ×e and µ|e×Γ are both of finite type
and there exists a finite index normal subgroup Γ0 ⊳ Γ such that Ωµ factors through Γ/Γ0 and
sµ is left and right Γ0-invariant, so that in particular sµ(g) = 1 for all g ∈ Γ0.

Proof. When G is any group, µ ∈ Z2(G,T) any 2-cocycle and Λ1,Λ2 < G commuting sub-
groups, the map

σ : Λ1 × Λ2 → T : (a, b) 7→ µ(a, b)µ(b, a)

is a bicharacter that remains unchanged if we replace µ by a cohomologous 2-cocycle. Moreover,
if g ∈ G normalizes both Λ1 and Λ2, we have that σ(gag−1, gbg−1) = σ(a, b) for all a ∈ Λ1,
b ∈ Λ2.
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Denote Λ = (Z/2Z)(Γ) and let Achar(Λ,Λ) be the group of bicharacters σ : Λ × Λ → {±1}
satisfying σ(a, a) = 1 for all a ∈ Λ. In particular, σ(a, b) = σ(b, a) for all a, b ∈ Λ. We consider
the action of r ∈ Γ× Γ on σ ∈ Achar(Λ,Λ) by (r · σ)(a, b) = σ(r−1 · a, r−1 · b). By the previous
paragraph, replacing in the definition of Θ, the group S at the right hand side by the group of
(Γ× Γ)-invariant elements Achar(Λ,Λ)Γ×Γ and the corresponding component of Θ by

σµ : Λ× Λ → {±1} : σµ(a, b) = µ(a, b)µ(b, a) ,

the modified Θ is a well-defined group homomorphism. One checks easily that

Achar(Λ,Λ)Γ×Γ → S : σ 7→ sσ : sσ(g) = σ(ae, ag)

is an isomorphism of groups, so that it suffices to prove the proposition for our modified Θ.

Assume that µ ∈ KerΘ. Denote by Gµ the central extension of G by T given by µ. Since the
restriction of µ to Γ× e and e× Γ is trivial, we can choose homomorphic lifts φ1 : Γ× e→ Gµ
and φ2 : e × Γ → Gµ. Since Ωµ = 1, we find that φ1(g) and φ2(h) commute for all g, h ∈ Γ.
They thus combine into a homomorphic lift φ : Γ × Γ → Gµ given by φ(g, h) = φ1(g)φ2(h).
Since we can take square roots in T, we can choose a lift φ(ae) of order 2 for the element
ae ∈ G. Since ηµ = 1, we find that φ(ae) commutes with φ(g, g) for all g ∈ Γ. We can thus
unambiguously define the order 2 elements φ(ak) ∈ Gµ satisfying

φ(agkh−1) = φ(g, h)φ(ak)φ(g, h)
−1 for all g, h, k ∈ Γ. (6.14)

By construction, φ(ak) is a lift of ak for all k ∈ Γ. Since σµ = 1, the elements φ(ak) all commute
and thus together define a homomorphic lift φ : Λ → Gµ. By (6.14), the homomorphisms φ|Λ
and φ|Γ×Γ together define a homomorphic lift G→ Gµ. It follows that µ ∼ 1.

Conversely, assume that we are given µ1, µ2 ∈ Z2(Γ,T), Ω ∈ Bchar(Γ,Γ), η ∈ Hom(Γ, {±1})
and σ ∈ Achar(Λ,Λ)Γ×Γ. First, the formula

µ0
(
(g, h), (g′, h′)

)
= Ω(g, h′)µ1(g, g

′)µ2(h, h
′) (6.15)

defines a 2-cocycle µ0 ∈ Z2(Γ × Γ,T) and its composition with the quotient homomorphism
q : G → Γ × Γ gives µ0 ◦ q ∈ Z2(G,T) with Θ(µ0 ◦ q) = (µ1, µ2,Ω, 1, 1). It thus suffices to
construct µ ∈ H2(G,T) with Θ(µ) = (1, 1, 1, η, σ).

Define Λσ as the group generated by T and elements (bg)g∈Γ satisfying the relations

T is central, b2g = e and bgbh = σ(ag, ah)bhbg for all g, h ∈ Γ.

Since σ is (Γ× Γ)-invariant, we can define the action β of Γ× Γ on Λσ by

β(g,h)(z) = z and β(g,h)(bk) = η(h) bgkh−1 for all z ∈ T, g, h, k ∈ Γ.

Consider the semidirect product G = Λσ ⋊β (Γ× Γ) and the homomorphism

θ : G → G : θ(z) = e , θ(bk) = ak , θ(g, h) = (g, h) for all z ∈ T, g, h, k ∈ Γ. (6.16)

Then e → T → G → G → e is a central extension. By construction, the associated 2-cocycle
µ ∈ H2(G,T) satisfies Θ(µ) = (1, 1, 1, η, σ). So, Θ is surjective.

