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A UNIQUE CARTAN SUBALGEBRA RESULT FOR BERNOULLI ACTIONS

OF WEAKLY AMENABLE GROUPS

CHANGYING DING

Abstract. We show that if Γy (XΓ, µΓ) is a Bernoulli action of an i.c.c. nonamenable group
Γ which is weakly amenable with Cowling-Haagerup constant 1, and Λy (Y, ν) is a free ergodic
p.m.p. algebraic action of a group Λ, then the isomorphism L∞(XΓ)⋊Γ ∼= L∞(Y )⋊Λ implies that
L∞(XΓ) 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 Γy (X,µ) of a countable group Γ, a finite von Neumann algebra L∞(X) ⋊ Γ [MvN43].
When the action is free and ergodic, L∞(X)⋊Γ is a II1 factor and L

∞(X) is a Cartan subalgebra.
With the discovery of Popa’s deformation/rigidity theory [Pop06a, Pop06b, Pop06c], spectacular
progress has been made in the classification and structural results of II1 factors (see surveys
[Pop07, Vae10, Ioa18]), and specifically, group measure space II1 factors arising from Bernoulli
actions have been shown to possess extreme rigidity (see e.g. [Pop06b, Pop06c, Pop08, Ioa11,
IPV13]). In fact, a conjecture of Popa states that if Γy (XΓ, µΓ) is a Bernoulli action of a
nonamenable group Γ, then L∞(XΓ)⋊Γ has a unique Cartan subalgebra, up to unitary conjugacy
[Ioa18, Problem III]. Such unique Cartan subalgebra results play a crucial role in the classification
of group measure space II1 factors, as they allow one to reduce the classification of group measure
space II1 factors to the classification of the orbit equivalence relations of the corresponding group
actions [Sin55].

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, Ioana showed
that L∞(XΓ)⋊Γ has a unique group measure space Cartan subalgebra when Γ has Property (T)
[Ioa11]. Subsequently, Ioana, Popa and Vaes showed the same conclusion holds if Γ is a product
group [IPV13]. In another direction, Popa and Vaes proved that L∞(Y )⋊Γ has a unique Cartan
subalgebra for any free ergodic p.m.p. action ΓyY , when Γ is weakly amenable and satisfies
that either Γ has positive first ℓ2-Betti number [PV14a] or Γ is biexact [PV14b]. Building upon
[PV14a], Ioana showed that the same conclusion holds if Γ is a free product group [Ioa15]. More
recently, Boutonnet, Ioana and Peterson generalized [PV14b] to groups that are weakly amenable
and properly proximal [BIP21].

In view of [PV14a, PV14b], to make further progress towards this conjecture, one may first
consider the question of showing L∞(XΓ)⋊Γ has a unique group measure space Cartan subalgebra
for weakly amenable Γ, as suggested in [Bou14, 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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2 CHANGYING DING

Theorem 1.1. Let Γ be a countable discrete nonamenable i.c.c. group, (X0, µ0) a diffuse standard
probability space and Γy (XΓ

0 , µ
Γ
0 ) =: (X,µ) a Bernoulli action. Suppose L∞(X) ⋊ Γ ∼= LΛ

for some countable discrete group Λ. If Γ is non properly proximal and weakly amenable with
Cowling-Haagerup constant 1, then Λ ∼= Σ⋊Γ for some infinite abelian group Σ such that ΓyΣ

by automorphisms, and ΓyX, Γy Σ̂ are conjugate p.m.p. actions.

Piecing Theorem 1.1 and [BIP21] together, we obtain the following result that does not involve
proper proximality. Recall that an algebraic action ΛyY is a homomorphism from Λ to Aut(Y ),
with Y a compact metrizable abelian group.

Theorem 1.2. Let Γ be a countable discrete i.c.c. nonamenable group, (X0, µ0) a diffuse standard
probability space and Γy σ(XΓ

0 , µ
Γ
0 ) =: (X,µ) the Bernoulli action. Suppose Γ is weakly amenable

with Cowling-Haagerup constant 1. For any group Λ and any free ergodic p.m.p. algebraic action
ΛyY , if L∞(X)⋊ Γ ∼= L∞(Y )⋊ Λ, then L∞(X) and L∞(Y ) are unitarily conjugate.

As a side note, we point out that [Bou14, Question V.1.2] can be answered by piecing together
the properly proximal case and non properly proximal case, similar to Theorem 1.2, only using
existing results in the literature.

Theorem 1.3. Let Γ be a nonamenable i.c.c. weakly amenable group and ΓyX a free ergodic
p.m.p. action. Let Λ be a nonamenable group and Λy [0, 1]Λ a Bernoulli action. If L∞(X)⋊Γ ∼=
L∞([0, 1]Λ)⋊ Λ, then L∞(X) and L∞([0, 1]Λ) are unitarily conjugate.

Indeed, when Γ is properly proximal, this is a special case of [BIP21, Theorem 1.5]. When Γ
is non properly proximal, [Din24, Theorem 1.3] shows that ΓyX and Λy [0, 1]Λ are actually
conjugate. In both cases, we conclude that L∞(X) and L∞([0, 1]Λ) are unitarily conjugate.

Turning back to Theorem 1.1, we remark that its proof follows the strategy of [IPV13] 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 1.1 holds when Γ has Property (T)
or is a product group as well by [IPV13].

Some concrete examples beyond [IPV13] are covered by Theorem 1.1. Groups considered in
[TD20, Example 0.9] are of the form (

⊕
S Z2)⋊Fn, where n ≥ 2 and S is an infinite set on which

Fn acts on amenably. They are inner amenable [TD20] and thus non properly proximal [BIP21],
and Λcb((

⊕
S Z2) ⋊ Fn) = Λcb(Fn) = 1 by [OP10, Proposition 3.2, Corollary 3.3]. However,

[IPV13] 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 1.2. In
addition to assuming weak amenability of Γ, we also assume Λcb(Γ) = 1 and ΛyY is an algebraic
action. The action ΛyY being algebraic allows us to realize L∞(Y )⋊Λ as a group von Neumann

algebra L(Ŷ ⋊Λ), 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 5. The reason to assume
Λcb(Γ) = 1 is present in Section 3. 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 [Iso20, Proposition 7.3] to avoid the same technical difficulty.

Let us finish the introduction by outlining the proof of Theorem 1.1 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 [Ioa11, IPV13]. In view of [IPV13], to prove Theorem 1.1, it suffices to show ∆(LΓ) can
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be unitarily conjugate into LΓ⊗LΓ, where ∆ : M := LΛ → LΛ⊗LΛ is the comultiplica-
tion map first considered in [PV10]. First, we use the fact that M ⊗M is biexact relative to
{M ⊗LΓ, LΓ⊗M} [BO08, DP23] to conclude that ∆(LΓ) ⊂ M ⊗M is properly proximal rela-
tive to {M ⊗LΓ, LΓ⊗M} [DP23]. In Proposition 4.2, we play this, together with malnormality
of Γ < Z ≀Γ, against the non properly proximality of Γ to conclude ∆(LΓ) can be unitarily conju-
gate into M ⊗LΓ. Next, although M ⊗LΓ has no relative biexactness, using the machinery from
[DP23], we may still obtain certain proper proximality for ∆(LΓ) ⊂M ⊗LΓ by Proposition 3.1.
This allows us to exploit the non proper proximality of Γ again in Proposition 4.2 and conclude
that ∆(LΓ) may be unitarily conjugate into LΓ⊗LΓ.

