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LOCAL WEAK*-CONVERGENCE, ALGEBRAIC ACTIONS, AND A MAX-MIN
PRINCIPLE

BEN HAYES

ABSTRACT. We continue our study of when topological and measure-theoretic entropy agree for algebraic
action of sofic groups. Specifically, we provide a new abstract method to prove that an algebraic action
is strongly sofic. The method is based on passing to a “limiting object” for sequences of measures which
are asymptotically supported on topological microstates. This limiting object has a natural poset structure
that we are able to exploit to prove a max-min principle: if the sofic approximation has ergodic centralizer,
then the largest subgroup on which the action is a local weak*-limit of measures supported on topological
microstates is equal to the smallest subgroup which absorbs all topological microstates. We are able to
provide a version for the case when the centralizer is not ergodic. We give many applications, including
show that for residually finite groups completely positive (lower) topological entropy (in the presence) is

equivalent to completely positive (lower) measure entropy in the presence.
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This paper furthers the study of the entropy theory on algebraic actions of sofic groups along the lines we
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previously developed in [30, [31]. Given a countable, discrete, group G, an algebraic action of G is an action

G ~ X by continuous automorphisms of a compact, metrizable group X. We may view the study of these
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actions a part of topological dynamics, by viewing this as an action of G by homeomorphisms of a compact,
metrizable space. We may also view these actions as part of the study of ergodic theory, by giving X its
Haar measure, denoted mx, and thinking of the action G ~ X as a probability measure-preserving action.
A major theme of the study of algebraic actions is that there is a heavy interaction between the topological
dynamics of the action and the measure-theoretic dynamics of the action.

For this paper, we are primarily interested in connecting the topological entropy to the measure entropy
of algebraic actions. In the case that G is amenable, we have a entirely satisfactory understanding of the
connections between the entropy theory of the algebraic action as a topological dynamical system and the
algebraic action as a measure-theoretic dynamical system. For example, when G is amenable and G ~ X is

an algebraic action we know:

e the topological and measure entropy (with respect to the Haar measure) of G ~ X agree [24],

e the maximal measure-theoretic factor action with zero measure entropy (i.e. the Pinsker factor) is
of the form G ~ X/Y for some closed, normal, G-invariant subgroup Y of X, and this is also the
topological Pinsker factor [10] 21],

e G ~ X has completely positive topological entropy if and only if G ~ (X, mx) has completely

positive measure entropy [10] 21].

Thus the classical objects of entropy theory (measure entropy, topological entropy, topological/measure-
theoretic Pinsker factors) are the same as viewed from either the topological or measure-theoretic lens, and
in the case of the Pinsker factor, we know that the Pinsker factor retains the algebraic structure of G ~ X
(i.e. it is another algebraic action).

Given the recent extension of entropy theory to sofic groups by Bowen, Kerr-Li [I3 B8] it is natural
to try and generalize this to the case when G is sofic. Because of our recent work, we know of general
conditions which guarantee that there are strong connections between the entropy theory of G ~ X as a
topological dynamical system and the entropy theory of G ~ X as a probability measure-preserving action.
This general condition is that of strong soficity (see the discussion before Corollary 2.23]for the definition of
strong soficity), and under this condition we have the following theorem which is a combination of work in

130, 31].

Theorem 1.1 (Theorem 1.1 in [30], Corollary 1.4 in [31]). Suppose G is a countable, discrete, sofic group
with sofic approzimation o: G — Sq,. Let G ~ X be an algebraic action, and suppose that G ~ (X, mx)
is strongly sofic. Then:
o The topological and measure entropy of G ~ X with respect to (ox)x agree, i.e. h(g,), top(G ™~ X) =
Moy (G~ (X, mx)),
e The outer Pinsker factor of G ~ (X, mx) is algebraic, i.e. of the form G ~ (X/Y, mx/y) where Y
is a closed, normal, G-invariant subgroup,
e The action G ~ (X, mx) has completely positive measure entropy in the presence if and only if

G ~ X has completely positive topological entropy in the presence.

The reader should not worry too much about the difference between “outer Pinsker factor” and “Pinsker

factor”, or between “completely positive measure/topological entropy in the presence” and “completely
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positive measure/topological entropy” in the passage from amenable groups to sofic groups. It suffices to say
simply that “Outer Pinsker factor” is the correct analogue of “Pinsker factor” in the nonamenable case, and
“completely positive measure/topological entropy in the presence” is the correct analogue of “completely
positive measure/topological entropy” in the nonamenable case, as the naive generalizations of ‘Pinsker
factor” and “completely positive measure/topological entropy” to the nonamenable setting do not have the
right permanence properties (see, e.g., [34, [31]).

We mention that strong soficity of G ~ (X, mx) has been verified in every case where the measure-
theoretic entropy has been computed and is not —oo (see e.g. [15] [18] [32, 29]). However one major issue
with Theorem [[Tlis that the verification that an action is strongly sofic can be rather involved. For instance,
the verification of strong soficity for balanced algebraic actions (i.e. an algebraic action which is the dual of
the natural G action on Z(G)%"/Z(G)®" A for some A € M,,(Z(G))) carried out in Section 5 of [32] is the
most difficult and technical portion of an already difficult and technical paper.

Part of the reason for these technical proofs it that by their very nature they involve rather explicit
computations and often messy analytic arguments. These concrete methods give you lots of insight into the
results and these are good, if involved, proofs. However, a major drawback of them is that the actions to
which these methods apply have to take a fairly specific form. We would like to simply put general conditions
(e.g. mixing, ergodicity, complete positive entropy etc.) on an action that do not force the action to be of
a very specific type (e.g. a balanced algebraic action), and one can simply verify that an algebraic action
is strongly sofic by just checking these general conditions. A major goal of this paper is to address these
issues, and we do this primarily by introducing some general “machinery” that one is able to apply as a black
box to show that certain dynamical properties of the action imply strong soficity. We postpone discussion
of our methods to later in the introduction and illustrate the utility of our methods by giving the major
applications of our main result first. For example, Theorems are precise examples of when we are

able to deduce strong soficity from relatively general dynamical conditions.

Theorem 1.2. Let G be a residually finite group, and let (Gp)22, be a decreasing sequence of finite-index,
normal subgroups with (\,—, G, = {1}. Let G ~ X be an algebraic action and suppose that G ~ (X, mx)
is sofic with respect to (Gp)n. If G ~ (X, mx) is ergodic, then G ~ (X, mx) is strongly sofic with respect
to (Gp)n. In particular:
(i) The topological entropy of G ~ X and the measure entropy of G ~ (X, mx) agree, i.e. ha,), top(G ™
X) = h(G,). (G~ (X,mx)),
(i) The Outer Pinsker factor of G ~ (X, mx) with respect to (Gy)n is algebraic: i.e. it is of the form
G ~ (XY, mx/y) for a closed, normal, G-invariant subgroup Y of X,
(i1i)) G ~ X has completely positive topological entropy in the presence if and only if G ~ (X, mx) has

completely positive measure entropy in the presence.

The significant difference between Theorem is that, in the residually finite case, once the algebraic
is sofic and ergodic, one obtains for free that it is strongly sofic, and therefore we automatically deduce all
these nice corollaries we have one equality of entropy, structure of the Pinsker etc. without having to do any

additional technical and involved proof. At this point we mention that there are counterexamples to equality
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of measure and topological entropy of algebraic actions, but in all known counterexamples it is true that
G ~ (X, mx) has entropy —oo. Experts in the subject view these counterexamples as unsatisfactory, and
the question of whether the topological and measure entropy of algebraic actions agree when the measure
entropy is not —oo is still open. The above theorem gives an affirmative answer when G is residually finite
and the sofic approximation comes from a decreasing chain of finite-index, normal, subgroups with trivial
intersection, and the action is ergodic. The assumption that G is residually finite is a special case, but it is
a common “test case” to check if results should be true for general sofic groups. Thus Theorem should
be regarded as strong positive evidence the topological and measure entropy agree for algebraic actions with

nonnegative measure entropy.

Theorem 1.3. Let G be a residually finite group, and let (Gp)22, be a decreasing sequence of finite-index,
normal subgroups. Let G ~ X be an algebraic action. Then G ~ X has completely positive lower topological
entropy in the presence if and only if G ~ (X,mx) has completely positive lower measure entropy in
the presence. In fact, if G ~ X has completely positive lower topological entropy in the presence, then

G ~ (X, mx) is strongly sofic with respect to (Gy)n.

As in [31], the reader should read “completely positive topological/measure entropy in the presence” as
the correct generalization of completely positive topological/measure entropy from the amenable case to
the nonamenable case. Again there is an interesting open question lurking in the background, which is
whether completely positive lower topological entropy in the presence is equivalent to completely positive
lower measure entropy in the presence for algebraic actions. This would be a perfect analogue of [10] 21] in
the nonamenable case. Theorem [[3] should be regarded as strong evidence that this conjecture is true in
general, since it is true in the residually finite case.

We mention here that recent results of Alpeev [6] imply that every sofic group has a sofic approximation
so that every sofic algebraic action is strongly sofic with respect to that sofic approximation. One important
difference between Theorem [[3] and the results of Alpeev is that Alpeev has to assume that G ~ (X, mx)
is sofic, in order to deduce that completely positive topological entropy and completely positive measure-
theoretic entropy agree with respect to the sofic approximation he constructs. Here we obtain as a corollary
that G ~ (X, mx) is sofic with respect to (ok)xr provided G ~ X has completely positive lower topological
entropy in the presence. Soficity of the action G ~ (X,mx) is far from obvious from the assumption
that G ~ X has completely positive lower topological entropy in the presence. Additionally, Theorem
applies to a specific and concrete sofic approximation, whereas the results of Alpeev only apply to a
sofic approximation he constructs by an abstract method. To the best of our knowledge, there isn’t a
concrete example of a nonamenable sofic group G, and a concrete sofic approximation of G which satisfies
the hypotheses Alpeev requires in order to apply his methods.

We remark on one other interesting aspect of Theorem [[3] which is that it the proof that G ~ (X, mx)
is sofic using Theorem is rather different than most other proofs of soficity. Most proofs of soficity of
actions go as follows: fix a sofic approximation o;: G — Sy, of G, and let G ~ (X, ) be a probability
measure-preserving action, without loss of generality we may assume X is compact and the actions is by

homeomorphisms. One then chooses a “random map” ¢: {1,...,dr} — X (with respect to some sequence
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of probability measures j; on X %), and shows that with high probability this maps is “almost equivariant
and almost measure-preserving”. This often requires heavily involved calculations, and delicate probabilistic
arguments (see e.g. (see [I3| Theorem 8.1], [29] Theorem 8.2]). The proof of soficity using Theorem [[3] is
quite different in this regard, relying on an abstract apparatus. Difficult estimates and inequalities are not
required, and the results follow from fairly general principles. This is why Theorem [[.3] applies to algebraic
actions which satisfy an abstract dynamical assumption (complete positive entropy), instead of only to a
fairly specific class of actions as in previous results (the main exception being the results of [29]). The main
other argument for soficity that may be regarded as essentially an entirely “soft” proof is that of Popa in
[51l, Theorem 0.3], which involves an ultraproduct argument. As we shall reveal later, our proofs also involve
ultraproduct analysis, though in quite a different manner than Popa. For each of Theorems [[2T.3] we are
able to deduce strong soficity by only assuming something on the topological structure of the action G ~ X
( having completely positive topological entropy). In certain cases, we can give an indication as to why
one would expect to deduce strong soficity from structure of the topological dynamical system G ~ X. We
show that strong soficity of G ~ (X, mx) is, in fact, a topological conjugacy invariant amount the class of

algebraic actions, provided that G ~ (X, mx) is ergodic.

Theorem 1.4. Let G be a countable, discrete, sofic group with sofic approzimation or: G — Sg,. Let
G~ X,GAY be two algebraic actions, and suppose that G ~ (X, mx),G ~ (Y, my) are ergodic. If Y is
a topological G-factor of X, and G ~ (X, mx) is strongly sofic, then G ~ (Y, my) is strongly sofic. This is

true even when the factor map X — Y 1is not a group homomorphism.