Assume that µ ∈ H2(G,T) is a 2-cocycle of finite type. Then the restrictions of µ to Γ× e and
e×Γ are of finite type and, by Lemma 2.5, the bicharacter Ωµ factors through a finite quotient
Γ/Γ0 of Γ.

By Lemma 2.5, also the bicharacter σµ ∈ Achar(Λ,Λ) factors through a finite quotient of Λ.
This means that Λ0 = {a ∈ Λ | ∀b ∈ Λ : σµ(a, b) = 1} is a finite index subgroup of Λ. Since
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(g, h) · Λ0 = Λ0, we find an action of Γ× Γ on the finite group Λ/Λ0. Making the finite index
normal subgroup Γ0⊳Γ smaller, we may assume that the action of (g, h) on Λ/Λ0 is trivial for
all g, h ∈ Γ0. So whenever g, h ∈ Γ0 and b ∈ Λ, we can take b0 ∈ Λ0 such that (g, h) · b = bb0,
implying that

σµ(a, b) = σµ(a, bb0) = σµ(a, (g, h) · b) .

It follows that the map sµ ∈ S given by sµ(g) = σµ(ae, ag) is left and right Γ0-invariant.

Conversely, assume that µ ∈ H2(G,T) is a 2-cocycle such that the restrictions µ1 = µ|Γ×e and
µ2 = µ|e×Γ are of finite type and such that for some finite index normal subgroup Γ0 ⊳ Γ, we
have that Ωµ factors through Γ/Γ0 and sµ is left and right Γ0-invariant. We have to prove
that µ is of finite type. Since the kernel of ηµ has index at most 2, we may assume that also
ηµ(g) = 1 for all g ∈ Γ0.

Since the restriction of Ωµ to Γ0 × Γ0 is equal to 1, the restriction to Γ0 × Γ0 of the 2-cocycle
µ0 ∈ Z2(Γ × Γ,T) defined by (6.15) is of finite type. By Lemma 6.8, µ0 is of finite type and
hence, also µ0 ◦ q is of finite type, where q : G→ Γ× Γ is the quotient homomorphism defined
above.

It thus suffices to prove that when σ ∈ Achar(Λ,Λ)Γ×Γ is (Γ0 × Γ0)-invariant in both variables
and ηµ(g) = 1 for all g ∈ Γ0, then the 2-cocycle µ ∈ H2(G,T) associated with the central
extension e→ T → G → G→ e given by (6.16) is of finite type.

Since the map (g, h) 7→ σ(ag, ah) is Γ0-invariant in both variables, we can define a group Λ0,σ

generated by T and elements (dg)g∈Γ/Γ0
satisfying the relations

T is central, d2g = e and dgdh = σ(ag, ah)dhdg for all g, h ∈ Γ/Γ0.

Define Λ0 = (Z/2Z)Γ/Γ0 with canonical generators (cg)g∈Γ/Γ0
. Define θ0 : Λ0,σ → Λ0 by

θ0(dg) = cg for all g ∈ Γ/Γ0. Then e → T → Λ0,σ → Λ0 → e is a central extension. We get a
commutative diagram

Λσ ⋊β (Γ0 × Γ0) → Λ⋊ (Γ0 × Γ0)
↓ ↓

Λ0,σ → Λ0

and it follows that the restriction of µ to the finite index subgroup G0 = Λ ⋊ (Γ0 × Γ0) is a
2-cocycle that factors through the finite group Λ0. We conclude that µ|G0 is of finite type. By
Lemma 6.8, also µ is of finite type.

Using Proposition 6.16, we immediately get the following concrete examples.

Example 6.17. Let Γ be any group in C and write G = (Z/2Z)(Γ)⋊ (Γ×Γ). There is a central
extension

e→ Z/2Z → G̃→ G→ e

and µ ∈ Z2(G,T) such that

• L(G̃) ∼= L(G)⊕Lµ(G) and in particular, there is a nonzero bifinite Lµ(G)-L(G̃)-bimodule ;

• there is no faithful bifinite Lµ(G)-L(Λ)-bimodule for any countable group Λ.

Proof. Define µ ∈ Z2(G, {±1}) such that, in the notation of Proposition 6.16, we have Θ(µ) =
(1, 1, 1, 1, s) where s(g) = −1 for all g 6= e and s(e) = 1. Denote by G̃ the corresponding
central extension of degree 2. By construction, L(G̃) ∼= L(G) ⊕ Lµ(G). By Proposition 6.16,
the 2-cocycle µ is not of finite type. It then follows from Corollary 6.14 that there is no faithful
bifinite Lµ(G)-L(Λ)-bimodule for any countable group Λ.
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Example 6.18. Denote Γ = F2 and G = (Z/2Z)(Γ) ⋊ (Γ× Γ).

(i) For every countable group G and µ ∈ Z2(G,T) such that µ ∼ µ, we have Lµ(G) ∼= Lµ(G)
op

and we have a canonical nonzero bifinite Lµ(G)-L(G̃)-bimodule, where the countable group

G̃ is a degree 2 central extension of G.