Acknowledgment. I would like to thank Daniel Drimbe, Adrian Ioana, 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 [Oza04, BO08].

Let M be a finite von Neumann algebra. An M -boundary piece X is a hereditary C∗-subalgebra
X ⊂ B(L2M) such that M ∩ M(X) ⊂ M and JMJ ∩ M(X) ⊂ JMJ are weakly dense, and
X 6= {0}, where M(X) denotes the multiplier algebra of X. For convenience, we will always
assume X 6= {0}. Given an M -boundary piece X, define KL

X(M) ⊂ B(L2M) to be the ‖ · ‖∞,2

closure of B(L2M)X, where ‖T‖∞,2 = supâ∈(M)1 ‖T â‖ and (M)1 = {a ∈ M | ‖a‖ ≤ 1}. Set

KX(M) = KL
X(M)∗ ∩ KL

X(M), then KX(M) is a C∗-subalgebra that contains M and JMJ in its

multiplier algebra. Put K∞,1
X

(M) = KX(M)
‖·‖∞,1 ⊂ B(L2M), where ‖T‖∞,1 = supa,b∈(M)1〈T â, b̂〉,

and the small-at-infinity boundary for M relative to X is given by

SX(M) = {T ∈ B(L2M) | [T, x] ∈ K
∞,1
X

(M), for any x ∈M ′}.

When X = K(L2M), 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 {Pi}

n
i=1 a family of von Neumann subalgebras. Recall from [DKEP23]

that theM -boundary piece X associated with {Pi}ni=1 is the hereditary C∗-subalgebra of B(L2M)
generated by {xJyJePi

| i = 1, . . . , n, x, y ∈ M}. If [ePi
, ePj

] = 0 for i, j = 1, . . . , n, we have X

coincides with the hereditary C∗-subalgebra generated by {xJyJ(∨n
i=1ePi

) | x, y ∈ M} [DKE22,
Lemma 3.2]. When the family only contains one von Neumann subalgebra P ⊂ 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, BO08], respectively.

LetM be a von Neumann algebra and X anM -boundary piece. Given a von Neumann subalgebra
N ⊂ 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 ϕ : pSX(M)p → C such that ϕ|pMp 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 φ : zSX(M)z → Nz such that φ|zMz is normal. When X is the
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M -boundary piece associated with a family of von Neumann subalgebras {Pi}
n
i=1 of M , we say

N is not properly proximal relative to {Pi}
n
i=1 in M .

We say M is biexact relative to X if there exist nets of u.c.p. maps φi : M → Mn(i)(C) and
ψi : Mn(i)(C) → SX(M) such that ψi ◦ φi(x) → x in the M -topology of SX(M). Here, by an
equivalent characterization [DP23, Lemma 3.4], we say a net {xi} ⊂ SX(M) converging to 0
in the M -topology if there exists a net of projections pi ∈ M such that pi → 1 strongly and
‖pixipi‖ → 0. When X is the M -boundary piece associated with a family of von Neumann
subalgebras {Pi}

n
i=1 of M , we say M is biexact relative to {Pi}

n
i=1.

These notions coincide with the corresponding notions of groups if we consider group von Neu-
mann algebras: a discrete group Γ is properly proximal (resp. biexact) relative to a family of
subgroups {Λi}

n
i=1 if and only if LΓ is properly proximal (resp. biexact) relative to {LΛi}

n
i=1

[DKEP23, 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
[DKEP23, DP23].

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

JMJ are contained in its multiplier algebra. Denote by A♯
J the set of functionals ϕ ∈ A∗ such

that for any T ∈ A,

M ×M ∋ (a, b) 7→ ϕ(aTb) ∈ C, JMJ × JMJ ∋ (a, b) 7→ ϕ(aTb) ∈ C

are both separately normal.

The normal bidual of A, denoted by A♯∗
J , 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, pnor is the support projection of states in M(A)∗ that

are normal when restricted toM and JMJ . ThenM(A)♯∗J may be identified with pnorM(A)∗∗pnor
and A♯∗

J = qApnorM(A)∗∗pnor, where qA ∈M(A)∗∗ is the identity of A∗∗ in M(A)∗∗.

Throughout the paper, we reserve the notation pnor for the above projection and set ιnor :

B(L2M) ∋ T 7→ pnorπu(T )pnor ∈ B(L2M)♯∗J , where πu : B(L2M) → B(L2M)∗∗ is the univer-
sal representation. Notice that ιnor is no longer a ∗-homomorphism, but ιnor 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 :

S̃(M) =| {T ∈ B(L2M)♯∗J | [T, x] ∈ K(M)♯∗J , for all x ∈ JMJ},

where we view JMJ as in B(L2M)♯∗J through the representation ιnor.

By [DKEP23, Lemma 8.5], we have that if a countable discrete group Γ is non properly proximal,

then there exists a LΓ-central state ϕ : S̃(LΓ) → C such that ϕ|LΓ = τ .

Next we collect a few lemmas for Section 4.

Lemma 2.1. e Let Γ be a countable discrete group with a family of subgroups {Σi}
n
i=1. Denote

by M = LΓ, Y the M -boundary piece associated with {LΣi}
n
i=1, PF the orthogonal projection

from ℓ2Γ onto sp{δg | g ∈ F (∪n
i=1Σi)F} for a finite subset F ⊂ Γ, and qY the unit in (KY(M)♯J)

∗.

Then qY = limF ιnor(PF ), where the limit is over finite subsets of Γ and is taken in (B(L2M)♯J)
∗

with the weak∗ topology.
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Proof. Denote by Y0 the hereditary C∗-subalgebra generated by {xJyJ(∨n
i=1eLΣi

) | x, y ∈ C∗
rΓ}.

One checks {PF | F ⊂ Γ finite} forms an approximate unit for Y0. Since ιnor(Y0) ⊂ (KY(M)♯J )
∗

is weak∗ dense [DKE22, Lemma 3.7], one has limF ιnor(PF ) = qY. �

Lemma 2.2. Let Γ be a countable discrete group with a subgroup Λ < Γ and a family of subgroups
{Σi}

n
i=1. Denote by M = LΓ and Y the M -boundary piece associated with {LΣi}

n
i=1. Set qY be

the unit in (KY(M)♯J )
∗ and P the orthogonal projection from ℓ2Γ to sp{δt | t ∈ ∪d

j=1tjΛsj} for a

some tj , sj ∈ Γ. Then [qY, ιnor(P )] = 0.

Proof. For a subset S ⊂ Γ, denote by PS the orthogonal projection onto sp{δt | t ∈ S}. Note
that for any subgroup Γ0, the projection πu(PΓ0

) commutes with pnor [Din24, Lemma 3.4]. Since
PtΓ0s = Ad(λ∗t ρs)(PΓ0

), we have πu(PtΓ0s) commutes with pnor. Moreover, for two commuting
projections Q1, Q2 ∈ B(L2M)∗∗ such that [Q1, pnor] = [Q2, pnor] = 0, one has Q1 ∨ Q2 = Q1 +
Q2 −Q1Q2 commutes with pnor.

