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ON CONJUGATE SYSTEMS WITH RESPECT TO COMPLETELY POSITIVE MAPS

YOONKYEONG LEE

ABSTRACT. We study the operator-valued partial derivative associated with covariance matrices on a von
Neumann algebra B. We provide a cumulant characterization for the existence of conjugate variables and
study some structure implications of their existence. Namely, we show that the center of the von Neumann
algebra generated by B and its relative commutant is the center of B.

Introduction

The free Fisher information and free entropy introduced by Voiculescu are analogues of these quantities in
classical probability theory and have been useful tools in the study of von Neumann algebras. In particular,
using a nonmicrostates approach, Dabrowski showed in [Dab10] that W*(z1, ..., 2,) is factor when the free
Fisher information ®*(z1,...,z,) is finite. Operator-valued free probability has also been a topic of interest
in the last three decades since Voiculescu introduced operator-valued free product (See [Voi85, Voi95, Spe98,
Shl99, Shl00, MGC05,BBL21,1t024]). The goal of this paper is to extend Dabrowski’s results to the operator-
valued setting, where the coefficient algebra C is replaced with a von Neumann subalgebra B.

Let (M, T) be a tracial von Neumann algebra with a von Neumann subalgebra B < M and assume that
M is generated by B and a tuple of self-adjoint operators x = (z;);c;. Then we consider a derivation 0,
on B(x) valued in a correspondence L?(M X, M, T) over M, which is determined by a covariance matrix 7
on B (see Definition 2.1). This derivation is a multivariate version of the one considered by Shlyakhtenko
in [Shl00]. A (B,n)-conjugate system is then a tuple of vectors (& )ie; € L?(M,7) which implement an
integration-by-parts formula relative to 9, (see Definition 2.2). We utilize a combination of combinatorial
techniques of Mai, Speicher, and Weber [MSW17], Popa’s intertwining theorem [Pop06], and Dabrowski’s
derivation methods [Dab10] to show the following:

Theorem A (Theorem 4.3). Let (M, 7) be a tracial von Neumann algebra generated by a von Neumann
algebra B and self-adjoint operators {x;};,c;. Assume that a (B, n)-conjugate system exists for {x;};cr and
a covariance matrix n = (0;; Eg); jer. Then

Z(BV (B'NM)) = Z(B).

As an immediate consequence of Theorem A, one has Z(M) = Z(B) when z; € B'NM (see Corollary 4.4).
This recovers Dabrowski’s factoriality result from [Dab10] when B = C. This also recaptures Z(M) = Z(B)
for a von Neumann algebra M generated by B and a B-valued semicircular family (see [Sh199, Example
3.2, 3.3(b)]). Thus Theorem A can be viewed as a generalization to tuples x that are close to a B-valued
semicircular family in the sense that they admit a (B, n)-conjugate system. To prove the above theorem, we
first show the von Neumann algebras B (Ep/nas(2;))” do not intertwine into B inside of BV (B’ N M). This
implies, in particular, that there are no B (Ep:nar(x;))”-central vectors in L2(BV(B'NM)X, BV (B'NM), ),
which then allows us to implement the same strategy used by Dabrowski.

Our next theorem is critical in showing the lack of intertwining mentioned above. We use an argument
similar to Mai, Speicher and Weber, which relies on the closability of 9;, when (B, n)-conjugate system exists.
Recall that we say a self-adjoint element x has no atoms in B when ker(xz — b) = 0 for all self-adjoint b € B
(see [Section 2] [BBL21])

Theorem B (Theorem 3.5). Let (M, 7) be a tracial von Neumann algebra generated by a von Neumann
algebra B and self-adjoint operators {z;};c;. Assume that a (B, n)-conjugate system exists for {z; };c; and
a covariance matrix n with n;; = Ep for all © € I. Then z; has no atoms in B.
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We additionally obtain a characterization for (B, n)-conjugate systems in terms of B-valued cumulants

(ng))deN. It is often easier to work with cumulants rather than directly with moments—particularly in the
operator-valued case—and in our setting it allows us to more easily confirm examples such as B-valued semi-
circular systems (see Examples 2.5, 2.6). In the scalar-valued setting (i.e. B = C), such a characterization
was obtained in [NSS02]. In the operator-valued setting, we show the following:

Theorem C (Theorem 2.4). Let (M, 7) be a tracial von Neumann algebra generated by a von Neumann
algebra B and self-adjoint operators {x;};c; and n a covariance matrix on B. Then &; is a conjugate variable
for x; if and only if for all b,by,...,bs € B and i1,...,iq € I one has

K (€:b) =0,
2
ﬁgﬁl)(fi @by, ® -+ © bawi,) = 0,d > 2

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 1, we review several topics necessary for this paper in-
cluding correspondences, operator-valued semicircular operators, operator-valued combinatorics, and Popa’s
intertwining theorem. In Section 2, we define the n-partial derivative with respect to a completely positive
map 7 : B — B® B((?(I)), and we define (B,n)-conjugate systems. There we also prove Theorem C and
present some examples. In Section 3, we establish some technical bounds for n-partial derivatives and prove
Theorem B. Section 4 is devoted to the proof of Theorem A.
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1. Preliminaries

Throughout the paper, M denotes a von Neumann algebra equipped with a faithful normal tracial state 7,
and we call the pair (M, 7) a tracial von Neumann algebra. We will use lattice notation: B < M denotes that
B is a von Neumann subalgebra of M and B; V By denotes the von Neumann algebra generated by two von
Neumann subalgebras By, By < M. We denote the center of a von Neumann algebra by Z(M) := M’ N M.
L?(M, 1) denotes the Hilbert space from the GNS construction associated to 7 with (a,b)_ = 7(a*b), the
norm induced by 7 on L?(M,7) is denoted by | - ||» and J. denotes the canonical conjugation operator on
L?(M, 7) which is determined by J,(z) = 2* for z € M.

Given two von Neumann algebras N, M, a N, M -correspondence is a Hilbert space H equipped with two
normal unital x-homomorphisms

A:N = B(H), p:M — B(H)

such that A(x)p(y) = p(y)A(x) for all z € N,y € M. We write €y := A(z)p(y)¢ for £ € H. When N = M,
H is called a (von Neumann) correspondence over M. For a correspondence H over M and a von Neumann
subalgebra B < M, we say £ € H is a B-central vector if b€ = &b for all b € B.
Let A be a C*-algebra. An inner-product A-module is a linear space E which is a A-module together with

amap Ex E— A: (x,y) — (x| y), such that

(1) (@ |oy+Bz)y =alz|y)s+B8(x|2)4

(2) (z |ya), = (z|y),a

(3) (] )a = (] 0}

(4) (x| x), > 0 with equality if and only if x =0
for 2,y € E, a € A and o, B € C. If E is an inner product A-module, for x € E, ||z|| = || (z | z), [|*/? is a
norm on E. We say an inner-product A-module is a Hilbert A-module if it is complete with respect to its
norm. We also have a module version of the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality:

|<:v|y>A|2§||<926|:C>A||<y|y>,4-
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For two Hilbert A-modules E, F', define the set of adjointable maps L(E, F) to be the set of all maps ¢ : E — F
for which there is a map t* : F' — E such that (tz | y), = (x| t*y), for all z € E,y € F. Such maps are
automatically A-linear and bounded (see [Lan95]). A C*-correspondence over A is Hilbert A-module E along
with a x-homomorphism pg : A — L(FE). We refer to ¢ as the left action of a C*-correspondence E which
we will simply write ax for ¢ (a)z. For further details, see [Kat04] and [Lan95].