Nevertheless, there exists µ ∈ Z2(G,T) such that Lµ(G) ∼= Lµ(G)
op and such that there

is no nonzero bifinite Lµ(G)-L(Λ)-bimodule with any countable group Λ. The difference
with the previous point lies in the fact that in these examples µ 6∼ µ, even though we will
have µ ∼ µ ◦ δ for some δ ∈ AutG.

And nevertheless, by Example 6.17, there also exists µ ∈ Z2(G,T) such that µ = µ and
such that there is no faithful bifinite Lµ(G)-L(Λ)-bimodule with any countable group Λ.

(ii) There also exist µ ∈ Z2(G,T) such that there is no nonzero bifinite Lµ(G)-Lµ(G)
op-

bimodule and such that there is no nonzero bifinite Lµ(G)-L(Λ)-bimodule with any count-
able group Λ. Also, there is no nonzero bifinite Lµ(G)-N -bimodule with any II1 factor
N that is virtually isomorphic to its opposite Nop.

Proof. Let G be any countable group and µ ∈ Z2(G,T) such that µ ∼ µ. Take ϕ1 : G → T

such that µ2(g, h) = ϕ1(gh)ϕ1(g)ϕ1(h) for all g, h ∈ G. Choose a function ϕ : G → T such that
ϕ2 = ϕ1. Replacing µ by the cohomologous 2-cocycle (g, h) 7→ µ(g, h)ϕ(gh)ϕ(g)ϕ(h), we may
assume that µ2 = 1, i.e. µ : G × G → {±1}. The degree 2 central extension G̃ defined by µ
now satisfies L(G̃) ∼= L(G) ⊕ Lµ(G).

To construct the examples, denote by q0 : F2 → Z2 the quotient homomorphism that corre-
sponds to taking the abelianization and define q : G → Z2 × Z2 by composing G → F2 × F2

with q0 × q0. Note that by Proposition 6.10, for every automorphism δ ∈ AutG, there is an
automorphism δ1 ∈ Aut(Z2 × Z2) such that δ1 ◦ q = q ◦ δ and such that δ1 is symmetric,
which means that either δ1(a, b) = (δ0(a), δ0(b)) or δ1(a, b) = (δ0(b), δ0(a)) for all a, b ∈ Z2 and
δ0 ∈ AutZ2 = GL(2,Z).

For every bicharacter Ω : Z2 × Z2 → T, we define µ0 ∈ Z2(Z2 × Z2,T) by µ0((a, b), (a
′, b′)) =

Ω(a, b′) and then consider µ ∈ Z2(G,T) given by µ = µ0 ◦ q. In the notations of Proposition
6.16, we have that Θ(µ) = (1, 1, ω, 1, 1) with ω = Ω◦(q0×q0). Note that this ω factors through
a finite quotient of F2 if and only if Ωn = 1 for some integer n ≥ 1. So by Proposition 6.16, we
have that µ is of finite type if and only if Ωn = 1 for some integer n ≥ 1.

We can now easily prove the following claims.

(i) If for all integers n ≥ 1, Ωn 6= 1, there is no nonzero bifinite Lµ(G)-L(Λ)-bimodule with
any countable group Λ.

(ii) If Ω(a, b) = Ω(b, a) for all a, b ∈ Z2 and if ζ ∈ AutG is the automorphism satisfying
ζ(g, h) = (h, g) for all (g, h) ∈ Γ× Γ < G, then µ ◦ ζ ∼ µ, so that Lµ(G) ∼= Lµ(G)

op.

(iii) Given a bicharacter Ω : Z2 × Z2 → T, write Ωs(a, b) = Ω(b, a). If for every integer n ≥ 1
and every δ0 ∈ AutZ2, we have

Ωn 6= Ω
n
◦ (δ0 × δ0) and Ωn 6= Ωns ◦ (δ0 × δ0) , (6.17)

then there is no nonzero bifinite Lµ(G)-Lµ(G)
op-bimodule and there is no nonzero bifinite

Lµ(G)-L(Λ)-bimodule with any countable group Λ. In particular, there is no nonzero bifi-
nite Lµ(G)-N -bimodule with any II1 factor N that is virtually isomorphic to its opposite
Nop.
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To prove (i), assume that Ωn 6= 1 for all integers n ≥ 1. By the discussion above, no power µk

is of finite type. The conclusion then follows from the first part of Corollary 6.14.

To prove (ii) and (iii), denote for every bicharacter Ω : Z2 × Z2 → T the associated 2-cocycle
on G as µΩ. Taking the coboundary of the map ϕ : G→ T : ϕ(g) = Ω(q(g)), we get that

µΩ ◦ ζ ∼ µ
Ω̃

where Ω̃(a, b) = Ω(b, a) .

From this, point (ii) follows.