By Lemma 2.1 one has qY = limF ιnor(PF ), where F ⊂ Γ is a finite set and PF ∈ B(ℓ2Γ) is the
orthogonal projection onto sp{δt | t ∈ F (∪n

i=1Σi)F}. From the above discussion, we see that PF

and P are in the multiplicative domain of ιnor. Since [PF , P ] = 0, we have [ιnor(PF ), ιnor(P )] = 0
and hence [qY, ιnor(P )] = 0. �

Given a group Γ with a family of subgroups G, recall that a set S ⊂ Γ is small relative to G if
there exists some n ∈ N, {si, ti}

n
i=1 ⊂ Γ and {Σi}

n
i=1 ⊂ G such that S ⊂

⋃n
i=1 siΣiti, see e.g.

[BO08, Chapter 15]. We say a subgroup Λ < Γ is almost malnormal relative to G if sΛs−1 ∩ Λ
is small relative to G for any s ∈ Γ \ Λ. One checks that if G only contains normal subgroups,
then Λ < Γ being almost malnormal relative to G is equivalent to sΛt ∩ Λ is small relative to G
for any s, t ∈ Γ with at least one of s, t is not in Λ.

Lemma 2.3. Let Γ be a countable discrete group with a subgroup Λ < Γ and a family of subgroups
{Σi}

n
i=1. Set M = LΓ and denote by X the M -boundary piece associated with LΛ, and by Y the

M -boundary piece associated with {LΣi}
n
i=1.

Take {tk}k∈N ⊂ Γ a transversal for Γ/Λ and put pk,ℓ = PtkΛtℓ = Ad(λtkρtℓ)(eLΛ) ∈ B(L2M),

where PtkΛtℓ denotes the orthogonal projection from ℓ2Γ to sp{δg | g ∈ tkΛtℓ}.

Suppose Λ is almost malnormal relative to {Σi}
n
i=1 and each Σi is normal. Then {q⊥Y ιnor(pk,ℓ)}k,ℓ∈N

is a family of pairwise orthogonal projections and
∑

k,ℓ∈N q
⊥
Y ιnor(pk,ℓ) = q⊥Y qX, where qX and qY

are identities of (KX(M)♯J )
∗ and (KY(M)♯J )

∗, respectively.

Proof. First note that pk,ℓpk′,ℓ′ = PtkΛtℓ∩tk′Λtℓ′
∈ KY(M) if k 6= k′ or ℓ 6= ℓ′, since t−1

k′ tkΛtℓt
−1
ℓ′ ∩Λ

is small relative to {Σi}
n
i=1. As {pk,ℓ} is in the multiplicative domain of ιnor and [qY, ιnor(pk,ℓ)] = 0

by Lemma 2.2, we have q⊥Y ιnor(pk,ℓ)q
⊥
Y ιnor(pk′,ℓ′) = δk,k′δℓ,ℓ′q

⊥
Y ιnor(pk,ℓ).

To see
∑

k,ℓ∈N q
⊥
Y ιnor(pk,ℓ) = q⊥Y qX, we first notice that {pn := ∨k,ℓ≤npk,ℓ}n∈N is an approximate

unit for the hereditary C∗-subalgebra generated by {xJyJeLΛ | x, y ∈ C∗
rΓ}. Thus by the same

argument as in Lemma 2.1, we have qX = limn ιnor(pn) and hence

q⊥Y qX = lim
n
q⊥Y ιnor(∨k,ℓ≤npk,ℓ) =

∑

k,ℓ∈N

q⊥Y ιnor(pk,ℓ).

�
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2.4. Popa’s intertwining-by-bimodules.

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

(1) There exist projections p0 ∈ P, q0 ∈ Q, a ∗-homomorphism θ : p0Pp0 → q0Qq0 and a
non-zero partial isometry v ∈ q0Mp0 such that θ(x)v = vx, for all x ∈ p0Pp0.

(2) There is no sequence un ∈ U(P ) satisfying ‖EQ(x
∗uny)‖2 → 0, for all x, y ∈ pMp.

If one of these equivalent conditions holds, we write P ≺M Q.

2.5. Relative amenability. Given a finite von Neumann algebra M with a von Neumann sub-
algebra Q ⊂M . Recall from [OP10] that a von Neumann subalgebra P ⊂ pMp with p ∈ P(M) is
amenable relative to Q inM if there exists a u.c.p. map φ : p〈M,eQ〉p → P such that φ|pMp = EP ,
where EP : pMp → P is the normal conditional expectation. Following [IPV13], we say P is
strongly nonamenable relative to Q in M if for any nonzero projection p′ ∈ P ′ ∩ pMp, we have
Pp′ is not amenable relative to Q in M .

The following is an abstraction of [Ioa15, Corollary 2.12] (also a straightforward relativization of
[Din24, Lemma 4.1]), and thus we omit the proof.

Lemma 2.5. Let (M, τ) and N be tracial von Neumann algebras and Q ⊂ M a von Neumann

subalgebra. Suppose there exist another tracial von Neumann algebra (M̃ , τ̃) such that M ⊂ M̃

and τ̃|M = τ , and a net of trace preserving automorphisms {αt}t∈R ⊂ Aut(M̃ ) such that αt|Q ∈
Aut(Q), and such that αt|M → idM in the point-‖ · ‖2 topology, as t → 0. Set α̃t = αt ⊗ idN ∈

Aut(M̃ ⊗N).

If a von Neumann subalgebra P ⊂ 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 < δ ≤ 1, one of the following is true.

(1) There exists tδ > 0 such that infu∈U(P ) ‖EM ⊗Q(α̃tδ (u))‖2 > (1− δ)‖p‖2.

(2) There exists a net {ηk} ⊂ K⊥, where K is the closure of (M ⊗N)eQ⊗N (M̃ ⊗N) inside

L2(〈M̃ ⊗N, eQ⊗N 〉), such that ‖xηk − ηkx‖2 → 0 for all x ∈ P , lim supk ‖yηk‖2 ≤ 2‖y‖2
for all y ∈ p(M ⊗N)p and lim supk ‖pηk‖2 > 0.

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

Proposition 2.6. Let Γ be a nonamenable group and denote by M = L∞(XΓ) ⋊ Γ the von
Neumann algebra associated with its Bernoulli action. Let N be a finite von Neumann algebra and
P ⊂ p(M ⊗N)p a von Neumann subalgebra with some nonzero projection p ∈ M ⊗N . Suppose
P is amenable relative to LΓ⊗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 Γ is i.c.c. and N is a factor, then one of the following is true.

(1) There exists some partial isometry v ∈ M ⊗N such that v∗(Np(M ⊗N)p(P )
′′)v ⊂ LΓ⊗N

and vv∗ = p.
(2) Np(M ⊗N)p(P )

′′ ≺M ⊗N L∞(XΓ)⊗N .