At this point, we will explain briefly the abstract machinery alluded to after Theorem [[L3] which underlies
all the proofs of the paper. To discover this machinery, we first reduce our problems from showing strong
soficity, to local weak*-convergence (see for the definition of local weak*-convergence). The main fact
we use is the following: if G ~ X is an algebraic action, and G ~ (X, mx) is ergodic, then G ~ (X, mx)
is strongly sofic if and only if there is a sequence of measures p;, € Prob(X ) which are asymptotically
supported on topological microstates and locally weak*-converge to mx (by [, Corollary 5.7] and [30,
Corollary 2.14]). Thus we aim to show that existence of a sequence of measures yj, € Prob(X?) which
are asymptotically supported on topological microstates and locally weak*-converge to mx. In fact, all of
Theorems [[L2HT.2] apply to the situation when G ~ (X, mx) is not ergodic, but with the conclusion of
strong soficity replaced by the existence of a sequence of measures asymptotically supported on topological
microstates and locally weak*-converge to the Haar measure.

After reducing to the study of local weak*-convergence, we apply an ultrafilter /ultraproduct analysis. An
ultrafilter is an abstract object that allows one to take generalized limits (called ultralimits) of any bounded
sequence of complex numbers in such a way that preserves the usual order and algebraic structure of R, C
(e.g. preservation of inequalities, sums, products, etc). The existence of a free ultrafilter on the natural
numbers is an elementary consequence of Zorn’s lemma. For the reader uninitiated into usage of ultrafilters,
the half-page material contained on ultrafilter in Section 3.1 of [35] is already enough for our purposes, which
can be learned by the dedicated reader in a matter of days, or arguably hours. Our ultrafilter arguments are

thus elementary, in the sense that they are easy consequences of the usual axioms of set theory, and require
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minimal background and preparation to understand. The use of ultrafilters is common and well-accepted in
the study of sofic groups (see [20, 26] 50} [44] [49] [55]) and geometric group theory in general (see [25, 52]).
Ultrafilter have already been used several times in the study of measure entropy for actions of nonamenable
groups (see [16, [39, [41] [42] [33] [34]), and our paper is another entry into this tradition.

Given an ultrafilter w on the natural numbers, and a sequence (dj); of natural numbers, one can con-
struct the Loeb measure space (Z,,u,) which is, in a sense, the “ultralimit” of the space probability
space ({1,...,dr},uq,) (where ug, is the uniform measure on the finite set {1,...,d;}). If we fix a com-
pact, metrizable space X, then any sequence of functions fx: {1,...,dr} — X induces a measurable map
(fr)k—w: Zw — X. Thus the Loeb measure space allows us to take “arbitrary limits” of sequences of func-
tions, just like ultralimits allow us to take arbitrary limits of bounded sequences. We use Meas(Z,,, X) for the
space of u,-measurable functions Z, — X modulo the equivalence relation of equality almost everywhere.

This is related to local weak™ convergence for the following reason. Suppose we fix a sofic group G, and
a sofic approximation ox: G — Sy, (where S,, is the symmetric group on n letters). Suppose that X is
a compact, metrizable space and G ~ X by homeomorphisms. Given a sequence (uz)r € Prob(X ) we
let (,ukyj);lil be its marginals onto the different coordinates. The collection of marginals may be regarded
as a function {1,...,dr} — Prob(X). So by our comments in the preceding paragraph, we may take an
“ultralimit” of these functions and end up with an element &((ux)r) € Meas(Z,,, Prob(X)). We let £, (G ~
X) be the set of all E((ur)r) where (ug)r is asymptotically supported on topological microstates for G ~ X
as k — w. It is an exercise in understanding the definitions to see that if 1 = E((uk)r) € Prob(X), then
wr =" g if and only if py locally weak* converges to p as k — w. We may thus view £,(G ~ X) as a
space of “generalized local weak™ limits” of measures asymptotically supported on topological microstates.

There is one other important definition we need for our main theorem. Let w, (ok)x, G, X be as in the
preceding paragraph. Given a closed subset Y of X, we say that Y absorbs all topological microstates for
G ~ X with respect to (oy)k,w if for every (almost surely) G-equivariant © € Meas(Z,,, X) we have that
O(z) € Y for almost every z € Z,. This is equivalent to saying that for any sequence (¢ )x of topological

)

microstates, we have that ¢y (j) is “close” to X for “most j” as k — w.

Let F(X) be the set of nonempty closed subset of X equipped with the Hausdorff (in the sense of
Hausdorff metric) topology. We can also makes of absorbing all topological microstates not just for elements
of F(X), but also for a Y € Meas(Z,,, F(X)). This just means that for every almost surely G-equivariant © €
Meas(Z,,, X) we have ©(z) € Y (z) for almost every z € Z,, (see Proposition2.I2for a way to say this in terms
of topological microstates). If X is a compact group, and the G action is by continuous automorphisms, then
it is especially interesting to analyze elements of Meas(Z,,, (X)) which absorb all topological microstates
and so that Y (z) is a closed subgroup of X. We use Sub(X) for the space of closed subgroups of X, which
is a closed subset of F(X). Lastly, if Y € Meas(Z,,, Sub(X)), we let my € Meas(Z,,, Prob(X)) be given by
my (z) = my (). We let 8,(G ~ X) = {Y € Meas(Z,,Sub(X)) : my € L (G ~ X). We are now ready
to state the two main “max-min” theorems of the paper, which gives a precise duality between being a

generalized local weak* limit and absorbing all topological microstates.



LOCAL WEAK*-CONVERGENCE, ALGEBRAIC ACTIONS, AND A MAX-MIN PRINCIPLE 7

Theorem 1.5. Let G be a sofic group and or: G — Sq, a sofic approximation. Fix a free ultrafilter w on

the natural numbers. Let G ~ X be an algebraic action. Then

(i) There is a maximal element Y € Meas(Z,,,Sub(X)) satisfying the condition that my is a generalized
local weak*-limit of measures supported on topological microstates for G ~ X with respect to (oy)g,w,
i.e. my € L,(G~ X).
(i) IfY is anin (i), then'Y is also the minimal element of Meas(Z,,, Sub(X)) which absorbs all topological
microstates with respect to (o )k, w.
(i) If Y is an in (i), then Y = X if and only if there is a sequence of measures jiy, € Prob(X %) which are

asymptotically supported on topological microstates and locally weak®-converge to mx as k — w.

Corollary 1.6. Let G be a sofic group and ox: G — Sq, a sofic approzimation. Fix a free ultrafilter w on

the natural numbers. Let G ~ X be an algebraic action. Then the following are equivalent:

(i) There does not exist a sequence iy € Prob(X ™) with s, —"" mx.
(i5) There is a sequence (Yi)r € Sub(X)% with limg_,(Ys)«(ua,) # 0x and so that (Yi)r absorbs all

topological microstates for G ~ X along w.

Observe that if G is a sofic group with sofic approximation o : G — Sg, , then we automatically have an

induced embedding of G into the metric ultraproduct [, Sa,. We have a natural action of [], , Sq, on

k

(Zy, uy,). If we add the assumption that the centralizer G inside [],_,  Sq, acts ergodically on (Z,,u,,) in
Theorem then we obtain a nicer statement. We mention that consideration of ergodic centralizer has

already been of relevance to sofic entropy theory (see [39] Section 5]).

Corollary 1.7. Let G be a sofic group and or: G — Sg, a sofic approximation. Fix a free ultrafilter w

on the natural numbers, and suppose that the centralizer of G inside [[,_,  Sa, acts ergodically on the Loeb

k
measure space. Let G ~ X be an algebraic action. Let' Y be the minimal subgroup of X which absorbs all
topological microstates with respect to w. Then Y is the largest subgroup of X so that there is a sequence

wi € Prob(X %) with =" my as k= w.

If G is a residually finite group, and o comes from a sequence of finite quotients as in Theorem [[.2]
then it is known by [39, Theorem 5.7] that the centralizer of G inside [],_,  Sa, acts ergodically on Z,,.
This is why the assumptions of residual finiteness are present in Theorems [[2T.3] in each case this can be
replaced by ergodicity of the action of centralizer of G inside [],_,  Sq4, on Z,. Theorems [[L2I1.3] are easy
and effortless corollaries of Corollary [[.7

The reader may be aware of an alternate way to obtain a “generalized local weak® limit”, which has
already appeared in the probability literature (see e.g. [45] 22]) and has been recently studied in the sofic
entropy context by Abért-Weiss [3]. Observe that a sequence of measures i € Prob(X %) locally weak*

converges to p if and only if

where pu, ; is the ' marginal of y.. The idea would be to then consider an arbitrary sequence px, € Prob(X %)

dy,

and take a limit along an ultrafilter of % >_it1 6y, and get an element of Prob(Prob(X)) as a “generalized
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local weak*-limit.” This is a tempting alternative to what we have done, since Prob(Prob(X)) is metrizable
and Meas(Z,,, Prob(X)) is not. Unfortunately, passage to the space Prob(Prob(X)) obliterates all of the
algebraic structure of Prob(X)), e.g. one cannot take convolutions of measures on Prob(Prob(X)) in a
manner that respects local weak*-limits in the sense of Abért-Weiss. The object Meas(Z,,, Prob(X)) is, in
a precise sense, finer than that Prob(Prob(X)) (e.g. the Abért-Weiss notion of a generalized weak*-limit
factors through ours) and because this remembers the algebraic structure of Prob(X). This is crucial for the
proof of our main theorem. We refer the reader to the comments following Definition for a more precise
discussion of both notions of generalized local weak® limits, why ours is suited for the results of the paper,
and why the Abért-Weiss approach does not work to prove the main results of the paper.

By the above discussion, for a G-invariant element of € Prob(Prob(X)), we can thus makes sense of what
it means for a sequence y € Prob(X9) to locally weak* converge to u. As was discovered by Abért-Weiss
[3], we can thus define a lw*-entropy of u, which we denote by hl(f;’):)k(u). Abért-Weiss have shown that this
is an isomorphism invariant of y, and one may also argue as in Section 6.1 of [7] to see this. While it may be
the case that the topological entropy of G ~ X is not equal to the measure entropy of G ~ (X, mx), in the
context of lw*-entropy we can show that it that there is a “subgroup” Y for which the topological entropy
of G ~ X is equal to the lw* entropy of G ~ (Y, my). The caveat here is that one needs to regard Y as a
G-invariant random subgroup of X, i.e.a G-invariant element of Prob(Sub(X)). For Y € Prob(Sub(X)), we
let my be the element of Prob(Prob(X)) which is the pushforward of Y under the map K — mg-.

Theorem 1.8. Let G be a sofic group and or: G — Sq, a sofic approximation. Fix a free ultrafilter w on

the natural numbers, and let G ~ X be an algebraic action.

(i) There is a G-invariant random subgroup Y of X so that hi Y (my) = R(g),10p(G ™ X).

(01K
1) If the centralizer of G inside Sq, acts ergodically on (Z,,,u,), then there is a subgroup Y of X
k—w k
so that
hl(?r);:)kﬁw (G ~ (Yv mY)) = h(Uk)kAmu (G ~ X) = h(gk)kﬁw (G ~ Y)

The statement of the above theorem naturally leads to the consideration and importance of G-invariant
random subgroups. The notion of invariant random subgroups, i.e. probability measures on Prob(Sub(H))
for a discrete group H which are invariant under the conjugation action of H. This name was given by
Abért-Glasner-Virag [2], but related ideas had been in the mathematical community for some time, first
appearing in work of Zimmer (see [54]). Related results had also been proved before Abért-Glasner-Virag
by Aldous-Lyons [5], Bergeron-Gaboriau [I1], and Vershik [57]. The study of invariant random subgroups
has been quite active in recent years with connections to L-invariants [1], geometric group theory [9} 48],
ergodic theory [2] [T} 54, [I7, 56, 19], as well as many other subjects. While not quite the same object, we
think that G-invariant random subgroups in the algebraic action situation will be important to the study
of entropy theory for the same reasons that invariant random subgroups are of relevance to several fields of
mathematics.

