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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 ∗(x1, ..., xn) is factor when the free
Fisher information Φ∗(x1, . . . , xn) 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,Ito24]). 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, τ) 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 = (xi)i∈I . Then we consider a derivation ∂η
on B〈x〉 valued in a correspondence L2(M ⊠η M, τ) over M , which is determined by a covariance matrix η
on B (see Definition 2.1). This derivation is a multivariate version of the one considered by Shlyakhtenko
in [Shl00]. A (B, η)-conjugate system is then a tuple of vectors (ξi)i∈I ⊂ L2(M, τ) which implement an
integration-by-parts formula relative to ∂η (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, τ) be a tracial von Neumann algebra generated by a von Neumann
algebra B and self-adjoint operators {xi}i∈I . Assume that a (B, η)-conjugate system exists for {xi}i∈I and
a covariance matrix η = (δijEB)i,j∈I . Then

Z(B ∨ (B′ ∩M)) = Z(B).

As an immediate consequence of Theorem A, one has Z(M) = Z(B) when xi ∈ B′∩M (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 [Shl99, 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, η)-conjugate system. To prove the above theorem, we
first show the von Neumann algebras B 〈EB′∩M (xi)〉′′ do not intertwine into B inside of B ∨ (B′ ∩M). This
implies, in particular, that there are no B 〈EB′∩M (xi)〉′′-central vectors in L2(B∨(B′∩M)⊠ηB∨(B′∩M), τ),
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 ∂η when (B, η)-conjugate system exists.
Recall that we say a self-adjoint element x has no atoms in B when ker(x− b) = 0 for all self-adjoint b ∈ B
(see [Section 2] [BBL21])

Theorem B (Theorem 3.5). Let (M, τ) be a tracial von Neumann algebra generated by a von Neumann
algebra B and self-adjoint operators {xi}i∈I . Assume that a (B, η)-conjugate system exists for {xi}i∈I and
a covariance matrix η with ηii = EB for all i ∈ I. Then xi has no atoms in B.
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We additionally obtain a characterization for (B, η)-conjugate systems in terms of B-valued cumulants

(κ
(d)
B )d∈N. 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, τ) be a tracial von Neumann algebra generated by a von Neumann
algebra B and self-adjoint operators {xi}i∈I and η a covariance matrix on B. Then ξi is a conjugate variable
for xi if and only if for all b, b1, . . . , bd ∈ B and i1, . . . , id ∈ I one has











κ
(1)
B (ξib) = 0,

κ
(2)
B (ξi ⊗ bxj) = ηij(b),

κ
(d+1)
B (ξi ⊗ b1xi1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ bdxid) = 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 η-partial derivative with respect to a completely positive
map η : B → B ⊗ B(ℓ2(I)), and we define (B, η)-conjugate systems. There we also prove Theorem C and
present some examples. In Section 3, we establish some technical bounds for η-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 τ ,
and we call the pair (M, τ) a tracial von Neumann algebra. We will use lattice notation: B ≤ M denotes that
B is a von Neumann subalgebra of M and B1 ∨B2 denotes the von Neumann algebra generated by two von
Neumann subalgebras B1, B2 ≤ M . We denote the center of a von Neumann algebra by Z(M) := M ′ ∩M .
L2(M, τ) denotes the Hilbert space from the GNS construction associated to τ with 〈a, b〉τ = τ(a∗b), the
norm induced by τ on L2(M, τ) is denoted by ‖ · ‖τ and Jτ denotes the canonical conjugation operator on
L2(M, τ) which is determined by Jτ (x) = x∗ for x ∈ M .

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

λ : N → B(H), ρ : Mop → B(H)

such that λ(x)ρ(y) = ρ(y)λ(x) for all x ∈ N, y ∈ M . We write xξy := λ(x)ρ(y)ξ for ξ ∈ 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 ξ ∈ H is a B-central vector if bξ = ξb 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
a map E × E → A : (x, y) → 〈x | y〉A such that

(1) 〈x | αy + βz〉A = α 〈x | y〉A + β 〈x | z〉A
(2) 〈x | ya〉A = 〈x | y〉A a
(3) 〈y | x〉A = 〈x | y〉∗A
(4) 〈x | x〉A ≥ 0 with equality if and only if x = 0

for x, y ∈ E, a ∈ A and α, β ∈ C. If E is an inner product A-module, for x ∈ E, ‖x‖ = ‖ 〈x | x〉A ‖1/2 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:

| 〈x | y〉A |2 ≤ ‖ 〈x | x〉A ‖ 〈y | y〉A .
2
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For two Hilbert A-modulesE,F , define the set of adjointable maps L(E,F ) to be the set of all maps t : E → F
for which there is a map t∗ : F → E such that 〈tx | y〉A = 〈x | t∗y〉A for all x ∈ 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 ∗-homomorphism ϕE : A → L(E). We refer to ϕE as the left action of a C∗-correspondence E which
we will simply write ax for ϕE(a)x. For further details, see [Kat04] and [Lan95].

1.1 B-valued semicircular operators We recall the notion of an B-valued semicircular system from
[Shl99, Section 2]. Let B be a von Neumann algebra with a normal faithful tracial state τ and ηij : B → B
linear maps with i, j in a countable index set I. Let {ei,j ∈ B(ℓ2(I)) : i, j ∈ I} be a family of matrix units and
define η : B → B⊗B(ℓ2(I)) by η(b) :=

∑

i,j∈I ηij(b)⊗eij . If η is normal and completely positive, it is called a

covariance matrix. Fix some i0 ∈ I, and for each ∈ I define ei := (1B⊗1B(ℓ2(I)))eii0 . Then by [Shl99, Lemma
2.2] there exists a unique C∗-correspondence over B, which we will denote B ⊠η B, spanned by the ei’s and
satisfying 〈aeib | cejd〉B = b∗ηij(a∗c)d. Define L2(B ⊠η B, τ) to be the von Neumann correspondence over

B such that L2(B ⊠η B, τ) = B ⊠η B
τ
to be the closure of B ⊠η B with respect to the inner product

〈aeib, cejd〉 = τ
(

〈aeib | cejd〉B
)

= τ (b∗ηij(a
∗c)d) .

Note that B⊠η B and L2(B⊠η B, τ) admit the natural left and right actions of B and the latter are normal.
Consider the full Fock space

F = B ⊕
⊕

n>0

(B ⊠η B)⊗
n
B ,

and B-linear operators L(ei) on F defined by

L(ei)b = ei · b,

L(ei) · x1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ xd = ei ⊗ x1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ xd.

Denote its completion with respect to the inner product 〈·, ·〉 = τ(〈· | ·〉B) by Fτ , and let Lτ (ei) denote the
unique bounded extension of L(ei) to Fτ . The family of operators si := Lτ (ei) + Lτ (ei)

∗ for i ∈ I is called
a B-valued semicircular family with covariance η, and one denotes Φ(B, η) := (B ∪ {si : i ∈ I})′′ ≤ B(Fτ ).
Recall from [Shl99, Lemma 2.10] that there exists a normal conditional expectation EB : Φ(B, η) → B and
from [Shl99, Proposition 2.20] that if τ(ηij(a)b) = τ(aηji(b)) holds for all i, j ∈ I and a, b ∈ B, τ ◦ EB is
tracial on Φ(B, η). Moreover, in this case EB 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⊗d
B denotes the d-fold B-tensor product of A with itself which is also a B-B-

bimodule over B. That is, A⊗d
B is spanned by elements of the form:

(a1 ⊗B · · · ⊗ ak ⊗ bak+1 ⊗B · · · ⊗ ad) = (a1 ⊗B · · · ⊗B akb⊗B ak+1 ⊗B · · · ⊗ an)

for a1, ..., ad ∈ A and b ∈ B. I will suppress the subscript B from the notation ⊗B and use ⊗ for convenience.