Proof. Denote by M̃ and {αt} ⊂ Aut(M̃ ) from [Pop06b]. It suffices to show that (2) of Lemma 2.5
does not occur by Popa’s transversality lemma [Pop08, Lemma 2.1]. In fact, note that as M ⊗N
bimodules we have

L2(〈M̃ ⊗N, eLΓ⊗N 〉)⊖K = (L2(M̃ ⊖M)⊗L2N)⊗LΓ⊗N (L2M̃ ⊗L2N) ≺ L2M ⊗L2N ⊗L2M,
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since L2(M̃ ⊖M) is a weakly coarse M -bimodule. If (2) were the case, then one would have
almost P -central vectors in L2M ⊗ L2N ⊗ L2M , 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 6≺M ⊗N 1⊗N since P has no direct summand amenable relative
to 1⊗N in M ⊗N [Ioa15, Remark 2.2]. �

2.6. Weak amenability and W*CMAP. Recall from [CH89] that a discrete group Γ is weakly
amenable if there exists a net of finitely supported functions ϕi : Γ → C such that ϕi → 1
pointless, mϕi

(ug) = ϕi(g)ug extends to a c.b. map on LΓ and there exists some C > 0 satisfying
supi ‖mϕi

‖cb ≤ C. The Cowling-Haagerup constant Λcb(Γ) is the infimum of all C for which such
a net ϕi 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. θi : M → M such that
θi → idM in the point-weak∗ topology. Given a discrete group Γ, one has LΓ has W∗CMAP if
and only if Λcb(Γ) = 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 [Iso20, 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 ⊂ M a von Neumann
subalgebra. Suppose M is biexact relative to Q and N has W∗CMAP. Then for any von Neumann
subalgebra P ⊂ p(M ⊗N)p for some nonzero projection p ∈M ⊗N , we have P is either properly
proximal 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 Q ⊂M a von Neumann subalgebra.
Suppose M is biexact relative to Q. Then for any von Neumann subalgebra P ⊂ p(M⊗N)p with
0 6= p ∈ P(M ⊗N) that is not properly proximal relative to Q⊗N in M⊗N , there exist a nonzero
central projection z ∈ Z(P ) and a u.c.p. map φ ∈ B(L2M)⊗N → Pz such that φ|M⊗minN = ψ,

where ψ :M ⊗N → Pz is a normal u.c.p. map with ψ|Pz = id.

Proof. We first check that SXQ
(M) ⊗min N ⊂ SXQ⊗N

(M⊗N), for which it suffices to verify that

KXQ
(M)∞,1 ⊗alg N ⊂ K

∞,1
XQ⊗N

(M⊗N). Indeed, for any a, b, c, d ∈ M , T ∈ B(L2M) and x ∈ N ,

note that

aJbJeQTeQcJdJ ⊗ x = (a⊗ 1)J(b⊗ 1)JeQ⊗N (T ⊗ 1)eQ⊗N (c⊗ x)J(d⊗ 1)J ∈ KXQ⊗N
(M ⊗N).

Since B(L2M) ∋ T 7→ T ⊗ 1 ∈ B(L2M ⊗ L2N) is continuous from both M -topology to M ⊗N -

topology and JMJ-topology to J(M ⊗N)J-topology, we have K∞,1
XQ

(M)⊗algN ⊂ K
∞,1
XQ⊗N

(M⊗N).

Denote by θi : B(L
2M) → SXQ

(M) a net of normal u.c.p. maps such that θi|M → idM in the
point M -topology, which is given by the assumption that M is biexact relative to Q. Consider

θ̃i := θi ⊗ idN : B(L2M)⊗N → SXQ
(M)⊗min N ⊂ SXQ⊗N

(M ⊗N).
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Since P ⊂ p(M ⊗N)p is not properly proximal relative to Q⊗N , there exists a nonzero central
projection z ∈ P and a P -bimodular u.c.p. map ψ : SXQ⊗N

(M ⊗N) → Pz such that ψ|M ⊗N is

normal. Denote by φ a weak∗ limit point of ψ ◦ θ̃i : B(L
2M)⊗N → Pz.

Now we show φ|M⊗minN = ψ. First note that for any x ∈ M ⊗min N , we have θ̃i(x) → x in the

M ⊗N -topology. To see this, one checks that (θi(a)− a)⊗ b→ 0 in the the M ⊗N -topology for
any a ∈ M and b ∈ N . Moreover, ψ is continuous from the weak M ⊗N -topology to the weak
operator topology on Pz as ψ is u.c.p. and ψ|M ⊗N is normal. Altogether, for any x ∈M ⊗minN

and any ω ∈ (Pz)∗, we have

lim
i
〈ψ(θ̃i(x)), ω〉 = lim

i
〈θ̃i(x), ω ◦ ψ〉 = 〈x, ω ◦ ψ〉,

i.e., φ(x) = limi ψ(θ̃i(x)) = ψ(x). �

Proof of Proposition 3.1. Since N has W∗CMAP, there exists a net of finite rank normal c.c.
maps φn : N → N such that φn → idN in point-weak∗ and

φ̃n := id⊗φn : B(L2M)⊗N → B(L2M)⊗min N.

Consider φ ◦ φ̃n : B(L2M)⊗N → Pz, where φ : B(L2M)⊗N → Pz is from Lemma 3.2, denote

by Φ a point weak∗ limit of φ ◦ φ̃n. For any x ∈M ⊗N and ϕ ∈ (Pz)∗, since φ̃n maps M ⊗N to

M ⊗min N and φ̃n → idM ⊗N in the point weak∗ topology, we have

〈Φ(x), ϕ〉 = lim
n
〈φ(φ̃n(x)), ϕ〉 = lim

n
〈φ̃n(x), ϕ ◦ ψ〉 = ϕ(ψ(x)),

i.e., Φ|M ⊗N = ψ. Therefore Φ : B(L2M)⊗N → Pz is a conditional expectation with Φ|M ⊗N

normal, which shows Pz is amenable relative to N in M ⊗N by [OP10]. �

Let M be a finite von Neumann algebra and N ⊂ M a von Neumann subalgebra. Recall that
M is solid relative to N if for any von Neumann subalgebra P ⊂M such that P 6≺M N , one has
P ′ ∩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 ⊂M and N has W∗CMAP, then M⊗N is solid relative to Q⊗N .

Proof. Suppose P ⊂M ⊗N is a von Neumann subalgebra such that P 6≺M ⊗N Q⊗N , from which
we obtain a sequence of unitary {un} ⊂ U(P ) with ‖EQ⊗N (xuny)‖2 → 0 for any x, y ∈ M ⊗N .

As in [DKEP23], a point weak∗ limit point φ := limnAd(un) : SXQ⊗N
(M ⊗N) → P ′ ∩ (M ⊗N)

gives a conditional expectation. Then the proof of Proposition 3.1 shows that P ′ ∩ (M ⊗N) is
amenable relative to N in M ⊗N and hence amenable relative to Q⊗N in M ⊗N . �

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 Γ be a countable discrete group with subgroups Λ and Σi, 1 ≤ i ≤ n. Suppose
Λ < Γ is almost malnormal relative to the family {Σi}

n
i=1 and each Σi is normal. Denote by X the

LΓ-boundary piece associated with LΛ and Y the LΓ-boundary piece associated with {LΣi}
n
i=1.

Then there exists a u.c.p. map φ : 〈LΓ, eLΛ〉 → q⊥Y S̃Y(LΓ)q
⊥
Y such that φ(x) = q⊥Y qXιnor(x) for

any x ∈ LΓ, where qX and qY denote the identity of KX(LΓ)
♯∗
J and KY(LΓ)

♯∗
J , respectively.
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Proof. We follow the proof in [Din24] closely. Denote by {tk}k≥1 ⊂ Γ a transversal of Γ/Λ. Set
M = LΓ, N = LΛ and uk = λtk ∈ U(M).

For each n ≥ 1, consider the c.p. map ψn : 〈M,eN 〉 → 〈M,eN 〉 given by

ψn(x) = (
∑

k≤n

ukeNu
∗
k)x(

∑

j≤n

ujeNu
∗
j).

Notice that the image of ψn lies in the ∗-algebra A0 := sp{ukaeNu
∗
j | a ∈ N, j, k ≥ 1}.