We remark that part () of Theorem [[.8is optimal in the residually finite case. We make this precise by

the following result.
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Theorem 1.9. Let G be a countable, discrete, sofic group with a sofic approximation or: G — Sq,. Let

w be a free ultrafilter on the natural numbers, and suppose that the centralizer of G inside [],_, , Sa, acts

k

ergodically on (Z,,u.). Let Y be the mazimal element of 8,(G ~ X) (so Y € Sub(X)) by Corollary[1.7).
Then we have the following properties of Y :

(a) For every G-invariant K € Sub(X) with Y C K, we have that G ~ (K, m) is not sofic with respect to
(ok)k- In particular, if Y # X, then the action G ~ (X, mx) is not sofic with respect to (oy)g-
(b) Y is the largest subgroup so that hl(ﬁ:;)kﬁw(G ~ (Y, my)) # oo,

(c) Y is the smallest subgroup of X so that h(g,),_, . top(G ™~ X) = (o), top(G A Y),
(d) Y is the largest subgroup of X so that h!*’ (G~ (Y,my)) = Riog)y o top(G Y.

(k) k—w

The above result makes it clear that the maximal element Y of 8,(G ~ X) is of utmost importance
for the entropy theory of G ~ X. We make a few remarks on the use of ultrafilters in the paper. While
ultrafilter analysis is quite efficient for our purposes, it is true that ultrafilters are quite abstract objects.
it is not possible to concretely write down a free ultrafilter on the natural numbers. Because of this, it is
desirable to obtain ultrafilter-free version of ours results, when possible. Fortunately, it well-known how
to establish statements which are true for all sufficiently large n from statements that are true for every
free ultrafilter. This is why we are able to prove Theorems using Theorem It is also not hard
to state ultrafilter-free version of Theorem and Corollary [[L7] though the statements are a little more
awkward. The reader may consult Corollaries (5.3l and in this paper for the precise ultrafilter-free version
of Theorem and Corollary [[L71

We close with remarks on the organization of the paper. We start in Section 2.1l by giving some setup
to the statement of the main theorem. Specifically in Section 2] we give the precise definitions of the
ultraproduct spaces we are working with for the majority of the paper, as well as the algebraic and lattice
structure of these spaces. We end Section 2.1] by stating Theorem [2.15] which is a lattice-theoretic result
about these ultraproduct spaces, and then begin Section [221 deducing the main theorem (Theorem [LH) from
this lattice-theoretic result. This lattice-theoretic structure on ultraproduct spaces, is extremely powerful
for the purposes of this paper. To illustrate this, in Section [Z.2] we show that Corollary [I.7], [L2HT.3] [[.8] .9
are quick corollaries of Theorem [[L5] and that Theorem follows easily from We then spend all of
Section [3] proving Theorem The proof is short, but requires a mild amount of preliminary material on
operators on Hilbert spaces, which is why we postpone the proof until later in the paper. We then spend
Section [0l giving ultrafilter-free version of the main results, and in Section we give a sketch of a proof
of a simpler case of Corollary [[.7] that does not use ultrafilters. We spend Section M studying a few algebraic
actions which are not strongly sofic, and computing (or at least obtaining information about) the maximal
(generalized) subgroup whose Haar measure is a (generalized) local weak*-limit. Appendix [Al gives proofs of
the main results on spaces of measurable maps on Loeb spaces that we need, and Appendix [B]shows how we
can also use our techniques to deduce the existence of a sequence of measures which locally and empirically
converge to the Haar measure from the assumption of soficity of an action.

Acknowledgments. I thank Miklos Abért, Andrei Alpeev, Tim Austin, Lewis Bowen, Hanfeng Li and

Brandon Seward for interesting discussions related to this paper. Much of this work was still done when
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I was a professor at Vanderbilt University. I thank Vanderbilt for providing an extremely productive work

environment.

2. REDUCTION OF THE MAIN THEOREM: LATTICE STRUCTURE ON AN ULTRAPRODUCT OF SPACES OF

SUBGROUPS

The main purpose of this section is to setup the appropriate the background for a lattice-theoretic state-

ment which is sufficient to deduce Theorem

2.1. Background and statement of the main reduction. We give some necessary background material
for our proof of Theorem [[L5], which includes precise definitions of the spaces £,(G ~ X),8,(G ~ X), and
explain the algebraic and order structure that the spaces £,(G ~ X),8,(G ~ X) posses.

We start by reminding the reader of the definition of ultrafilters and ultralimits.

Definition 2.1. Let I be a set. An ultrafilter on I is a subset w of the power set of I satisfying the following

axioms:

e A B € w implies that AN B € w,
e if Acwand AC B C I, then B € w,

o for every A € w, exactly one of A, A° € w.

We say that w is free if no finite set is in I.

Given a free ultrafilter w on I, a compact Hausdorff space K, and (;);c; € K!, we say x; converges to
p € K along w if for every neighborhood U of p we have that {i € [ : x; € U} € w. We call p the ultralimit
of x; and write lim;_,,, x; = p. It is an exercise to show that every element of K I converges along w and the

resulting ultralimit is unique.

We will also frequently need to use notation for probability measures on compact spaces. If X is a compact,
metrizable space we let Prob(X) be the space of all Borel probability measure on X. If G is a countable,
discrete, group and G ~ X by homeomorphisms, we let Probg(X) be the set of G-invariant elements of
Prob(X). If A is a finite set, we let u4 be the uniform measure on A, if A = {1,--- n}, we typically use u,

instead of ugy ... ).

Definition 2.2. Let w be a free ultrafilter on the natural numbers, and let (dj)r be a sequence of natural

numbers. Let

[L41,....dx} .
(Jk)k ~ (Ji)x if and only if {k: ji, = ji.} €w
Given a sequence Ay C {1,...,dy}, we let [[,, Ar be the image in Z, of [], Ar under the quotient

Zy =

map [[,.{1,...,dr} = Z,. We call the collection of [],_,  Ax ranking over all sequences (Ay); with A C

{1,...,di} the algebra of internal subsets of Z,,. Let B be the o-algebra of subsets of Z,, generated by the

| Al
dy °

internal subsets of X. By [43], there is a unique measure u,,: B — [0, 1] so that u,, ([[,_,, Ar) = limy_,,
The triple (X, B, u,,) is called the Loeb measure space. It can be shown that for every A € B, there is a
sequence (Aj)k—w S0 that uy (AA(Ag)k—w) = 1. Given (ji)r € [[{1,...,dr}, welet (jx)r—w be equivalence

class of (ji)r as an element of Z,,.
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We will mainly be interested in measurable maps from the Loeb measure space into some metrizable space
X. By measurable, we mean that f~(U) is measurable for every open subset U of X. It follows that if
f: Z, — X is measurable, then f~!(E) is measurable for every Borel E C X (Borel for us will mean the
o-algebra generated by the open subsets of X). We let Meas(Z,,, X) be the space of measurable maps from
the Loeb measure space into X, where we identify two such maps if they agree almost everywhere. Given a

metric p on X, we define a metric p,, on Meas(Z,,, X) by

P, ) = /X p(B(2), (=) du(2).

It is straightforward to check that p,,(fn, f) — 0 if and only if for every & > 0 we have that u({z € X :
p(fn(x), f(x)) < e}) — 1. We need a few simple operations and terms related to the Loeb measure space.
If (X, px), (Y, py) are metric spaces and f: X — Y is Borel, we define f.: Meas(Z,, X) — Meas(Z,,Y) by
f(@)=[foo.

We collect some facts about the Loeb measure space that we will need later.

Proposition 2.3. Let (X, px), (Y, py) be metric spaces, (di)r a sequence of natural numbers, and w a free

ultrafilter on the natural numbers.

(i) If (X, px) is a complete metric space, then so is (Meas(Z,,, X), px.m)-
(i) Suppose that f: X =Y is uniformly continuous. Then the induced map f.: Meas(Z,,, X) — Meas(Z,,Y)
s uniformly continuous.
(iii) Suppose that f: X —'Y is uniformly continuous, and that there is a uniformly continuous map g: X —
Y so that g(f(z)) = x for all x € X. Then f.(Meas(Z,, X)) is closed.

Ttems (i)—(Td) are true with the Loeb measure replaced by a general measure space and are simple enough
that their proofs are left as exercises to the reader. We only collect them here because we will use items
@) (@) frequently throughout the paper.

We will often be interested in Meas(Z,,, X) when (X, p) is compact. Fix a compact metric space (X, p).
In this case, we can simplify much of the discussion. For example, it is easy to see that given a sequence
(fn)n € Meas(Z,, X), and f € Meas(Z,,, X) we have that p,,(fn, f) — 0if and only if for every neighborhood
O of the diagonal in X x X, then u({z € X : (f(z), fu(z)) € O}) — 1. It thus follows that the topology
induced by p,, does not depend upon p. We call this the topology of convergence in measure. Because of
these comments, in the compact case we will typically not specify a metric p on X, and instead can simply
work with open neighborhoods of the diagonal in X x X. We need one last construction in the compact case.

For notation, given a set A and an n € N, we identify A™ with all functions {1,--- ,n} — A. Fix a sequence
(fr)r with fr € X9 Define a map (fx)row: Zo — X by (fi)ksw((Jr)kow) = limg e fr(jr). It is clear that
if ¢: X — Y is Borel, then ¢.((f&))k—w = (@0 fi)k—w- It is shown in the appendix (see Proposition [A]] ({l))

that (fx)k—w is always a Borel map. Given a sequence of sets Ej, C X% we let

II B = {(fk)k—nu (fr)k € HEk}
K

k—w

A set of the form [], ,  FEj is called an internal set.
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Since we will use it quite often, we state some basic properties of internal sets in the following proposition.

The proof of this proposition is given in Appendix [Al

Proposition 2.4. Let X be a compact metrizable space, (dy)r a sequence of natural numbers, and w a free

ultrafilter on the natural numbers.

(i) For any f € Meas(Z,, X), there exists (fi)x € [[, X% so that f = (fr)k—w almost everywhere.
(i) Internal subsets of Meas(Z,,, X) are always closed.
(i1i) If Y is a Polish space, f: X —'Y is continuous, and E C Meas(Z,,, X) is a countable intersection of
internal sets, then f.(E) is closed.

() If R €[0,00) and f € L™®(Z,,uy), and f = (fi)k—w for some fi, € £°(dy) with || fx]|co < R, then

JECIZXCE klggd—szk

(v) If f € Meas(Z.,, X) and (fi)r € [1, X% is such that f = (fr)k—w almost everywhere, then f.(u,) =
limy o (i)« (ua,) in the weak® topology.

Fix a sequence (dg)x of natural numbers, and a free ultrafilter w on the natural numbers. Let

H Sdk _ Hk Sdk

Uk k€ Hk Sdk limyg ., dHamm(Uk( )71d) = 0}

Given (pi)r € [14 Sa., we let (pr)r—w € [, Sa, be the image of (pi)r under the quotient map. Observe
that we have a well-defined, measure-preserving action [[, ., Sq, ™~ Z., given by (pi)k—w((Jk)kow) =
(Pk(Jk))k—w- Suppose that G is a sofic group, and oi: G — Sg, is a sofic approximation, we then have an
induce injective homomorphism o.,: G =[], Sd, by 0w (9) = (65(9))n—w-. So we have an induced action
of G on Z, via o,,.

Let X be a compact, metrizable space and G ~ X by homeomorphisms. A sequence of topological

microstates with respect to (og)k,w is a sequence ¢y : {1,...,dr} — X so that

i ug, ({72 (96(7): (on(9) (1)) € U}) =1

for every neighborhood U of the diagonal, and every g € G. We shall typically drop “with respect to (o%)x”,
if (o) is clear from the context and simply say “with respect to w.” If a sequence (¢x)x € [], X% satisfies
limy o0 ua, ({7 2 (90(4), #(ok(9)(45)) € U}) = 1 or every neighborhood U of the diagonal, and every g € G,
we call it a sequence of topological microstates with respect to ()i, again we often drop “with respect to
(or)r” if it is clear from the context.

We mention for later use the related notion of measure-theoretic microstates. Suppose X, (ok)k,w are
as in the preceding paragraph, and that u € Probg(X). A sequence of measure-theoretic microstates for
G ~ (X,u) with respect to (ok)k,w is a sequence (¢)r of topological microstates which satisfy that

limg o, (¢ )« (ua, ) = p, where the limit is taken in the weak* topology.

