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A UNIQUE CARTAN SUBALGEBRA RESULT FOR BERNOULLI ACTIONS
OF WEAKLY AMENABLE GROUPS

CHANGYING DING

ABSTRACT. We show that if T~ (X", ") is a Bernoulli action of an i.c.c. nonamenable group
I’ which is weakly amenable with Cowling-Haagerup constant 1, and A ~ (Y, v) is a free ergodic
p.m.p. algebraic action of a group A, then the isomorphism L°°(XT)xT" 2 L°°(Y)x A implies that
L*°(X") and L*(Y) are unitarily conjugate. This is obtained by showing a new rigidity result
of non properly proximal groups and combining it with a rigidity result of properly proximal

groups from |[BIP21].

1. INTRODUCTION

The group measure space construction associates to every probability measure preserving (p.m.p.)
action I' ~ (X, ) of a countable group I, a finite von Neumann algebra L>°(X) x I [MvN43].
When the action is free and ergodic, L*°(X) x T is a II; factor and L>°(X) is a Cartan subalgebra.
With the discovery of Popa’s deformation/rigidity theory [Pop06a), [Pop06bl [Pop06c], spectacular
progress has been made in the classification and structural results of II; factors (see surveys
Vael0l Toal8]), and specifically, group measure space II; factors arising from Bernoulli

actions have been shown to possess extreme rigidity (see e.g. [Pop06b], [Pop06c|, [Pop08|, Toalll
). In fact, a conjecture of Popa states that if I'~ (X', u) is a Bernoulli action of a

nonamenable group I', then L>°(X") T has a unique Cartan subalgebra, up to unitary conjugacy
[loal8, Problem III]. Such unique Cartan subalgebra results play a crucial role in the classification
of group measure space 11 factors, as they allow one to reduce the classification of group measure
space 11 factors to the classification of the orbit equivalence relations of the corresponding group

actions [Sin5].

Although this conjecture of Popa remains open in its full generality, significant progress has been
made towards it during the last 15 years. To mention a few breakthrough results, loana showed
that L°°(X") x T has a unique group measure space Cartan subalgebra when I" has Property (T)
[loall]. Subsequently, Ioana, Popa and Vaes showed the same conclusion holds if T' is a product
group [IPV13]. In another direction, Popa and Vaes proved that L>°(Y") x I" has a unique Cartan
subalgebra for any free ergodic p.m.p. action I' ~Y, when I' is weakly amenable and satisfies
that either T' has positive first /2-Betti number [PV14a] or T is biexact [PVI4b]. Building upon
[PV14a], Toana showed that the same conclusion holds if T is a free product group [loal5]. More
recently, Boutonnet, Ioana and Peterson generalized [PV14b] to groups that are weakly amenable

and properly proximal [BIP21].

In view of [PV14al PV14b], to make further progress towards this conjecture, one may first
consider the question of showing L>(X")xT has a unique group measure space Cartan subalgebra
for weakly amenable T', as suggested in [Bould, Chapter V]. Moreover, in light of [BIP21], it
suffices to consider this question for groups that are non properly proximal. Our main theorem
is towards this direction.
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Theorem 1.1. Let T be a countable discrete nonamenable i.c.c. group, (Xo, po) a diffuse standard
probability space and T ~ (X, uy) =: (X, ) a Bernoulli action. Suppose L®°(X) x T = LA
for some countable discrete group A. If I' is non properly proximal and weakly amenable with
Cowling-Haagerup constant 1, then A = X xT' for some infinite abelian group ¥ such that ' X
by automorphisms, and I' ~ X, I~ S are conjugate p.m.p. actions.

Piecing Theorem [[LT] and [BIP21] together, we obtain the following result that does not involve
proper proximality. Recall that an algebraic action A ~Y is a homomorphism from A to Aut(Y'),
with Y a compact metrizable abelian group.

Theorem 1.2. Let I be a countable discrete i.c.c. nonamenable group, (Xo, o) a diffuse standard
probability space and T ~7 (X}, u) =: (X, n) the Bernoulli action. Suppose T is weakly amenable
with Cowling-Haagerup constant 1. For any group A and any free ergodic p.m.p. algebraic action
ANY, if LX) x T2 L>°(Y) x A, then L*™°(X) and L>®(Y) are unitarily conjugate.

As a side note, we point out that [Bould, Question V.1.2] can be answered by piecing together
the properly proximal case and non properly proximal case, similar to Theorem [[L2] only using
existing results in the literature.

Theorem 1.3. Let I' be a nonamenable i.c.c. weakly amenable group and I' ~ X a free ergodic
p.m.p. action. Let A be a nonamenable group and A~ [0,1]* a Bernoulli action. If L®(X)xT =
L®([0,1]) x A, then L>®(X) and L>®([0,1]*) are unitarily conjugate.

Indeed, when I' is properly proximal, this is a special case of [BIP21, Theorem 1.5]. When I’
is non properly proximal, [Din24, Theorem 1.3] shows that ' ~ X and A ~ [0, 1]A are actually
conjugate. In both cases, we conclude that L>(X) and L*([0,1]*) are unitarily conjugate.

Turning back to Theorem [[LIl we remark that its proof follows the strategy of [IPVI3] closely
and exploits the rigidity of non properly proximal groups in the setting of Bernoulli actions by
building upon results in [Din24]. We also note that Theorem [I.T] holds when I' has Property (T)
or is a product group as well by [IPV13].

Some concrete examples beyond [IPV13] are covered by Theorem [Tl Groups considered in
[TD20), Example 0.9] are of the form (¢ Z2) x F,,, where n > 2 and S is an infinite set on which
[F,, acts on amenably. They are inner amenable [TD20] and thus non properly proximal [BIP21],
and A, ((PgZ2) ¥ Fp) = Aa(Fp) = 1 by [OPI0, Proposition 3.2, Corollary 3.3]. However,
[[PV13] does not apply to these since the centralizer of any infinite subgroup of these groups is
amenable [TD20].

Before outlining the proof, let us make some remarks on the assumptions of Theorem In
addition to assuming weak amenability of I, we also assume A.p(I') = 1 and A ~ Y is an algebraic
action. The action A ~Y being algebraic allows us to realize L>°(Y") x A as a group von Neumann
algebra L(SA/ x A), for which we may use the comultiplication map arising from a group instead of
a group measure space [PV10]. Using this comultiplication map enables us to analyze the relation
between proper proximality and the comultiplication map in Section Bl The reason to assume
Acp(T") = 1 is present in Section Bl Roughly speaking, in the relative setting, the complete metric
approximation property plays a role that is similar to local reflexivity. This assumption is also
present in [[s020), Proposition 7.3] to avoid the same technical difficulty.