By [Din24, Lemma 3.4] , we have {ιnor(JukJeNJu
∗
kJ)}k≥1 ⊂ B(L2M)♯∗J is a family of pairwise

orthogonal projections and let e =
∑

k≥1 ιnor(JukJeNJu
∗
kJ). Set π : A0 → q⊥YB(L

2M)♯∗J q
⊥
Y to be

the linear map satisfying π(ukaeNu
∗
j ) = q⊥Y ιnor(uka)eιnor(u

∗
j)q

⊥
Y .

We first show that π is a ∗-homomorphism. Indeed, we claim that for any x ∈M , we have

(1) q⊥Y eιnor(x)eq
⊥
Y = q⊥Y ιnor(EN (x))eq⊥Y .

By normality of ιnor and EN , it suffices to check this for x ∈ CΓ. Compute

q⊥Y eιnor(x)eq
⊥
Y = Ad(q⊥Y )(

∑

k,j

ιnor((JukJeNJu
∗
kJ)x(JujJeNJu

∗
jJ))

= Ad(q⊥Y )(ιnor(EN (x))e +Ad(q⊥Y )(
∑

k 6=j

ιnor((JukJeNJu
∗
kJ)x(JujJeNJu

∗
jJ))).

Note that for x = λt ∈ CΓ, one has (JukJeNJu
∗
kJ)x(JujJeNJu

∗
jJ) = λtPt−1Λtk∩Λtj which is in

KY(M) if k 6= j since Λ is almost malnormal relative to {Σi}
n
i=1 and hence the (1) follows. Here,

for a subset S ⊂ Γ, PS denotes the orthogonal projection from ℓ2Γ to sp{δg ∈ g ∈ S}.

Moreover, we have that [e, qY] = 0. To see this, recall from Lemma 2.1 that qY = limF ιnor(eF ),
where {eF } ∈ KY(M) is an approximate unit of the form that eF is the orthogonal projection on
to sp{δg | g ∈ F (∪n

i=1Σi)F} for any finite subset F ⊂ Γ. Since JukJeNJu
∗
kJ is the projection on

to sp{δg | g ∈ Λtk}, we have [ιnor(JukJeNJu
∗
kJ), qY] = 0 by Lemma 2.2 and hence [e, qY] = 0 as

well. Together with (1), it then follows that π is a homomorphism.

We then show π is a contraction and thus π extends to the C∗-algebra A := A0
‖·‖

. To this end, it

suffices to show that for any
∑d

i=1 ukiaieNu
∗
ji
∈ A0 with ai ∈ N and ki, ji ≥ 1, and unit vectors

ξ, η ∈ H we have |〈π(
∑d

i=1 ukiaieNu
∗
ji
)ξ, η〉| ≤ ‖

∑d
i=1 ukiaieNu

∗
ji
‖, where H is the Hilbert space

on which B(L2M)♯∗J is represented.

For each k ∈ N, set Qk = q⊥Y
∑d

i=1 ιnor(PtjiΛt
−1

k
) and Rk = q⊥Y

∑d
i=1 ιnor(PtkiΛt

−1

k
). Note that

{Qk} and {Rk} are two families of pairwise orthogonal projections as for k 6= r we have QkQr =

q⊥Y
∑d

i,j=1 ιnor(PtjiΛt
−1

k
∩tjjΛt

−1
r
) = 0 and similarly RkRr = 0. Moreover, observe that

d∑

i=1

ιnor(eNu
∗
jiJu

∗
kJ)Qk = q⊥Y

d∑

i=1

ιnor(eNu
∗
jiJukJ),

d∑

i=1

ιnor(eNu
∗
kiJu

∗
kJ)Rk = q⊥Y

d∑

i=1

ιnor(eNu
∗
kiJu

∗
kJ).
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Thus we compute

|〈π(
d∑

i=1

ukiaieNu
∗
ji)ξ, η〉| ≤

∑

k≥0

|
d∑

i=1

〈q⊥Y ιnor(eNu
∗
jiJu

∗
kJ)ξ, q

⊥
Y ιnor(JukJukieNai)

∗η〉|

=
∑

k≥0

|
d∑

i=1

〈q⊥Y ιnor(eNu
∗
jiJu

∗
kJ)Qkξ, q

⊥
Y ιnor(JukJukieNai)

∗Rkη〉|

≤
∑

k≥0

‖ιnor(JukJ(
d∑

i=1

ukiaieNu
∗
ji)Ju

∗
kJ)‖‖Qkξ‖‖Rkη‖

≤ ‖
d∑

i=1

ukiaieNu
∗
ji‖.

Next we show [π(A0), ιnor(x)] = 0 for any x ∈ JMJ , and thus

ψn ◦ π : 〈M,eN 〉 → q⊥Y S̃Y(M)q⊥Y .

For this, it suffices to check that ιnor(Ju
∗
sJ)eιnor(JusJ) = e for any s ∈ Γ. Indeed, observe

that e =
∑

k≥1 ιnor(JukJeNJu
∗
kJ) is independent of the choice of traversals of Γ/Λ and Γ =

⊔k∈NtkΛ = ⊔k∈NstkΛ.

Finally, consider the sub-unital c.p. map φn := ψn ◦ π : 〈M,eN 〉 → q⊥Y S̃Y(M)q⊥Y , and denote by

φ a weak∗ limit point of φn. We claim that φ(x) = q⊥Y qXιnor(x) for any x ∈M .

In fact, for any x ∈M , we have

φ(x) = lim
n→∞

π
( ∑

0≤k,ℓ≤n

(ukEN (u∗kxuℓ)eNu
∗
ℓ)
)
= q⊥Y lim

n→∞

∑

0≤k,ℓ≤n

ιnor(ukEN (u∗kxuℓ))eιnor(u
∗
ℓ )

=q⊥Y lim
n→∞

∑

0≤k,ℓ≤n

(
ιnor(uk)eιnor(u

∗
k)
)
ιnor(x)

(
ιnor(uℓ)eιnor(u

∗
ℓ )
)
,

where the last equation follows from (1). Finally, note that by Lemma 2.3, {pk}k≥0 is a family
of pairwise orthogonal projections, where

pk := q⊥Y ιnor(uk)eιnor(u
∗
k) = q⊥Y

∑

r≥0

ιnor(JurJukeNu
∗
kJu

∗
rJ),

and
∑

k≥0 pk =
∑

k,r≥0 q
⊥
Y ιnor(JurJukeBu

∗
kJu

∗
rJ) = q⊥Y qX. Therefore, we conclude that φ(x) =

q⊥Y qXιnor(x), as desired. �

Proposition 4.2. Let Γ be a countable discrete group with two families of subgroups {Λi}
n
i=1 and

{Σi}
n
i=1 such that each Λi is almost malnormal relative to {Σj}

n
j=1 and and each Σi is normal. Set

M = LΓ and denote by X and Y the M -boundary pieces associated with {LΛi}
n
i=1 and {LΣi}

n
i=1,

respectively.

Suppose N ⊂ 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 {LΛi}

n
i=1 in M .

If there exists an N -central state ϕ : S̃Y(M) → C such that ϕ|pMp is a faithful normal state, then
there exists a partition of unity {pi}

n
i=1 ⊂ P(Z(N ′ ∩ pMp)) such that Npi is amenable relative to

LΛi in M for each 1 ≤ i ≤ n.