Proposition 2.5. Let G be a sofic group with sofic approximation or: G — Sq,,, and let w be a free ultrafilter

on the natural numbers. Fix a compact, metrizable space X and an action G ~ X by homeomorphisms.
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(i) Suppose that ¢r: {1,...,dr} — X is a sequence of topological microstates with respect to w, then the
induced map (P )k—w: Zw — X is G-equivariant and measurable.
(i) Given a G-equivariant, measurable map ®: Z,, — X, there is a sequence (¢r ) of maps ¢r: {1,...,di} —

X which are topological microstates with respect to w and so that ® = (¢ )k—w almost everywhere.

Proof. Throughout we fix a compatible metric p on X.
@): Fixage Gandane > 0. For k € N, let E, = {1 < j < dj : p(¢r(ok(9)(7)), 9¢x(j)) < €}, and let
E={z€Z,:p(®(0u(g9)(2)), g®(z)) < c}. We then have that E =[], ,  FEk, so

Uy () = lim ug, (Ey) =1,

k—w
the last equality following by applying the definition of being a sequence of topological microstates to
U={(z,y) € X:p(x,y) <e}.
@[@): By Proposition [A]] (i), we may find a sequence of maps (¢g)r € [, X% so that (¢g)kw = @
almost everywhere. Let U be a neighborhood of the diagonal in X x X. Since X is compact, we can find an

e > 0so that U D {(z,y) : p(x,y) < e}. For every g € G, we then have

T wa, ({5 5 (6(o1(9)(7)), 90() € U}) 2 Iim wa, ({7 : p(6(on(9)(1), 90(7)) < =)
= uu({z: p(P(g2),90(2)) <e}) = 1.
Since g € G was arbitrary, we see that (¢ ) is a sequence of topological microstates with respect to w. [

Because of the above proposition, we call a measurable, almost surely G-equivariant map 0©: Z,, — X
a topological microstate with respect to (ox)k,w. We typically drop the phrase “with respect to (ok)k,w”
if (o), w are clear from the context. If u € Probg(X), then a measurable, almost surely G-equivariant
map O: Z, — X with (0),(u,) = p will be called a measure microstate with respect to (oy )k, w. As in
the topological case,we typically drop the phrase “with respect to (o%)g,w” if (0)g,w are clear from the
context. If there exists a measure microstate ©: Z,, — X, we then say that G ~ (X, ) is sofic with respect
to (ok)k,w.

As we stated in the introduction, much of the paper is related to the concept of local weak* convergence,

we recall the notion here.

Definition 2.6. Fix a free ultrafilter w on the natural numbers. Let G be a countable, discrete, sofic
group with sofic approximation o, : G — Sg,, and let X be a compact, metrizable space with G ~ X by

homeomorphisms. Given a sequence py € Prob(X?), we say that:

o Ly is asymptotically supported on topological microstates with respect to (ok )k as k — w if for every

g € G, and every open neighborhood U of the diagonal in X x X we have:

Jn g ({9 ua,, ({72 ($(on(9) (1)), 99(7)) € UD)}) = 1,

o for p € Probg(X), we say that g locally weak* converges to p with respect to (ox)x as k — w if for

every weak™® neighborhood O of y we have

B ug ({7 (€5)« (k) € O0}) = L.
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Here €;: X% — X is given by &;(x) = x(j) for 1 < j < dy.
e For p € Probg(X), we say that py is asymptotically supported on measure microstates for G ~
(X, u) with respect to (o)r as k — w if pg is asymptotically supported on topological microstates

for G ~ X with respect to (oi)r as k — w, and if for every weak*-neighborhood O of y we have
lim ({6 6. (ua,) € 0}) = 1.
—w

We shall typically drop some (or all) of “for G ~ (X, n)”, “for G ~ X7, or “with respect to (o )x” if the
action or the sofic approximation is clear from the context (which it usually is). Thus we will often say “uy, is
asymptotically supported on topological microstates as k — w.” The notion of local weak*-convergence has
been well studied from the point of view of probability (see e.g. [4, 45| 40, 46]). Its relevance to sofic entropy
was first systematically researched in [7]. We remark that related concepts were first introduced to the sofic
entropy community in [I5] in the residually finite case (and in [32] in the sofic case), in [I5, Theorem 4.1]
[32] Lemma 5.4] it is already shown that local weak* convergence implies being asymptotically supported on
measures microstates if G ~ (X, p) is ergodic.

For G, X, (ok)k,w as in Definition 26, we let P, (G ~ X) be the set of all sequences (uy)r € [, X%
which are asymptotically supported on topological microstates as k — w. The space P, (G ~ X) depends
upon (0% )k, but we will suppress this from the notation as (o) will essentially always be clear from the
context.

We now turn to the space of measurable functions on the Loeb measure space which will be most important

for our study of local weak* convergence.

Definition 2.7. Let G, (0k)k,w be as in Definition For k € N, we set €): Prob(X ) — Prob(X)%
by €®) (1) (5) = (&;)« (k). Define €: ], Prob(X %) — Meas(Z,, Prob(X)) by

E((n)r) = (M (k) ) ksews for i = (ur)i € [T}, Prob(X ).
We set L,(G ~ X) = &P, (X, Q)).

Observe that if g € Prob(X), then p € L,(G ~ X) if and only if there is a sequence (pg)r €
[1, Prob(X 1) of measures which are asymptotically supported on topological microstates and have i —lw”
w as k — w. In this way we can think of £,,(G ~ X) as a space of generalized local weak* limits of measures
supported on topological microstates. Moreover, the space £,(G ~ X) has the added advantage that any
sequence (ux)x € [], Prob(X ) which is asymptotically supported on topological microstates as k — w has
a “local weak* limit” in £, (G ~ X), namely &((ug)k)-

The following is proved exactly as in Proposition Note that if G, X are as above, then we have an
induced action G ~ Prob(X) by gu = g.(u).

Proposition 2.8. Let G be a countable discrete group with sofic approximation oy : G — Sq, . Fix an action
G ~ X by homeomorphisms, where X is a compact metrizable space, and a free ultrafilter on the natural
numbers. Then every element of L,(G ~ X) is G-equivariant with respect to the actions G ~ Prob(X),G

L.
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It will be helpful to frequently use the following topological fact about this space of “generalized local
weak-* limits”. We will need to recall the following definition of Kerr-Li (see [37, Definition 2.2]). For this

definition, we use the following notation: if p is a pseudometric on a set E, then for any n € N, p € [1, 00),

1/
we denote p,, the pseudometric on E™ defined by pp(¢, 1) = ( ZJ 1 p(6(4), w(j))p) "

Definition 2.9. Let G be a countable group, d € N, and 0: G — S; a map (not assumed to be a homo-
morphism). Let X be a compact, metrizable group with G ~ X by homeomorphisms. For a finite F C G
and § > 0, we let Map(p, F, 0, 0) be the set of all ¢: {1,...,d} — X so that:

max py (g, ¢ oor(g)) <.

Theorem 2.10. Let G be a countable discrete group with sofic approzimation oy: G — Sg,. Fix an action
G ~ X by homeomorphisms, where X is a compact metrizable space, and a free ultrafilter on the natural

numbers. Then L,(G ~ X) is a countable intersection of internal sets, and is thus closed.

Proof. Fix a compatible metric p on X. Choose an increasing sequence of finite subsets F,, of G with

U,, Fn = G, and a decreasing sequence §,, of positive real numbers converging to zero. We claim that

(1) w(G v X) ﬂ H e® ({1 € Prob (XY p (Map(p, Fy, 6ny08)) > 1 — §})

n k—w

Once we know (), it follows from Proposition 24 () that P, (X, G) is closed. So it suffices to show (). It

is clear that

L,(GnX)C= ﬂ H A ({p € Prob(X %) : i (Map(p, Fy, 0p,0%)) > 1 —6}) .

n k—w
Fix a

e m H etk {u € Prob(X %) : pu (Map(p, Fyy, 6n,0%)) > 1—4}),

n k—w

it then suffices to show that p € (P, (X, G)). Write o = (fig)k—sw for some (fx)x € [], Prob(X ).
Fix a decreasing sequence of weak*-neighborhoods O,, of {0} in M(X) with (", O,) NBall(M (X)) =
{0}. Since
e m H ek {u € Prob(X %) : pu (Map(p, Fyy, 6n,0%)) > 1—4}),

n k—w

for every n € N we may find a v € J[, €% ({1 € Prob(X ) : pu(Map(p, F, 6n,0) > 1 —6}) so that
pw=(&® (U,(Cn)))k_w. We may find a decreasing sequence B,, of subsets of N so that:

e B, cwforalln €N, and

o for all k € B,, we have ug, ({j : fix,; — V,(an) €0,})>1-2""
Let By = N\ B;. Given k € N, let n(k) € NU {0} be such that n € By, \ By(k)41. Define pp = I/Z(k). It is
then easy to see that (ux)r € Pw(X,G) and that E((ux)x) = p. This shows () and completes the proof.

|

We will also need the notion of absorbing topological microstates which uses the ultraproduct framework

we have setup so far.
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Definition 2.11. Fix a sofic group G, a sofic approximation ox: G — Sy, , and a free ultrafilter w on the
natural numbers. Let X be a compact, metrizable space with G ~ X by homeomorphisms. We say that
a measurable map Y: Z,, — F(X) absorbs all topological microstates for G ~ X with respect to (oy)g,w if

topological microstate ®: Z,, — X we have ®(z) € Y (z) for u,-almost every z € Z,,.

“

We will often drop the phrase “ with respect to (o%)g,w” if (of )k, w are clear from the context.

By Proposition 24 (), we know that every measurable map ®: Z,, — X is of the form (¢g)r—w, up to
sets of measure zero. So another way to say this is as follows: fix a sequence (Y3)r € [[, F(X%). Then
Y = (Y%)kr—w absorbs all topological microstates if and only if for every sequence (¢x)r € [, X dr which are

topological microstates with respect to w, and every € > 0 we have

B ug (15 p(0k(5), Yie(f)) < e}) = 1.

We introduce a kind of order relation that we will make good use of later. Given u € Meas(Z,,, Prob(X))
and Y € Meas(Z,,, F(X)), we will say that Y supports pn and write p <Y if u(2)(Y(2)) = 1 for almost every
zZ € Z,.

We also induce a partial order on Meas(Z,,, (X)) as follows: given Y1,Ys € Meas(Z,,, F(X)) we say that
Y1 < Y3 if Y1(2) C Ya(z) for almost every z € Z,,.

We present a few basic facts about the above order relations that we will need later.

Proposition 2.12. Let G be a countable, discrete, sofic group with sofic approzimation o: G — Sq,, and
let X be a compact, metrizable space with G ~ X by homeomorphisms. Let Y € Meas(Z,,F (X)), and let
(Yi)k € [1, F(X)% be such that Y = (Yi)k—w almost everywhere. Then the following are equivalent:

(i) Y absorbs all topological microstates with respect to w,
(ii) for any sequence (¢r )k of topological microstates with respect to w we have

hm—quﬁk () =0.

k—w dy

(iii) For every € > 0, there is a finite F C G, ad >0, and a B € w so that for every k € B, and every

¢ € Map(p, F, 6,01), we have that % Z;lil p(6(4),Ye(j)) <e
(iv) for any p € L,(G ~ X) we have that p <Y.

Proof. Without loss of generality, we may assume that ¥ = (Yi)r—w, as this does not change any of the
statements.

(@) implies (@): Let (éx)x be a sequence of topological microstates with respect to w and let ® = (¢ ) ke -
Let M be the diameter of (X, p). Fix € > 0, and let Ex, = {j : p(ér(4), Y (j)) < £}. We then have that
Lo Ex 2 {2z : p(®(2),Y(2)) < e} and thus limy_,, ug, (Ex) = 1. Hence we have that

k]gx&)d—kZp 6(7), Yr(3)) < lim & + Mug, (Ef) = €.

Since € > 0 was arbitrary, we have shown that limy_,,, = i ZJ 1 P06k (), Yi(4)) = 0.
() implies ([@): Fix a € > 0. Given a finite £ C G and a § > 0, let Fr s be the set of natural numbers k&
so that for every ¢ € Map(p, F, 0, 01), we have that % Z;lil p(0(4),Yr(j)) < e. Fix an increasing sequence
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F,, of finite subsets of G with |J,, F;, = G and a decreasing sequence d,, of positive numbers converging to
Zero.