Let us finish the introduction by outlining the proof of Theorem [[L1] informally. It is built on
the recently developed notions of proper proximality and biexactness for von Neumann alge-
bras [DKEP23| [DP23|, and Popa’s deformation/rigidity theory, in particular, the breakthrough
work [loalll TPV13]. In view of [IPV13], to prove Theorem [[1] it suffices to show A(LI") can
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be unitarily conjugate into LI'® LT, where A : M := LA — LA® LA is the comultiplica-
tion map first considered in [PV10]. First, we use the fact that M ® M is biexact relative to
{M®LT, LT'® M} [BOOS, DP23|] to conclude that A(LT') C M ® M is properly proximal rela-
tive to {M @ LT, LT'® M} [DP23]. In Proposition 4.2] we play this, together with malnormality
of I' < Z1T', against the non properly proximality of I" to conclude A(LT") can be unitarily conju-
gate into M @ LI'. Next, although M ® LI" has no relative biexactness, using the machinery from
[DP23], we may still obtain certain proper proximality for A(LT') C M ® LI" by Proposition Bl
This allows us to exploit the non proper proximality of I again in Proposition and conclude
that A(LI") may be unitarily conjugate into LT'® LT".

Acknowledgment. I would like to thank Daniel Drimbe, Adrian loana, Jesse Peterson, Sorin
Popa and Stefaan Vaes for their useful comments. I am also very grateful to Jesse Peterson and
Sorin Popa for their encouragement.

2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. The small-at-infinity boundary and boundary pieces. In this section we recall the
notion of the small-at-infinity boundary for von Neumann algebras developed in [DKEP23] [DP23],
which is a noncommutative analogue of the corresponding boundary for groups introduced by
Ozawa [0za04], BOO0S].

Let M be a finite von Neumann algebra. An M-boundary piece X is a hereditary C*-subalgebra
X C B(L?M) such that M N M(X) € M and JMJ N M(X) C JMJ are weakly dense, and
X # {0}, where M(X) denotes the multiplier algebra of X. For convenience, we will always
assume X # {0}. Given an M-boundary piece X, define K&(M) C B(L?>M) to be the || - [|oo2
closure of B(L2M)X, where ||T|joc2 = supae(mry, [ITall and (M) = {a € M | [la|| < 1}. Set
Kx(M) = KE(M)* N KE(M), then Kx(M) is a C*-subalgebra that contains M and JMJ in its
multiplier algebra. Put K%O’l(M) = Kx(M)">=1 ¢ B(L?M), where ||T||oo.1 = SUPg pe (ar), (LG, b),
and the small-at-infinity boundary for M relative to X is given by

Sx(M) = {T € B(L*M) | [T, z] € KZ" (M), for any z € M'}.
When X = K(L?M), we omit X in the above notations.

The following instance of boundary pieces is extensively used in this paper. Let M be a finite
von Neumann algebra and {PF;}7" ; a family of von Neumann subalgebras. Recall from [DKEP23]
that the M-boundary piece X associated with {P;}?_; is the hereditary C*-subalgebra of B(L?M)
generated by {zJyJep, |i=1,...,n,2,y € M}. If [ep,ep,] = 0 for i,j = 1,...,n, we have X
coincides with the hereditary C*-subalgebra generated by {zJyJ(V}_,ep,) | z,y € M} [DKE22|
Lemma 3.2]. When the family only contains one von Neumann subalgebra P C M, we usually
denote the M-boundary piece by Xp.

2.2. Biexactness and proper proximality. With the notion of the small-at-infinity boundary
in hand, we recall proper proximality and biexactness for von Neumann algebras, which were in-
troduced in [DKEP23| and [DP23], respectively. These are generalizations of their corresponding
notions for groups introduced in [BIP21] and [Oza04, [BOOS|, respectively.

Let M be a von Neumann algebra and X an M-boundary piece. Given a von Neumann subalgebra
N C pMp with a nonzero projection p € M, we say N is not properly proximal relative to X in
M if there exists an N-central state ¢ : pSx(M)p — C such that ¢, is normal. Equivalently,
N is not properly proximal relative to X in M if there exists some nonzero projection z € Z(N)
and an Nz-bimodular u.c.p. map ¢ : z2Sx(M)z — Nz such that ¢y, is normal. When X is the
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M-boundary piece associated with a family of von Neumann subalgebras {P;}" ; of M, we say
N is not properly proximal relative to {P;}? ; in M.

We say M is biexact relative to X if there exist nets of u.c.p. maps ¢; : M — Mn(i)((C) and
Yi + My (C) — Sx(M) such that 9; o ¢;(x) — x in the M-topology of Sx(M). Here, by an
equivalent characterization [DP23| Lemma 3.4], we say a net {x;} C Sx(M) converging to 0
in the M-topology if there exists a net of projections p; € M such that p; — 1 strongly and
lpixipil| — 0. When X is the M-boundary piece associated with a family of von Neumann
subalgebras {P;}I' ; of M, we say M is biexact relative to {P;}} ;.

These notions coincide with the corresponding notions of groups if we consider group von Neu-
mann algebras: a discrete group I' is properly proximal (resp. biexact) relative to a family of
subgroups {A;}!", if and only if LI' is properly proximal (resp. biexact) relative to {LA;}!
IDKEP23| [DP23].

2.3. Normal biduals. A bidual characterization of proper proximality will be crucial to our
arguments. In this section, we briefly recall necessary notions around normal biduals from
IDKEP23| [DP23].

Let M be a finite von Neumann algebra and A C B(L2M) a C*-subalgebra such that M and

JMJ are contained in its multiplier algebra. Denote by A{j] the set of functionals ¢ € A* such
that for any T € A,

M x M > (a,b) = p(aTb) € C, JMJ x JMJ > (a,b) — ¢(aTb) € C
are both separately normal.

The normal bidual of A, denoted by At},*, may be identified with a corner of A** and be viewed as
a von Neumann algebra. Denote by pnor € M (A)** the support projection of both identity repre-
sentations of M and JMJ. Equivalently, pyor is the support projection of states in M (A)* that

are normal when restricted to M and JMJ. Then M (A)Ei,* may be identified with pyor M (A)** por
and A{j]* = qAPnor M (A)*ppor, where g4 € M(A)** is the identity of A** in M(A)**.
Throughout the paper, we reserve the notation pno for the above projection and set tpor :
B(L2M) 3 T — puormu(T)poor € B(L2M)% | where m, : B(L2M) — B(L>M)* is the univer-
sal representation. Notice that t,o, is no longer a x-homomorphism, but ¢y, restricts to normal
representations on M and JMJ.
We consider the following bidual version of the small-at-infinity boundary for a von Neumann
algebra M:

S(M) =| {T e B(L?M)¥ | [T, 2] € K(M)%, for all z € JM J},

where we view JMJ as in IB%(LZM ){j]* through the representation tyor.