Given a bicharacter satisfying the condition in point (iii), there is no automorphism δ ∈ AutG
such that µ (µ ◦ δ) is of finite type. By Corollary 6.13(i) and Proposition 6.10, there is no
nonzero (equivalently, faithful) bifinite Lµ(G)-Lµ(G)

op-bimodule. Since also Ωn 6= 1, it follows
from point (i) that there is no nonzero bifinite Lµ(G)-L(Λ)-bimodule with any countable group
Λ. Also if N is a II1 factor, any nonzero bifinite Lµ(G)-N -bimodule gives a virtual isomorphism
between Lµ(G) and N , and also between Nop and Lµ(G)

op. So if N and Nop are virtually
isomorphic, it follows that Lµ(G) is virtually isomorphic to Lµ(G)

op, which is not the case.

To conclude the proof Example 6.18, it thus suffices to produce bicharacters on Z2×Z2 satisfying
the appropriate conditions from (i), (ii) and (iii).

Whenever α ∈ R\Q, we can take Ω(a, b) = exp(2πiαa1b1), we have that Ω
n 6= 1 for all integers

n ≥ 1 and Ω(a, b) = Ω(b, a) for all a, b ∈ Z2, providing the first example.

Viewing elements a ∈ Z2 as 1× 2 matrices with entries in Z, we can define for every X ∈ R2×2

the bicharacter Ω by Ω(a, b) = exp(2πiaXb⊤). Then (6.17) is equivalent to the requirement
that for every P ∈ GL(2,Z), we have

P−1X +XP⊤ 6∈ Q2×2 and P−1X −X⊤P⊤ 6∈ Q2×2 .

Choosing α, β ∈ R such that {α, β, 1} are linearly independent over Q, the matrix X =
(
α β
0 0

)

satisfies these conditions. So the associated Ω satisfies (6.17), providing the second example.

7 Proof of Theorem B

We deduce from [IPP05, Ioa12] the following ad hoc lemma.

Lemma 7.1. Let Γ be a nonamenable group and (A0, τ0) a tracial von Neumann algebra.
Denote by M = (A0, τ0)

Γ ⋊ (Γ× Γ) the left-right Bernoulli crossed product.

Let P and Q be II1 factors and Λ a weakly amenable, biexact group. Write N = P ⊗(Q∗L(Λ)).

If ψ : M → N is an embedding such that the bimodule ψ(M)L
2(N )P ⊗ 1 is coarse, then ψ(M)

can be unitarily conjugated into P ⊗Q.

Proof. Write S1 = ψ(L(Γ×e)) and S2 = ψ(L(e×Γ)). Also write S = S1∨S2 = ψ(L(Γ×Γ)). By
the coarseness assumption and Lemma 5.4(ii), we have that S1 and S2 are strongly nonamenable
relative to P ⊗ 1. By Corollary 3.2, S 6≺N P ⊗L(Λ). It then follows from [Ioa12, Theorem 6.4]

that S ≺f
N P ⊗Q.

By [IPP05, Theorem 1.1], if S0 ⊂ p(Mn(C)⊗ P ⊗Q)p is a von Neumann subalgebra such that
S0 6≺P⊗Q P ⊗ 1, then

S′
0 ∩ p(Mn(C)⊗N )p ⊂ p(Mn(C)⊗ P ⊗Q)p .

In combination with Lemma 2.3(i) and the facts that P ⊗Q is a factor and S ≺f
N P ⊗Q and

S 6≺N P ⊗ 1, it follows that S can be unitarily conjugated into P ⊗Q. So we may assume that
S ⊂ P ⊗Q.
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Denote by S0 ⊂ S the von Neumann algebra generated by ψ(u(g,g)), g ∈ Γ. Again by the
coarseness assumption on ψ and Lemma 5.4(i), we have that S0 6≺N P ⊗ 1. Considering the
relative commutant S′

0 ∩N and again using [IPP05, Theorem 1.1] in the way explained above,
it follows that ψ(πe(A0)) ⊂ P ⊗ Q. Since ψ(πe(A0)) and S generate ψ(M), we have proven
that ψ(M) ⊂ P ⊗Q.

Theorem 7.2. Let N be defined as in Theorem B and assume that τ0 is not uniform. There
is no coarse embedding N → (N ⊗Nop ⊗N)t for any t > 0.

Proof. Define M = (A0, τ0)
Γ ⋊ (Γ× Γ) as in Theorem B, so that N =M ∗ L(Λ). Assume that

Ψ : N → (N ⊗Nop ⊗N)t is a coarse embedding. Since A0 is abelian, we canonically identify
Nop = N .

Applying three times Lemma 7.1, after a unitary conjugacy, we have Ψ(M) ⊂ (M ⊗M ⊗M)t.
We denote by ψ the restriction to M of this unitary conjugacy of Ψ, so that ψ is a coarse
embedding of M into (M ⊗M ⊗M)t. We now apply Theorem 5.15 to ψ and find a direct
summand ψ0 :M →Mn(C)⊗M ⊗M ⊗M of the special form described there.