Suppose that the () is false for this ¢ > 0. Then for every n € N, we have that Ef 5, € w. Set
B, =N Er,s, N{n,n+1,---}. Then B, are a decreasing family of elements of w with (), B, = &. For
every k € B,,, we can find a ¢, € Map(p, F,d,01) so that é Z‘;il p(n.i(7),Yi(j)) > €. Set By = N\ By,
and for each k € N, let n(k) € NU {0} be such that k € B, \ Bpr)+1- For each k € N, set ¢ = dp ()1
then (¢r)r are a sequence of topological microstates, but limg_,,, i E?il P(Pn(k),k(7); Yi(j)) > €, which is
a contradiction.

(@) implies (v): Let p € L,(G ~ X) and let (ug)r be a sequence of probability measures supported on
topological microstates which have u = E((ug)i). Fix € > 0, it is enough to show that

wo({z (VLY (2)) > 1 —e}) = L.

For k e N, let B, = {1 <j<dg: /Lk,j(Na/Q(Yk(j») >1-— 5/2} Then

{2 u()(N(Y(2) > 1 -2} 2 [ B

k—w

so it suffices to show that
(2) lim Ud,, (Ek) =1.
k—w

By (i), we may find a finite F C G, a § > 0, and a B € w, so that for every k € B and every ¢ €
Map(p, F, 6, 0),) we have i E?Zl p(or(5), Yi(j)) < €. For every k € B,

dp,
g () =, (112 2 i s (Nep R0 2 2/2D) < 223 [ (0.0 din(0)

=2 | e i) | duste)

g
< 2e + Mpx(Map(p, I, 6, 0% )°)

Since (ug)k is supported on topological microstates, we have limy_,., uq, (Ef) < 2. Since € > 0 is arbitrary,
we have shown (2) and this proves (iv).

() implies @): Let ®: Z, — X be a topological microstate. Choose a sequence (¢ ) of topological
microstates with respect to w so that ® = (¢)k—w almost everywhere. Let up = dg,, clearly (ux)i €
P.(X,G). The map f: X — Prob(X) given by f(x) = d, is continuous, and £ (1) = fodr. So E((ur)r) =
(f 0 P )k—sw = fo(P), and so E((ur)r)(2) = da(z) for all z € Z,,. Thus the fact that E((ux)r) XY clearly
implies that ®(z) € Y (z) for almost every z € Z,,.

O

Proposition 2.13. Let (di)r be a sequence of natural numbers, and w a free wultrafilter on the natural

numbers. For all Y € Meas(Z,,,F(X)) we have that
{K € Meas(Z,,,F(X)):Y > K},

{C € Meas(Z,,,F(X)):Y <C}
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are closed.

Proof. We only present the proof that {K € Meas(Z,,,F(X)) : Y > K} is closed, the proof that {C €
Meas(Z,,F(X)) : Y < C} is closed is the same. We know that Meas(Z,,, F(X)) is metrizable. So it suffices
to show that if K, is a sequence in Meas(Z,,F(X)) and K,, <Y for all n, and K,, — K, then K <Y.
Modifying Y and each K, on a set of measure zero we may assume that K, (z) < Y (z) for all z € Z,. By
passing to a subsequence, and also modifying K on a set of measure zero, we may assume that K, (z) — K(z)

for all z € Z,. Fix a z € Z,,. Since {F € F(X) : F CY(z)} is closed, we have that
K(z)=lmK,(z) CY(2).

Since z € Z,, was arbitrary, we have that K <Y.
O

We now specialize to the case of algebraic actions. So let now G, oy, w be as in the setup to Proposition
2.5 but assume now that X is a compact, metrizable group and that G ~ X by continuous automorphisms.

We observe that:

e L,(G ~ X) is a topological monoid under pointwise convolution,
o L,(G ~ X) is preserved under pointwise convex combinations,

o L,(G ~ X) is preserved under taking the * operation pointwise.

All of these follow from the analogous facts for sequence of topological microstates. For example, the first
bullet point follows from the fact that if (ug)g, (Vg )k are supported on topological microstates as k — w, then
o0 is (pr * vk )g. Special to the algebraic action case is a canonical subspace of Meas(Z,,, Sub(X)). Observe
that we have a natural map M: Sub(X) — Prob(X) given by M(Y) = my. So by Proposition [Z3] we have
a uniformly continuous map M, : Meas(Z,,, Sub(X)) — Meas(Z,,, Prob(X)) given by M, (®) = Mo ®, and
M, is a homeomorphism onto its image. For Y € Meas(Z,,, Sub(X)), we will typically write my for M. (Y).

We now let

S8u(G ~ X) ={Y € Meas(Z,,,Sub(X)) : my € L,(G ~ X)}.

We think of 8§,(G ~ X) as all measurably varying subgroups which are local weak* limits of measures

supported on topological microstates. Important for us is the following topological fact.

Proposition 2.14. Let G be a countable, discrete, sofic group with sofic approximation or: G — Sq,. Let
G ~ X be an algebraic action of G. Then, for every free ultrafilter w on the natural numbers, the space

8w (G ~ X) is a closed subspace of Meas(Z,,, Sub(X)).
Proof. Since M, is a homeomorphism onto its image, and
8, (G~ X) = (M) HLu(G ~ X))

this follows from Theorem
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The order structure we put on Meas(Z,,,Sub(X)) clearly turns Meas(Z,, Sub(X)),8,(G ~ X) into
partially ordered sets. These posets end up having nice lattice theoretic properties that greatly ease the
proof of our main results. Recall that if (P, <) is a partially ordered set, and a,b € P, then a join of P is
an element ¢ € P with ¢ > a,c¢ > b and so that if d € P has d > a,d > b, then d > c¢. If any two elements of
P have a join, then P is called a join-lattice. We say that P is a complete join-lattice if for any collection
(aa)aca of elements of P, there is an element b € P with b > a, for all a and so that whenever ¢ > a, for
all a, then ¢ < b, we call P a complete join-lattice.

We now state the theorem which gives us the precise order properties in order to prove Theorem

Theorem 2.15. Let G' be a countable, discrete, sofic group with sofic approzimation op: G — Sa,. Let
G ~ X be an algebraic action of G, and fix a free ultrafilter w on the natural numbers. We then have the
following permanence properties of P, (X, G),8,(X,G).
(i) Given p € L,(G ~ X), define Y € Meas(Z,,,Sub(X)) by Y (2) = (supp pu(2)). Then Y € 8,(G ~ X).
(ii) Given Y1,Ys € 8,(G ~ X), define Y1V Ys € Meas(Z.,, Sub(X)) by (Y1 V Y3)(2) = (Y1(2), Ya(2)). Then
Y1VvY; € 8,(Gn X).
(111) The spaces Meas(Z,,, Sub(X)) and 8,(G ~ X) are both complete join-lattices.

We remark that is clear from part (i) of the above theorem that 8, (G ~ X), Meas(Z,,, X) are join-lattices.

Crucial in part (i) of Theorem is that part of the definition of being a complete join-lattice is being
closed under arbitrary joins, not just countably infinite ones. This is especially important since 8,,(G ~ X)
is typically not separable. We will use Theorem primarily to note that 8,(G ~ X) has a maximal
element, which is a triviality from the fact that 8, (G ~ X) is a complete join-lattice. However, it is not
clear how to obtain the existence of a maximal element in 8,,(G ~ X) if one only knows that 8,(G ~ X) is
closed under countably infinite joins, since 8,,(G ~ X) is not separable. This is one of the main difficulties
in proving Theorem ( the fact that 8,(G ~ X) is closed under countably infinite joins is not obvious
either), and is one of the main reasons behind the Hilbert space approach we take to proving Theorem
This Hilbert space approach also makes the proof of the other parts of Theorem easy as well).

A bit of an analogy might be helpful to explain why Meas(Z,,Sub(X)) is a complete, and not just
countably complete, lattice, as well as to explain the approach we take to proving this fact. Instead of
considering Meas(Z,,, Sub(X)) let us consider the lattice of measurable functions on a probability space
(X, u) (potentially not countably generated) with values in a simpler partially order set, namely [0, 1] with
the usual ordering. It is also true that Meas(X, u, [0,1]) is a complete lattice. This seems preposterous,
given that it is easy to construct an uncountable set I and measurable functions f;: X — [0,1] for i € I so
that the function f(x) = sup, fi(z) is not measurable. Nevertheless, it is still true that Meas(X, p, [0, 1]) is
a complete lattice. Namely, given any collection (f;)icr of elements of Meas(X, i, [0,1]) there is a unique
(modulo null sets) f € Meas(X, u,[0,1]) which is minimal subject to the condition that for all i € I, we
have that f > f; almost everywhere. This fact is nonobvious, given that applying the supremum operation
pointwise fails miserably. Because of this, the simplest proofs we know take a “non-pointed” approach.

One proof of the completeness of Meas(X, u, [0,1]) as join-lattice is to regard Meas(X, u,[0,1]) as the
subset of L*(X,u)* consisting of positive linear functional ¢: L'(X, 1) — C which have ||¢|| < 1. The space
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LY(X, u)* has a natural poset structure isomorphic to the order structure on L>(X,p) and it is easy to
check that if (¢;);er are an increasing net of positive linear functionals with ||¢;|| < 1 for all ¢ € I, then there

is a unique ¢ € L*(X, u)* which satisfies

O(f) = sup ¢i(f) for all f € L1(X, ).

Further, we have that ¢ is positive and ||¢|| < 1. This proof is hard to adapt to our setting. One may regard
8u(G ~ X) as a subset of a dual space of a Banach space, but this space is a bit clumsy to work with for
our purposes and takes a bit to understand for the uninitiated.

The second proof that Meas(X, i, [0,1]) is a join-lattice, which is closer to ours, goes as follows. We may
also regard Meas(X, u, [0, 1]) as a subset of B(L?(X, 1)) by associating each function f to its multiplication
operator M. If f € Meas(X, p,[0,1]), then My is a positive operator, and this association is ordering
preserving if we use the natural order on self-adjoint elements of B(L?(X, u)). Now, it is a fact in Hilbert
space theory that if (T;);es is a net of positive operators on a Hilbert space, and if

o T, <T;ifi,7€Iand i <j, and
o |Ti|| <1foralliel,

then there is a unique 7' € B(L?(X,u)) which is self-adjoint and is minimal subject to the condition that
T > T, for all i € I. Indeed, for each £ € L?(X, ), the limit lim;(T;¢, ) exists and is sup, (T;&, ), and so it
can be shown that T is the weak operator topology limit of the T; (it is in fact the strong operator topology
limit of the T, but this is not necessary to know for our purposes). Since Meas(X, u, [0, 1]) is closed under
finite joins, it just remains to note that {M : f € L>°(X, u)} is weak operator topology closed, which a is
well known fact.

There is a completely natural way to associate to any measure on a compact group X an operator on
L?(X), and this association sends Haar measures on subgroups to orthogonal projections. Combining this
with the natural way to represent L>(Z,,, u,,) as operators on L?(Z,,,u,,) will allows to generalize the above
argument from the case of Meas(X, p, [0, 1]) to Meas(Z,,, uy,, Sub(X)).

We postpone the proof of Theorem [2.15]to Section[3] so that we can postpone stating the minor amount of
additional background required for the proof. To convince the reader that this small additional background is
worth understanding the proof of Theorem 2.T5] we proceed in the next subsection to explain how Theorem

2.15] proves our main theorem, as well as give several corollaries to Theorem [2.15]

2.2. Deduction of the main theorem from the main reduction, and applications of the main
result. In this section, we give several corollaries to Theorem I35l We first explain how Theorem 219l
implies the main theorem from the introduction, Theorem We in fact deduce a more general form of

Theorem

Corollary 2.16. Let G be a countable, discrete, sofic group with sofic approximation or: G — Sg,. Let
G ~ X be an algebraic action of G, and fix a free ultrafilter w on the natural numbers. Let Y be the mazimal
element of 8,(G ~ X) (whose existence is guaranteed by Theorem [213 ([@id)). Then Y is also the minimal
element of Meas(Z,,,Sub(X)) which absorbs all topological microstates.
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Proof. Let Y be the maximal element of 8,,(G ~ X), this exists (and is unique) because 8,(G ~ X) is a
complete join-lattice. We only have to prove two claims.