By [DKEP23| Lemma 8.5], we have thatNif a countable discrete group I' is non properly proximal,
then there exists a LI'-central state ¢ : S(LI') — C such that ¢ r = 7.

Next we collect a few lemmas for Section @l

Lemma 2.1. e Let I" be a countable discrete group with a family of subgroups {¥;}? ;. Denote
by M = LI', Y the M-boundary piece associated with {L¥;}? |, Pp the orthogonal projection

from €T onto sp{dg | g € F(UI3;)F} for a finite subset F' C I', and qy the unit in (Ky(M){j])*
Then gy = limp tnor(Pr), where the limit is over finite subsets of I' and is taken in (IB%(L2M)?])*
with the weak™ topology.
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Proof. Denote by Yq the hereditary C*-subalgebra generated by {zJyJ(V}_iers,) | z,y € CT}.
One checks {Pp | F' C T finite} forms an approximate unit for Yq. Since tpor(Yo) C (Ky (M )?,)*
is weak* dense [DKE22, Lemma 3.7], one has limpg tyor (Pr) = gy O

Lemma 2.2. Let I" be a countable discrete group with a subgroup A < T and a family of subgroups
{E;}". Denote by M = LT and Y the M -boundary piece associated with {L¥;}} . Set qy be

the unit in (KY(M)?])* and P the orthogonal projection from €°T" to sp{d; | t € U?zltjAsj} for a
some tj,s; € I'. Then [gy, tnor(P)] = 0.

Proof. For a subset S C I', denote by Pg the orthogonal projection onto sp{d; |t € S}. Note
that for any subgroup I'¢, the projection m,(Pr,) commutes with pye, [Din24, Lemma 3.4]. Since
Pirys = Ad(AXfps)(Pr,), we have m,(Pir,s) commutes with p,,,. Moreover, for two commuting
projections Q1,Q2 € B(L2M)** such that [Q1,Pnor] = [Q2,Pnor] = 0, one has Q1 V Qa = Q1 +
Qs — Q1Q2 commutes with ppor.

By Lemma 2.1 one has qy = limpg 10 (Pr), where F C T is a finite set and Pr € B(¢°I') is the
orthogonal projection onto sp{éd; |t € F(U}_,¥;)F}. From the above discussion, we see that Pp

and P are in the multiplicative domain of tyo;. Since [Pp, P] = 0, we have [tnor(Pr), tnor (P)] =0
and hence [gy, tnor (P)] = 0. O

Given a group I' with a family of subgroups G, recall that a set S C I' is small relative to G if
there exists some n € N, {s;,t;}"; C I and {X;}]"; C G such that S C U s;X;t;, see e.g.
[BO08, Chapter 15]. We say a subgroup A < T is almost malnormal relative to G if sAs~' N A
is small relative to G for any s € I' \ A. One checks that if G only contains normal subgroups,
then A < I being almost malnormal relative to G is equivalent to sAt N A is small relative to G
for any s,t € I' with at least one of s,t is not in A.

Lemma 2.3. Let I' be a countable discrete group with a subgroup A < T and a family of subgroups
{E;},. Set M = LT" and denote by X the M-boundary piece associated with LA, and by Y the
M -boundary piece associated with {LY;}7 .

Take {t;}ken C T a transversal for T/A and put pre = Pyat, = Ad(M pr,)(enn) € B(L?M),
where Py, n¢, denotes the orthogonal projection from °T to sp{dy | g € tiAty}.

Suppose A is almost malnormal relative to {%;}, and each 3; is normal. Then {gs tnor (Pk.) }i cen
1s a family of pairwise orthogonal projections and Zk,@eN q§Lnor(pk7g) = q§qx, where gx and qy

are identities of (KX(M)?])* and (Ky(M)?])*, respectively.

Proof. First note that py epr e = Piy At at, € Ky(M) if k# K or £ # £, since tlz/ltkAtgtz,l NA
is small relative to {¥;}/" ;. As {pk ¢} is in the multiplicative domain of tnor and [gy, tnor (k)] = 0
by Lemma 22 we have g5 tnor (Pk,0) 45 tnor (Ph ) = Ok k02,0457 tmor (P 2)-

To see Zk,éeN q§Lnor(pk,g) = q§qx, we first notice that {p, := Vi ¢<nDk¢}nen is an approximate
unit for the hereditary C*-subalgebra generated by {xJyJerp | z,y € CT'}. Thus by the same
argument as in Lemma 21} we have gx = lim,, tyor(pr) and hence

CA%QX = hrrzn q#fbnor(vk,égnpk,é) = Z qg(_Lnor(pk,Z)-
k,leN
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2.4. Popa’s intertwining-by-bimodules.

Theorem 2.4 ([Pop06b]). Let (M, 7) be a tracial von Neumann algebra and P C pMp,Q C M
be von Neumann subalgebras. Then the following are equivalent:

(1) There exist projections pg € P,qo € Q, a x-homomorphism 0 : poPpy — qoQqo and a
non-zero partial isometry v € qoMpgy such that 0(x)v = vz, for all x € pyPpy.
(2) There is no sequence u, € U(P) satisfying ||[Eg(x*uny)|2 — 0, for all x,y € pMp.

If one of these equivalent conditions holds, we write P <s Q.

2.5. Relative amenability. Given a finite von Neumann algebra M with a von Neumann sub-
algebra @) C M. Recall from [OP10] that a von Neumann subalgebra P C pMp with p € P(M) is
amenable relative to @ in M if there exists a u.c.p. map ¢ : p(M, eq)p — P such that Ppmp = Ep,
where Ep : pMp — P is the normal conditional expectation. Following [IPV13], we say P is
strongly nonamenable relative to @ in M if for any nonzero projection p’ € P’ N pMp, we have
Pp’ is not amenable relative to Q in M.

The following is an abstraction of [Ioal5, Corollary 2.12] (also a straightforward relativization of
[Din24, Lemma 4.1]), and thus we omit the proof.

Lemma 2.5. Let (M, 7) and N be tracial von Neumann algebras and Q C M a von Neumann
subalgebra. Suppose there exist another tracial von Neumann algebra (M,i') such that M C M
and Ty = 7, and a net of trace preserving automorphisms {o}ier C Aut(M) such that oy €
Aut(Q), and such that oy — idps in the point-|| - [|2 topology, ast — 0. Set &y = ay @ idy €
Aut(M®N).

If a von Neumann subalgebra P C p(M ® N)p is amenable relative to Q@ N in M ® N, where
p € P(M ® N) is some nonzero projection, then for any 0 < 6 < 1, one of the following is true.