1.1 B-valued semicircular operators We recall the notion of an B-valued semicircular system from
[Sh199, Section 2]. Let B be a von Neumann algebra with a normal faithful tracial state 7 and 7;; : B — B
linear maps with 4, j in a countable index set I. Let {e; ; € B({*>(I)): i,j € I} be a family of matrix units and
define  : B — B®B((%(I)) by n(b) := > i jer Mij(b)®eg . If n is normal and completely positive, it is called a
covariance matriz. Fix someig € I, and for each € I define e; := (15®1p(s2(1)))eii,- Then by [Sh199, Lemma
2.2| there exists a unique C*-correspondence over B, which we will denote B X,, B, spanned by the e;’s and
satisfying (ae;b | ce;d) , = b*nij(a*c)d. Define L?*(B X, B,T) to be the von Neumann correspondence over

B such that L?(BX, B,7) = BX,, B’ to be the closure of B X,, B with respect to the inner product
(aeb, cejd) = 7 ({aeb | ce;d) z) = 7 (b*nij(a*c)d).

Note that BX,, B and L?(BX,, B, 7) admit the natural left and right actions of B and the latter are normal.
Consider the full Fock space

F=BoP(BR, B)*E,
n>0
and B-linear operators L(e;) on F defined by

L(ez)b =€; " b,

Lie) 1@ Qrg=¢;, 021 Q- Q xq.
Denote its completion with respect to the inner product (-,-) = 7({- | -)5) by F», and let L,(e;) denote the
unique bounded extension of L(e;) to F. The family of operators s; := L,(e;) + L. (e;)* for i € I is called
a B-valued semicircular family with covariance n, and one denotes ®(B,n) := (BU{s; :i € I})" < B(F,).
Recall from [Sh199, Lemma 2.10] that there exists a normal conditional expectation Ep : ®(B,n) — B and
from [Sh199, Proposition 2.20] that if 7(n;;(a)b) = 7(an,;(b)) holds for all 4,5 € I and a,b € B, 7o Ep is
tracial on ®(B, 7). Moreover, in this case Ep is faithful by [Shl99, Proposition 5.2].

1.2 Operator-valued combinatorics Combinatorics over the lattice of non-crossing partitions has
provided many insights to free probability theory, particularly through cumulants which provide a way to
“linearize” free independence. In [Spe98], Speicher generalized this combinatorial approach to the operator-
valued case. Let NC(d) denote the set of all non-crossing partitions of {1, ...,d}. Let B be a unital algebra
and A a B-B-bimodule. A®% denotes the d-fold B-tensor product of A with itself which is also a B-B-

bimodule over B. That is, A®S s spanned by elements of the form:
(a1 @B - ®@ar@bagt1 @B - ®aq) = (a1 ®p -+ Qp arb VB k41 OB -+ ® ay)

for ay,...,aq € Aand b € B. I will suppress the subscript B from the notation ® g and use ® for convenience.
For each d € N, let f(@ : A®% — B be a linear B-B-bimodule map. Then define the corresponding
B-valued multiplicative function

(NC(d) x A®5) —» B

C8

f

S

T a1®"'®ad)l—>f(7T)[CL1®"'®CLd]

Il
—~

where f(m)[a1 ® - - ® aq) is defined recursively as follows: if 7 = m; U Lk, then
fma@--®ad = fr)a @ a1 fFH N, @ @ a) @a @ @ ag).

For example, when 7 = {1,4} U {2,3}, f(m)[a1 ® az ® a3 ® aq] = @ (a1 f? (a2 ® az) ® as). Two important
examples of multiplicative maps come from conditional expectations and their associated cumulants.
3
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Let B < M be an inclusion of von Neumann algebras and let Ep : M — B be faithful normal conditional
expectation. Then viewing M as a B-B-bimodule, the B-valued multiplicative function Ep = (Egi) :
Me®Bd B)en defined by

E](;)(al Ras @ Qayq) = Eg(ajaz---aq)
is called the moment function. A multiplicative kg = (Ii(Bd) : M®8? 5 B) e is called the cumulant function
if K5)(1) = 1 and

/q(g_l)(al®"'®akak+l®"'®ad) :H(éi)(a1®"'®ak®ak+1®"'®ad)

+ Z Kp(m)a1 ® -+ ®ar ® apy1 @ -+ @ ag)
TeNC(d),|w|=2
kot r k41
where k %, k + 1 denotes when k and k + 1 are not in the same block of 7. Then EB and Rp satisfy the
moment-cumulant formulas:
kp=FEpxpu and Ep =kp*(.

where p is the Mobius function and the inverse of the zeta function ¢ (see more details in [Spe98, Example
1.2.2 and Proposition 3.2.3]). The latter can be written explicitly as:

Ep(ai---aq) = Z kp(m)lar ®as ® - -+ ® aq)

TeENC(d)
=k @ ®a)+ Y. wpa® - ©ad. (1)
TeENC(d)
Tr}.tld

where m = 1,4 denotes m being only one block of {1,...,d}. As an illustration, when d = 2, we have

Ep(aias) = rp({1,2})(a1 ® a2) + kp({1} U {2}) (a1 @ a2) = x5 (a1 @ az) + £ (a1)rG (a2).  (2)
When d = 3, it is easy to check

Iig)(al X as ® a3) = EB(alagag) — EB(al)EB(a2a3) — EB(alEB(ag)ag)
—EB(alag)EB(ag) —I—ZEB(CLl)EB(CLQ)EB(CLg). (3)

Note that ng)(al ® - ®aq) =0if a; € B for some ¢ € {1,..,d}. Recall from [Spe98, Section 3.3] that
for a family of subalgebras (4;);e; with B C A; for all ¢ € I, we say the subalgebras (4;);cs are free with
amalgamation over B if Eg(ay ---aq) = 0 whenever a; € Aj,,j1 # j2 # -+ # ja and Ep(a;) =0 for all i € I.

Equivalently, mg)(al ® -+ ® aq) = 0 whenever the a;’s are not all from the same subalgebra A;.

1.3 Popa’s intertwining theorem In case of B = C, Dabrowski’s proof in [Dab10] required diffuseness

of C (z;)" to argue that there is no vectors in L>(M&M) that are x;-central. Similarly, in operator-valued
case we need a tool to argue absence of central vectors.