Claim 1:'Y absorbs all topological microstates. To prove this, let u € Meas(Z,, Prob(X)) and let Y’ €
Meas(Z,,,Sub(X)) be given by Y’ (2) = (supp u(2)). By Theorem ZI5 () we then have that Y’ € 8,,(X,G).
Hence Y’ <Y, and thus we have that u < Y. By Proposition [Z12] it follows that Y absorbs all topological
microstates.

Claim 2: If Y € Meas(Z,,,Sub(X)) absorbs all topological microstates, then Y >Y. Since Y € 8,,(X,G)
we have that my € P, (X, G), so by Proposition [Z12 it follows that my =< Y. But this clearly implies that
Y <Y.

O

As mentioned before, this gives us an equivalent formulation of when the Haar measure is a local weak*

limit of measures supported on topological microstates.

Corollary 2.17. Let G be a countable, discrete, group and let or: G — Sg, be a sofic approximation.
Let G ~ X be an algebraic action and fiz a free ultrafilter w on the natural numbers. The following are

equivalent:

(i) there does not exists a sequence jp € Prob(X%) which is asymptotically supported on topological
microstates as k — w and so that iy S e as k= w,
(ii) there is an sequence (Yi)x € [, Sub(X)% so that limy_.,(Y%)«(ua,) # 0x and so that (Yy)y absorbs

all topological microstates.

Proof. () implies ({): Let Y be the maximal element of 8,(X, &), and let (Y3)r € [, Sub(X)% be such
that Y = (Y)k—w almost everywhere. By () we have Y # X, so u,({z : Y(2) # X}) > 0. By Proposition
[A.3] we have

lim (Yk)*(udk) = Y;(Uw) #0x,

h—w
the last part following as u,({z : Y(z) # X}) > 0. By Corollary 216 we have that (Y%); absorbs all
topological microstates along w.

(@) implies @): Let ¥ = (Y%)r—w, and let ¥ be the maximal element of 8,,(X,G) as in Corollary
Since Y absorbs all topological microstates, we have that Y <Y by Corollary By Proposition [A.3]
we have that limg_, (Y%)«(ug,) = Ya(uy). So Yi(uw) # dx, and thus u,({z : Y(z) # X}) > 0, and since
Y (z) C Y(2) for u,-almost every z, we see that ¥ # X. Since Y is the maximal element of 8,,(X,G) this
clearly implies (@).

|

The two theorems above may be regarded as the main theorems of the paper. They become drastically

easier to state when the centralizer of o, (G) acts ergodically, as we proceed to show now.

Definition 2.18. Let G be a countable discrete sofic group with sofic approximation o,: G — Sq,. Fix a

free ultrafilter w on the natural numbers. We let G/, the centralizer of o,,(G) inside of [], _,  Sa,-
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Corollary 2.19. Let G be a countable, discrete, group with sofic approxzimation ox: G — Sq,. Let G ~ X
be an algebraic action, and fix a free ultrafilter w on the natural numbers. Suppose that G, ~ (Z,,uy) is
ergodic. Let' Y be the mazimal element of 8,(X,G). Then 'Y is, in fact, a subgroup of X. In particular, the
mazimal subgroup Y of X so that there evists a sequence y € Prob(X %) which is asymptotically supported
on topological microstates and has p, —"" my as k — w is equal to the minimal subgroup of X which

absorbs all topological microstates for G ~ X.

Proof. 1t is clear that G/, acts on Meas(Z,, X) by (7-0)(z) = O(r71(z)) for 7 € G,,© € Meas(Z,, X).
It is also clear that G/, preserves the subset of Meas(Z,,, X) consisting of topological microstates. Thus, by
uniqueness of Y, it follows that Y o771 =Y for all 7 € G’,. By ergodicity of G/, ~ Z,, it thus follows that

Y is essentially constant, i.e. Y € Sub(X). The “in particular” part is automatic from Corollary 2.1
O

Corollary 2.20. Let G be a countable, discrete, sofic group and let (o) be a sofic approzimation of G. Fix a
free ultrafilter w on the natural numbers, and let G ~ X be an algebraic action. Suppose that G, ~ (Z,, uy)

is ergodic. Then the following are equivalent:

(i) there does not exist a sequence py, € Prob(Y %) so that pup —"" mx,
(i) there is a closed, proper, G-invariant subgroup Y of X which absorbs all topological microstates for

G X.

Proof. This is proved exactly as in Corollary 217
O

The above four theorems thus comprise the main theorems of the paper. To illustrate the utility of these
results, we deduce the remaining main theorems of the introduction from them, as well as several other
applications.

Most of our applications will be to sofic entropy theory, and we recall some of those basic notions here.
Suppose that G is a sofic group with sofic approximation ox: G — Sg,. Let X be a compact, metrizable
space with G ~ X by homeomorphisms. Kerr-Li defined the topological entropy of G ~ X with respect
to (ox)r in [38], which we denote by h(,,), (G ~ X). Topological entropy is a way to “measure” the “size”
of the topological microstates space. See [37, Definition 2.2] for the definition. Their work followed the
pioneering work of Bowen in [I3] who first defined sofic measure entropy for a large class of probability
measure-preserving actions. Their work extended Bowen’s the measure entropy for all probability measure-
preserving actions. Given a free ultrafilter w on the natural numbers, one may also define the topological
entropy of G ~ X with respect to (o )k, w be replacing the limit supremum with a limit along an ultrafilter.
We denote this entropy by h(s,), . .top(G ™ X). Similarly, one may define the lower topological entropy
by replacing the limit supremum in [37, Definition 2.2] by a limit infimum. We will denote this entropy by
By ) t0p(G ™ X ). If we also have a G-invariant, completed Borel probability measure p on X, then we can
define the measure entropy of G ~ (X, ) by h(s,), (G ~ (X, ). See [37, Definition 3.3] for a definition

well-suited to our setting. We again remark that replacing the limit supremum in[37, Definition 3.3] with a
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limit infimum gets us a lower measure entropy, denoted h,,), (G ~ (X, 1)), we also consider the measure
entropy with respect to an ultrafilter which we denote h(4,), . (G ~ (X, pu)).

If Y is another compact, metrizable space with G ~ Y by homeomorphisms, then a G-equivariant,
surjective, continuous map f: X — Y will be called a factor map, and Y will be called a factor of X. In this
setup, there is the notion of the entropy of Y in the presence of X. This was first defined in the measure
context implicitly in the work of Kerr in [36], and it was explicitly written down in the measure context in
[34]. Li-Liang then defined the topological notion of entropy in the presence in [4I]. See [30] Definitions 3.3,
3.4 for definitions suited for our purposes. We denote the topological entropy of Y in the presence of X by
h(op) (G ~Y 2 X). If pu is a G-invariant, completed Borel probability measure on X and v = f.(u), we also
have the measure entropy of G ~ (Y, v) in the presence of G ~ (X, i), denoted h(,,), (G ~ (Y,v) : (X, u)).
The remarks of the preceding paragraph for ultralimits as well as lower topological entropy in the presence
apply mutatis mutandis to the case of topological/measure entropy in the presence.

We say that G ~ X has completely positive topological entropy if whenever G ~ Y is a factor of
G ~ X, and |Y] > 2, then the topological entropy of G ~ Y is positive. If u € Probg(X) we say that
G ~ (X, p) has completely positive measure entropy if whenever G ~ (Z,() is a measurable factor of
G ~ (X, p) with (Z,¢) Lebesgue and ¢ is not a point mass, we have that the entropy of G ~ (Z,() is
positive. Similar remarks apply to completely positive lower topological entropy, or completely positive
entropy with respect to an ultrafilter in either the topological or measurable contexts. Lastly, we say that
G ~ X has completely positive topological entropy in the presence if given any factor Y of X with |Y| > 2

we have that (G ~Y : X) > 0. Obvious modifications give the notion of completely positive measure

Ok )k
entropy in the presence, as well as completely positive lower topological/measure entropy in the presence, or
completely positive topological /measure entropy in the presence with respect to an ultrafilter.

We start with the equivalence of complete positive topological and complete positive measure entropy
for algebraic actions, when we are the setting of a sofic approximation with ergodic centralizer. We need
two preliminary results to prove this, as well as the notion of coinduced actions. Suppose that H < G are
countable, discrete groups, and that Y is a compact, metrizable space with H ~ Y by homeomorphisms.
Let X be the space of all functions f: G — Y so that f(gh) = h='f(g) for all g € G,h € H. Giving X the
product topology, we know that X is a compact, metrizable space by Tychonoff’s theorem. We define an

action G ~ X by (gf)(z) = f(g7'z) for all f € X, g, € G. The action G ~ X is called the coinduced

action of H ~ Y.

Proposition 2.21. Let G be a countable, discrete, sofic group with sofic approximation oy: G — Sq,. Let
X be a compact, metrizable space with G ~ X by homeomorphisms. If G ~ X has completely positive
topological entropy with respect to (ok)k, then for every H < G, we have that H ~ X has completely positive
topological entropy.

Proof. Suppose that H ~ Y is a topological factor of H ~ X, with factor map ¢: X — Y, and so that
|Y| > 2. Let G ~ Z be the coinduced topological action of H ~ Y. Define ¢: X — Z by ¢(z)(g9) = ¢(g~'z)
for x € X,g € G. It is not hard to show that 1) is well-defined, namely that ¢ (x)(gh) = h=()(z)(g)) for all
x € X,h€ H,g e G. It is also straightforward to show that ¢ is G-equivariant. Also, since ¥ (z)(e) = ¢(x)



24 BEN HAYES

for all z € X, we know that v is nonconstant. Since G ~ X has completely positive topological entropy, we
have that
0< h(gk)kvtOP(G ~ w(X)) < h(Uk)kﬁtOP(G % Z) = h(Uk‘H)kytop(H ~ Y)v

the last line following by [32] Proposition 6.22]. Thus 0 < h(s,|,;),.top(H ™ Y) and we have shown that

H ~ X has completely positive topological entropy.
O

Lemma 2.22. Suppose that G is a countable, discrete, sofic group with sofic approzimation oy: G — Sq, .
Let X be a compact, metrizable group with G ~ X by automorphisms. If G ~ X has completely positive

entropy with respect to (og)k, then G ~ (X, mx) is mizing.

Proof. Suppose that G ~ (X, mx) is not mixing. By [63 Theorem 1.6], we can choose a nontrivial irreducible

representation 7: X — U(H) so that
H={geG:moa, =n}

is infinite. For h € H, we may choose a U, € U(H) so that m(ap(x)) = Upm(2)U}. Notice that if V, is another
such unitary, then V;*U,, € Hom(w,7) = C1, by Schur’s Lemma. Thus U}, is well-defined in U(H)/S'1. So
we have a well-defined action H ~* U(H) by B, (V) = U, VU;.

With the given action of H on X, U(H), we now have that 7 is an H-equivariant, continuous map.
Moreover, H ~ U(H) has an H-invariant metric, namely the distance given by the operator norm. Since H
is infinite, and H ~ U(FH) is isometric, we know that H ~ U(H) has entropy at most zero by [39, Theorem
8.1]. Thus H ~ 7(X) is a topological H-factor with entropy at most zero. By Proposition 221, we know
that G ~ X does not have completely positive topological entropy.

O

Suppose that G is a countable, discrete, sofic group with sofic approximation (o). Let X be a compact,
metrizable space with G ~ X by homeomorphisms, and let u € Probg(X). Recall that G ~ (X, pu) is
strongly sofic with respect to (o) if there is a sequence ju; € Prob(X ) so that:

o =M p,
e 1 is asymptotically supported on topological microstates,

o e ({(6.0) 5| & 5 £00) 00) — [ fdr@ p)| < e}) > 1orall f € C(X x X), > 0.

Given a free ultrafilter w on the natural numbers, we can make sense of —>§€djw 1, by replacing the limits in

each of the three items with limits along w, and in the second item only requiring that pj be asymptotically
supported on topological microstates as k — w. We say that G ~ (X, ) is strongly sofic with respect to

(0% )k, w if there is a sequence () € [, Prob(X %) with uj, —44e  u.