(1) There exists ts > 0 such that inf,cypy | Eprgq(dus (w)ll2 > (1 —0)|Ipll2- i

(2) There exists a net {n} C K+, where K is the closure of (M@ N)eggn(M @ N) inside
L*((M® N, eqzn)), such that |lzng — mpzlla = 0 for all x € P, limsupy, [[ynkl2 < 2[|yll2
for all y € p(M ® N)p and limsupy, ||[pnk|l2 > 0.

Specializing to the situation of Bernoulli actions, we obtain the following result.

Proposition 2.6. Let I' be a nonamenable group and denote by M = L*°(X') x T the von
Neumann algebra associated with its Bernoulli action. Let N be a finite von Neumann algebra and
P C p(M®N)p a von Neumann subalgebra with some nonzero projection p € M & N. Suppose
P is amenable relative to LT @ N, and P has no direct summand that is amenable relative to
1® N, then P is rigid relative to deformation deformation associated with the Bernoulli action.

Moreover, if I' is i.c.c. and N 1is a factor, then one of the following is true.

(1) There exists some partial isometry v € M ®N such that v* (N5 nyp(P)")v C LI®N
and vv* = p.
(2) Np(M@N)p(P)” <MB®N L®(XT)®N.

Proof. Denote by M and {a;} € Aut(M) from [Pop06b]. It suffices to show that (2)) of Lemma[23]
does not occur by Popa’s transversality lemma [Pop08, Lemma 2.1]. In fact, note that as M @ N
bimodules we have

L*((M®N,errgn) ©K = (LAHMeM)®L*N) @ gy (L2M ® L2N) < L*M ® L*N @ L*M,
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since L2(M & M) is a weakly coarse M-bimodule. If (2) were the case, then one would have
almost P-central vectors in L2M @ L?N ® L?>M, which implies that P has a direct summand is
amenable relative to 1@ N in M ® N.

The moreover part follows from the same argument as in the beginning of the proof of [IPV13|
Corollary 4.3] by noticing that P 4,5y 1®N since P has no direct summand amenable relative
to1® N in M ® N [loal5, Remark 2.2]. O

2.6. Weak amenability and W*CMAP. Recall from [CH89] that a discrete group I is weakly
amenable if there exists a net of finitely supported functions ¢; : ' — C such that ¢; — 1
pointless, my, (ug) = i(g)uy extends to a c.b. map on LI' and there exists some C' > 0 satisfying
sup; ||my, [lcv < C. The Cowling-Haagerup constant Agp,(I') is the infimum of all C' for which such
a net ; exists. Similarly, a von Neumann algebra M has the W* complete metric approximation
property (W*CMAP) if there exists a net of normal finite rank c.c. 6; : M — M such that
f; — idps in the point-weak* topology. Given a discrete group I', one has LT has W*CMAP if
and only if A (T') = 1.

3. BIEXACTNESS AND A DICHOTOMY OF SUBALGEBRAS

In this section, we obtain a dichotomy of von Neumann subalgebras of M @ N, where M is
assumed to be biexact relative to some von Neumann subalgebra. This can be seen as a relative
version of [DKEP23| Theorem 7.1] and [Din24, Proposition 2.3], where N = C. Since the
arguments we employ here are somewhat C*-algebraic, we in addition assume N has W*CMAP.
This extra technical condition is used in the same way as in [[s020), Proposition 7.3|, and is similar
to how exactness is used in |[Oza04]. Specifically, we prove the following.

Proposition 3.1. Let M, N be finite von Neumann algebras and Q C M a von Neumann
subalgebra. Suppose M is biexact relative to QQ and N has W*CMAP. Then for any von Neumann
subalgebra P C p(M & N)p for some nonzero projection p € M ® N, we have P is either properly
prozimal relative to Q@ N in M & N, or there exists some nonzero projection z € Z(P) such
that Pz is amenable relative to N in M @ N.

We first consider the situation that N is without W*CMAP.

Lemma 3.2. Let M, N be finite von Neumann algebras and QQ C M a von Neumann subalgebra.
Suppose M is biexact relative to Q. Then for any von Neumann subalgebra P C p(M&N)p with
0# p e P(M & N) that is not properly proxzimal relative to QRN in M®N, there exist a nonzero
central projection z € Z(P) and a u.c.p. map ¢ € B(L?M)® N — Pz such that PIMGminN = Vs
where ¢ : M @ N — Pz is a normal u.c.p. map with ¥|p, = id.

Proof. We first check that SXQ(M ) @min N C SXQ@N(M ®N), for which it suffices to verify that
Kxq, (M)®! ®@ug N C K%OC;;N(M®N). Indeed, for any a,b,c,d € M, T € B(L?M) and = € N,
note that

aJbJeqTeqeJd] @z = (a®1)J(b®1)Jeqgn(T @ eggn(c®a)J(d®1)J € Ky, (M ON).
Since B(L?M) > T — T ® 1 € B(L?M ® L?N) is continuous from both M-topology to M ® N-
topology and J M J-topology to J(M ® N)J-topology, we have K%Oél (M)®agN C K%Z;N (M®N).
Denote by 0; : B(L?M) — Sx, (M) a net of normal u.c.p. maps such that ;,; — idp in the
point M-topology, which is given by the assumption that M is biexact relative to ). Consider

0;:=0; @idy : BL?M)® N — Sxg (M) ®min N C Sx,_ (M B N).
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Since P C p(M ® N)p is not properly proximal relative to @@ ® N, there exists a nonzero central
projection z € P and a P-bimodular u.c.p. map ¢ : Sx, (M ®N) — Pz such that 5,5y is

normal. Denote by ¢ a weak* limit point of ¢ o 6; : B(L?M)® N — Pz.

Now we show ¢y~ = 9. First note that for any z € M ®min IV, we have éz(x) — x in the
M ® N-topology. To see this, one checks that (6;(a) —a) ® b — 0 in the the M ® N-topology for
any a € M and b € N. Moreover, 9 is continuous from the weak M ® N-topology to the weak
operator topology on Pz as @ is u.c.p. and ¢\M®N is normal. Altogether, for any x € M Quin N
and any w € (Pz)., we have

hZHl((ﬁ(él(:C)),uﬁ = h{n(él(x),w o Tzz)> = <x,w 0 Tzz)>a
., 6(z) = lim; (6(@)) = ¥(a). a

Proof of Proposition[31. Since N has W*CMAP, there exists a net of finite rank normal c.c.
maps ¢, : N — N such that ¢,, — idy in point-weak* and

bn = 1id @y : B(L2M) BN — B(L>M) ®min N.
Consider ¢ o ¢, : B(L>?M)® N — Pz, where ¢ : B(L?M)® N — Pz is from Lemma [B.2] denote

by © a point weak™ limit of ¢ o ¢,. For any x € M @ N and ¢ € (Pz)s, since ¢, maps M@ N to
M @uin N and ¢, — idy; 5 x in the point weak™ topology, we have

(@(x), ) = lim(d(dn(2)), ) = lim(dn (@), 0 ) = (¥ (x)),

Le., ®ygn = ¥. Therefore @ : B(L?M)® N — Pz is a conditional expectation with P ueN
normal, which shows Pz is amenable relative to N in M @ N by [OP10]. O

Let M be a finite von Neumann algebra and N C M a von Neumann subalgebra. Recall that
M is solid relative to IV if for any von Neumann subalgebra P C M such that P £, N, one has
PN M is amenable relative to N in M. The following recovers [Iso20), Proposition 7.3].