For each d ∈ N, let f (d) : A⊗d
B → B be a linear B-B-bimodule map. Then define the corresponding

B-valued multiplicative function

f̂ :

∞
⋃

i=1

(NC(d) ×A⊗d
B ) → B

(π, a1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ ad) 7→ f̂(π)[a1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ ad]

where f̂(π)[a1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ ad] is defined recursively as follows: if π = π1 ∪ 1[k,l] then

f̂(π)[a1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ ad] = f̂(π1)[a1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ ak−1f
(l−k+1)(ak ⊗ · · · ⊗ al)⊗ al+1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ ad].

For example, when π = {1, 4} ∪ {2, 3}, f̂(π)[a1 ⊗ a2 ⊗ a3 ⊗ a4] = f (2)(a1f
(2)(a2 ⊗ a3)⊗ a4). 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 EB : M → B be faithful normal conditional

expectation. Then viewing M as a B-B-bimodule, the B-valued multiplicative function ÊB = (E
(d)
B :

M⊗Bd → B)d∈N defined by

E
(d)
B (a1 ⊗ a2 ⊗ · · · ⊗ ad) = EB(a1a2 · · ·ad)

is called the moment function. A multiplicative κ̂B = (κ
(d)
B : M⊗Bd → B)d∈N is called the cumulant function

if κ
(1)
B (1) = 1 and

κ
(d−1)
B (a1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ akak+1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ ad) =κ

(d)
B (a1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ ak ⊗ ak+1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ ad)

+
∑

π∈NC(d),|π|=2

k 6∼πk+1

κ̂B(π)[a1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ ak ⊗ ak+1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ ad]

where k 6∼π k + 1 denotes when k and k + 1 are not in the same block of π. Then ÊB and κ̂B satisfy the
moment-cumulant formulas :

κ̂B = ÊB ∗ µ and ÊB = κ̂B ∗ ζ.
where µ is the Möbius function and the inverse of the zeta function ζ (see more details in [Spe98, Example
1.2.2 and Proposition 3.2.3]). The latter can be written explicitly as:

EB(a1 · · · ad) =
∑

π∈NC(d)

κB(π)[a1 ⊗ a2 ⊗ · · · ⊗ ad]

= κ
(d)
B (a1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ ad) +

∑

π∈NC(d)
π 6≡1d

κB(π)[a1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ ad]. (1)

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

EB(a1a2) = κB({1, 2})(a1 ⊗ a2) + κB({1} ∪ {2})(a1 ⊗ a2) = κ
(2)
B (a1 ⊗ a2) + κ

(1)
B (a1)κ

(1)
B (a2). (2)

When d = 3, it is easy to check

κ
(3)
B (a1 ⊗ a2 ⊗ a3) = EB(a1a2a3)− EB(a1)EB(a2a3)− EB(a1EB(a2)a3)

− EB(a1a2)EB(a3) + 2EB(a1)EB(a2)EB(a3). (3)

Note that κ
(d)
B (a1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ ad) = 0 if ai ∈ B for some i ∈ {1, .., d}. Recall from [Spe98, Section 3.3] that

for a family of subalgebras (Ai)i∈I with B ⊂ Ai for all i ∈ I, we say the subalgebras (Ai)i∈I are free with
amalgamation over B if EB(a1 · · · ad) = 0 whenever ai ∈ Aji , j1 6= j2 6= · · · 6= jd and EB(ai) = 0 for all i ∈ I.

Equivalently, κ
(d)
B (a1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ ad) = 0 whenever the ai’s are not all from the same subalgebra Ai.

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

of C 〈xi〉′′ to argue that there is no vectors in L2(M⊗̄M) that are xi-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 τ and A,B ≤ M are unital von Neumann subalgebras. Then the following are equivalent:

(1) There exist projections p ∈ P (A), q ∈ P (B), a nonzero partial isometry v ∈ qMp and a unital
normal ∗-homomorphism θ : pAp → qBq satisfying

θ(pap)v = v(pap).

for all a ∈ A.
(2) There does not exist a net of unitaries (ui)i∈I ⊂ A such that limi→∞ ‖EB(xuiy)‖τ = 0 for any

x, y ∈ M .
(3) There exists a A-B-correspondence K ≤ L2(M, τ) such that dimB(K) < ∞.

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 ≺M B. We say M is diffuse relative to B if M ⊀M 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 ≺M B implies A ≺A B.

2. (B, η)-conjugate systems

Let (M, τ) be a tracial von Neumann algebra, let B ≤ M be a unital von Neumann subalgebra, and let
x = (xi)i∈I ⊂ M be a tuple of self-adjoint operators indexed by a countable set I. We write B〈x〉 for the
∗-algebra generated by B and the set {xi : 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 EB : M → B
satisfying τ = τ ◦ EB. Let {ei,j ∈ B(ℓ2(I)) : i, j ∈ I} be a family of matrix units and η : B → B ⊗B(ℓ2(I))
be a covariance matrix on B given by

η(b) :=
∑

i,j∈I

ηij(b)⊗ eij .

We will still denote η := η ◦ EB : M → B ⊗B(ℓ2(I)) ⊂ M ⊗B(ℓ2(I)) and we assume

τ(ηij(a)b) = τ(aηji(b)).

Recall from the Section 1.1, we define a C∗-correspondence M ⊠η M over M and a von Neumann correspon-
dence L2(M ⊠η M, τ) over M with respect to η. The inner product on L2(M ⊠η M, τ) is

〈aeib, cejd〉 = τ
(

〈aeib | cejd〉M
)

= τ (b∗ηij(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 η. Note that this

previously appeared in work of Shlyakhtenko [Shl00] in the one variable case and in work of Meng, Guo, and
Cao [MGC05] in the case that ηi,j = δi,jEB .

Definition 2.1. The η-partial derivative ∂η : B〈x〉 → L2(M⊠ηM, τ) is the linear mapping that satisfying

∂η(xi) = ei i ∈ I,

∂η(b) = 0 b ∈ B,

and the Leibniz rule ∂η(pq) = ∂η(p) · q + p · ∂η(q) for p, q ∈ B〈x〉. That is,

∂η(b0xi1b1 · · ·xidbd) =
d

∑

k=1

b0xi1 · · · bk−1eikbk · · ·xidbd.

Note that ∂η 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 ∂η on
abstract polynomials with coefficients in B and then evaluate in the tuple x after, but it turns out that
under our standard hypothesis ∂η 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 ξi ∈ L2(M, τ) is the ith (B, η)-conjugate variable for x if it satisfies

〈ξi, p〉τ = 〈ei, ∂η(p)〉 p ∈ B〈x〉. (4)

More explicitly, for all j1, . . . , jd ∈ I and b0, b1, . . . , bd ∈ B one has

〈ξi, b0xj1b1 · · ·xjdbd〉τ =

d
∑

k=1

τ (ηi,jk(b0xj1 · · · bk−1)EB (bk · · ·xjdbd)) .

If such elements ξi exist for each i ∈ I, we say the tuple (ξi)i∈I is a (B, η)-conjugate system for x.

In the case of B = C and ηij = τδij , a (B, η)-conjugate system corresponds to the conjugate system for
x introduced by Voiculescu in [Voi98, Definition 3.1]. Note that (4) uniquely determines ξi because of the
density of B〈x〉 in L2(M, τ), and it is equivalent to saying ξi = ∂∗

η(ei). Thus ei is in the domain of ∂∗
η when

5
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the ith (B, η)-conjugate variable exists, and, in fact, we will later see that B〈x〉 · ei · B〈x〉 ⊂ dom(∂∗
η) (see

Proposition 3.1 below).
We also remark that the (B, η)-conjugate variables are self-adjoint in the sense that Jτξi = ξi. To see

this, we define J : L2(M ⊠ηM, τ) → L2(M ⊠ηM, τ) by J(aeib) = b∗eia∗. Then J is conjugate linear and the
property τ(ηij(a)b) = τ(aηji(b)) ensures that J is an isometry. One also has J∂η(p) = ∂η(p

∗) for p ∈ B〈x〉,
which can be seen directly from the definition of the η-partial derivative. Thus we have

〈p, Jτξi〉τ = 〈ξi, p∗〉τ = 〈ei, ∂η(p∗)〉 = 〈ei, J∂η(p)〉 = 〈∂η(p), Jei〉 = 〈∂η(p), ei〉 = 〈p, ξi〉τ
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 ti for i ∈ I. One may consider a derivation ∂̃η
from B 〈t〉 to

⊕

i∈I B 〈t〉 ⊗B 〈t〉 determined by ∂̃η(b) = 0, ∂̃η(ti) = (1 ⊗ 1)i, linearity, and the Leibniz rule.
Define an evaluation map evη :

⊕

i∈I B 〈t〉 ⊗B 〈t〉 → M ⊠η M by evη((a⊗ b)i) = evx(a)ei evx(b) where the
evaluation map evx : B 〈t〉 → B〈x〉 is given by mapping ti → xi.