In particular, we find an abelian ∗-algebra D ⊂ Mn(C) and a unital ∗-homomorphism ψ1 :
A0 → D ⊗A0 ⊗A0 ⊗A0 such that

ψ0(πe(b)) = (id⊗ πe ⊗ πe ⊗ πe)ψ1(b) and (id⊗ τ0 ⊗ id⊗ id)ψ1(b) = τ0(b)1

for all b ∈ A0.

Denote by (pi)i∈I the minimal projections of A0. Since τ0 is not uniform, we can take 0 < s < 1
such that the set J = {i ∈ I | τ0(pi) = s} satisfies ∅ 6= J 6= I. Define p0 =

∑
i∈J pi and note

that 0 < p0 < 1.

Fix arbitrary minimal projections p ∈ D and q, q′ ∈ A0. Since D and A0 are abelian, we find
the unital ∗-homomorphism ψ2 : A0 → A0 such that

ψ1(a)(p ⊗ 1⊗ q ⊗ q′) = p⊗ ψ2(a)⊗ q ⊗ q′ and τ0(ψ2(a)) = τ0(a) (7.1)

for all a ∈ A0. In particular, ψ2 is faithful and the projections (ψ2(pi))i∈J must be a permutation
of the projections (pi)i∈J . It follows that ψ2(p0) = p0. Since this holds for all p, q, q′, we have
proven that ψ1(p0) = 1⊗ p0 ⊗ 1⊗ 1.

Define the diffuse von Neumann subalgebra A ⊂ (A0, τ0)
Γ generated by πg(p0), g ∈ Γ. Looking

at the special form of ψ0 in Theorem 5.15, it follows that ψ0(a) = 1⊗ a⊗ 1⊗ 1 for all a ∈ A.
By Lemma 5.4(i), this contradicts the coarseness of ψ0.

We are now ready to prove Theorem B.

Proof of Theorem B. First assume that τ0 is not uniform and define N = M ∗ L(Λ) as in the
formulation of the theorem. Let G be a discrete pmp groupoid with space of units (X,µ). Let
ω ∈ Z2(G,T) and write P = Lω(G). Let NKP be a nonzero bifinite bimodule. Denote by
z ∈ Z(P ) the support projection of the right P -action on K.

Write B = L∞(X,µ) and denote by z1 ∈ B the projection that corresponds to the atomic
part of (X,µ). Note that z1 ∈ Z(P ). We claim that z ≤ z1. Assume the contrary and write
p = z(1− z1). Then p is a nonzero projection in Z(P ), Kp 6= {0} and Bp is diffuse abelian.

As explained in Section 2.4, B ⊂ P is regular. Since p ∈ Z(P ), also Bp ⊂ Pp is regular. The
nonzero bifinite bimodule N(Kp)Pp defines a finite index embedding ϕ : Pp → N t for some
t > 0. It follows that ϕ(Bp) ⊂ (M ∗L(Λ))t is a diffuse abelian von Neumann subalgebra whose
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normalizer contains ϕ(Pp) and thus has finite index. This contradicts [Ioa12, Corollary 9.1].
So the claim is proven.

By the claim, Kz1 6= {0}. Since Bz1 is atomic, we can choose a minimal projection q ∈ B such
that Kq 6= {0}. As explained in Section 2.4, qPq ∼= Lω(Gq), where Gq is the isotropy group of
the atom in the unit space that corresponds to q. Since Kq 6= {0}, we have found a nonzero
bifinite N -Lω(Gq)-bimodule.

Repeating the first paragraphs of the proof of Lemma 6.11, we find a coarse embedding N →
(N ⊗Nop ⊗N)t for some t > 0. This contradicts Theorem 7.2.

If τ0 is uniform, then A0 is finite dimensional and with n = dimA0, we find a trace preserving
isomorphism (A0, τ0) ∼= (L(Z/nZ), τ). It then follows that N ∼= L(G) with G the countable
group as stated in the theorem.

8 Proof of Theorem C

We prove the following theorem, which is more general than Theorem C. We again use the
notation of Proposition 6.1. Recall from (1.1) the definition of the diagonal 2-cocycle ωΓ

0 on a
wreath product group.

Theorem 8.1. Let Γ be a group in C and (A0, τ0) any nontrivial amenable tracial von Neumann
algebra. Denote by M = (A0, τ0)

Γ ⋊ (Γ× Γ) the left-right Bernoulli crossed product. Let Λ be
any countable group and ω ∈ Z2(Λ,T) any 2-cocycle. Let p ∈Mn(C)⊗ Lω(Λ) be a projection.

Then M ∼= p(Mn(C)⊗ Lω(Λ))p if and only if the following holds.

• The virtual center Λfc is finite, p ≤ 1⊗ q where q is a minimal projection in Z(Lω(Λ)) and
(Tr⊗τ)(p) = τ(q)/(dk) where Lω(Λfc)q ∼=Md(C)⊗ Ck.