Corollary 3.3. Let M and N be finite von Neumann algebras. If M is biexact relative to a von
Neumann subalgebra Q@ C M and N has W*CMAP, then MQN is solid relative to Q @ N.

Proof. Suppose P C M ® N is a von Neumann subalgebra such that P 4,5 y @ ® N, from which
we obtain a sequence of unitary {u,} C U(P) with ||[Egg n(zuny)l2 — 0 for any z,y € M ® N.
As in [DKEP23], a point weak” limit point ¢ := lim, Ad(uy) : Sx, (M ®N) = P'N (M ®N)
gives a conditional expectation. Then the proof of Proposition [3.1] shows that P’ N (M ® N) is
amenable relative to N in M ® N and hence amenable relative to Q @ N in M ® N. O

4. CONCENTRATION OF STATES ON THE BOUNDARY AND RELATIVE AMENABILITY

In this section, we show a relative version of the main technical result in [Din24] and [DKE22].
The following lemma shows that under certain conditions, one may relate the basic construction
and the small-at-infinity boundary.

Lemma 4.1. Let T’ be a countable discrete group with subgroups A and ¥;, 1 < i < n. Suppose
A < T is almost malnormal relative to the family {¥;}!' ; and each ¥; is normal. Denote by X the
LT -boundary piece associated with LA and Y the LT'-boundary piece associated with {L3;}7 .
Then there exists a u.c.p. map ¢ : (LT, erp) — q%gy(LF)q%{ such that ¢(z) = ¢y qxinor(z) for
any x € LT', where gx and qy denote the identity of KX(LF)?,* and Ky(LF)?]*, respectively.
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Proof. We follow the proof in [Din24] closely. Denote by {t;}r>1 C I' a transversal of I'/A. Set
M = LI', N = LA and uy = A, € U(M).

For each n > 1, consider the c.p. map ¢, : (M,en) — (M, en) given by

x) = (Z ukBNUZ)x(Z ujeNu;)

k<n i<n
Notice that the image of 1, lies in the x-algebra Ag := sp{ukaeNu; |a€e N, jk>1}.

By [Din24, Lemma 3.4] , we have {tyor(JupJenJujJ)}p>1 C IBB(L2M)?]* is a family of pairwise
orthogonal projections and let e = ;<1 tnor(JugJenJupJ). Set m: Ag — qv&l(IBB(L2M){ijY to be
the linear map satisfying w(ukaeNu;f) = qv%(Lnor(uka)eLnor(uj)q%{.

We first show that 7 is a *-homomorphism. Indeed, we claim that for any x € M, we have

(1) QYJ{_eLnor(x)eq%_ = C_ﬁj{_bnor(EN(x))GQYJ{_'

By normality of ¢, and Ep, it suffices to check this for x € CI'. Compute

Gy elnor (T)eqy = Ad(q%)(z tnor ((JurJen JupJ)z(JujJen Ju;J))
k.j
= Ad(g) (tnor (En(2))e + Ad(q%)(z tnor ((JurJen JupJ)z(JujJen JuiJ))).
k#j

Note that for z = A, € CT', one has (JugJenJuyJ)x(JujJenJuiJ) = AePy-1p4, Ane; Which is in
Ky (M) if k # j since A is almost malnormal relative to {3;}7 ; and hence the (]) follows. Here,
for a subset S C I', Ps denotes the orthogonal projection from £2T" to Sp{dy € g € S}.

Moreover, we have that [e, gy] = 0. To see this, recall from Lemma 2] that gy = limp tyor(€r),
where {ep} € Ky(M) is an approximate unit of the form that ep is the orthogonal projection on
to sp{dy | g € F(U}L,%;)F} for any finite subset F' C I". Since JugJenJuyJ is the projection on
to sp{dy | g € Aty}, we have [tnor (JurJenJugJ), gy] = 0 by Lemma 22 and hence [e, gy] = 0 as
well. Together with (), it then follows that 7 is a homomorphism.

We then show 7 is a contraction and thus 7 extends to the C*-algebra A := A_OHIH. To this end, it
suffices to show that for any Zdﬂ U, aZeNu* € Ag with a; € N and k;, j; > 1, and unit vectors

&,n € H we have ](71(2? L Uk aienu; )& m| < | Z@ 1 Uk aienuy ||, where H is the Hilbert space
on which B(L?M ){j]* is represented.

d d
For each k € N, set Q. = g+ > iy LHOF(PtjiAt,gl) and Ry = ¢y >0, LHOF(PtkiAt,gl)' Note that
{Qr} and {Ry} are two families of pairwise orthogonal projections as for k # r we have QxQ, =
a5 Zf =1 tnor (P At 0t Ar-1) = 0 and similarly RjR, = 0. Moreover, observe that

g tnor ( eNu JukJ
i=1

lnor eNu JukJ E lnor eNuk JupJ)R
i=1

tnor(enuy, JuyJ).

||M&
||M&
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Thus we compute

d d
(> wnaienl, )& m) < SIS {0 tnor(ent, Ju T, 4 tmor (TurJug,exvai) )|
i=1 k>0 i=1
d

=D 1D (a3 mor(entf, Jui J)QrS, G5 tmor (JunJug,enai)* Rin))|
k>0 =1

d
Y o (Jur I ursaienus,) Juid) || Qi Rin|
k>0 i=1

d
<l Zukiaie]vu;i I|.
i=1

Next we show [7(Ag), tnor(z)] = 0 for any = € JMJ, and thus

Ynom: (M, en) — qySy(M)gy.

For this, it suffices to check that tnor(JukJ)einor(JusJ) = e for any s € I'. Indeed, observe
that e = > ;o tnor(JurpJenJuyJ) is independent of the choice of traversals of I'/A and I' =
UgentrA = UgenstirA.

Finally, consider the sub-unital c.p. map ¢, := ¥, o : (M,en) — q§§y(M)q§, and denote by
¢ a weak* limit point of ¢,. We claim that ¢(z) = g5 gxtnor () for any z € M.