Theorem 1.1. [Pop06, Theorem 2.1 and Corollary 2.3] Assume a von Neumann algebra M has a faithful
normal tracial state T and A, B < M are unital von Neumann subalgebras. Then the following are equivalent:

(1) There exist projections p € P(A), ¢ € P(B), a nonzero partial isometry v € ¢Mp and a unital
normal x-homomorphism 6 : pAp — qBq satisfying

O(pap)v = v(pap).
foralla € A.
(2) There does not exist a net of unitaries (u;)icr C A such that lim; o || Ep(zuy)||- = 0 for any
x,y € M.
(3) There exists a A-B-correspondence K < L*(M,T) such that dimp(K) < cc.

If either of the statements mentioned in the above Theorem holds, we say a corner of A embeds into B
inside M and write A <)y B. We say M is diffuse relative to B if M #£3; B. Using Theorem 1.1.(3), one
can show the following lemma which we will use in Section 4.

4
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Lemma 1.2. Assume M has a faithful normal tracial state and A, B < M are unital von Neumann subal-
gebras. Then M < B implies A <4 B.

2. (B,n)-conjugate systems

Let (M, ) be a tracial von Neumann algebra, let B < M be a unital von Neumann subalgebra, and let
x = (;)ier C M be a tuple of self-adjoint operators indexed by a countable set I. We write B(x) for the
x-algebra generated by B and the set {z;: i € I}, and we will assume that M = B(x)"”. Since M has a
faithful normal tracial state, there exists a unique normal faithful conditional expectation Eg : M — B
satisfying 7 = 7 o Ep. Let {e;; € B(¢*(I)): i,j € I} be a family of matrix units and n: B — B ® B(¢*(I))
be a covariance matrix on B given by

() ==Y m;(b) @ ey
ijel

We will still denote n:=mno0 Ep: M — B® B({*(I)) C M ® B(¢*(I)) and we assume
7(nij (a)b) = 7(an;i (b)).

Recall from the Section 1.1, we define a C*-correspondence M X, M over M and a von Neumann correspon-
dence L?(M X, M, T) over M with respect to 7. The inner product on L*(M K, M, ) is

(aeib,cejd) = 7 ({ae;b | ce;d),,) =7 (b*ni;(a*c)d).

The norm induced by the above inner product is denoted by || - ||2-

Now we define a partial derivative on B(x) with respect to a completely positive map 7. Note that this
previously appeared in work of Shlyakhtenko [Shl00] in the one variable case and in work of Meng, Guo, and
Cao [MGCO05] in the case that 7; ; = 0; jEB.

Definition 2.1. The n-partial derivative 9, : B(x) — L*(M X, M, 1) is the linear mapping that satisfying
Op(xi) = €; 1€l
8,(b)=0 be B,
and the Leibniz rule 9, (pq) = 0,(p) - ¢+ p - 0y(q) for p,q € B(x). That is,

d
6,7(b0:v1-1b1 s xidbd) = Z bo.’L‘il s 'bk—leikbk s xidbd'
k=1

Note that 0, may not be well-defined in general due to algebraic relations between B and x. One way
to avoid this difficulty is to simply assume that B and x are algebraically free, but this excludes B-valued
semicircular operators which commute with B (see [Ito24, Lemma 7.1]). Another way is to define 0, on
abstract polynomials with coefficients in B and then evaluate in the tuple x after, but it turns out that
under our standard hypothesis 0, is always well defined (see Remark 2.3).

With this derivative, we have a generalized definition of the conjugate variables from [Shl00, Definition
3.3].

Definition 2.2. We say & € L?(M,7) is the ith (B, n)-conjugate variable for x if it satisfies

(§i:p), = (ei,y(p))  p € B(x). (4)
More explicitly, for all ji,...,jq € I and by, b1,...,bq € B one has

d

(&isbowji by -+ wj,ba) = > 7 (Mijy (bowj, - - bk—1)Ep (b -+~ x5,b4)) -
k=1

If such elements &; exist for each i € I, we say the tuple (§;):cs is a (B, n)-conjugate system for x.

In the case of B = C and n;; = 7d;;, a (B,n)-conjugate system corresponds to the conjugate system for

x introduced by Voiculescu in [Voi98, Definition 3.1]. Note that (4) uniquely determines &; because of the

density of B(x) in L*(M, ), and it is equivalent to saying & = &;(e;). Thus e; is in the domain of 8 when
5
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the ith (B, n)-conjugate variable exists, and, in fact, we will later see that B(x) - e; - B(x) C dom(J;) (see
Proposition 3.1 below).

We also remark that the (B,n)-conjugate variables are self-adjoint in the sense that J.&; = &. To see
this, we define J : L2 (M X, M, 1) — L*(M X, M, 7) by J(ae;b) = b*e;a*. Then J is conjugate linear and the
property 7(n;;(a)b) = 7(an;;(b)) ensures that J is an isometry. One also has J0,(p) = 0, (p*) for p € B(x),
which can be seen directly from the definition of the n-partial derivative. Thus we have

(P, Jr&i)y = (& P") 7 = (€3, On(P7)) = (ei, JOy(p)) = (Oy(p), J€i) = (On(p), €i) = (P, &),
for all p € B(x).

Remark 2.3. Consider the algebra B (t) as the (algebraic) free product of B and the algebra of non-
commutative polynomials in abstract self-adjoint variables ¢; for ¢ € I. One may consider a derivation 577
from B (t) to @,.; B (t) ® B (t) determined by dy(b) =0, ,(t;) = (1 ® 1);, linearity, and the Leibniz rule.
Define an evaluation map ev,, : EBleI (t) ® B (t) — M K, M by ev,((a ®b);) = evx(a)e; evx(b) where the
evaluation map evy: B (t) — B(x) is given by mapping t; — ;.