B 〈t〉
⊕

i∈I

B 〈t〉 ⊗B 〈t〉

B 〈x〉 M ⊠η M

∂̃η

evx

evη

Then one could define the ith (B, η)-conjugate system ξi ∈ L2(M, τ) satisfying:

〈ξi, evx(P )〉τ =
〈

ei, evη ◦∂̃η(P )
〉

for all P ∈ B 〈t〉. If a (B, η)-conjugate system exists, then ker(evx) ⊂ ker(evη ◦∂̃η) by the following compu-
tation: if evx(P (t)) = 0, then for any P1, P2 ∈ B 〈t〉 and i ∈ I one has

0 = 〈evx(P1) evx(P ) evx(P2), ξi〉τ = 〈evx(P1PP2), ξi〉τ
=

〈

(evη ◦∂̃η)(P1PP2), ei

〉

=
〈

evη

(

∂̃η(P1)PP2 + P1∂̃η(P )P2 + P1P ∂̃η(P2)
)

, ei

〉

=
〈

(evη ◦∂̃η)(P1) · evx(P ) evx(P2) + evx(P1) · (evη ◦∂̃η)(P ) · evx(P2) + evx(P1) evx(P ) · (evη ∂̃η)(P2), ei

〉

=
〈

evx(P1) · (evη ◦∂̃η)(P ) · evx(P2), ei

〉

=
〈

(evη ◦∂̃η)(P ), evx(P1)
∗ei evx(P2)

∗
〉

=
〈

(evη ◦∂̃η)(P ), evη((P
∗
1 ⊗ P ∗

2 )i)
〉

Since evη is surjective, evη ◦∂̃η(P ) is orthogonal to M ⊠η M , evη ◦∂̃η(P ) = 0. Thus, ∂̃η factors through to
the quotient B 〈t〉 / ker(evx) ∼= B 〈x〉 and the resulting (well-defined) map is precisely ∂η. �

We will next produce a characterization for the (B, η)-conjugate system using B-valued cumulants, which
will help us yield concrete examples. First note that the B-valued cumulant function κB can be partially
extended to L2(M, τ) as follows. For a ∈ M we have

‖EB(a)‖2τ = τ (EB(a)
∗EB(a)) ≤ τ ◦ EB(a

∗a) = τ(a∗a) = ‖a‖2τ
so that EB can be extended to a bounded linear map EB : L2(M, τ) → L2(B, τ). Moreover, this map remains
B-bimodular: for b1, b2 ∈ B and (an)n∈N ⊂ M converging to ξ ∈ L2(M, τ) one has

EB(b1 · ξ · b2) = lim
n→∞

EB(b1anb2) = lim
n→∞

b1EB(an)b2 = b1 ·EB(ξ) · b2.

It follows that E
(d)
B for each d ∈ N can be extended to allow one input to be from L2(M, τ) (and the rest

from M), with the output valued in L2(B, τ). Using the moment-cumulant formula, one can then likewise

extend each κ
(d)
B . We have the following cumulant characterization.

6
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Theorem 2.4 (Theorem C). Let (M, τ) be a tracial von Neumann algebra generated by a von Neumann
algebra B and self-adjoint operators {xi}i∈I and η a covariance matrix on B. Then ξi is the ith (B, η)-
conjugate variable for x if and only if for all b, b1, . . . , bd ∈ B and j, i1, . . . , id ∈ I one has











κ
(1)
B (ξib) = 0,

κ
(2)
B (ξi ⊗ bxj) = ηij(b),

κ
(d+1)
B (ξi ⊗ b1xi1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ bdxid) = 0, d ≥ 2

. (5)

Proof. If ξi is a conjugate variable for xi, using the equation (2), for any b′ ∈ B,

τ(κ
(1)
B (ξib)b

′) = τ(EB(ξib)b
′) = 〈ξi, bb′〉τ = 〈ei, ∂η(bb′)〉 = 0,

hence κ
(1)
B (ξib) = 0. The second part is,

τ
(

κ
(2)
B (ξi ⊗ bxj)b

′
)

= τ
(

E
(2)
B (ξi ⊗ bxjb

′)− κ
(1)
B (ξi)κ

(1)
B (bxjb

′)
)

= τ (EB(ξibxjb
′))

= 〈ξi, bxjb
′〉τ

= 〈ei, ∂η(bxjb
′)〉

= 〈ei, bejb′〉 = τ (ηij(b)b
′)

The remaining formulas will be established by induction on d ≥ 2. When d = 2, by the equation (3) one has

κ
(3)
B (ξi ⊗ b1xi1 ⊗ b2xi2 ) = EB(ξib1xi1b2xi2)− EB(ξi)EB(b1xi1b2xi2)− EB(ξiEB(b1xi1)b2xi2 )

− EB(ξib1xi1 )EB(b2xi2) + 2EB(ξi)EB(b1xi1)EB(b2xi2 )

= EB(ξib1xi1b2xi2)− EB(ξiEB(b1xi1 )b2xi2)− EB(ξib1xi1)EB(b2xi2 )

so that

τ(κ
(3)
B (ξi ⊗ b1xi1 ⊗ b2xi2)b

′) = 〈ξi, b1xi1b2xi2b
′〉 − 〈ξi, EB(b1xi1)b2xi2b

′〉 − 〈ξi, b1xi1EB(b2xi2b
′)〉

= τ(ηii1 (b1)b2xi2b
′) + τ(ηii2 (b1xi1b2)b

′)

− τ(ηii2 (EB(b1xi1)b2)b
′)− τ(ηii1 (b1)EB(b2xi2b

′))

= 0

For d > 2, recall from the moment-cumulant formula (1), one has

E
(d+1)
B (ξi ⊗ b1xi1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ bdxid) = κ

(d+1)
B (ξi ⊗ b1xi1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ bkxid) +

∑

π∈NC(d+1)
π 6≡1d+1

κB(π)[ξi ⊗ b1xi1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ bdxid ].

Then assume by induction that κ
(k+1)
B (ξi ⊗ b1xi1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ bkxik ) = 0 for all 2 ≤ k ≤ d− 1. Then ξi has to be

in a block of π of size 2 in order for κB(π)[ξi ⊗ b1xi1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ bkxik ] to be non-zero. Decompose each such π
as π = {1, k}∪π1 ∪π2, where π1 ∈ NC(k− 1) is viewed as a partition on {2, . . . , k− 1} and π2 ∈ NC(d− k)
is viewed as a partition on {k + 1, . . . , d}. Then the second term of above equation becomes

d
∑

k=1

κ
(2)
B

(

ξi
∑

π1∈NC(k−1)

κB(π1)[b1xi1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ bk−1xik−1
] (6)

⊗ bkxik

∑

π2∈NC(d−k)

κB(π2)[bk+1xik+1
⊗ · · · ⊗ bdxid ]

)

=

d
∑

k=1

κ
(2)
B

(

ξiE
(k−1)
B

(

b1xi1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ bk−1xik−1

)

⊗ bkxikE
(d−k)
B

(

bk+1xik+1
⊗ · · · ⊗ bdxid

)

)

=
d

∑

k=1

ηiik (b1xi1 · · · bk−1xik−1
bk)EB(bk+1xik+1 · · · bdxid).