In fact, for any « € M, we have

o(x) = lim 7T< Z (ukEN(uquz)eNuZ)) = ¢y lim Z tnor (U EN (upmug))etnor (uy)

n—00 n—oo
0<k(<n 0<k.(<n
:(ﬁ(_ nhﬂnéo Z (Lnor (uk ) €lnor (uz )) lnor (37) (Lnor (uﬁ)eLnor (UZ)) )
0<k.(<n

where the last equation follows from (l). Finally, note that by Lemma 23] {pj}r>0 is a family
of pairwise orthogonal projections, where

Pr = G tnor (Uk)etnor (U}) = ¢ D _ tnor (Jup Jupenuj JupJ),
r>0

and Zkzopk = Zk,rzo qﬁ%Lnor(JUrJuk@BuzJu:J) = q§qx. Therefore, we conclude that ¢(z) =
Q§'QXLnor(x), as desired. 0

Proposition 4.2. Let I' be a countable discrete group with two families of subgroups {A;}?_, and
{Zi}, such that each A; is almost malnormal relative to {X;}]_; and and each X; is normal. Set
M = LT and denote by X and Y the M-boundary pieces associated with {LA;}"_; and {LX%;}7_,,
respectively.

Suppose N C pMp, for some nonzero p € P(M), is a von Neumann subalgebra that has no
amenable direct summand, such that N is properly proximal relative to {LA;}} | in M.

If there exists an N-central state @ : Sy(M) — € such that ¢),nrp 15 a faithful normal state, then
there exists a partition of unity {p;}I~, C P(Z(N'NpMp)) such that Np; is amenable relative to
LA; in M for each 1 <i<n.
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Proof. Denote by gx and gy the identities of Kx (M ){j]* and Ky (M )?]*, respectively.

Note that ¢(gy) = 0. Indeed, if this is not the case, we may then consider the M-bimodular
u.c.p. map

B(L*M) 3 T — qvtnor(T)qv € gvB(L*M)% gy.
Since Ky(M) C B(L?>M) is a hereditary C*-algebra with M contained in its multiplier algebra,
we see that qle%(LQM)t},*qY = Ky(M)t}]* and [gy, M] = 0. The non-vanishing of ¢ on gy then
yields an N-central state on B(L2M) which entails that N has an amenable direct summand.

On the other hand, notice that gx € Sy(M) as [gx, JMJ] = 0, and we have o(gs) = 0 since N
is properly proximal relative to X. In fact, it is clear that

g Sx(M)gt € B(L2M)*% N (JMJ) < Sy(M)

and hence restricting ¢ to g3 Sx(M)gs gives us an N-central state on Sx(M). As tnor(pSx(M)p) C
Sx(M), we yields an N-central state on pSx(M)p that restricts to a normal state on pMp,
contradicting the assumption that N is properly proximal relative to X in M.

From the above discussion, we conclude that @(q§qx) = 1. Furthermore, if we denote by X; the

boundary piece associated with LA; and by ¢; the identity of Kx, (M )t},*, we then have go(q% qiq§) >
0 for some 1 <4 < n. This is a consequence of the facts that gx = VI, ¢; and {g;}}"; are pairwise
commuting by [DKE22, Lemma 3.10].

By Lemmald.T] we have an M-bimodular map ¢ : (M,erp,) — q%gy(M)q%{ for each i. Composing
with 9; := (-)/¢(gy qigy) yields an N-central state which is normal on M and hence we may
find some projection p; € Z(N' N pMp) such that Np; is amenable relative to LA; in M, where
pi is the support of ¥; on Z(N' N pMp).

Lastly, we claim that Vp; = p. Indeed, observe that ¢(g;p;-) = 0 and [pigi, pjq;] = 0 and hence
o(Vpi) > »(Vpigi) = ¢(Vai) = ¢(p). Since pj,p, is a faithful normal state, it follows that
Vp; = p. U

5. SOME PROPERTIES OF THE COMULTIPLICATION MAP

The comultiplication map A was first considered in [PV10] and has been an indispensable tool
to obtain superrigidity results (e.g. [Toalll TPV13]). Since our proof of Theorem [Tl follows the
strategy of [IPV13] closely, we collect some properties of the comultiplication map in relation to
proper proximality in this section.

Recall that if a von Neumann algebra M is isomorphic to LA for some group A, then the associated
comultiplication is given by

A:Maut—>ut®ut€M@M,

for t € A, where u; € LA is the canonical unitary corresponding to t € A.
Observe that the comultiplication extends to an isometry V : LM 3 6; — 6; ® 6; € L* M ® L*> M,
and we denote by ¢ = Ad(V) : B(L2M ® L>M) — B(L?>M) the corresponding u.c.p. map.
Lemma 5.1. Let M =2 LA, A and ¢ be as above. Then the following are true.

(1) We have ¢(z) = (A~' o Exny)(z) and ¢p(JzJ) = J(A™ o Exqpy)(x)J for any x €

M@ M, where Expy : M @M — A(M) is the normal conditional expectation.
(2) Both ¢(K(L*M) @uin B(L?M)) and ¢(B(L*M) @uin K(L2M)) are in K(L>M).
(3) The map ¢ is continuous in || - ||oo,1 and || - |loc,2-
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Proof. () is straightforward to check.

@) Let {&} < (L2M); be an sequence that converges to 0 weakly and write each ¢, =
> ten Qntd. Since &, — 0 weakly, for any finite subset F' C A, we have lim, oo | Prén| =
limy, o0 (3 e p [ant[2)Y2 = 0, where Pr € K(£2A) is the finite rank projection corresponding to
F.

Then for any contraction T € B(L?M), we have
I(Pr @ T)VEénll = 11 @ T)(Y_ anede @ )| < (D lanal)* = 0,
ter teF

as n — 0o. It then follows that ¢ maps K(L?M) ®uin B(L2M) and B(L*M) @umin K(L2M) to
K(L2M).

@) For any T € B(L?M ® M), note that

16(T)lscq = sup (TVa,Vb) = sup (TA(a), A(b)) < [ T]loc,1-
a,be(M)q a,be(M)1
The proof for || - |2 is similar. O

Lemma 5.2. Let A be a countable discrete group and M = LA. Denote by A : LA — LA® LA
the comultiplication map and X the M ® M -boundary piece associated with {M ®1,1@ M}. Then
we have ¢ : Kggo’l(M@M) — KY(M), where ¢ is the u.c.p. map defined above.

Proof. Set A = (A x {e}) U ({e} x A) C A x A and denote by Ps : £2(A x A) — sp{d; | t € S} the
orthogonal projection for any subset S C A x A.