A UNIQUE CARTAN RESULT FOR BERNOULLI ACTIONS OF WEAKLY AMENABLE GROUPS 11

Proof. Denote by qX and qY the identities of KX(M)♯∗J and KY(M)♯∗J , respectively.

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

B(L2M) ∋ T 7→ qYιnor(T )qY ∈ qYB(L
2M)♯∗J qY.

Since KY(M) ⊂ B(L2M) is a hereditary C∗-algebra with M contained in its multiplier algebra,

we see that qYB(L
2M)♯∗J qY = KY(M)♯∗J and [qY,M ] = 0. The non-vanishing of ϕ on qY then

yields an N -central state on B(L2M) which entails that N has an amenable direct summand.

On the other hand, notice that qX ∈ S̃Y(M) as [qX, JMJ ] = 0, and we have ϕ(q⊥X ) = 0 since N
is properly proximal relative to X. In fact, it is clear that

q⊥X S̃X(M)q⊥X ⊂ B(L2M)♯∗J ∩ (JMJ)′ ⊂ S̃Y(M)

and hence restricting ϕ to q⊥X S̃X(M)q⊥X gives us anN -central state on S̃X(M). As ιnor(pSX(M)p) ⊂

S̃X(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 ϕ(q⊥Y qX) = 1. Furthermore, if we denote by Xi the

boundary piece associated with LΛi and by qi the identity of KXi
(M)♯∗J , we then have ϕ(q⊥Y qiq

⊥
Y ) >

0 for some 1 ≤ i ≤ n. This is a consequence of the facts that qX = ∨n
i=1qi and {qi}

n
i=1 are pairwise

commuting by [DKE22, Lemma 3.10].

By Lemma 4.1, we have anM -bimodular map φ : 〈M,eLΛi
〉 → q⊥Y S̃Y(M)q⊥Y for each i. Composing

with ψi := ϕ(·)/ϕ(q⊥Y qiq
⊥
Y ) yields an N -central state which is normal on M and hence we may

find some projection pi ∈ Z(N ′ ∩ pMp) such that Npi is amenable relative to LΛi in M , where
pi is the support of ψi on Z(N ′ ∩ pMp).

Lastly, we claim that ∨pi = p. Indeed, observe that ϕ(qip
⊥
i ) = 0 and [piqi, pjqj] = 0 and hence

ϕ(∨pi) ≥ ϕ(∨piqi) = ϕ(∨qi) = ϕ(p). Since ϕ|pMp is a faithful normal state, it follows that
∨pi = p. �

5. Some properties of the comultiplication map

The comultiplication map ∆ was first considered in [PV10] and has been an indispensable tool
to obtain superrigidity results (e.g. [Ioa11, IPV13]). Since our proof of Theorem 1.1 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 algebraM is isomorphic to LΛ for some group Λ, then the associated
comultiplication is given by

∆ :M ∋ ut → ut ⊗ ut ∈M ⊗M,

for t ∈ Λ, where ut ∈ LΛ is the canonical unitary corresponding to t ∈ Λ.

Observe that the comultiplication extends to an isometry V : L2M ∋ δt 7→ δt⊗ δt ∈ L2M ⊗L2M ,
and we denote by φ = Ad(V ) : B(L2M ⊗L2M) → B(L2M) the corresponding u.c.p. map.

Lemma 5.1. Let M ∼= LΛ, ∆ and φ be as above. Then the following are true.

(1) We have φ(x) = (∆−1 ◦ E∆(M))(x) and φ(JxJ) = J(∆−1 ◦ E∆(M))(x)J for any x ∈
M ⊗M , where E∆(M) :M ⊗M → ∆(M) is the normal conditional expectation.

(2) Both φ(K(L2M)⊗min B(L
2M)) and φ(B(L2M)⊗min K(L2M)) are in K(L2M).

(3) The map φ is continuous in ‖ · ‖∞,1 and ‖ · ‖∞,2.
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Proof. (1) is straightforward to check.

(2) Let {ξn} ⊂ (L2M)1 be an sequence that converges to 0 weakly and write each ξn =∑
t∈Λ αn,tδt. Since ξn → 0 weakly, for any finite subset F ⊂ Λ, we have limn→∞ ‖PF ξn‖ =

limn→∞(
∑

t∈F |αn,t|
2)1/2 = 0, where PF ∈ K(ℓ2Λ) is the finite rank projection corresponding to

F .

Then for any contraction T ∈ B(L2M), we have

‖(PF ⊗ T )V ξn‖ = ‖(1 ⊗ T )(
∑

t∈F

αn,tδt ⊗ δt)‖ ≤ (
∑

t∈F

|αn,t|
2)1/2 → 0,

as n → ∞. It then follows that φ maps K(L2M) ⊗min B(L2M) and B(L2M) ⊗min K(L2M) to
K(L2M).

(3) For any T ∈ B(L2M ⊗M), note that

‖φ(T )‖∞,1 = sup
a,b∈(M)1

〈TV â, V b̂〉 = sup
a,b∈(M)1

〈T ∆̂(a), ∆̂(b)〉 ≤ ‖T‖∞,1.

The proof for ‖ · ‖∞,2 is similar. �

Lemma 5.2. Let Λ be a countable discrete group and M = LΛ. Denote by ∆ : LΛ → LΛ⊗LΛ
the comultiplication map and X the M ⊗M -boundary piece associated with {M⊗1, 1⊗M}. Then

we have φ : K∞,1
X

(M ⊗M) → K∞,1(M), where φ is the u.c.p. map defined above.

Proof. Set Λ̃ = (Λ×{e}) ∪ ({e} ×Λ) ⊂ Λ×Λ and denote by PS : ℓ2(Λ×Λ) → sp{δt | t ∈ S} the
orthogonal projection for any subset S ⊂ Λ× Λ.

By Lemma 5.1, (2), we have φ(PF Λ̃F ) ∈ K(L2M) for any finite subset F ⊂ Λ. Denote by X0 the
hereditary C∗-subalgebra generated by {xJyJPΛ̃ | x, y ∈ C∗

r (Λ × Λ)}. By the proof of [Din24,

Lemma 3.5], we have X0 ⊂ K
∞,1
X

(M ⊗M) is dense in ‖ · ‖∞,1.

One checks that {PF Λ̃F}F forms an approximate unit in X0 and hence φ(X0) ⊂ K(L2M). More-

over, since φ is continuous in ‖ · ‖∞,1 and X0 ⊂ K
∞,1
X

(M ⊗M) is dense in ‖ · ‖∞,1 by Lemma 5.1,

(3), we conclude φ(K∞,1
X

(M ⊗M)) ⊂ K∞,1(M). �

Given a finite von Neumann algebra M with a von Neumann subalgebra N , we denote by EM
N :

M → N the normal conditional expectation.

Corollary 5.3. Let Λ be a countable discrete group and N ⊂ LΛ =: M a von Neumann subal-
gebra. Denote by ∆ : 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 φ : S̃X(M ⊗M) → S̃(N) such

that φ(x) = EM
N ◦∆−1 ◦ EM ⊗M

∆(M) (x) for all x ∈M ⊗M .

In particular, if there exists an N -central state ϕ : S̃(N) → C with ϕ|N = τN , then ψ := ϕ ◦ φ :

S̃X(M ⊗M) → C is ∆(N)-central with ψ(x) = τ(x) for any x ∈ M ⊗M , where τ is a trace on
M ⊗M .