7
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Thus for any b′ ∈ B we have

τ
(

E
(d+1)
B (ξi ⊗ b1xi1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ bdxid)b

′
)

= τ
(

κ
(d+1)
B (ξi ⊗ b1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ bdxid)b

′
)

+

d
∑

k=1

τ
(

ηiik(b1xi1 · · · bk−1xik−1
bk)EB(bk+1xik+1 · · · bdxid)b

′) .

On the other hand, by the definition of a (B, η)-conjugate variable we have

τ
(

E
(d+1)
B (ξi ⊗ b1xi1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ bdxid)b

′
)

=

d
∑

k=1

τ
(

ηiik (b1xi1 · · · bk−1xik−1
bk)EB(bk+1xik+1 · · · bdxid)b

′)

So we have τ
(

κ
(d+1)
B (ξi ⊗ b1xi1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ bdxid)b

′
)

= 0, therefore κ
(d+1)
B (ξi ⊗ b1xi1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ bdxid) is zero for all

d ≥ 2.
Conversely, assume ξi satisfies (5). It suffices to check 〈ξi, p〉2 = 〈ei, ∂η(p)〉 for polynomials of the form

p = b1xi1b2 · · · bdxid . Via the moment-cumulant formula, we have

〈ξi, p〉τ = τ(EB(ξib0xi1b1 · · · bdxid)) = τ(E
(d+1)
B (ξi ⊗ b1xi1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ xidbd))

=
∑

π∈NC(d+1)

τ (κB(π)[ξi ⊗ b1xi1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ bdxid ])

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

〈ξi, p〉τ =

d
∑

k=1

τ
(

ηiik(b1xi1 · · · bk−1xik−1
bk)EB(bk+1xik+1 · · · bdxid)

)

= 〈ei, ∂η(p)〉 .

Hence ξi is the ith (B, η)-conjugate variable for x. �

Example 2.5. Let s = (si)i∈I is a B-valued semicircular family with covariance η. Then s is a (B, η)-
conjugate system for itself. That is, 〈si, p〉2 = 〈ei, ∂η(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 κ
(2)
B (si ⊗ bsj) = ηij(b) and

κ
(d+1)
B (si ⊗ b1s1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ bdsd) = 0 for d 6= 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, η)-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 ⊂ Φ(B, η) be a B-valued semicircular operators with covariance η (see Section 1.1)
and consider the amalgamated free product

N = M ∗B Φ(B, η).

For t > 0 and each i ∈ I define xi(t) := xi +
√
tsi, and let Nt = B 〈xi(t) : i ∈ I〉′′. The trace on M

extends to N , and so there exists a unique trace preserving conditional expectation Et : N → Nt. Also,
EB = EB ◦Et follows from EB and Et both being trace preserving. Then ( 1√

t
Et(si))i∈I is a (B, η)-conjugate

system for (xi(t))i∈I . In fact, by the Theorem 2.4, it suffices to compute its B-valued cumulants. Note that
EB(

1√
t
Et(si)a) = EB ◦ Et(

1√
t
sia) = EB(

1√
t
sia) for a ∈ Nt. Also, it was shown in Example 2.5 that si is

the ith (B, η)-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

κ
(1)
B

(

1√
t
Et(si)b

)

= EB

(

1√
t
Et(si)b

)

=
1√
t
EB(si)b = 0,

8
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and

κ
(2)
B

(

1√
t
Et(si)⊗ b1xi1 (t)

)

= EB

(

1√
t
sib1xi1 (t)

)

− EB

(

1√
t
si

)

EB (b1xi1 (t))

= κ
(2)
B

(

1√
t
si ⊗ b1xi1 (t)

)

= κ
(2)
B

(

1√
t
si ⊗ b1(

√
tsi1)

)

= ηii1 (b1).

Similarly,

κ
(d+1)
B

(

1√
t
Et(si)⊗ b1xi1(t)⊗ · · · ⊗ bdxid(t)

)

= κ
(d+1)
B

(

1√
t
si ⊗ b1xi1(t)⊗ · · · ⊗ bdxid(t)

)

= κ
(d+1)
B

(

1√
t
si ⊗ b1(

√
tsi1)⊗ · · · ⊗ bd(

√
tsid)

)

= 0

for d ≥ 2. Hence we have a (B, η)-conjugate system ( 1√
t
Et(si))i∈I for (xi(t))i∈I .

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

Recall that for a self-adjoint element x, a self-adjoint b ∈ B is called an atom of x in B if ker(x − b) 6= 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, η)-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 ∂η as a densely defined
operator on L2(M, τ) with codomain L2(M ⊠η M, τ). Recall that we have a conjugate linear isometry J on
L2(M ⊠η M, τ) defined by J(aeib) = b∗eia∗ and which satisfies J(∂η(p)) = ∂η(p

∗).

Proposition 3.1. Let (M, τ) be a tracial von Neumann algebra generated by a von Neumann algebra B
and self-adjoint operators {xi}i∈I . Assume that a (B, η)-conjugate system exists for {xi}i∈I. Then for
p, q ∈ B〈x〉 and ξ ∈ span{B〈x〉eiB〈x〉 : i ∈ I} one has pξq ∈ dom(∂∗

η) with

∂∗
η(pξq) = p∂∗

η(ξ)q − 〈J∂η(p) | ξ〉M q − p 〈J(ξ) | ∂η(q)〉M .

Consequently, ∂η is closable.

Proof. For p, q ∈ B〈x〉 and ξ ∈ span{B〈x〉eiB〈x〉 : i ∈ I} and any r ∈ B〈x〉,
〈

∂∗
η(pξq), r

〉

τ
= 〈pξq, ∂η(r)〉 = 〈ξ, p∗∂η(r)q∗〉

= 〈ξ, ∂η(p∗rq∗)− ∂η(p
∗)rq∗ − p∗r∂η(q

∗)〉 .

The first term is 〈ξ, ∂η(p∗rq∗)〉 =
〈

∂∗
η(ξ), p

∗rq∗
〉

τ
=

〈

p∂∗
η(ξ)q, r

〉

τ
. The second term is

〈ξ, ∂η(p∗)rq∗〉 = τ(〈ξ | ∂η(p∗)rq∗〉M )

= τ(〈ξ | ∂η(p∗)〉M rq∗)

=
〈

〈∂η(p∗) | ξ〉M , rq∗
〉

τ

=
〈

〈∂η(p∗) | ξ〉M q, r
〉

τ

=
〈

〈J(∂η(p)) | ξ〉M q, r
〉

τ

9
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The third term is

〈ξ, p∗r∂η(q∗)〉 = 〈r∗pξ, ∂η(q∗)〉
= 〈J(∂η(q∗)), J(r∗pξ)〉
= 〈∂η(q), J(ξ)p∗r〉
=

〈

〈J(ξ) | ∂η(q)〉M , p∗r
〉

τ

=
〈

p 〈J(ξ) | ∂η(q)〉M , r
〉

τ
.

Since r ∈ B〈x〉 was arbitrary, this establishes the claimed equality. Since ∂∗
η is densely defined, ∂η is

closable. �

Even though ∂η is an unbounded operator on L2(M, τ) to L2(M ⊠η M, τ), we will see that ‖∂∗
η(pei)‖τ

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, τ) be a tracial von Neumann algebra generated by a von Neumann algebra B and self-
adjoint operators {xi}i∈I . Assume that a (B, η)-conjugate system exists for {xi}i∈I. Then for p, q ∈ B〈x〉,

〈

∂∗
η(pei), ∂

∗
η(qej)

〉

τ
=

〈

∂∗
η(ei), ∂

∗
η(p

∗qej)
〉

τ

and
〈

∂∗
η(eip), ∂

∗
η(ejq)

〉

τ
=

〈

∂∗
η(ei), ∂

∗
η (ejqp

∗)
〉

τ
.