By Lemma 51l @), we have ¢(Ppj ) € K(L?M) for any finite subset F© C A. Denote by X, the
hereditary C*-subalgebra generated by {zJyJP; | z,y € C;(A x A)}. By the proof of [Din24!
Lemma 3.5], we have Xy C K;;%M@M) is dense in || - |[o0,1-

One checks that { P, }r forms an approximate unit in Xo and hence ¢(Xo) C K(L?M). More-
over, since ¢ is continuous in || - [|oo1 and Xo € K3 (M & M) is dense in | - ||oo,1 by Lemma F1]
@), we conclude ¢(K>' (M ® M)) C K= (M). O

Given a finite von Neumann algebra M with a von Neumann subalgebra N, we denote by E]]‘\f[ :
M — N the normal conditional expectation.

Corollary 5.3. Let A be a countable discrete group and N C LA =: M a von Neumann subal-
gebra. Denote by A : M — M ® M the comultiplication map and X the M ® M-boundary piece
associated with {M ® 1,1 ® M}. Then there exists a u.c.p. map ¢ : Sx(M @ M) — S(N) such

that ¢(z) = EX o A=t o E%(?%w(x) for allz € M® M.

In particular, if there exists an N-central state ¢ : S(N) — C with YN = TN, then ¢ := po¢:

Sx(M® M) — C is A(N)-central with ¢(z) = 7(x) for any x € M & M, where T is a trace on
M® M.

Proof. Let ¢ : B(L?M ® L?>M) — B(L?>M) be the u.c.p. map as above. By Lemma 5.1, (1)),
we have ¢* maps IB%(LQM)?] to IB%(L%M@M))?, and hence by taking the bidual of ¢ we obtain
b (IBB(LQ(M@M))?])* — (IB%(LQM)?])*, which satisfies @(tnor () = tnor(6(x)) for any z € M@ M
and J(M ® M).J. Moreover, from Lemmal[5.2, we have ¢ : Kx(M ® M) — K> (M) C (K(M){j])*
By continuity of ¢, it follows that ¢ : (KX(M®M)?,)* — (K(M)?,)* Thus we have ¢ :
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Sx(M® M) — S(M) with ¢(z) = (At o E%(?Zgw)(x) for any z € M ® M. Combining ¢ with
[Din24, Lemma 3.2] yields a u.c.p. map v : Sx(M ® M) — S(N) with the desired property. [

Lemma 5.4. Let A be an i.c.c. countable discrete group, M = LA and N, P C M von Neumann
subalgebras with Z(N) = C. Denote by A : M — M & M the comultiplication map given by
M = LA.

Suppose there exist some nonzero projection p € A(N) N (M & M) and some partial isometry
veM®®M such that v (A(N)p)v C P® M and vv* = p.

Then there exists a c.c.p. map ¢ : B(L2(P® M)) — B(L?N) such that

(1) For any x € P® M we have ¢(z) = (A~to EX[(%)M)(pvxv*p).

(2) For any y € N, we have ¢(J(v*A(y)pv)J) = 7(p)JyJ, where T is the trace on M @ M.

(8) Denoting by Xpg1 the P ® M boundary piece associated with {P ® 1}, we have ¢ maps

1 =)
Ko, (P® M) to K*1(N).

Proof. Setting ¢ = v*v, we have pv = vg and hence v*(A(N)p)v = (v*A(N)v)q and [g, v*A(N)v] =
0. We may extend v to a unitary u € M ® M, which satisfies uqg = vq and pu = pv, and it follows
that v*(A(N)p)v = (v*A(N)u)q with [g, u*A(N)u] = 0.
Put Ny = «*A(N)u and 7 to be the canonical trace on M @ M.

Since N is a factor, the map Vg : L2(Ny,7) 3 & — q& € L?*(Ny1q, 7) has norm 7(¢)"/? and Ad(Vp) :
B(L?(N1q,7)) — B(L?(Ny,7)) satisfies Ad(Vo)(qz) = 7(¢)z and Ad(Vp)(JqzJ) = 7(q)JxJ for
any x € Nj.

Consider
Vi L2N & L2(AN), 7) 2 12Ny, 1) 2 LA(Nyg 1) & LA(PE M, 7),
where ¢ : L?(N1q,7) — L*(P® M, 1) is the inclusion map, and set

¢ = Ad(V) : B(L*(P® M, 7)) — B(L*N).

For any a € N, one checks that Va = u*A(a)ug and thus ¢(z) = A~ o Eany(ugzqu®) for
r € P@M, and ¢(J(u*A(y)uq)J) = 7(p)JyJ for any y € N. In particular, 7(p)~'¢ is a u.c.p.
map.

Now we show qﬁ(K;;I;l@l (P®@M)) Cc K*Y(N). Indeed, from Lemmal5.1l () and (B]), we see that if
a; € (N)1 is a sequence converging to 0 weakly, then || KX A(a;)|| — 0 for any K € Kx,,, (M ® M).
It follows that

| Ku*Aa;)ug|| = |[Ku*Jqu* JA(a;)|| — 0,

as i — oo for any K € Kx,,,, (M ® M), since Kx,,,,(M ® M) is invariant under pre and post
composition with M ® M and J(M ® M)J. Since Ad(epz /) : KX (M@M) — Kggol;l (Pe®M)

Xme1 ®1
is onto, we have
1 JR—
oKy, (PBM)) C KL(N).

O

Corollary 5.5. Let A be an i.c.c. countable discrete group, P C M := LA a von Neumann
subalgebra and N C M a subfactor. Denote by A : M — M ® M the comultiplication map.

Suppose there exist a nonzero projection p € A(N)'N(M ® M) and a partial isometry v € M @ M
such that v*(A(N)p)v C M ® P and vv* = p. Then there exists a c.c.p. map ¢ : Sxpg, (P @ M) —

S(N) such that ¢(tnor(z)) = (tnor 0 A7 0 EX[(%)M)(pvxv*p) for any x € PQ M.
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In particular, if there exists an N-central state o : S(N) — C with oN =T, then ¢ := po¢:
SXP®1(P®M) — C is v*(A(N)p)v-central and ¢ (x) = 7(qxq) for x € P® M, where ¢ = v*v.

Proof. This follows from Lemma [5.4] similar to the argument in Corollary (.31 O

6. PROOF OF MAIN THEOREMS

Now we are ready to demonstrate rigidity of non properly proximal groups in the context of
Bernoulli actions.

Proposition 6.1. Let I' be a countable discrete group that is i.c.c. and nonamenable. Suppose
T is non properly proximal with Acp(T') = 1, and L(Z1T) = LA for some group A. Then there
exists a unitary uw € LA such that w*A(LT)u C LT & LT', where A : LA — LA® LA is the
comultiplication map.