• Fix a minimal projection z ∈ Z(Lω(Λfc))q. Then there exists a countable group Λ0, an

isomorphism δ : Λz/Λfc → Λ
(Γ)
0 ⋊(Γ×Γ) and a 2-cocycle ω0 ∈ Z2(Λ0,T) such that ωΓ

0 ◦δ ∼ ωz
and (A0, τ0) ∼= (Lω0(Λ0), τ0).

Proof. The easy constructive implication of the theorem follows from Proposition 6.1. So
assume that Λ is a countable group, ω ∈ Z2(Λ,T) a 2-cocycle, p ∈Mn(C)⊗Lω(Λ) a projection
and α :M → p(Mn(C)⊗ Lω(Λ))p a ∗-isomorphism.

We write N = Lω(Λ). Since M is a factor, there is a unique minimal projection q ∈ Z(N)
such that p ≤ 1 ⊗ q. We identify p(Mn(C) ⊗ Lω(Λ))p = (Nq)t where t = (Tr⊗τ)(p)/τ(q).
Denote by ∆3 : N → N ⊗Nop ⊗N the triple comultiplication given by Proposition 6.3. Write
p1 = (q ⊗ qop ⊗ q)∆3(q). By Proposition 6.3, p1 6= 0 and

∆q : Nq → p1(Nq ⊗ (Nq)op ⊗Nq)p1 : ∆q(a) = ∆3(a)(q ⊗ qop ⊗ q)

is a coarse embedding. Viewing p1(Nq ⊗ (Nq)op ⊗ Nq)p1 = (Nq ⊗ (Nq)op ⊗ Nq)s for the
appropriate value of s > 0, we amplify ∆q to a coarse embedding

Φ : (Nq)t → (Nq ⊗ (Nq)op ⊗Nq)ts ,

so that
Ψ :M → (M ⊗Mop ⊗M)st

−2
: Ψ = (α⊗ αop ⊗ α)−1 ◦ Φ ◦ α

is a well-defined coarse embedding. By Theorem 5.15, the relative commutant of Ψ(M) is finite
dimensional. So also the relative commutant of ∆q(Nq) is finite dimensional. By Proposition
6.3, the virtual center Λfc is finite.
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Choosing a minimal projection z ∈ Z(Lω(Λfc))q, we know from Proposition 6.1 that Nq ∼=
Mdk(C)⊗ Lωz(Λz/Λfc), where the integers d and k are such that Lω(Λfc)q ∼=Md(C)⊗ Ck.

Since Λz/Λfc is an icc group, we may thus assume from the start that Λ is icc and that
α : M → Lω(Λ)

t is a ∗-isomorphism. We have to prove that t = 1 and that there exists a

countable group Λ0, an isomorphism δ : Λ → Λ
(Γ)
0 ⋊ (Γ × Γ) and a 2-cocycle ω0 ∈ Z2(Λ0,T)

such that ωΓ
0 ◦ δ ∼ ω and (A0, τ0) ∼= (Lω0(Λ0), τ0).

We still write N = Lω(Λ) and denote by Φ : N t → (N ⊗ Nop ⊗ N)t the amplification of the
triple comultiplication ∆3. We consider the coarse embedding

Ψ :M → (M ⊗Mop ⊗M)t
−2

: Ψ = (α⊗ αop ⊗ α)−1 ◦Φ ◦ α .

Theorem 5.15 provides a very precise description of how Ψ looks like. By Proposition 6.4(i),
Ψ(M) has trivial relative commutant. So in the description of Theorem 5.15, there is only
one direct summand, t−2 is an integer n ∈ N and Ψ can be unitarily conjugated to a coarse
embedding ψ :M →Mn(C)⊗M ⊗Mop ⊗M of the form given in Theorem 5.15.

Write A = (A0, τ0)
Γ. We can choose a finite index subgroup Γ0 < Γ so that π(g, h) commutes

with D for all (g, h) ∈ Γ0 × Γ0. It follows that D⊗ 1⊗ 1⊗ 1 commutes with ψ(A⋊ (Γ0 × Γ0)).
Since A ⋊ (Γ0 × Γ0) is an irreducible finite index subfactor of M , it follows from Proposition
6.4(i) that the relative commutant of ψ(A⋊ (Γ0 × Γ0)) is trivial. So, D = C1.

Assume that n ≥ 1 and denote by W ⊂ Mn(C) the matrices of trace zero. It follows that
(W ⊗ 1⊗ 1⊗ 1)ψ(L2(M)) defines a ψ(M)-ψ(M)-bimodule that is finitely generated as a right
Hilbert ψ(M)-module and that is orthogonal to ψ(L2(M)). This contradicts Proposition 6.4(i).
So n = 1, which means that t = 1.