Proof. It suffices to show that
〈

∂∗
η(pei), ∂

∗
η(qej)

〉

=
〈

∂∗
η(p0ei), ∂

∗
η(xkb

∗qei)
〉

for p = bxkp0 with b ∈ B and
p0 ∈ B〈x〉

〈

∂∗
η(bxkp0ei), ∂

∗
η(qej)

〉

τ
=
〈

bxkp0∂
∗
η(ei), q∂

∗
η(ej)

〉

τ
−
〈

bxkp0∂
∗
η(ei), 〈∂η(q∗) | ej〉M

〉

τ

−
〈

〈∂η(p∗0)xkb
∗ | ei〉M , q∂∗

η(ej)
〉

τ
+
〈

〈∂η(p∗0)xkb
∗ | ei〉M , 〈∂η(q∗) | ej〉M

〉

τ

−
〈

bηki(p0), ∂
∗
η(qej)

〉

τ

and
〈

∂∗
η(p0ei), ∂

∗
η(xkb

∗qej)
〉

τ
=
〈

p0∂
∗
η(ei), xkb

∗q∂∗
η(ej)

〉

τ
−
〈

p0∂
∗
η(ei), 〈∂η(q∗)bxk | ej〉M

〉

τ

−
〈

〈∂η(p∗0) | ei〉M , xkb
∗q∂∗

η(ej)
〉

τ
+
〈

〈∂η(p∗0) | ei〉M , 〈∂η(q∗)bxk | ej〉M
〉

τ

−
〈

∂∗
η(p0ei), ηkj(b

∗q)
〉

τ
.

Note that
〈

b, ∂∗
η(qei)

〉

= 0 for b ∈ B, then above two terms are the same and we have

〈

∂∗
η(pei), ∂

∗
η(qej)

〉

τ
=

〈

∂∗
η(ei), ∂

∗
η (p

∗qej)
〉

τ
.

The similar argument yields
〈

∂∗
η(eip), ∂

∗
η(ejq)

〉

τ
=

〈

∂∗
η(ei), ∂

∗
η(ejqp

∗)
〉

τ
. �

Using the above lemma, we will now investigate ‖∂∗
η(pei)‖τ . The proof of Proposition 3.3 is inspired

by [MS17, Theorem 8.10]

Proposition 3.3. Let (M, τ) be a tracial von Neumann algebra generated by a von Neumann algebra B and
self-adjoint operators {xi}i∈I . Assume that a (B, η)-conjugate system exists for {xi}i∈I. For any p ∈ B〈x〉
we have the following :

‖∂∗
η(pei)‖τ = ‖p∂∗

η(ei)− 〈∂η(p∗) | ei〉M ‖τ ≤ ‖∂∗
η(ei)‖τ‖p‖

and

‖∂∗
η(eip)‖τ = ‖∂∗

η(ei)p− 〈ei | ∂η(p)〉M ‖τ ≤ ‖∂∗
η(ei)‖τ‖p‖.

Therefore,

‖ 〈∂η(p∗) | ei〉M ‖τ ≤ 2‖∂∗
η(ei)‖τ‖p‖ and ‖ 〈ei | ∂η(p)〉M ‖τ ≤ 2‖∂∗

η(ei)‖τ‖p‖.
10
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Proof. For p ∈ B〈x〉, by Proposition 3.1 and the Lemma 3.2 we have

‖p∂∗
η(ei)− 〈∂η(p∗) | ei〉M ‖2τ =

〈

∂∗
η(pei), ∂

∗
η(pei)

〉

τ
=

〈

∂∗
η(ei), ∂

∗
η(p

∗pei)
〉

τ
≤ ‖∂∗

η(ei)‖τ‖∂∗
η(p

∗pei)‖τ .

By iteration on ‖∂∗
η(p

∗pei)‖τ ,

‖p∂∗
η(ei)− 〈∂η(p∗) | ei〉M ‖2τ ≤ ‖∂∗

η(ei)‖τ‖∂∗
η(ei)‖

1
2
τ ‖‖∂∗

η((p
∗p)2ei)‖

1
2
τ

...

≤ ‖∂∗
η(ei)‖

1+ 1
2
+···+ 1

2n

τ ‖∂∗
η((p

∗p)2
n

ei)‖
1

2n

τ .

As n → ∞, ‖∂∗
η(ei)‖

1+ 1
2
+···+ 1

2n

τ converges to ‖∂∗
η(ei)‖2τ , and it remains to bound ‖∂∗

η((p
∗p)2

n

ei)‖
1
2n

τ . From
Proposition 3.1 we have

‖∂∗
η((p

∗p)2
n

ei)‖
1
2n

τ =
∥

∥

∥(p∗p)2
n

∂∗
η(ei)−

〈

∂η((p
∗p)2

n

) | ei
〉

M

∥

∥

∥

1
2n

τ
.

Toward bounding this, we claim that ‖
〈

∂η((p
∗p)2

n

) | ei
〉

M
‖τ ≤ ‖∂η((p∗p)2

n

)‖τ‖ηii(1)‖. Setting a =
〈

∂η((p
∗p)2

n

) | ei
〉

M
and using 0 ≤ ηii(1) ≤ ‖ηii(1)‖ gives us

‖a‖2τ = ‖
〈

∂η((p
∗p)2

n

) | ei
〉

M
‖2τ = τ

(

a
〈

∂η((p
∗p)2

n

) | ei
〉

M

)

=
〈

∂η((p
∗p)2

n

), eia
∗
〉

≤ ‖∂η((p∗p)2
n

)‖τ‖eia∗‖τ = ‖∂η((p∗p)2
n

)‖ττ(a∗ηii(1)a)
1
2 ≤ ‖∂η((p∗p)2

n

)‖τ‖a‖τ‖ηii(1)‖.

Also, note that ‖∂η(pk)‖2 ≤ k‖p‖k−1‖∂η(p)‖2 by iterating the Leibniz rule. Thus,

‖∂∗
η((p

∗p)2
n

ei)‖
1
2n

τ = ‖(p∗p)2n∂∗
η(ei)−

〈

∂η((p
∗p)2

n

) | ei
〉

M
‖

1
2n

τ

≤
(

‖p∗p‖2n‖∂∗
η(ei)‖τ + ‖

〈

∂η((p
∗p)2

n

) | ei
〉

M
‖τ
)

1
2n

≤
(

‖p∗p‖2n‖∂∗
η(ei)‖τ + ‖∂η((p∗p)2

n

)‖2‖ηii(1)‖
)

1
2n

≤
(

‖p∗p‖2n‖∂∗
η(ei)‖τ + 2n‖p∗p‖2n−1‖∂η(p∗p)‖2‖ηii(1)‖

)
1
2n

= ‖p∗p‖
(

‖∂∗
η(ei)‖τ + 2n

‖∂η(p∗p)‖2
‖p∗p‖ ‖ηii(1)‖

)
1

2n

= ‖p‖2
(

‖∂∗
η(ei)‖τ + 2n

‖∂η(p∗p)‖2
‖p∗p‖ ‖ηii(1)‖

)
1
2n

.

Sending n → ∞, we have ‖p∂∗
η(ei)−〈∂η(p∗) | ei〉M ‖τ ≤ ‖∂∗

η(ei)‖τ‖p‖. A similar argument yields ‖∂∗
η(ei)p−

〈ei | ∂η(p)〉M ‖τ ≤ ‖∂∗
η(ei)‖τ‖p‖. �

Recall from Proposition 3.1 that ∂η is closable when a (B, η)-conjugate system exists, and we will denote

its closure by ∂η. From [DL92], M ∩dom(∂η) is a ∗-algebra and ∂η still satisfies Leibniz rule on M ∩dom(∂η)
(see also [Pet09a, Section 1.7]).

Proposition 3.4. Let (M, τ) be a tracial von Neumann algebra generated by a von Neumann algebra B
and self-adjoint operators {xi}i∈I . Assume that a (B, η)-conjugate system exists for {xi}i∈I . For P ∈
M ∩ dom(∂η) and u, v ∈ Ms.a., if Pu = 0 and P ∗v = 0 then

v∂η(P )u = 0.

Proof. By Kaplansky’s density theorem, there exists self-adjoints uk, vk ∈ B〈x〉 such that

sup
k∈N

‖uk‖, sup
k∈N

‖vk‖ < ∞ and lim
k→∞

‖uk − u‖τ = 0, lim
k→∞

‖vk − v‖τ = 0.