Corollary 2.23. Let G be a countable, discrete, sofic group and let (oy)i be a sofic approzimation of G. Fizx a
free ultrafilter w on the natural numbers, and let G ~ X be an algebraic action. Suppose that G, ~ (Zy, uw)
is ergodic. If G ~ X has complete positive topological entropy in the presence with respect to (o), w, then
G ~ (X, mx) is strongly sofic with respect to (oy)k,w. In particular, G ~ (X, mx) has completely positive

measure entropy in the presence with respect to (o), w.
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Proof. The “in particular” part follows from [31, Corollary 1.4]. So it suffices to show that G ~ (X, mx)
is strongly sofic with respect to (oj)g,w. By Lemma we know that G ~ (X, mx) is mixing, so by
[7, Lemma 5.15] it suffices to show that there is a p, € Prob(X?) which is asymptotically supported on
topological microstates and has p, =" myx as k — w. If this is false, then by Corollary 220l we may find
a closed, proper, G-invariant subgroup Y of X which absorbs all topological microstates for G ~ X along
w. Since Y absorbs all topological microstates, it is easy to see that h(g,), . top(G ™~ X/Y : X)) = 0. This
contradicts the hypothesis that G ~ X has completely positive topological entropy in the presence with
respect to w.

O

Corollary 2.24. Let G be a countable, discrete, sofic group and let (oy)i be a sofic approzimation of G. Fizx a
free ultrafilter w on the natural numbers, and let G ~ X be an algebraic action. Suppose that G, ~ (Z,, uy)
and G ~ (X, mx) are ergodic. If h(,,) G ~ (X,mx)) # oo, then G ~ (X, mx) is strongly sofic with

k—w (

respect to (o)k,w. In particular,

hide (G ~ (Xv mX)) = h(o'k)kﬂw (G ~ (Xa mX)) = h(o'k:)kﬂuntop(G ~ X)

(Ok)k—w

Proof. The “in particular” part follows from [30, Theorem 1.1]. Since G ~ (X, mx) is ergodic, it suffices by
[7, Lemma 5.15],[30, Corollary 2.14] to show there is a sequence py, € Prob(Y %) with uy, — mx locally weak*
as k — w. Let Y be the maximal element of 8,(G ~ X)), by Corollary 2T we have that ¥ € Sub(X). Since
hiop)o (G~ (X, mx)) # —00, we may find a topological microstate 0: Z,, — X so that 0. (u,) = mx. By
Corollary[ZT6lmust have that 6(z) € Y for almost every z € Z,, and this implies that X = supp(6.(Z,)) C Y-
So X =Y €8,(G ~ X), so there is a sequence py, € Prob(Y %) with s — mx locally weak* as k — w.

0

We can deduce ultrafilter-free versions of the above two results. The main new ingredient we need is the
following Proposition which allows us to deduce ultrafilter-free versions of our results from the ultrafilter

versions.

Proposition 2.25. Let G be a countable, discrete, sofic group with sofic approximation or: G — Sq,.
Let (X, u) be a Lebesque space and G ~ (X, u) a probability measure preserving action. Suppose that for
every free ultrafilter w on the natural numbers, there is a sequence vy € Prob(X9) (depending upon w)
which is asymptotically supported on topological microstates and so that vy —"" 1 as k — w. Then there
is a sequence p, € Prob(X %) which is asymptotically supported on topological microstates and so that

ke =" poas k — oo.

Proof. By [, Proposition 5.16], the existence of a sequence of measures which are asymptotically supported
on topological microstates and so that vy =" pask — w (or K — o0) does not depend upon a choice
of a topological model for G ~ (X, ). So we may assume that X is a compact, metrizable space and that
G ~ X by homeomorphisms.

We make the following claim.

Claim. For any weak® neighborhood O of p, for any finite ' C G, and any § > 0, there is an integer K so
that for all k > K, there is a v € Prob(X ) with v(Map(F,6,0%)) > 1 -8 and uq, ({j : v; € O}) > 1 —6.
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If we assume the claim is true, then the fact that there exists a sequence j; € Prob(X ) with u, e
as k — oo is a simple diagonal argument.

We prove the claim by contradiction, so assume that the claim is false. Then we may find a weak*-
neighborhood O of p, a finite F C G and a 6 > 0, and a increasing sequence (k, ), of natural numbers
with k, — oo, and which satisfy the following property: for every n € N, and every v € Prob(X%=) with
v(Map(p, F,6,0k,)) > 1 — 0, we have that uq, ({j : v; € O}) < 1 — 4. Let w be any free ultrafilter on the
natural numbers which has {k, : n € N} € w. Choose a sequence v, € Prob(X®) so that v, —"" p as
k— w.

We may then choose a B € w so that for all k € B we have:

o vi(Map(p, F,0,0)) > 1 — 9,
o ug, ({j:v,; €0} >1-46.
Then BN {k, : n € N} € Q, and is thus not empty. Hence, we can find a natural number n so that k,, € B.
But then the above two items contradict our choice of B. Thus we have a contradiction, and this proves the
proposition.
O

We now obtain ultrafilter-free versions of Corollaries[2.23 and 2.24l Recall that if GG is countable, discrete,
sofic group with sofic approximation o;: G — Sg,, and G ~ (X, u) is a probability measure-preserving
action, then G ~ (X, u) is sofic with respect to (oy )y if for all Ay, --- | A, measurable subsets of X, there is

a sequence ¢ : {1,...,dr} — X so that:

l l
ua, | () orl)8r (Ao) | = 1| () 95450) || = 0.
j=1

j=1
foralll e N;g1,---, g1 € G, and p: {1,...,1} = {1,...,r}.

We also need the notion of ergodic commutant for a sofic approximation.

Definition 2.26. Let G be a countable, discrete, group and oi: G — Sg, a sofic approximation. The

commutant §’ of (o), is the subset of [], Sym(dy) consisting of sequences (73 ) which satisfy

lim diamm (0% (9) 7k, Tkow(g)) = 0
k—oco

for all g € G. We say that (o%)r has ergodic commutant if given any sequence (Ai)r C {1,...,di} with
lim infy_yo0 ug, (Ax) > 0, and any € > 0, there is an r € N, and (71, k)k, -+, (7r.6)k € G so that

r
likrr_1>ioréf Ud, U Tik(Ar) | >1—e.
j=1
It is straightforward to check that (o), has ergodic commutant if and only if G, ~ Z,, is ergodic for
every free ultrafilter w on the natural numbers. A nice example of a sofic approximation which has ergodic
commutant is the following: if G is residually finite, and Gy <G is a decreasing sequence, with [G : G| < oo,
and (N,—; Gk = {1}, then the sofic approximation oj: G — Sym(G/Gy) given by o4 (2)(gGr) = x9Gy, has

ergodic commutant (see [39, Theorem 5.7]).
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Corollary 2.27. Let G be a countable, discrete, sofic group with sofic approzimation o : G — Sg,. Suppose
that (ok)k has ergodic commutant. Let G ~ X be an algebraic action. If G ~ (X, mx) is sofic with respect

to (on)x, and G ~ (X, mx) is ergodic, then h(y,), top(G ™~ X) = h(g), (G ~ (X, mx)).

Proof. Tt is not hard to show that G ~ (X, mx) is sofic with respect to (o) if and only if G ~ (X, mx)
is sofic with respect to (o%)k,w for every free ultrafilter w. So if G ~ (X, mx) is sofic with respect to (o )k,
then it follows by Proposition 2225 Corollary 223 and [30, Corollary 2.14] that G ~ (X, mx) is strongly
sofic with respect to (oj). So the Corollary follows from [30, Theorem 1.1].

O

Corollary 2.28. Let G be a countable, discrete, sofic group with sofic approzimation o : G — Sg,. Suppose
that (ok )k has ergodic commutant. Let G ~ X be an algebraic action. Suppose that G ~ X has completely
positive lower topological entropy in the presence with respect to (og)k, then G ~ (X, mx) has completely

positive lower measure-theoretic entropy in the presence with respect to (o).

Proof. If G ~ X has completely positive lower topological entropy in the presence with respect to (o )k,
then it has completely positive topological entropy in the presence with respect to (o), w for every free
ultrafilter w. It now follows from Proposition 2228, Corollary[2Z:224and [30, Corollary 2.14] that G ~ (X, mx)
is strongly sofic with respect to (ox)x. So the Corollary follows from [30, Theorem 1.1].

|

Our next application will be to showing that the topological entropy of an algebraic action can be realized
as (the Iw*) measure entropy of the Haar measure of a G-invariant random subgroup of X. As usual, if we
deal with sofic approximations with ergodic commutant then this random subgroup can be replaced with an
actual subgroup.

For the result, we recall the definition of entropy and lw* measure entropy, along with some necessary

definitions.

Definition 2.29. Let X be a compact, metrizable space, and p a continuous pseudometric on X. For A C X,
and € > 0, we let N.(4,p) ={be X : p(b,a) < e}. For e >0, and A C X, we let Sc(A4, p) be the minimal
cardinality of a subset B of A with N.(B,p) 2 A. We let P.(A, p) be the largest cardinality of a subset B of
A so that p(by,bz) > € for all by # be in B. For € Prob(X), and £, > 0, we let S¢ 5(i, p) be the minimum
of |A| over all finite sets A C X which have u(N:(4, p)) > 1—4. For a free ultrafilter w € SN\ N, a sequence
of natural numbers (di )k, and (ug)r € [, Prob(X ), we let

. 1
he s (k) k—w) = Jim " log Se 5 (p1xs p2),

—w k

h((pr)k—sw) = sup he,s (1) k—sw)-

Recall that if X is a compact, metrizable space, n € N, and p € Prob(X™), then for 1 < j < n we use
for the j'* marginal of i : i.e. pj = (&;). () where €;: X™ — X is given by &;(z) = z(j).

Definition 2.30. Let G be a countable, discrete, sofic group with sofic approximation ox: G — Sg, . Let

X be a compact, metrizable space with G ~ X by homeomorphisms. Fix a free ultrafilter w € SN\ N. Let
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v € Probg(Prob(X)), and (ug) € [], Prob(X9*). We say that uy, locally weak* converges to u as k — w,

and write pg —>kﬁw wif

1 e =
kgrtlu k Z 5'uk &
We define the local weak® entropy of p by
h(o’k)kﬂw (:u) = sup h((:uk)kﬂw)a
(br)k
where the supremum is over all sequences (ux)r € [, Prob(X ), which are asymptotically supported on

topological microstates for G ~ X with respect to (oj)g,w, and which have puy —>,C Y, M With respect to

(0k)k-

The reader may now notice that if G, (o), X are as above, and (ux)x € [], Prob(X %) is asymptotically
supported on topological microstates, then we have two notions of a locally weak* limit of (ug)r. One is
the element @ = E((ur)r) € Lw(G ~ X), and the other is the element p € Prob(Prob(X)) given by
o= limy_,, % Z;lil 0., ;- These are related by the fact that p = fi.(u,), which follows from Proposition
[A3 In the case that G ~ X is algebraic, we have a natural analogue of 8, (G ~ X) as well, namely we could
consider the set of Y € Probg(Sub(X)) so that M, (Y) is a local weak* limit of measures asymptotically
supported on topological microstates.

Of course, the (metrizable, separable) space Prob(Prob(X)) may appear much more friendly to the reader
than the (nonmetrizable, nonseparable) space Meas(Z,,, Prob(X)). However, there are certain advantages
to working with £,(G ~ X), as opposed to a subspace of Prob(Prob(X)). First is that f is manifestly
a more “refined” object, in the sense that p factors through the pushforward map Meas(Z,, Prob(X)) —
Prob(Prob(X)). For the case of algebraic actions, there is a clearer reason for why Meas(Z,,, Prob(X)) is
better for our purposes that Prob(Prob(X)). Namely, all of the algebraic structure gets obliterated in the pas-
sage from a sequence of measures supported on topological microstates to an element of Prob(Prob(X)). For
example, suppose that G ~ X is algebraic, and that we are given two sequences (pu )k, (v )k € [[;, Prob(X )
and let p = limg_,,, é 2?21 Opy, ;v = limy é Z‘;il 0y, ;- Then there is no way to define p * v in a con-
sistent way: namely there may be sequences (u},), (v;) € [, Prob(X %) so thaty = limy_,, i E‘jil Ous >
V= d— Z 10y . , but so that limy_,,, — ar Z Opup jwvn; 7 limg_,,, = i EJ 1 #m*’/m'

For example, ﬁx two closed subgroups Yl,YQ € Sub(X) with Y1 C Y5. Now consider two sequences of

subsets Ag, By, C {1,...,dx}, and suppose that:
1
lim Ud, (Ak) = lim Ud,, (Bk) = —, lim Ud, (Ak n Bk) = -
k—w —w 2 k—w

Now suppose that u,(cl) € Prob(X4#), 1 (2) € Prob(X4%), v ( ) e XBk,l/](f) € X Bk satisfy that u,(cj) =l my

J
(4)

and v —lw” my; for j =1,2. Now set

e = ()P @ (i),
ve= ()" @ ()2,

Then, if we consider local weak* convergence inside of Prob(Prob(X)), then ug,v both locally weak*

converge to %my1 + %myT However, the sequences py, * ug locally weak™ converges to %my1 + %my2, whereas
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pr * v locally weak® converges to %my1 + %myz. We can even take into account the action G ~ X, by
forcing Ay, By to be almost G-invariant, and by having G ~ (Y1, my, ), G ~ (Y2, my,) be actions which are
strongly sofic with respect to any sofic approximation of G. In this manner, we can force ug, vy as above to
be asymptotically supported on topological microstates for G ~ X.