We now have that ψ :M →M ⊗Mop ⊗M is unitarily conjugate to (α⊗ αop ⊗ α)−1 ◦∆3 ◦ α,
where ∆3 : N → N ⊗ Nop ⊗ N is the triple comultiplication. We also have that ψ(ur) =
uδ1(r) ⊗ uδ2(r) ⊗ uδ3(r) for all r ∈ Γ× Γ, where δ1, δ2, δ3 are symmetric automorphisms of Γ×Γ.

In particular, we have a unitary W ∈ N ⊗Nop ⊗N such that

(α(uδ1(r))⊗ α(uδ2(r))⊗ α(uδ3(r)))W =W∆3(α(ur)) for all r ∈ Γ× Γ.

The same computation as the one to prove (6.12) now gives that hΛ(α(Γ × Γ)) > 0. Since
(Adur)r∈Γ×Γ is weakly mixing on L2(M ⊖ C1), also (Adα(ur))r∈Γ×Γ is weakly mixing on
L2(N ⊖ C1).

Claim. For every k ∈ Λ \ {e}, we have that α(L(Γ× Γ)) 6≺N Lω(CΛ(k)).

Once this claim is proven, all hypotheses of Theorem 4.1 are satisfied. So after replacing α by
(Adw) ◦ α for some unitary w ∈ U(N), we then have that α(ur) = η(r)vδ(r) for all r ∈ Γ× Γ,
where δ : Γ× Γ → Λ is an injective group homomorphism and η : Γ× Γ → T. Here and later
in the proof, we denote by (vh)h∈Λ the canonical unitaries in N = Lω(Λ).

To prove the claim, assume the contrary. Writing wr = α(ur) for all r ∈ Γ × Γ, we find a
projection p ∈ Mn(C) ⊗ Lω(CΛ(k)), a nonzero X ∈ p(Cn ⊗ N) and a group homomorphism
θ : Γ× Γ → U(p(Mn(C)⊗ Lω(CΛ(k)))p) satisfying Xwr = θ(r)X for all r ∈ Γ× Γ.

Using the same notation (vh)h∈Λ for the canonical unitaries in L(Λ), we define ζ : N →
N ⊗ L(Λ) : ζ(vh) = vh ⊗ vh for all h ∈ Λ. Note that together with ∆ : L(Λ) → Nop ⊗ N :
∆(vh) = vh ⊗ vh, we get that ∆3 = (id⊗∆) ◦ ζ. We write

Y := (id ⊗ ζ)(X) ∈ Cn ⊗N ⊗ L(Λ) and Z := Y ∗(1⊗ 1⊗ vk)Y ∈ N ⊗ L(Λ) .

Since (id ⊗ ζ)θ(r) ∈ Mn(C) ⊗ N ⊗ L(CΛ(k)) for all r ∈ Γ × Γ, we see that Z commutes with
ζ(wr) for all r ∈ Γ× Γ.
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Since ∆3(wr) is unitarily conjugate to α(uδ1(r))⊗ α(uδ2(r))⊗ α(uδ3(r)) and since

(uδ1(r) ⊗ uδ2(r) ⊗ uδ3(r))r∈Λ×Λ

has trivial relative commutant inM⊗Mop⊗M , also the relative commutant of (∆3(wr))r∈Γ×Γ

is trivial. Since ∆3(wr) = (id ⊗ ∆)ζ(wr), a fortiori, the relative commutant of (ζ(wr))r∈Γ×Γ

inside N ⊗ L(Λ) is trivial. This means that Z ∈ C1.

Writing X =
∑n

i=1

∑
h∈Λ(X)i,h(ei ⊗ vh), we have that

Z =
n∑

i=1

∑

g,h∈Λ

(X)i,g (X)i,h (v
∗
gvh ⊗ vg−1kh) .

It follows that

(τ ⊗ id)(Z) =
n∑

i=1

∑

h∈Λ

|(X)i,h|
2 vh−1kh . (8.1)

Since k 6= e, we get that (τ ⊗ τ)(Z) = 0. Since Z ∈ C1, it then follows that (τ ⊗ id)(Z) = 0.
But now (8.1) implies that (X)i,h = 0 for all i and h. We arrive at the contradiction that
X = 0. So the claim is proven.

As explained above, we may now assume that α(ur) = η(r)vδ(r) for all r ∈ Γ × Γ, where
δ : Γ × Γ → Λ is an injective group homomorphism and η : Γ × Γ → T. Define the subgroup
Λ0 < Λ consisting of those elements h ∈ Λ for which {δ(g, g)hδ(g, g)−1 | g ∈ Γ} is finite.

Because (Adu(g,g))g∈Γ is weakly mixing on L2(M ⊖ πe(A0)), we have α−1(vh) ∈ πe(A0) for
all h ∈ Λ0. Since by definition, (Ad vδ(g,g))g∈Γ is weakly mixing on L2(Lω(Λ) ⊖ Lω(Λ0)) and
α(πe(A0)) commutes with vδ(g,g) for all g ∈ Γ, also α(πe(A0)) ⊂ Lω(Λ0). Denoting by ω0 the
restriction of ω to Λ0, we have thus found a trace preserving isomorphism α0 : (A0, τ0) →
(Lω0(Λ0), τ) such that α ◦ πe = α0.