Bit) —2 PBE) B )
el

B (x) M X, M
Then one could define the ith (B, n)-conjugate system &; € L?(M, ) satisfying:
(&, evx(P)), = {ei,evy 08,(P) )

for all P € B(t). If a (B,n)-conjugate system exists, then ker(evy) C ker(ev,, 0d,) by the following compu-
tation: if evx(P(t)) =0, then for any Py, P, € B (t) and ¢ € I one has

0= <eVX(P1)er(P) er(P2)7§i>q- = <er(P1PP2)7§i>T

= ((evy 00,)(PLPPy), 1)
- <e ( (Py)PPy + P3,(P)Ps + PlPén(Pg)) e>
- < ov,y 00y ) (P1) - v (P) evx(P2) + evy(Py) - (evy 08,)(P) - evx (P2) + evx(P1) evs(P) - (evy 8y)(Pa), ei>
_ <e - (evy 08,)(P) evx(Pg),ei>
< ev,y 08,)(P), evx(P1)*e; evx(Pg)*> - <(evn 00, (P), evy (PF @ P;)i)>

Since ev,, is surjective, ev, 0d,(P) is orthogonal to M X, M, ev, 0d,(P) = 0. Thus, 8, factors through to
the quotient B (t) / ker(evx) = B (x) and the resulting (well-defined) map is precisely 0,,. ]

We will next produce a characterization for the (B, n)-conjugate system using B-valued cumulants, which
will help us yield concrete examples. First note that the B-valued cumulant function xp can be partially
extended to L?(M, ) as follows. For a € M we have

IEB(a)ll7 = 7 (Ep(a)"Ep(a)) < 7o Ep(a*a) = 7(a*a) = [al}
so that Ep can be extended to a bounded linear map Ep: L?(M,7) — L?(B, 7). Moreover, this map remains

B-bimodular: for by, by € B and (ay)neny C M converging to & € L2(M, ) one has
EB(bl . 5 . bz) = nh_)II;o EB(blanbg) = nh_)II;o blEB(an)bz = bl . EB(g) . bg.

It follows that Egi) for each d € N can be extended to allow one input to be from L?(M,7) (and the rest
from M), with the output valued in L?(B, 7). Using the moment-cumulant formula, one can then likewise
extend each H(éi). We have the following cumulant characterization.

6
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Theorem 2.4 (Theorem C). Let (M, 7) be a tracial von Neumann algebra generated by a von Neumann
algebra B and self-adjoint operators {x;};cr and 1 a covariance matrix on B. Then &; is the ith (B,n)-
conjugate variable for x if and only if for all b,b1,...,bq € B and j,i1,...,iq € I one has

ki (€)= 0,
2
wig (6 ® bj) = i (b), - (5)
K(BdJrl)(gi X blxil R---QR bdxid) =0,d>2
Proof. If &; is a conjugate variable for z;, using the equation (2), for any b’ € B,
7(k) (€)= T(Ep(&)Y) = (€, b), = {ei, 9 (b0)) = 0,
hence Iig)(fib) = 0. The second part is,

(55 (& @ bay)) =7 (BE (6 @ bagt') — vy (€0)n (b))
7 (Ep(&ibx;b))
= ubij/>
= (es, On(bz;b))
= (e;,be;b")y = 7 (1;; (b))
The remaining formulas will be established by induction on d > 2. When d = 2, by the equation (3) one has
Hg) (& ® b1z, ® bawy,) = Ep(&bixi, bawy,) — E(&)Ep(bixi, bawi,) — Ep(&ER(bixy, )bai,)
— Ep(&bixi, )E(baxi,) + 2Ep(&) Ep (b2, ) Ep(bawi,)
= Ep(&ibizi, baxi,) — Ep (& EB(bixi, )bati,) — Ep(&ibi2i, ) Ep (b, )

so that
T(“g) (& @ b1z, @ baw,)b') = (&, bimi, baxi, b)) — (&, Eg(b124, )baxi, ') — (&, b1y, Ep(bawiy b))
= 7(Niiy (b1)b24, b)) + T(0si, (b124,b2)Y)
= 7(Mii (Ep (b1, )b2)b") — T(1isy (b1) Ep (bo4,"))
=0
For d > 2, recall from the moment-cumulant formula (1), one has
B @ b, @ - @ bawi,) = KD (& @ bias, © -+ @ by, ) + Z kp(T)[6 @ b17i, @ - @ baxi,].

rENC(d+1)
LES PR

Then assume by induction that n(k+1)(§i @bz, @+ - Qbgx;,) =0for all 2 < k < d—1. Then ¢ has to be
in a block of 7 of size 2 in order for kp(7)[&; ® bizi;, ® -+ ® brx;, | to be non-zero. Decompose each such 7
asm = {1,k} Um Ung, where m € NC(k —1) is viewed as a partition on {2,...,k—1} and mp € NC(d — k)
is viewed as a partition on {k 4+ 1,...,d}. Then the second term of above equation becomes

d
Z fig) (fi Z kp(m)[bizi, ® -+ ® b1z, ] )
k=1

T ENC(k—1)

®bkxik Z IiB(Wg)[bk+1xik+l ®---®bd$id]>
T2 €NC(d—k)

mg) (&Eg“—l) (b1$i1 ® ® bk—lwik,l) ® brx;, Egi—k) (bk+1$ik+1 R - ® bdwid))

M= T

Ny, (0124, -+ - br—1%4,_, b)) EB (bpt1%iks1 - - - baxi, ).

el
Il
—

7
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Thus for any ¥’ € B we have
- (Egi+1)(§z ® blxil R ® bd«Tid)bl)

d
=T ("iggdﬂ)(fi Qh®--® bdiﬂz‘d)b/> + Z 7 (i, (b1, -+ - be—12i,_, bk) EB (bpg1Tigq1 - - - bawi, )b') .
k=1

On the other hand, by the definition of a (B, n)-conjugate variable we have
d
(B & @ b, @ @ bazi)B) = S0 (i (b1, b1z, i) B i - bawi V)
k=1

So we have 7 (ng“)(& Rbix;, @+ ® bdxid)b’> =0, therefore ng“)(& ®@bixiy ® - ®bgx,,) is zero for all
d>2.

Conversely, assume &; satisfies (5). It suffices to check (&, p), = (es,0y(p)) for polynomials of the form
p = bix; by - -bgx;,. Via the moment-cumulant formula, we have

(&), = T(Bp(&bowi by -+ -bawi,)) = T(By V(& @ by, @ -+ @ w,00))
= Z T(kp(m)[& @ b1y, ® -+ @ bgw;,])

TENC(d+1)

Since the cumulants of order d # 2 are all zero, the same calculation as (6) gives

d
(€:p)y = D7 (s (Orsy -+~ byamiy bk) Ep(bpaipsr -+ bawi,)) = (€3, 0y(p)) -
k=1
Hence &; is the ith (B, n)-conjugate variable for x. O

Example 2.5. Let s = (s;);es is a B-valued semicircular family with covariance 7. Then s is a (B,n)-
conjugate system for itself. That is, (s;,p)y = (es,0n(p)) for any p € B(s). To see this, recall from

[Spe98, Definition 4.2.3] that the definition of such a family is one satisfying ﬁg)(si ® bs;) = n;;(b) and

/@S_g“)(si ®b18$1® - ®bgsq) = 0 for d # 2. (This is only stated for a finite set I but it naturally extends
to infinite sets since any given cumulant only involves finitely many indices.) Thus Theorem 2.4 implies s is
a (B,n)-conjugate system. This generalizes that a B-semicircular operator satisfies an integration-by-parts
formula from [Shl00, Proposition 3.10].

Example 2.6. Let s C ®(B,n) be a B-valued semicircular operators with covariance 7 (see Section 1.1)
and consider the amalgamated free product

N =M x5 ®(B,n).