11
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For arbitrary Q1, Q2 ∈ B〈x〉,
〈

Puk, ∂
∗
η(vkQ1eiQ2)

〉

τ
=
〈

∂η(Puk), vkQ1eiQ2

〉

=
〈

∂η(P )uk + P∂η(uk), vjQ1eiQ2

〉

=
〈

∂η(P )(uk − u), vkQ1eiQ2

〉

+
〈

∂η(P )u, vkQ1eiQ2

〉

+ 〈P∂η(uk), vkQ1eiQ2〉
=
〈

∂η(P )(uk − u), vkQ1eiQ2

〉

+
〈

∂η(P )u, (vk − v)Q1eiQ2

〉

+
〈

∂η(P )u, vQ1eiQ2

〉

+ 〈P∂η(uk), vkQ1eiQ2〉
=
〈

∂η(P )(uk − u), vkQ1eiQ2

〉

+
〈

∂η(P )u, (vk − v)Q1eiQ2

〉

+
〈

v∂η(P )u,Q1eiQ2

〉

+ 〈∂η(uk)Q
∗
2, P

∗vkQ1ei〉 (7)

We are going to show the third term
〈

v∂η(P )u,Q1eiQ2

〉

is zero by showing the remaining three terms and
the original expression all converge to 0 as k → ∞. To estimate the term on the left hand side, note that
from Proposition 3.1, for y1, y2 ∈ B〈x〉

∂∗
η(y1eiy2) = y1∂

∗
η(ei)y2 − 〈∂η(y∗1) | ei〉M y2 − y1 〈ei | ∂η(y2)〉M = ∂∗

η(y1ei)y2 − y1 〈ei | ∂η(y2)〉M
and by Proposition 3.3,

‖∂∗
η(y1eiy2)‖τ ≤ 3‖∂∗

η(ei)‖τ · ‖y1‖ · ‖y2‖.
Hence

|
〈

Puk, ∂
∗
η(vkQ1eiQ2)

〉

τ
| ≤ ‖Puk‖2 · ‖∂∗

η(vkQ1eiQ2)‖2
≤ ‖Puk − Pu‖τ · 3‖∂∗

η(ei)‖τ · ‖vk‖ · ‖Q1‖ · ‖Q2‖
≤ ‖P‖ · ‖uk − u‖τ · 3‖∂∗

η(ei)‖τ · ‖vk‖ · ‖Q1‖ · ‖Q2‖,
which tends to zero as k → ∞. For the term 〈∂η(uk)Q

∗
2, P

∗vkQ1ei〉 on the right hand side, consider for

y1, y2 ∈ B〈x〉 and y3 ∈ M ∩ dom(∂η),

〈∂η(y1)y2, y3ei〉 = 〈∂η(y1y2), y3ei〉 − 〈y1∂η(y2), y3ei〉 .
Using the conjugate linear isometry J(aeib) = b∗eia∗,

〈∂η(y1y2), y3ei〉 = 〈J(y3ei), J(∂η(y1y2))〉
= 〈eiy∗3 , ∂η(y∗2y∗1)〉
= τ(y3 〈ei | ∂η(y∗2y∗1)〉
=

〈

〈∂η(y∗2y∗1)|ei〉M , y3
〉

τ

〈y1∂η(y2), y3ei〉 = 〈∂η(y2), y∗1y3ei〉
= 〈J(y∗1y3ei), J(∂η(y2))〉
= 〈eiy∗3y1, ∂η(y∗2)〉
=

〈

〈∂η(y∗2) | ei〉M , y∗1y3
〉

τ

Thus we have

〈∂η(y1)y2, y3ei〉 =
〈

〈∂η(y∗2y∗1)|ei〉M , y3
〉

τ
−
〈

〈∂η(y∗2)|ei〉M , y∗1y3
〉

τ

and by Proposition 3.3,

| 〈∂η(y1)y2, y3ei〉 | ≤ ‖ 〈∂η(y∗2y∗1) | ei〉M ‖τ · ‖y3‖τ + ‖ 〈∂η(y∗2) | ei〉M ‖τ · ‖y∗1y3‖τ
≤ 2‖∂∗

η(ei)‖τ · ‖y∗2y∗1‖ · ‖y3‖τ + 2‖∂∗
η(ei)‖τ · ‖y∗2‖ · ‖y∗1y3‖τ

≤ 4‖∂∗
η(ei)‖τ · ‖y3‖τ · ‖y1‖ · ‖y2‖.

Using this inequality, we can bound the term 〈∂η(uk)Q
∗
2, P

∗vkQ1ei〉 as:
| 〈∂η(uk)Q

∗
2, P

∗vkQ1ei〉 | ≤ 4‖∂∗
η(ei)‖τ · ‖P ∗vkQ1‖τ · ‖uk‖ · ‖Q2‖

= 4‖∂∗
η(ei)‖τ · ‖P ∗(vk − v)Q1‖τ · ‖uk‖ · ‖Q2‖

≤ 4‖∂∗
η(ei)‖τ · ‖P ∗‖ · ‖vk − v‖τ · ‖Q1‖ · ‖uk‖ · ‖Q2‖

The remaining terms
〈

∂η(P )u, (vk − v)Q1eiQ2

〉

and
〈

∂η(P )(uk − u), vkQ1eiQ2

〉

also converge to 0 by the
Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and normality of the bimodule actions. Summing up, every term converges to 0
as k → ∞, so we conclude that the third term in the last expression of equation (7),

〈

v∂η(P )u,Q1eiQ2

〉

, is

zero. Since Q1 and Q2 were arbitrary, we have v∂η(P )u = 0. �

12
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Theorem 3.5 (Theorem B). Let (M, τ) be a tracial von Neumann algebra generated by a von Neumann
algebra B and self-adjoint operators {xi}i∈I. Assume that a (B, η)-conjugate system exists for {xi}i∈I and
a covariance matrix η with ηii = EB for all i ∈ I. Then a self-adjoint polynomial P =

∑

j ajxibj + b0 has

no atoms in B when aj , bj ∈ B and there exists a positive scalar c such that
∑

j ajbj ≥ c · 1.
If we furthermore assume η = (δijEB)i,j∈I , then a self-adjoint polynomial P =

∑

i

∑

j a
(i)
j xib

(i)
j + b0

has no atoms in B when a
(i)
j , b

(i)
j ∈ B and there exists an 1 ≤ i ≤ n and a positive scalar c such that

∑

j a
(i)
j b

(i)
j ≥ c · 1.

Proof. Assume ηii = EB and that the ith (B, η)-conjugate variable exists. For a self-adjoint polynomial
P =

∑

j ajxibj + b0, let b be a self-adjoint element of B, and w be the projection onto ker(P − b) so that

(P − b)w = 0 and (P − b)∗w = (P − b)w = 0. Then w∂η(P − b)w = 0 by Proposition 3.4 and

0 = 〈ei, w∂η(P )w〉 =
〈

ei,
∑

j

wajeibjw

〉

= τ



EB(w)
∑

j

ajbjw





= τ



EB(w)
∑

j

ajbjEB(w)



 ≥ c‖EB(w)‖22.

Thus we have EB(w) = 0 and therefore w = 0 by the faithfulness of EB .
Next, assume ηij = δijEB and that a (B, η)-conjugate system exists. For a self-adjoint polynomial

P =
∑

i

∑

j a
(i)
j xib

(i)
j + b0, let b be a self-adjoint element of B and w be as before so that w∂η(P − b)w = 0

by Proposition 3.4. Then

0 = 〈ei, w∂η(P )w〉 =
〈

ei, w
∑

i

∑

j

a
(i))
j eib

(i)
j

〉

= τ



EB(w)
∑

j

a
(i)
j b

(i)
j w





= τ



EB(w)
∑

j

a
(i)
j b

(i)
j EB(w)



 ≥ c‖EB(w)‖2τ .