Proof. Let φ : B(L2M ⊗ L2M) → B(L2M) be the u.c.p. map as above. By Lemma 5.1, (1),

we have φ∗ maps B(L2M)♯J to B(L2(M ⊗M))♯J and hence by taking the bidual of φ we obtain

φ̃ : (B(L2(M ⊗M))♯J )
∗ → (B(L2M)♯J)

∗, which satisfies φ̃(ιnor(x)) = ιnor(φ(x)) for any x ∈M ⊗M

and J(M ⊗M)J . Moreover, from Lemma 5.2, we have φ̃ : KX(M ⊗M) → K∞,1(M) ⊂ (K(M)♯J )
∗.

By continuity of φ̃, it follows that φ̃ : (KX(M ⊗M)♯J )
∗ → (K(M)♯J )

∗. Thus we have φ̃ :
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S̃X(M ⊗M) → S̃(M) with φ̃(x) = (∆−1 ◦ EM ⊗M
∆(M) )(x) for any x ∈ M ⊗M . Combining φ̃ with

[Din24, Lemma 3.2] yields a u.c.p. map ψ : S̃X(M ⊗M) → S̃(N) with the desired property. �

Lemma 5.4. Let Λ be an i.c.c. countable discrete group, M = LΛ and N,P ⊂M von Neumann
subalgebras with Z(N) = C. Denote by ∆ : M → M ⊗M the comultiplication map given by
M = LΛ.

Suppose there exist some nonzero projection p ∈ ∆(N)′ ∩ (M ⊗M) and some partial isometry
v ∈M ⊗M such that v∗(∆(N)p)v ⊂ P ⊗M and vv∗ = p.

Then there exists a c.c.p. map φ : B(L2(P ⊗M)) → B(L2N) such that

(1) For any x ∈ P ⊗M we have φ(x) = (∆−1 ◦ EM ⊗M
∆(N) )(pvxv∗p).

(2) For any y ∈ N , we have φ(J(v∗∆(y)pv)J) = τ(p)JyJ , where τ is the trace on M ⊗M .
(3) Denoting by XP⊗1 the P ⊗M boundary piece associated with {P ⊗ 1}, we have φ maps

K
∞,1
XP⊗1

(P ⊗M) to K∞,1(N).

Proof. Setting q = v∗v, we have pv = vq and hence v∗(∆(N)p)v = (v∗∆(N)v)q and [q, v∗∆(N)v] =
0. We may extend v to a unitary u ∈M ⊗M , which satisfies uq = vq and pu = pv, and it follows
that v∗(∆(N)p)v = (u∗∆(N)u)q with [q, u∗∆(N)u] = 0.

Put N1 = u∗∆(N)u and τ to be the canonical trace on M ⊗M .

Since N is a factor, the map V0 : L
2(N1, τ) ∋ x̂→ qx̂ ∈ L2(N1q, τ) has norm τ(q)1/2 and Ad(V0) :

B(L2(N1q, τ)) → B(L2(N1, τ)) satisfies Ad(V0)(qx) = τ(q)x and Ad(V0)(JqxJ) = τ(q)JxJ for
any x ∈ N1.

Consider

V : L2N
∆
−→ L2(∆(N), τ)

u∗Ju∗J
−−−−−→ L2(N1, τ)

V0−→ L2(N1q, τ)
ι
−→ L2(P ⊗M, τ),

where ι : L2(N1q, τ) → L2(P ⊗M, τ) is the inclusion map, and set

φ := Ad(V ) : B(L2(P ⊗M, τ)) → B(L2N).

For any a ∈ N , one checks that V â = u∗∆(a)uq̂ and thus φ(x) = ∆−1 ◦ E∆(N)(uqxqu
∗) for

x ∈ P ⊗M , and φ(J(u∗∆(y)uq)J) = τ(p)JyJ for any y ∈ N . In particular, τ(p)−1φ is a u.c.p.
map.

Now we show φ(K∞,1
XP ⊗ 1

(P ⊗M)) ⊂ K∞,1(N). Indeed, from Lemma 5.1, (2) and (3), we see that if

ai ∈ (N)1 is a sequence converging to 0 weakly, then ‖K∆(âi)‖ → 0 for anyK ∈ KXM⊗1
(M ⊗M).

It follows that
‖Ku∗∆(ai)uq̂‖ = ‖Ku∗Jqu∗J∆(âi)‖ → 0,

as i → ∞ for any K ∈ KXM⊗1
(M ⊗M), since KXM⊗1

(M ⊗M) is invariant under pre and post

composition withM ⊗M and J(M ⊗M)J . Since Ad(eP ⊗M ) : K∞,1
XM⊗1

(M ⊗M) → K
∞,1
XP⊗1

(P ⊗M)

is onto, we have
φ(K∞,1

XP⊗1
(P ⊗M)) ⊂ K∞,1(N).

�

Corollary 5.5. Let Λ be an i.c.c. countable discrete group, P ⊂ M := LΛ a von Neumann
subalgebra and N ⊂M a subfactor. Denote by ∆ :M →M ⊗M the comultiplication map.

Suppose there exist a nonzero projection p ∈ ∆(N)′∩(M ⊗M) and a partial isometry v ∈M ⊗M

such that v∗(∆(N)p)v ⊂M ⊗P and vv∗ = p. Then there exists a c.c.p. map φ : S̃XP⊗1
(P ⊗M) →

S̃(N) such that φ(ιnor(x)) = (ιnor ◦∆
−1 ◦ EM ⊗M

∆(N) )(pvxv∗p) for any x ∈ P ⊗M .
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In particular, if there exists an N -central state ϕ : S̃(N) → C with ϕ|N = τ , then ψ := ϕ ◦ φ :

S̃XP⊗1
(P ⊗M) → C is v∗(∆(N)p)v-central and ψ(x) = τ(qxq) for x ∈ P ⊗M , where q = v∗v.

Proof. This follows from Lemma 5.4, similar to the argument in Corollary 5.3. �

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 Γ be a countable discrete group that is i.c.c. and nonamenable. Suppose
Γ is non properly proximal with Λcb(Γ) = 1, and L(Z ≀ Γ) ∼= LΛ for some group Λ. Then there
exists a unitary u ∈ LΛ such that u∗∆(LΓ)u ⊂ LΓ⊗LΓ, where ∆ : LΛ → LΛ⊗LΛ is the
comultiplication map.

Proof. Set M = L(Z ≀ Γ) and N = ∆(LΓ). Since (Z ≀ Γ) × (Z ≀ Γ) is biexact relative to {Γ ×
(Z ≀ Γ), (Z ≀ Γ)× Γ} [BO08, Chapter 15], and N has no amenable direct summand, we have N is
properly proximal relative to {LΓ⊗M,M ⊗LΓ} in M ⊗M as well by [DP23].

Furthermore, as Γ is non properly proximal, we have a LΓ-central state ϕ0 : S̃(LΓ) → C such

that ϕ|LΓ = τ , which yields an N -central state ϕ : S̃X(M ⊗M) → C with ϕ|M ⊗M = τ by

Corollary 5.3, where X denotes the M ⊗M -boundary piece associated with {M ⊗ 1, 1⊗M}.