For t > 0 and each i € I define z;(t) := x; + Vts;, and let N; = B {x;(t): i € I)". The trace on M
extends to N, and so there exists a unique trace preserving conditional expectation Ey : N — N;. Also,
Ep = EgoE, follows from Ep and E; both being trace preserving. Then (%Et(Si))ie] is a (B, n)-conjugate
system for (x;(t));es. In fact, by the Theorem 2.4, it suffices to compute its B-valued cumulants. Note that
EB(%Et(si)a) =Epo Et(% a) = EB(\[s a) for a € Ny. Also, it was shown in Example 2.5 that s; is
the ith (B, n)-conjugate variable for s, so its B-valued cumulants are given by Theorem 2.4. Using this and
freeness with amalgamation over B, we have for b € B

Ky (%Eﬂsﬁb) =Ep (%Et(si)b) = %EB(Si)b =0,
8
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and
@ (1 1 1
Rp %Et (Sz) ® blille (t) = EB _tsiblxil (t) — EB %Sz EB (blxil (t))
1
= Iig) (—tsl ® bixs, (t))
1
=Ky (—tsz ® bl(\/fsil)>
= Miiq (bl)
Similarly,
1 1
ﬁgﬂ) (%Et(sl) ® bz, (1) @ - - ® by (t)> = “glﬂ) (WSi @ bi, (1) @ - - ® bawi, (ﬂ)
1
= "fggdﬂ) (W& ® bl(\/zsil) R ® bd(\/fsid))
=0

for d > 2. Hence we have a (B, n)-conjugate system (%Et(si))ig for (x;(t))ier-

3. Absence of atoms in the presence of a conjugate system

Recall that for a self-adjoint element z, a self-adjoint b € B is called an atom of z in B if ker(z — b) # 0.
In this section we argue that certain self-adjoint polynomials in B(x) do not have atoms in B when x
admits a (B, n)-conjugate system. This part is crucial to show B(x) is diffuse relative to B in Section 4.
We implement Mai, Speicher and Weber’s methodology from [MSW17], which showed the absence of zero
divisors under the assumption of finite free Fisher information in scalar case. We view 9, as a densely defined
operator on L?(M, 7) with codomain L?(M X, M, 7). Recall that we have a conjugate linear isometry .J on
L*(M ®, M,7) defined by J(ae;b) = b*e;a* and which satisfies J(9,(p)) = 9, (p*).

Proposition 3.1. Let (M,7) be a tracial von Neumann algebra generated by a von Neumann algebra B
and self-adjoint operators {x;}icr. Assume that a (B,n)-conjugate system exists for {x;}ic;. Then for
p,q € B{(x) and § € span{B(x)e;B(x) : i € I} one has p§q € dom(3;) with

9, (pSq) = 0, (§)q — (JOy(p) | &)y a — (I (&) [ On(a)) -
Consequently, 0, is closable.

Proof. For p,q € B(x) and £ € span{B(x)e; B(x) : i € I} and any r € B(x),

(07 (p€q), ) = (p€q, Dy (1)) = (£, "Dy (r)q")
= (£, 0n(p"rq") — Oy(p*)rq” — p"r0y(q")) -

(& 0y(p™)rq") = 7({€ | On(P")ra”") 3r)
=T7(&| (P ) ps7q")
= ((0y(0*) 1 &) py57d"),
= (0, (0) [y a:7),
= ((JOy() | E)prarr),
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The third term is

Since r € B(x) was arbitrary, this establishes the claimed equality. Since 0y is densely defined, 9, is
closable. g

Even though 9, is an unbounded operator on L*(M,7) to L*(M K, M, 7), we will see that [0} (pe:)]|-
can be controlled in by the operator norm of p (see Proposition 3.3 below). To see this, we first need to see
the following lemma.

Lemma 3.2. Let (M, 7) be a tracial von Neumann algebra generated by a von Neumann algebra B and self-
adjoint operators {z;}icr. Assume that a (B,n)-conjugate system exists for {x;}icr. Then for p,q € B(x),

(07 (pei), 0y (ae;)) . = (05 (e:), 05 (p"qe;)) .
and
(05 (eip), 07 (e;0)),. = (05 (eq), Dy (ejap™)) .-
Proof. It suffices to show that <8;; (pei), 0, (gej)) = <8;; (poei), 0, (zib*ge;)) for p = baypy with b € B and
po € B(x)
(0; (bzxpoes), 9y (qe;)) . = (berpody (i), a0y (e;)) . — (barpody (ei), (On(a*) | €5)ar),
= ((On(P3)axd” | €i) 05 (e5))  + ((On(P5)arb™ | €5}y (On(a™) | €)nr),
- <b77ki(po)7 3;(q6j)>T

and
(0 (poei), Oy (xib™qe;)) . = (pody (ei), xkb*ady (e5))  — (po;(ei), (On(a™ )bk | €5)pr),
— ({0 03) | €)ag - xb a0 (), + (Oa(D3) | €xdyg (O b | ),
— (95 (poei), M (b*Q)>T .
Note that (b, 8;(qei)> =0 for b € B, then above two terms are the same and we have
(07 (pei), 0y (ae;)),. = (05 (e:), 0y (P"qey)) -
The similar argument yields <8:;(eip), 8:;(ejq)>T = <8:;(el-), az(ejqp*)>7_. O

Using the above lemma, we will now investigate ||0;(pe;)||l-. The proof of Proposition 3.3 is inspired
by [MS17, Theorem 8.10]

Proposition 3.3. Let (M, 1) be a tracial von Neumann algebra generated by a von Neumann algebra B and
self-adjoint operators {x;}icr. Assume that a (B,n)-conjugate system exists for {x;}icy. For any p € B(x)
we have the following :

10, (pea) |- = [1p0; (ei) = (Bn(p7) | €i) p l- < 110, (eI Il
and

10, (eip)ll- = 105 (e)p — (ei | Bn(p)ps NI+ < 10 () I-lIpll-
Therefore,

1400 (™) | €i) pr l- < 20105 (i)l llpll and [ (ei [ Oy(P))py I+ < 20185 (e)lI-[Ip]l-
10
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Proof. For p € B(x), by Proposition 3.1 and the Lemma 3.2 we have
1p3;y(e:) = (D(p*) | €i) pr 7 = (05 (peq), 3y (pes)) . = (05 (eq), O (07 pei)) . < 105 (ea)|l-[10; (p*ped) |-

By iteration on [|0; (p*pe:)| -,

POz (es) — (Dn(07) | €)ar |12 < 1107 )1 195 (en)lIZ 1105 ((p"p)2es) |12

" 1+ 3+ +5m n o
< (|65 (el o ((p*p)? e) |17

n 1
As n — o0, ||a*(ez)||1+ 29 Converges to 18(e;) |2, and it remains to bound |9} ((p*p)*"e;)||Z". From
Proposition 3. 1 we have