Thus EB(w) = 0 and therefore w = 0. �

Remark 3.6. Suppose ηii =
∑

k(ζ
(i)
k )∗ ◦ (ζ(i)k ) where each ζ

(i)
k is a normal completely positive map whose

predual map still restricts to M and assume that
∑

k ‖ζ
(i)
k (x)‖2τ = 0 implies x = 0. (Note that EB =

(EB)∗ ◦ EB is of this form.) If the ith (B, η)-conjugate variable exists, then arguing as in the proof of
Theorem 3.5 it follows that xi has no atoms in B: for any self-adjoint b ∈ B and w the projection onto the
kernel of xi − b, one has

0 = 〈ei, w∂η(xi − b)w〉 = 〈ei, weiw〉 = τ(ηii(w)w)

=
∑

k

τ
(

(ζ
(i)
k )∗ ◦ (ζ(i)k )(w)w

)

=
∑

k

τ(ζ
(i)
k (w)ζ

(i)
k (w)) =

∑

k

‖ζ(i)k (w)‖2τ .

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 ∆p,i :
M → M by

∆p,iP = 〈ei | p∂η(P )〉M
for each i and a projection p ∈ M satisfying P ∗p = 0. If Pw = 0, we have (∆p,iP )w = 〈ei | p∂η(P )〉M w =
〈ei | p∂η(P )w〉M = 0 by Proposition 3.4. For P = xi we get

0 = (∆p,iP )w = 〈ej | pei〉w = ηii(p)w,

which we argued in Theorem 3.5 implied w = 0 when ηii = EB and p = w. If ηij = 0 for i 6= j, then for
P = xixj one can iterate this for a properly chosen p (see [MSW17, Lemma 3.14]) to obtain

0 = ∆p,j(∆w,i(xixj))w = ηjj(pηii(w))w
13
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But even for η = (δijEB)i,j∈I 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 B ∨ (B′ ∩M)

In this section we show that when ηii = EB for each i ∈ I and x admits a (B, η)-conjugate system, B∨(B′∩M)
is diffuse relative to B. Moreover, we show that the center of B ∨ (B′ ∩ M) is actually the center of B if
η = (δijEB)i,j∈I . To accomplish the former, we will use Popa’s intertwining technique. For the latter, we
follow Dabrowski’s proof from [Dab10], but must first adapt the η-partial derivative to B ∨ (B′ ∩M).

Proposition 4.1. Let (M, τ) be a tracial von Neumann algebra generated by a von Neumann algebra B and
self-adjoint operators {xi}i∈I. Assume that a (B, η)-conjugate system exists for {xi}i∈I and a covariance

matrix η. Then EB′∩M (B〈x〉) ⊂ dom(∂η) ∩M and consequently ∂η is densely defined on B ∨ (B′ ∩M).

Proof. For p ∈ B〈x〉, let ξ ∈ conv‖·‖τ {upu∗ : u ∈ U(B)}, which we approximate by a sequence

pn =

d(n)
∑

i(n)=1

αi(n)ui(n)pu
∗
i(n) ∈ conv{upu∗ : u ∈ U(B)} ⊂ B〈x〉.

Then

‖∂η(pn)‖2 =

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

d(n)
∑

i(n)=1

αi(n)ui(n)∂η(p)u
∗
i(n)

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

≤
d(n)
∑

i(n)=1

αi(n)‖ui(n)∂η(p)u
∗
i(n)‖2 = ‖∂η(p)‖2.

Thus (∂η(pn))n∈N is bounded, so we can find a weak cluster point ζ ∈ L2(M ⊠η M, τ). Reducing to
subsequence, we may assume ∂η(pn) → ζ weakly. By Mazur’s lemma, for all N ∈ N there exists ζN ∈
conv{∂η(pn) : n ≥ N} such that ‖ζN − ζ‖2 < 1/N . Thus ζN → ζ and if ζN =

∑eN
j=1 βj∂η(pnj

) =

∂η(
∑eN

j=1 βjpnj
) for n1, ..., neN ≥ N , then

∑eN
j=1 βjpnj

→ ζ as N → ∞. Therefore, ξ ∈ dom(∂η) with

∂η(ξ) = ζ. Recalling that EB′∩M (x) ∈ conv‖·‖τ {uxu∗ : u ∈ U(B)} for any x ∈ M , this shows that

EB′∩M (B〈x〉) ⊂ dom(∂η)∩M . The weak* density of B〈x〉 inM implies that of EB′∩M (B〈x〉) in B∨(B′∩M),

and so ∂η is a densely defined derivation on B ∨ (B′ ∩M). �

Observe that if ηii = EB , then ei is B-central in L2(M⊠ηM, τ). Thus ∂η(
∑

j αjujxiu
∗
j) =

∑

j αjujeiu
∗
j =

ei and so ∂η(EB′∩M (xi)) = ei. Note that ∂η|EB′∩M (B〈x〉) is valued in L2(Ã ⊠η Ã, τ) = spanτ{xeiy : i ∈
I, x, y ∈ Ã} where Ã = B ∨ (B′ ∩M).

Proposition 4.2. Let (M, τ) be a tracial von Neumann algebra generated by a von Neumann algebra B and
self-adjoint operators {xi}i∈I. Assume that a (B, η)-conjugate system exists for {xi}i∈I and a covariance
matrix η with ηii = EB for all i ∈ I. Then:

(a) EB′∩M (xi) has no atoms in B;
(b) B 〈EB′∩M (xi)〉′′ is diffuse relative to B;
(c) B ∨ (B′ ∩M) is diffuse relative to B.

Proof. (a): Let x̃i = EB′∩M (xi). Since ∂η(x̃i) = ei, arguing as in the Theorem 3.5 shows that x̃i has no
atoms in B.

(b): Let Ãi = B 〈x̃i〉′′. Suppose towards a contradiction, Ãi ≺Ãi
B. Then by Theorem 1.1, there exist

projections p ∈ Ãi, q ∈ B, a non-zero partial isometry v ∈ qÃip, and normal ∗-homomorphism θ : pÃip →
qBq such that θ(pap)v = v(pap) for all a ∈ Ãi. Then for a = x̃i

θ(px̃ip)vv
∗ = v(px̃ip)v

∗ = vx̃iv
∗ = x̃ivv

∗,

where the last equality follows from x̃i being in the center of Ãi. This implies that θ(px̃ip) ∈ B is an atom

for x̃i, contradicting (a). Therefore Ãi is diffuse relative to B.

(c): Let Ã = B∨(B′∩M). Suppose Ã ≺Ã B. Then by the Lemma 1.2, Ãi ≺Ãi
B which contradicts (b). �

14
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Theorem 4.3 (Theorem A). Let (M, τ) be a tracial von Neumann algebra generated by a von Neumann
algebra B and self-adjoint operators {xi}i∈I. Assume that a (B, η)-conjugate system exists for {xi}i∈I and
a covariance matrix η = (δijEB)i,j∈I . Then Z(B ∨ (B′ ∩M)) = Z(B).

Proof. Let x̃i = EB′∩M (xi), Ãi = B 〈x̃i〉′′ and Ã = B ∨ (B′ ∩ M). We claim Ãi ⊀Ã B. If we assume for

contradiction Ãi ≺Ã B, then by Theorem 1.1, there exists an Ãi-B correspondence K ≤ L2(Ã, τ) with finite

dimension over B. Let N = (Ãi)
′ ∩ (JτBJτ )

′ and let eÃi
be the projection from L2(Ã, τ) onto L2(Ãi, τ).

Then using B ⊂ Ãi and Jτ (B
′ ∩M)Jτ ⊂ N we have

NeÃi
L2(Ã, τ) = NL2(Ãi, τ) ⊃ NL2(B, τ) ⊃ Jτ (B

′ ∩M)Jτ · L2(B, τ).

Since Jτ (B
′ ∩ M)Jτ · L2(B, τ) is dense in L2(Ã, τ), this shows eÃi

has full central support in N . Thus

[K] (the projection on K) and eÃi
are not centrally orthogonal in N , and therefore there exists a non-zero

partial isometry v ∈ N such that v∗v ≤ [K] and vv∗ ≤ eÃi
. Then vK ≤ v∗L2(M, τ) ≤ L2(Ãi, τ), and vK is

a Ãi-B correspondence with finite dimension over B. Using Theorem 1.1 again, we have Ãi ≺Ãi
B, which

contradicts Proposition 4.2.(b).