Denote ws = α−1
0 (vs) for all s ∈ Λ0. Since the subalgebras α(πg(A0)) commute, we can

unambiguously define the projective representation

θ : Λ
(Γ)
0 → U(N) : θ(s) =

∏

g∈Γ

α(πg(wsg))

whose 2-cocycle ωθ equals ωΓ
0 . We extend θ to a projective representation Λ

(Γ)
0 ⋊ (Γ × Γ) by

putting θ(r) = α(ur) for all r ∈ Γ× Γ. The associated 2-cocycle is still given by ωΓ
0 .

By construction, θ(r) ∈ T·Λ ⊂ U(N) for all r ∈ Λ
(Γ)
0 ⋊(Γ×Γ) and τ(θ(r)) = 0 when r 6= e. Also

by construction, the image of θ generates N . So, θ(r) = η(r)vδ(r) for all r ∈ Λ
(Γ)
0 ⋊ (Γ × Γ),

where δ : Λ
(Γ)
0 ⋊ (Γ × Γ) → Λ is an isomorphism of groups and η is the map that realizes

ω ◦ δ ∼ ωΓ
0 .

To state our final result, we first give the following definition, as stated in the introduction.

Definition 8.2. We say that a pair (G,µ) of a countable group G and a 2-cocycle µ ∈ Z2(G,T)
is cocycle W∗-superrigid if Lµ(G) ∼= Lω(Λ) with Λ an arbitrary countable group and ω ∈
Z2(Λ,T) an arbitrary 2-cocycle implies that (G,µ) ∼= (Λ, ω), i.e. there exists a group isomor-
phism δ : Λ → G with µ ◦ δ ∼ ω.

Corollary 8.3. If C is a nontrivial finite group and µ0 ∈ Z2(C,T) such that (C,µ0) is cocycle
W∗-superrigid, then for every Γ in C the group G = C(Γ) ⋊ (Γ× Γ) together with the 2-cocycle
µ = µΓ0 ∈ Z2(G,T) are cocycle W∗-superrigid.

This applies in the following cases:
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(i) |C| = p with p prime,

(ii) |C| = pq with p, q distinct primes,

(iii) |C| = p2 with p prime and µ0 6∼ 1.

The proof will be obviously ad hoc and concrete, because we know all groups of the orders
described in the statement and can easily describe their H2(C,T), which will always be trivial
in the first two cases and nontrivial in the third case iff C = Z/pZ×Z/pZ. These basic results
can for instance be found in [Rot95, Cor. 4.5, Thm. 4.20 and Cor. 7.70].

Proof. The generic statement in the corollary is an immediate consequence of Theorem C.

Assume that C is a finite group, µ0 ∈ Z2(C,T) and that Lµ0(C) ∼= Lω0(Λ0) for some countable
group Λ0 and ω0 ∈ Z2(Λ0,T). By looking at the dimensions of these algebras, we get that
|Λ0| = |C|. We now distinguish the three cases.

(i) Since |C| = p with p prime, we first conclude that C ∼= Z/pZ ∼= Λ0 and then note that this
forces µ0 ∼ 1 and ω0 ∼ 1 because H2(Z/pZ,T) is trivial.

(ii) By symmetry, we may assume that p < q. If p does not divide q − 1, there is only one
group of order pq and that is the cyclic group of order pq. Since H2(Z/nZ,T) is trivial for all
integers n ≥ 1, the same reasoning as in the previous case gives the conclusion.

Next assume that p divides q − 1. There are exactly two nonisomorphic groups of order pq:
the cyclic group Z/(pq)Z and the nonabelian group C = Z/qZ ⋊α Z/pZ where α is a period p
automorphisms of Z/qZ. In both cases, H2(C,T) is trivial. The isomorphism Lµ0(C) ∼= Lω0(Λ0)
forces Λ0 to be abelian, resp. nonabelian. So, Λ0

∼= C and also ω0 ∼ 1.

(iii) There are two nonisomorphic groups of order p2: the cyclic one and Z/pZ × Z/pZ. Since
we assume that µ0 6∼ 1, we get that C is not cyclic and that Lµ0(C) is not abelian. Since
|Λ0| = p2, also Λ0 is either cyclic or isomorphic to C. If Λ0 would be cyclic, we have that
ω0 ∼ 1 and Lω0(Λ0) abelian, which is impossible because Lµ0(C) is not abelian. So Λ0

∼= C.
Because Lω0(Λ0) must be nonabelian, we have that ω0 6∼ 1.

To conclude the proof, note that with C = Z/pZ × Z/pZ, we have H2(C,T) ∼= Z/pZ and
the action of Aut(C) on the nontrivial elements of H2(C,T) is transitive. It thus follows that
(Λ0, ω0) ∼= (C,µ0).
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