1
1 1
a 2"

103 () e 177 = || 0P)* 05e0) = (0u((0P)*") | 1)

MllT

Toward bounding this, we claim that || (9, ((p*p)?") | ei)yllr < 10, ((*P)?" )|+ |Imsi (1) Setting @ = (0, ((p*p)*") | €i)
and using 0 < (1) < ||n(1)|| gives us

lall2 = 11 (0 )*) Ler) 12 =7 (a (0@ ) | ei) ) = (0a((p"P)*"); ci0”)
< 104Dl llesa” |- = 10y ((0"p)*" ) ler(a™mis(Da)® < 105((0"p)* ) lal i (L))
Also, note that ||, (p*)||2 < k||p||*~1(|0,(p)||2 by iterating the Leibniz rule. Thus,
105" )" e)IF = 1"P) 05 (e:) = (Dn((0'p)*) L) 112"
< (Il 195l + 1 {2n(@* D)) [ i) II7)
< (1Pl 18500l + 19, (6" p) el ) ™
< (Ilp*p||2"||5$(ei)llr + 27l p1*" 18y (0" p) 2|55 (1 )II) -

=M%H@@@mu+w”%@ﬁﬁwzxn0"

—nm2@awmm+a”wﬁp?“nnum>ﬁ

Sending n — oo, we have [[pd;(e:) — (0y(p*) | €i) 5, I+ < 1|05 (e)l+|lpll- A similar argument yields || (e;)p —
(i [ 9y(P)) pr l- < 1107 (e) [l Ipl- 0

1
o

Recall from Proposition 3.1 that 0, is closable when a (B, n)-conjugate system exists, and we will denote
its closure by 8,. From [DL92], M Ndom(d,) is a *-algebra and 3, still satisfies Leibniz rule on M Ndom(3,))
(see also [Pet09a, Section 1.7]).

Proposition 3.4. Let (M, 1) be a tracial von Neumann algebra generated by a von Neumann algebra B
and self-adjoint operators {x;}icr. Assume that a (B,n)-conjugate system exists for {x;};cr. For P €
M Ndom(d,) and u,v € My, if Pu=0 and P*v =0 then

v, (P)u = 0.
Proof. By Kaplansky’s density theorem, there exists self-adjoints u, vy € B(x) such that

sup ||ugl|, sup ||vg]| < oo and lim ||ux —ull; =0, lim |y — v||; = 0.
kEN kEN k—o0 k—o0

11
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For arbitrary Q1, Q2 € B(x),
(Pug, 0 (vr.Q1€Q2)) =

up — u), veQ1€:Q2) + {0y (P)u, viQ1e;Q2) + (P (ur), viQ1€:Q2)
(P (uk — ), vk@Q1€iQ2) + (I (P)u, (v — v)Q1€,Q2)
+ (O (P)u,vQ1€,Q2) + (POy(ur), vrQ1e:Q2)
uy, — ), vQ1eiQ2) + (9 (P)u, (vp — v)Q1e:Q2)
0y (Pu, Q1eiQ2) + (Oy (ur) Q3. P*urQuei) (7)
We are going to show the third term <v6_,,(P)u, QleiQ2> is zero by showing the remaining three terms and
the original expression all converge to 0 as k — oco. To estimate the term on the left hand side, note that
from Proposition 3.1, for y1,y2 € B(x)
Oy (yreiy2) = y10; (ei)ye — (On(y1) | €i)yp v2 — y1{ei | On(y2)) = O (y1ei)ye — yi (ei | Oy(y2))
and by Proposition 3.3,
10, (reay2)ll- < 3[10,(ed)ll+ - lyal - llwall-
Hence
| (Pu, 9, (vkQ1eiQ2)) | < [|[Pugllz - [|0; (vrQ1€:Q2)]|2

< ||Pug — Pull- - 319, (ei) ||~ - [lox]l - Q1] - |Q2]]

<P Nk — ullz - 3[[05(ea)ll7 - lokll - 1Q1] - [1Q2],
which tends to zero as k — oo. For the term (0, (ur)Q%, P*vpQie;) on the right hand side, consider for
Y1, Y2 € B(x) and y3 € M Ndom(0y),

(On(y1)y2, yses) = (Oy(y1y2), ysei) — (Y10 (y2), ysei) -

Using the conjugate linear isometry J(ae;b) = b*e;a*,

(On(y1y2), ysei) = (J(yzeq), J (On(y1y2))) (Y10, (y2), ysei) = (On(y2), y1yzes)
= (eiy3, On(y391)) = (J(yiysei), J(On(y2)))
=7(ys (ei | O(y2v1)) = (eiy3y1,0n(y3))
= ((Dn(y397)lei) > y3) = ((On(y5) | €i)rr»yiys)

Thus we have
(On(y1)y2, yzei) = ((On(ysyi)lei) yy - u3), — ((On(y3)lei) > ¥iys) .
and by Proposition 3.3,
| (On(y1)y2s ysea) | < [1(0n(y2u7) | €i)pr e - Nyslle + 1140y (y2) | €i) pr ll- - llyryslls
< 20195 (e)ll- - lyzyill - Nysll- + 2105 (ea)ll= - 1wz - Nlyiysll-
< Alog(ei)ll- - Nlyall- - llyall - llyzll-

Using this inequality, we can bound the term (9, (ux)Q%, P*vpQ1e;) as

| (On(ur)Q2, ProrQuei) | < 4107 (e5) - - [P oxQull- - lurll - | Q2]
=410 ()l - [|1P*(ve — v)@1ll7 - [Jurll - |Q2]]
< 4|05 (e)ll- - IP*Il - llve — vl - @1l - [Juxll - | Q2]
The remaining terms <8_,7(P) , (v — v)QlezQ2> and < n (P)(ur — u),kaleiQ2> also converge to 0 by the

Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and normality of the bimodule actions. Summing up, every term converges to 0
as k — 00, so we conclude that the third term in the last expression of equation (7), (v, (P)u, Q1€;Q2), is

zero. Since Q1 and Q2 were arbitrary, we have Ua_n(P)u =0. O
12
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Theorem 3.5 (Theorem B). Let (M, 7) be a tracial von Neumann algebra generated by a von Neumann
algebra B and self-adjoint operators {x;}icr. Assume that a (B,n)-conjugate system exists for {x;};cr and
a covariance matriz n with n; = Ep for alli € I. Then a self-adjoint polynomial P = Zj ajz;b; + by has
no atoms in B when a;,b; € B and there exists a positive scalar ¢ such that Z ajb; >c-1.

If we furthermore assume n = (8;;ER)i jer, then a self-adjoint polynomial P = . Z a Z)wlb(z) + bo
(1) (@)

has no atoms in B when a;”,b;

> ay by) >c-1.