Observe that Γ < Z ≀ Γ is almost malnormal and thus Γ × (ZΓ ⋊ Γ) (resp. (ZΓ ⋊ Γ) × Γ) is
almost malnormal relative to {e} × (ZΓ ⋊ Γ) (resp. (ZΓ ⋊ Γ) × {e}) in (Z ≀ Γ) × (Z ≀ Γ). Now
we are in the situation which Proposition 4.2 applies to, with Λ1 = Γ× (Z ≀ Γ),Λ2 = (Z ≀ Γ)× Γ,
and Σ1 = {e} × (Z ≀ Γ),Σ2 = (Z ≀ Γ) × {e}, and it follows that there exists a partition of unity
p1, p2 ∈ Z(N ′ ∩ (M ⊗M)) such that Np1 is amenable relative to LΓ⊗M in M ⊗M , and Np2 is
amenable relative to M ⊗LΓ in M ⊗M .

Since Γ is nonamenable, we have N is strongly nonamenable relative to 1 ⊗ M and M ⊗ 1,
N 6≺M ⊗M L(⊕ΓZ)⊗M and N 6≺M ⊗M M ⊗L(⊕ΓZ) by [IPV13, Proposition 7.2]. It then
follows from Proposition 2.6 that we may find partial isometries v1, v2 ∈ M ⊗M such that
v∗1(Np1)v1 ⊂M ⊗LΓ with v1v

∗
1 = p1, and v

∗
2(Np2)v2 ⊂ LΓ⊗M with v2v

∗
2 = p2.

We then consider N1 := v∗1(Np1)v1. One checks that since N is strongly nonamenable relative to
1⊗M in M ⊗M , we have N1 is also strongly nonamenable relative to 1⊗LΓ in M ⊗LΓ. Thus
by Proposition 3.1, one has N1 is properly proximal relative to LΓ⊗LΓ.

By Corollary 5.5, we have ψ : S̃X1⊗LΓ
(M ⊗LΓ) → C is an N1-central state with ψ(q1xq1) =

τ(p1)
−1τ(q1xq1) for x ∈ M ⊗LΓ, where q1 = v∗1v1. We may then apply Proposition 4.2, which

yields that N1 is amenable relative to LΓ⊗LΓ in M ⊗LΓ.

As N1 6≺M ⊗LΓ L(⊕ΓZ)⊗LΓ, by invoking Proposition 2.6 one more time, we obtain a partial
isometry w1 ∈M ⊗LΓ such that w∗

1N1w1 ⊂ LΓ⊗LΓ and w1w
∗
1 = q1.

Similarly, we obtain a partial isometry w2 ∈ LΓ⊗M such that w∗
2(v

∗
2Np2v2)w2 ⊂ LΓ⊗LΓ and

w2w
∗
2 = v2v

∗
2 .

Finally, observe that Ad(v2w2)(p2) ∈ LΓ⊗LΓ and 1−Ad(v1w1)(p1) ∈ LΓ⊗LΓ are equivalent as
p1+p2 = 1. Thus we may find a partial isometry w′

2 ∈ LΓ⊗Γ that implements their equivalence.
Set u = v1w1 + v2w2w

′
2 and one verifies that u is a unitary and u∗Nu ⊂ LΓ⊗LΓ. �

Proof of Theorem 1.1. This follows directly from the proof of [IPV13, Theorem 8.2], as its step
1 is established in Proposition 6.1. �
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The following elementary lemma may be derived directly from [Ioa11, Theorem 6.2]. We never-
theless give a straightforward proof.

Lemma 6.2. Let H be an abelian group and Γ be an i.c.c. group that acts on H by automorphisms.

Suppose Γy Ĥ is conjugate to the Bernoulli action Γy [0, 1]Γ. Then for any nontrivial normal
abelian subgroup K ⊳H ⋊ Γ, we have K < H.

Proof. First we show that K ∩ H is nontrivial. Indeed, from K ∩ H = {e} one sees that K is
in the centralizer of H in H ⋊ Γ. As LH ⊂ L(H ⋊ Γ) is maximal abelian, we have LK ⊂ LH,
contradicting K ∩H = {e}.

We denote by ES the conditional expectation from ⊗ ΓL
∞([0, 1]) to ⊗ SL

∞([0, 1]) for a subset
S ⊂ Γ. For any function f ∈ ⊗ ΓL

∞([0, 1]) and any ε > 0, one may consider

Ff,ε := {t ∈ Γ | ‖Pt(f)− f‖2 > ε},

where Pt = EΓ\{t}. We show that for a non-scalar f , we may find some ε such that Ff,ε is a
nonempty finite set.

If Ff,ε was empty for any ε > 0, then one would have Pt(f) = f for any t ∈ Γ and hence
(
∏

t∈S Pt)(f) = f for any finite S ⊂ Γ. For any ε > 0, take S ⊂ Γ a finite set such that
‖ES(f)− f‖2 < ε. Then ‖τ(f)− f‖2 = ‖(

∏
t∈S Ps)(ES(f)− f)‖2 < ε and hence f = τ(f).

To see Ff,ε is finite for any ε > 0, we may find some finite subset S ⊂ Γ such that ‖f−ES(f)‖2 <
ε/2. Notice that for any t /∈ S, we have Pt(ES(f)) = ES(f) and hence Pt(f) − f = Pt(f −
ES(f)) +ES(f))− f . As Pt is ‖ · ‖2-continuous, we have ‖Pt(f)− f‖2 ≤ 2‖f −ES(f))‖2 < ε for
t /∈ S.

SinceK∩H is nontrivial, we may take some nontrivial g ∈ K∩H and view λg ∈ LH ∼= L∞([0, 1])Γ

as a function that is not a scalar as τL(H⋊Γ)(λg) = 0. Thus we may find some ε > 0 such that
Fg := Fλg ,ε ⊂ Γ is a finite nonempty set. Note that if s ∈ Γ fixes g, then sFg = Fg as

πt(σs(f)) = πs−1t(f) for any t ∈ Γ, where we denote by σ the Bernoulli action Γy [0, 1]Γ.

For any hs ∈ K with h ∈ H and s ∈ Γ, since K is abelian and normal, we have [hs, tgt−1] = e
for any t ∈ Γ. In particular, this implies t−1stFg = Fg for any t ∈ Γ, which in turn shows that
{t−1st | t ∈ Γ} is finite, as Fg ⊂ Γ is a nonempty finite set. As Γ is i.c.c., we conclude s must be
trivial and hence K < H. �

Proof of Theorem 1.2. Suppose Γ is in addition properly proximal, this follows from [BIP21,
Theorem 1.5].

If Γ is non properly proximal, then by Theorem 1.1 one obtains the conclusion of [IPV13, Theorem

8.2]: there exists a group isomorphism δ : Ŷ ⋊Λ → H ⋊Γ for some abelian group H and Γy αH
by automorphisms, a ∗-isomorphism θ : L(H) → L(⊕ΓZ) satisfying θ ◦αg = σg ◦θ for all g ∈ Γ, a

character η : Z≀Γ → C and a unitary w ∈ L(Z≀Γ) such that the isomorphism π : L(Ŷ⋊Λ) = L(Z≀Γ)
is given by π = Ad(w) ◦ πη ◦ πθ ◦ πδ, with

πδ : L(Ŷ ⋊ Λ) ∋ λg → λδ(g) ∈ L(H ⋊ Γ),

πθ : L(H)⋊ Γ ∋ aug 7→ θ(a)ug ∈ L(⊕ΓZ)⋊ Γ,

πη : L(Z ≀ Γ) ∋ λg → η(g)λg ∈ L(Z ≀ Γ).

By Lemma 6.2, we have δ(Ŷ ) < H and hence Ad(w∗) ◦ π(L∞(Y )) = L(⊕ΓZ). �
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