Next, we show there are no Ãi-central vectors in L2(Ã ⊠η Ã, τ) = span‖·‖2{xeiy : i ∈ I, x, y ∈ Ã}. Since

η = δijEB , we can write L2(Ã⊠η Ã, τ) =
⊕

j∈I L
2(Ã⊠EB

Ã, τ). Thus any Ãi-central vector in L2(Ã⊠η Ã, τ)

would be a direct sum of Ãi-central vectors in L2(Ã ⊠EB
Ã, τ). Hence it suffices to show that there are no

Ãi-central vectors in L2(Ã⊠EB
Ã, τ). Assume ζ ∈ L2(Ã⊠EB

Ã, τ) is Ãi-central and ‖ζ‖2 = 1. Given ǫ > 0,

let ζ0 =
∑d

k=1 xkejyk with xk, yk ∈ Ã be such that ‖ζ − ζ0‖2 < ǫ. Since Ãi ⊀Ã B, by the Theorem 1.1 we

have a net of unitaries (um) ∈ Ãi such that limm→∞ ‖EB(xumy)‖τ = 0 for all x, y ∈ Ã. In particular there
exists a unitary u such that ‖EB(xuy)‖τ < ǫ/d for all x, y ∈ {x1, x

∗
1, ..., xd, x

∗
d, y1, y

∗
1 ..., yd, y

∗
d}. Thus

| 〈uζ0u∗, ζ0〉 | ≤
d

∑

k,l=1

| 〈uxkejyky
∗, xlejyl〉 | =

d
∑

k,l=1

|τ(uy∗kEB(x
∗
kuxl)yl)|

=

d
∑

k,l=1

|τ(EB(x
∗
kuxl)EB(yluy

∗
k))| ≤

d
∑

k,l=1

‖EB(x
∗
kuxl)‖τ‖EB(yluy

∗
k)‖τ

<

d
∑

k,l=1

ǫ

d
· ǫ
d
= ǫ2.

Hence we have

‖ζ‖22 = 〈uζu∗, ζ〉 = | 〈u(ζ − ζ0)u
∗ + uζ0u

∗, (ζ − ζ0) + ζ0〉 |
≤ | 〈u(ζ − ζ0)u

∗, (ζ − ζ0)〉 |+ | 〈u(ζ − ζ0)u
∗, ζ0〉 |+ | 〈uζ0u∗, ζ − ζ0〉 |+ | 〈uζ0u∗, ζ0〉 |

≤ ‖ζ − ζ0‖22 + ‖ζ − ζ0‖2 · ‖ζ0‖2 + ‖ζ0‖2 · ‖ζ − ζ0‖2 + | 〈uζ0u∗, ζ0〉 |
< ǫ2 + 2ǫ‖ζ0‖2 + ǫ2.

Since ǫ was arbitrary, ‖ζ‖2 = 0 and there is no non-trivial Ãi-central vector in L2(Ã⊠η Ã, τ).
From this point, we follow the argument used in the proof of [Dab10, Theorem 1]. Note that if ηij = 0

for i 6= j, one has

L2(M ⊠
η
M, τ) =

⊕

j∈I

L2(M ⊠
ηjj

M, τ)

and ∂η decomposes as
∑

j∈I ∂η,j where ∂η,j : B〈x〉 → L2(M ⊠ηjj
M, τ) satisfies

∂η,j(xi) = δijej i ∈ I,

and ∂η,j(b) = 0 for all b ∈ B.
Consider the positive unbounded operator on L2(M, τ)

∆j := ∂∗
η,j∂η,j

15
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and a bounded operator on L2(M, τ)

ζt,j :=

(

t

t+∆j

)1/2

.

Then ‖ζt,j(y)−y‖2 → 0 as t → ∞ for y ∈ L2(M, τ) and since ζt,j(L
2(M)) ⊂ dom(∆j) ⊂ dom(∂η,j), ∂η,j ◦ζt,j

is bounded (see [Pet09b, Section 2] or [Dab10, Section 1]). For ξ ∈ dom(∆j) ⊂ dom(∂η,j) and p ∈ B〈x〉 we
have

〈∆j([x̃i, ξ]), p〉τ =
〈

∂η,j([x̃i, ξ]), ∂η,j(p)
〉

=
〈

x̃i∂η,j(ξ)− ∂η,j(ξ)x̃i, ∂η,j(p)
〉

=
〈

∂η,j(ξ), x̃i∂η,j(p)− ∂η,j(p)x̃i

〉

=
〈

∂η,j(ξ), ∂η,j([x̃i, p])
〉

= 〈∆j(ξ), [x̃i, p]〉τ = 〈[x̃i,∆j(ξ)], p〉τ .
Thus ∆j [x̃i, ξ]) = [x̃i,∆j(ξ)].

Now, for arbitrary ξ ∈ L2(M, τ) let f = ζ2t,j(x̃iξ) =
t

t+∆j
(x̃iξ) and g = ζ2t,j(ξ) =

t
t+∆j

(ξ). Then

1

t
(t+∆j)(f − x̃ig) = x̃iξ − x̃ig −

1

t
∆j(x̃ig)

= x̃iξ − x̃ig − x̃i
1

t
∆j(g) = x̃iξ − x̃i((1 +

∆j

t
)(g)) = x̃iξ − x̃iξ = 0.

Thus ζ2t,j(x̃iξ) = x̃iζ
2
t,j(ξ) and the functional calculus implies ζt,j(x̃iξ) = x̃iζt,j(ξ). Similarly, ζt,j(ξx̃i) =

ζt,j(ξ)x̃i. Therefore ζt,j([x̃i, ξ]) = [x̃i, ζt,j(ξ)]. Assume z ∈ Ã′ ∩ Ã. Then

0 = ∂η,j ◦ ζt,j([x̃i, z]) = [x̃i, ∂η,j ◦ ζt,j(z)].
Similarly for b ∈ B one has

0 = ∂η,j ◦ ζt,j([b, z]) = [b, ∂η,j ◦ ζt,j(z)].
Therefore ∂η,j ◦ ζt,j(z) is Ãi central. Since there are no non-zero Ãi-central vectors, ∂η,j ◦ ζt,j(z) = 0

for all t > 0. So ζt,j(z) → z and ∂η,j(ζt,j(z)) = 0 imply z ∈ dom(∂η,j) with ∂η,j(z) = 0. But then

0 = ∂η,j([xj , z]) = [ej , z], and so

0 = 〈[ej , z], [ej, z]〉 = τ(z∗z − z∗EB(z)− EB(z
∗)z + EB(z

∗z))

≥ τ(z∗z − z∗EB(z)− EB(z
∗)z + EB(z

∗)EB(z)) = ‖z − EB(z)‖2τ .
Therefore z = EB(z) ∈ B and Ã′∩Ã ⊂ B′∩B. The reverse inclusion is immediate from Ã = B∨(B′∩M). �

In the case when xi ∈ B′ ∩M for all i ∈ I and M = B〈x〉′′, one has B ∨ (B′ ∩M) = M . We therefore
have the following corollary.

Corollary 4.4. Let (M, τ) be a tracial von Neumann algebra generated by a von Neumann algebra B and
self-adjoint operators {xi}i∈I. Assume that a (B, η)-conjugate system exists for {xi}i∈I and a covariance
matrix η = (δijEB)i,j∈I . If xi commutes with B for all i ∈ I then Z(M) = Z(B).

Example 4.5. For t > 0, let (xi(t))i∈I and Nt be as in Example 2.6. If η = δijEB, we have Z(B ∨ (B′ ∩
Nt)) = Z(B) by the Theorem 4.3. If we furthermore assume each xi commutes with B for all i ∈ I, then
xi(t) = xi+

√
tsi also commutes with B since semicircular operator si commutes with B (see [Ito24, Lemma

7.1]. Therefore one can observe Z(Nt) = Z(B) by the Corollary 4.4. In particular, Nt is a factor whenever
B is a factor.
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