Proof. Assume n;; = Ep and that the ith (B, n)-conjugate variable exists. For a self-adjoint polynomial
P = Ej a;z;b; + bo, let b be a self-adjoint element of B, and w be the projection onto ker(P — b) so that
(P—b)w=0and (P—0b)*w= (P —bw=0. Then wd, (P — b)w = 0 by Proposition 3.4 and

0 = (e;, woy(P)w) = <el,ZwaJezb w> =71 | Ep(w Zajb w

J

€ B and there exists an 1 < i < n and a positive scalar ¢ such that

w) Z a;b;Ep(w) | > ¢ Ep(w)]l3.

Thus we have Ep(w) = 0 and therefore w = 0 by the faithfulness of Ep.
Next, assume 7;; = d;;FEp and that a (B,n)-conjugate system exists. For a self-adjoint polynomial

P=3%2>, ag-i)xib;i) + bo, let b be a self-adjoint element of B and w be as before so that wd, (P — b)w =0
by Proposition 3.4. Then

0= (er,udy (P) :<ez,wzzaz>>elb<l>27 Fa() T a0
J

=7 | Es(w)>_ a{"b Ep(w) | > c|Ep(w)|?.

Thus Ep(w) = 0 and therefore w = 0. O

Remark 3.6. Suppose n;; = Zk(gg))* o (gg)) where each QS) is a normal completely positive map whose
predual map still restricts to M and assume that ), Hgk“ (2)||2 = 0 implies # = 0. (Note that Ep =
(EB)s« o Ep is of this form.) If the ith (B,n)-conjugate variable exists, then arguing as in the proof of
Theorem 3.5 it follows that x; has no atoms in B: for any self-adjoint b € B and w the projection onto the
kernel of z; — b, one has

0 = (ej, woy(z; — b)w) = (e;, we;w) = T(nii(w)w)

=3 (60 () wpw) = D76 () )= 2167wl
k

Thus w = 0. [ |

Remark 3.7. One might hope to use the strategy from [MSW17, Theorem 3.1] to extend the argument
in Theorem 3.5 to higher degree polynomials by iteratively differentiating one of the highest order terms.
However, one runs into the following difficulty in the operator-valued case. Define a linear mapping A, ; :
M — M by

ApiP = (ei | pOy(P))
for each i and a projection p € M satisfying P*p = 0. If Pw = 0, we have (A, ;P)w = (e; | pdy(P)),, w =
(i | pOy(P)w),, = 0 by Proposition 3.4. For P = x; we get
0= (ApiP)w = (e | pei) w = ni; (p)w
which we argued in Theorem 3.5 implied w = 0 when 7; = Ep and p = w. If n; = 0 for ¢ # j, then for
P = z;x; one can iterate this for a properly chosen p (see [MSW17, Lemma 3.14]) to obtain

0= Ap i (Aw,i(ziz;))w = n;; (pri(w))w
13
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But even for n = (6;;EB)i jer it does not appear that the above implies w = 0 in general. And this issue
only worsens for higher order polynomials. |

4. Relative diffuseness and the center of BV (B'N M)

In this section we show that when n;; = Ep for each i € I and x admits a (B, n)-conjugate system, BV(B'NM)
is diffuse relative to B. Moreover, we show that the center of B V (B’ N M) is actually the center of B if
n = (6;jEB)i jer- To accomplish the former, we will use Popa’s intertwining technique. For the latter, we
follow Dabrowski’s proof from [Dabl0], but must first adapt the n-partial derivative to B V (B’ N M).

Proposition 4.1. Let (M, 1) be a tracial von Neumann algebra generated by a von Neumann algebra B and
self-adjoint operators {x;}icr. Assume that o (B,n)-conjugate system exists for {x;};cr and a covariance

matriz 1. Then Egnn(B(x)) C dom(0,) N M and consequently 0, is densely defined on BV (B’ N M).

Proof. For p € B{x), let ¢ € conv!l'll- {upu* : u € U(B)}, which we approximate by a sequence
d(n)
Dp = Z Qi(n) Wi(n) Py € conv{upu®: u € U(B)} C B(x).
i(n)=1
Then
d(n)

d(n)
10y ()2 = || D ittty Oy P)ufiy | < D it tin n(R)uiny 12 = 135 ()2

i(n)=1 g im)=1

Thus (9y(pn))nen is bounded, so we can find a weak cluster point ¢ € L?(M X, M,7). Reducing to
subsequence, we may assume 0y (pn,) — ¢ weakly. By Mazur’s lemma, for all N € N there exists (x €
conv{dy(p,) : n > N} such that [[(v — (|2 < 1/N. Thus (v — ¢ and if (v = 258, B0y (pn;) =
0,y (325%, Bjpn;) for ma,..;ney > N, then Y°N, Bip,; — ¢ as N — oo. Therefore, { € dom(d,) with
0,(€) = (. Recalling that Epnp(z) € convl I~ {uzu* : w € U(B)} for any @ € M, this shows that

Epnm(B(x)) C dom(9,)NM. The weak* density of B(x) in M implies that of Ep/na(B(x)) in BV(B'NM),

and so 0, is a densely defined derivation on BV (B’ N M). O

Observe that if n;; = Ep, then e; is B-central in L?(MX,, M, 7). Thus 877(23‘ oajujxiu;) = Ej ajujeiu; =
e; and so Op(Epnm (7)) = e;. Note that 9,|p,, (B is valued in L*(AR, A,7) = span’ {ze;y : i €

I,z,y € A} where A= BV (B'NM).
Proposition 4.2. Let (M, 1) be a tracial von Neumann algebra generated by a von Neumann algebra B and

self-adjoint operators {x;}icr. Assume that a (B,n)-conjugate system exists for {x;};cr and a covariance
matriz  with n;; = Ep for alli € I. Then:

(a) Epnp(2;) has no atoms in B;
(b) B{(Epnnm(x:)) is diffuse relative to B;
(¢) BV (B'N M) is diffuse relative to B.

Proof. (a): Let &; = Epnp(x;). Since 8_,,(501) = ¢;, arguing as in the Theorem 3.5 shows that Z; has no
atoms in B.

(b): Let A; = B{(#;)". Suppose towards a contradiction, A; <4, B. Then by Theorem 1.1, there exist

projections p € A;, q € B, a non-zero partial isometry v € qflip, and normal *-homomorphism 6 : pflip —
gBq such that 8(pap)v = v(pap) for all a € A;. Then for a = Z;

O(pzip)ov* = v(pZ;p)v* = viW" = Tvv",
where the last equality follows from z; being in the center of A;. This implies that 6(pZ;p) € B is an atom

for #;, contradicting (a). Therefore A; is diffuse relative to B.

(c): Let A= BV (B'NM). Suppose A < ; B. Then by the Lemma 1.2, 4, <4, B which contradicts (b). [
14
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Theorem 4.3 (Theorem A). Let (M,T) be a tracial von Neumann algebra generated by a von Neumann
algebra B and self-adjoint operators {x;};cr. Assume that a (B,n)-conjugate system exists for {x;};cr and
a covariance matriz n = (0;;EB)i jer- Then Z(BV (B'NM)) = Z(B).