Proof. Set M = L(ZT') and N = A(LT"). Since (ZT') x (ZT') is biexact relative to {I" x
(ZT1),(ZT) x I'} [BOOS, Chapter 15], and N has no amenable direct summand, we have N is
properly proximal relative to {LI'®@ M, M ® LT'} in M ® M as well by [DP23].

Furthermore, as I' is non properly proximal, we have a LI'-central state ¢ : S(LT) — C such
that ozp = 7, which yields an N-central state ¢ : Sx(M ®@ M) — C with Ymem = T by
Corollary 5.3 where X denotes the M ® M-boundary piece associated with {M ® 1,1 ® M}.

Observe that I' < Z T is almost malnormal and thus I' x (Z' x T') (resp. (Z' x T') x I) is
almost malnormal relative to {e} x (Z' x T') (resp. (Z' xT) x {e}) in (Z1T) x (Z1T'). Now
we are in the situation which Proposition applies to, with Ay =T x (Z1T'),As = (Z ) x T,
and X1 = {e} x (Z11'),%X9 = (Z1T") x {e}, and it follows that there exists a partition of unity
p1,p2 € Z(N'N(M & M)) such that Np; is amenable relative to LI'® M in M ® M, and Nps is
amenable relative to M @ LI' in M ® M.

Since I' is nonamenable, we have N is strongly nonamenable relative to 1 ® M and M ® 1,
N Zysm L@rZ)@M and N Aygy M@ L(@rZ) by [IPV13, Proposition 7.2]. It then
follows from Proposition that we may find partial isometries vi,vo € M ® M such that
vi(Np1)vy € M @ LT with viv] = p1, and v3(Npg)ve C LT @ M with vovy = po.

We then consider N := v](Np1)v;. One checks that since N is strongly nonamenable relative to
1® M in M ® M, we have N7 is also strongly nonamenable relative to 1 ® LT' in M ® LI'. Thus
by Proposition B.1] one has N; is properly proximal relative to LI' ® LT.

By Corollary B85, we have 1) : §X1®LF (M®LT) — C is an Nj-central state with 1 (q1xq1) =
7(p1) " 'r(qrzq1) for * € M ® LT, where q; = viv;. We may then apply Proposition 2], which
yields that Ny is amenable relative to LI'® LT in M ® LI

As N1 Ayzr L(®rZ)® LT, by invoking Proposition one more time, we obtain a partial
isometry w; € M ® LT" such that wjNyw; C LI'® LT and wiw] = qi.

Similarly, we obtain a partial isometry wy € LT'® M such that w3 (v Npove)ws C LT'® LI' and
WoWs = Vav5.

Finally, observe that Ad(vows)(p2) € LI'® LI" and 1 — Ad(viw;)(p1) € LI' ® LT are equivalent as
p1+p2 = 1. Thus we may find a partial isometry w € LT' @ I' that implements their equivalence.
Set u = v1wy + vowew} and one verifies that  is a unitary and v*Nu C LT'® LT. O

Proof of Theorem [I.1. This follows directly from the proof of [[PV13, Theorem 8.2], as its step
1 is established in Proposition O
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The following elementary lemma may be derived directly from [[oalll Theorem 6.2]. We never-
theless give a straightforward proof.

Lemma 6.2. Let H be an abelian group and T be an i.c.c. group that acts on H by automorphisms.
Suppose T' ~ H is conjugate to the Bernoulli action T' ~[0,1]''. Then for any nontrivial normal
abelian subgroup K << H x ', we have K < H.

Proof. First we show that K N H is nontrivial. Indeed, from K N H = {e} one sees that K is
in the centralizer of H in H xI'. As LH C L(H x I') is maximal abelian, we have LK C LH,
contradicting K N H = {e}.

We denote by Eg the conditional expectation from ® rL>(]0,1]) to ® sL>°([0,1]) for a subset
S C I'. For any function f € ®pL>(]0,1]) and any £ > 0, one may consider

Fye={t €T [|B(f) = fl2 > €},

where P = Ep\ (3. We show that for a non-scalar f, we may find some € such that Fy. is a
nonempty finite set.

If Fr. was empty for any € > 0, then one would have P;(f) = f for any ¢ € I" and hence
(ITies P)(f) = f for any finite S C I'. For any € > 0, take S C I' a finite set such that

1Es(f) = fll2 <& Then [[7(f) = fll2 = [(ITies Ps)(Es(f) = f)ll2 < € and hence f = 7(f).

To see F. is finite for any € > 0, we may find some finite subset S C I" such that ||f — Eg(f)]|2 <
£/2. Notice that for any t ¢ S, we have P,(Es(f)) = Es(f) and hence Pi(f) — f = P.(f —
Es(f))+ Es(f)) — f. As Py is || - ||2-continuous, we have ||P.(f) — fll2 < 2||f — Es(f))]||2 < € for
te¢S.

Since KNH is nontrivial, we may take some nontrivial g € KNH and view A\, € LH = L*°([0,1])"
as a function that is not a scalar as 77, er)()\g) = 0. Thus we may find some ¢ > 0 such that
Fy := F\,. C I' is a finite nonempty set. Note that if s € I' fixes g, then sF, = F; as
m(os(f)) = mg-1,(f) for any t € T', where we denote by o the Bernoulli action '~ [0, 1]F.

For any hs € K with h € H and s € T, since K is abelian and normal, we have [hs,tgt~!] = e
for any ¢t € I'. In particular, this implies tilsth = F, for any ¢t € ', which in turn shows that
{t~!st |t € I'} is finite, as F, C I is a nonempty finite set. As I is i.c.c., we conclude s must be
trivial and hence K < H. (]

Proof of Theorem[1.2. Suppose I' is in addition properly proximal, this follows from [BIP21]

Theorem 1.5].

If T is non properly proximal, then by Theorem [[LTlone obtains the conclusion of [TPV13], Theorem
8.2]: there exists a group isomorphism ¢ : Y x A — H x T for some abelian group H and ' n*H
by automorphisms, a *-isomorphism 0 : L(H) — L(®rZ) satisfying ooy = 0400 forall g € T, a
character 7 : Z{T — C and a unitary w € L(ZT') such that the isomorphism 7 : L(Y xA) = L(ZT)
is given by m = Ad(w) o m, o mg o w5, with

w5t L(Y % A) 3 \g — As(y) € L(H x T),
7o L(H) xT' 3 auy — 0(a)ug € L(®rZ) x T,
Ty o L(Z2T) 3 Ag = n(g)Ag € L(Z2T).

By Lemma 6.2, we have §(Y) < H and hence Ad(w*) o 7(L>®(Y)) = L(®rZ). O
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