Proof. Let #; = Epinn(x;), A; = B(#;)" and A = BV (B’ 1 M). We claim A4; £; B. If we assume for
contradiction A; =< i B, then by Theorem 1.1, there exists an A;-B correspondence K < L?(A, ) with finite
dimension over B. Let N = (4;) N (J,BJ;) and let e, be the projection from L?*(A,7) onto L?(A;, 7).
Then using B C A; and J(B'NM)J; C N we have

Nej L*(A,7) = NL*(A;,7) > NL*(B,7) > J.(B' N M)J, - L*(B, 7).

Since J.(B' N M).J, - L*(B,7) is dense in L%(A,7), this shows ez, has full central support in N. Thus
[K] (the projection on K) and e ; are not centrally orthogonal in N, and therefore there exists a non-zero
partial isometry v € N such that v*v < [K] and vv* <e; . Then vK < v*L*(M, ) < L%(A4;,7), and vK is
a A;-B correspondence with finite dimension over B. Using Theorem 1.1 again, we have A; < 4, B, which
contradicts Proposition 4.2.(b).

Next, we show there are no A;-central vectors in L2(A X, A, 1) = spanl'l2{ze;y : i € I,x,y € A}. Since
n = 8;;Ep, we can write L?(AX, A,7) = Djecr L?(ARp, A, 7). Thus any A;-central vector in L?(AX, A, 1)
would be a direct sum of A;-central vectors in LQ(A Xe, A, 7). Hence it suffices to show that there are no
Aj-central vectors in L*(AXp, A, 7). Assume ¢ € L2(ANg, A,7) is As-central and |[¢||z = 1. Given € > 0,
let (o = ZZ:1 Trrejyr with xp, yi € A be such that II€ = Coll2 < e. Since A; # i B, by the Theorem 1.1 we
have a net of unitaries (u,,) € A; such that lim,, oo || Ep(zumy)|- = 0 for all 2,y € A. In particular there
exists a unitary u such that |Eg(zuy)||; < ¢/d for all z,y € {z1, 2%, ..., xq, 5, y1, Y5+, Ya, ¥y - Thus

d d
| (wou, o) | < Y [(uaresyny™, mesy) | = Y |7 (uyi B (ajuz)y))|
k=1 k=1
d d
= Y Ir(Es(zpua) Es(yiuy;))| < Y (|Es(@uz) |- | Es (i) |-
k=1 k=1

A
&
M=
[\

Qlan
Ul
[

@)

[ )

Hence we have

€113 = (u¢u®, ¢) = | (u(¢ = Co)u™ + uGou™, (¢ = Co) + Co) |
< (€ = Go)u™, (¢ = Co)) [+ (u(¢ = Co)u™, Go) | + | {ulou™, € — Go) | + | {ulou™, Co) |
< N¢=Goll3 + 116 = Coll2 - licollz + lIoll2 - 16 = Coll2 + | {ucou™, o) |
< é? + 26H<0H2 + €.
Since € was arbitrary, [|¢||2 = 0 and there is no non-trivial A;-central vector in L?(A X, A, 7).

From this point, we follow the argument used in the proof of [Dabl0, Theorem 1]. Note that if n;; = 0
for i # j, one has

LPMRM,7)=EPL*(M R M,r)
n , M
Jjel
and 0y decomposes as ). Oy ; where O, ;: B(x) — L*(M ), M, ) satisfies
6n,j($i) = 61']‘6]‘ iel,
and 0, ;(b) =0 for all b € B.
Consider the positive unbounded operator on L2(M, 7)
Aj = 5;,3‘%
15
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1/2
G o= (=
b <t+Aj> '

Then ||¢: ;(y) —yll2 — 0 as t — oo for y € L?(M, 1) and since (; ;(L?(M)) C dom(A;) C dom(%), %og)j

is bounded (see [Pet09b, Section 2] or [Dabl0, Section 1]). For £ € dom(A;) C dom(9,,;) and p € B(x) we
have

and a bounded operator on L?(M,T)

(A ([, 8], p), =

Thus A;[%;,€]) = [, A;(8)].
Now, for arbitrary & € L2(M, 1) let f = Czj(iiﬁ) = TtAj@ig) and g = CtQ,j(g) = %Aj(ﬁ). Then
%(t +A5)(f — %ig) = % — Tig — %Aj (Z:9)

- - 1 _ . A; - -
=Bl = Big — 87 85(9) = 7§ = (1 + —5)(9) = Bl = & = 0.
Thus ¢7;(#:€) = #:¢7;(€) and the functional calculus implies (. ;(%:€) = #:¢; ;(€). Similarly, ¢ ;(6%:) =
Ct.;(€)Fi. Therefore ¢ j([#4,€]) = [, G5 (€)]. Assume z € A’ N A. Then

0= 8n,j 0 G ([Ti 2]) = [Z5,0p 5 © G1.5(2)).
Similarly for b € B one has L L
0= 8p,j0Gj([b:2]) = [0, 9.5 0 G5 (2))-
Therefore 0y ; o G j(2) is A; central. Since there are no non-zero A;-central vectors, Oyj o Cj(z) =0
for all t > 0. So (;(2) — z and 9, ;((,;(2)) = 0 imply z € dom(d, ;) with 0, ;(2) = 0. But then

0=20,,;([zj, 2]) = [ej, 2], and so
0= (lej, 2], [ej,2]) =7(2"2 — 2" Ep(z) — Ep(z")z + Ep(2*2))
> 1(2*2 — 2*Ep(2) — Eg(2*)2z + Ep(2")Ep(2)) = ||z — Ep(2)|2.
Therefore z = Ep(z) € B and A’'NA C B'NB. The reverse inclusion is immediate from A = BV(B’'NM). O

In the case when 2; € B’ M for all i € T and M = B(x)", one has BV (B’ N M) = M. We therefore
have the following corollary.

Corollary 4.4. Let (M,7) be a tracial von Neumann algebra generated by a von Neumann algebra B and
self-adjoint operators {x;}icr. Assume that a (B,n)-conjugate system exists for {x;};cr and a covariance
matriz = (0;;EB)i jer- If x; commutes with B for all i € I then Z(M) = Z(B).

Example 4.5. For ¢t > 0, let (z;(t))icr and N be as in Example 2.6. If n = 0;; Ep, we have Z(BV (B’ N
N)) = Z(B) by the Theorem 4.3. If we furthermore assume each x; commutes with B for all ¢ € I, then
z;(t) = x; +/ts; also commutes with B since semicircular operator s; commutes with B (see [[to24, Lemma
7.1]. Therefore one can observe Z(N;) = Z(B) by the Corollary 4.4. In particular, NV} is a factor whenever
B is a factor.
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