What happens in this example is that €((ur)k), E((Vk)k) € Lw(G ~ X) remembers the asymptotic struc-
ture of the sets Ay, By, whereas the operation of taking local weak™* limits inside Prob(Prob(X)) completely
ignores what values of j € {1,...,di} have i ; = my, (or px; = my,) and just remembers “how many” of

them have this property. For example,
E((r)k) = myy La)s, +myaliag), .,

E((vp)k) = my, L(B)e T my21(Bg),Hw.
Thus E((uk)k), E((vk)r) do not represent the same element of Meas(Z,,, Prob(X)). This is one of the major
reasons why the space £, (G ~ X) is better suited for our purposes.

Roughly speaking, the failure of convolution to be well-defined in the Abért-Weiss approach is related
to the following classical fact. If XY are two real valued random variables, then we cannot say what
the distribution of X + Y is only knowing the distribution of X and the distribution of Y. We have to
in fact know the joint distribution of (X,Y) (e.g. if X,Y were independent we could say the distribution
is the convolution). In our setup, the Abért-Weiss generalized local weak* limit is the distribution of our
generalized local weak® limit (regarded as function on the Loeb measure space) and, just as with classical
sums, we cannot recover the distribution of the convolution of our generalized local weak* limits knowing
only the distribution of each local weak* limit individually.

We see from the above discussion that the convolution operation, which is the most important operation
one performs on measures on a compact group, is not well-defined in the space of local weak* limits inside
Prob(Prob(X)). For similar reasons, we cannot make sense p <Y inside Prob(Prob(X)), Prob(Sub(X)), as
well as any of the other order operations we need for our proof. Thus these “nicer” spaces Prob(Prob(X)),
Prob(Sub(X)) have a significant disadvantage: they entirely forget the algebraic structure of the group
X. This makes it rather difficult to see how one could exploit the algebraic nature of our action to prove
useful theorems about these spaces. The answer, we shall see, is to work with the nonmetrizable, but more
structured, spaces Meas(Z,,, Prob(X)), Meas(Z,,, Sub(X)), and then pass from those spaces to the spaces
Prob(Prob(X)), Prob(Sub(X)).

We now proceed to show that the topological entropy of an algebraic action can be realized as the 1lw*-

entropy of the Haar measure of a G-invariant random subgroup of X.

Lemma 2.31. Let X be a compact group, and p a translation invariant pseudometric on X. Then for all

g,0 > 0 and for all measures p,v € Prob(X), we have
Ses(p*v,p) = Ses(v,p).
Proof. Let A C X, have u*v(N:(A,p)) >1—4, and |A| = S s(p * v, p). We then have that

16 < wer(NV(dp) = [ v Mg dna) = [ (Vo™ A p) vl
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where in the last step we use translation-invariance of p. So we can find an z € X so that
v(No(z7 A, p)) > 1 - 4.

Hence S 5(v,p) < |z71A| = |A| = Scs5(1x v, p).
O

Lemma 2.32. Let G be a countable, discrete, sofic group with a sofic approzimation oy : G — Sym(dy). Let
X be a compact, metrizable space with G ~ X by homeomorphisms. Then

sup h((ﬂk)k—)w) = hl(’g')k)k‘)w,top(G e X)7

(k)
where the supremum is over all sequences of measures (ug)r which are asymptotically supported as k — w

on topological microstates for G ~ X with respect to (o).

Proof. Fix a compatible metric p on X. We first show

sup A((i)iow) < B (G A X).

(%) Ok)k—w,tOD
Hk)k

Fix a sequence (ux)r € [[, Prob(X dr) which is asymptotically supported on topological microstates as
k — w. Let €,0 > 0 be given, and fix a finite I C G,k > 0. Then limy_,,, px(Map(p, F, k,0%)) = 1, so
B ={k € N: pp(Map(p, F,k,01)) > 1 — } € w. Since S¢ s(fi, p2) is the minimum of S.(B, p2) over all
B C X% with ui(B) > 1—6, we have that Se s(ux, p2) < Sc(Map(p, F, k,0%), p2) for all k € B. Since B € w,
we have that

1
lim —

fim log Se s(pks P2) < oy, (ps €, Fy K).

Taking the infimum over all F, x, and then taking the supremum over ¢,d proves that

h((ﬂk)k—)w) < hl(g:)kg,w,top(G e X)

Because supremums commute with supremums, to prove the reverse inequality it suffices to show that for
a fixed € > 0 we have
(3) sup sup he o, 5((1k)k—w) > Do), (05 2€),
(kk)k 6>0
where the supremum is over all sequences (uy)r € [], Prob(X9) which are asymptotically supported on
topological microstates as k — w. So fix ¢ > 0. Write G = |, F,,, where (F,), is an increasing sequence

of finite subsets of G, and fix a decreasing sequence (ky, ), of positive numbers with &, — 0. For n € N; let
~ 1
B, = {k eN: n log P.(Map(p, Fr, kn, k), p2) = oy, (0526, Fr, 6) — 2"} .
k

Because P.(Map(p, F,, n,0%), p2) > Sac(Map(p, Fin, kn,0k), p2)), we have that B, € w. Moreover, since
Map(pn, Fn, 6n,0r) € Map(p, Fin, km,0k) for all n < m, we have that B, are a decreasing family of sets.
Set B, = En N{1,---,n}¢ and By = N\ B;. For each n € Nk € B,, let S, C Map(p, Fy, kn,0%)
be e-separated and have |S, x| = P-(Map(p, Fp, kn,0k), p2). For k € N, let n(k) € NU {0} be such that
k € By \ Brk)+1- Now set iy, = ug it is straightforward to argue that uy is asymptotically supported

n(k),k’

on topological microstates as k — w.
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Fix a 6 € (0,1)n € N,k € B,,. Suppose that Q C X% has pr(Neya (2, p2)) > 1 — 6. Since Sy is
e-separated, if x € Q, then [N, /s(z, p2) N Sp(x),x| < 1. Thus:
(1= 8)|Snryl € D [Neja(a, p2) N S| <10
zEQ
So we have shown that S, /5 5(pr) > (1 = 6)[Sn) k| = (1 = 8)P-(Map(p, Fyk)» Kn(k), Ok ), p2). Since k € By,
we have n(k) > n. So Map(p, Fyy(x); Kn(k)» 0k) € Map(p, Fy, kin, 0% ), and thus

Sey2.6(1k) = (1= 0)[Sniy k| = (1 = 8)P-(Map(p, Fr(x), Kn(k)> Ok )s p2)
> (1 - 5)PE(Map(p, Fy, En, Uk)a p2)

> (1 —6)exp(dg[h (p,2e, Fpy ki) —277]).

G’k)k*)w

Since B,, € w, we have that

. 1 —n
he s((pr)k—w) = lim —=1log S. 2 5(kiks P2) > Nioy)se (P26, Fruybin) — 277

k—w d

Letting n — oo, we see that
Sup e 2,5 (1) k—w) = Ray)is. (05 26),
>

which clearly implies (3. O

Let X be a compact group, and Y € Prob(Sub(X)). We use my € Prob(Prob(X)) for the pushforward
of Y under the map Sub(X) — Prob(X) given by K — mg.

Corollary 2.33. Let G be a countable, discrete, sofic group with sofic approximation op: G — Sym(dy),
and let G ~ X be an algebraic action. Fiz a free ultrafilter w € AN\ N, and let Y be the mazimal element
of 84(G ~ X). Let Y =Y, (uy) € Probg(Sub(X)). Then:

hlw* (my) = h(ok)kﬂw,top(G ~ X)

(G-k)kﬂw

In particular if G, ~ (Z,,,u,,) is ergodic, then there is a subgroup Y € Sub(X) so that

hlw* W(G ~ (Yv my)) = h(gk)k%wvtop(G ~ X)

(Ok)k—

Proof. Let Y be the maximal element of 8,,(G ~ X), and let Y = Y, (uy). Write ¥ = (V})p—w. By Lemma
232 it suffices to show that hl(g’;)kﬂw(my) > hoy), ((1E)k—w) for any sequence of measures (jux)r which
are asymptotically supported on topological microstates. Let u = E((ug)rsw) € Lw(G ~ X). Since Y is
the maximal element of 8,,(G ~ X), we have that pu < Y by Proposition 12, Corollary 16 Clearly this
implies that p* mg = mg. Thus py my. also locally weak* converges to my. It thus only suffices to show

that for every €, > 0 we have
Se,s (b * My, ) > Ses(pk),

which is Lemma [2.31]

We close with a few general comments about the maximal element of S, (X, G).
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Proposition 2.34. Let G be a countable, discrete, sofic group and or: G — Sq, a sofic approximation. Fix
an algebraic action G ~ X and w a free ultrafilter on the natural numbers. Let' Y be the mazimal element of

S8u(G ~ X). Then Y s the minimal element of Meas(Z,,, F(X)) which absorbs all topological microstates.’

Proof. Suppose that F' € Meas(Z,,, F(X)) absorbs all topological microstates. Since my € £,(G ~ X) and
F absorbs all topological microstates, we have by Proposition ) that my < F. So for almost every
z € Z,,, we have that Y'(z) = supp(my(;)) € F(2), and this completes the proof.

g

We now show that strong soficity is an invariant under topological factor maps between algebraic actions
(even if the factor map is not a homeomorphism), provided that each action is ergodic with respect to the

Haar measure. If A, B are sets and f: A — B, then for every n € N we let f": A — B™ be given by
[(@)(4) = f(¢(j)) for 1 <j <n,¢ e A"

Corollary 2.35. Let G be a countable, discrete, sofic group with sofic approximation or: G — Sq4, a sofic
approzimation, and w a free ultrafilter on the numbers. Let G ~ X, G ~ Y be two algebraic actions.
Suppose that there is a continuous, G-equivariant map f: X — Y with m =Y (we do not assume
that f is a homomorphism). If there is a sequence u € Prob(X ) which is asymptotically supported on
topological microstates and so that pu, =" mx as k — oo, then there is a sequence vy, € Prob(Y %) which
is asymptotically supported on topological microstates and so that v, =" my as k — co. In particular, if
both G ~ (X, mx),G ~ (Y, my) are ergodic, and G ~ (X, mx) is strongly sofic with respect to (oy )k, then

G ~ (Y, my) is strongly sofic with respect to (o).

Proof. Fix a free ultrafilter w on the natural numbers. It suffices to show that if there is a sequence
pr € Prob(X9) which is asymptotically supported on topological microstates and has =" my as
k — w, then there is a sequence v}, € Prob(Y %) which is asymptotically supported on topological microstates
and has v, =" my. So suppose that there is a sequence py, € Prob(X ) which is asymptotically supported
on topological microstates and has g =" v as k — w. Let S be the maximal element of S, (GAY).
Let f: X — Y be a factor map. Then f& (u) =" f.(mx). So fu(mx) € £,(G ~ X), and thus by
Proposition 212 (vl we have that f.(mx) < S. Thus supp(f«(mx)) C S(z) for almost every z € Z,,. But
since f is continuous, we have that supp(f.(mx)) = f(supp(mx)) = f(X). Since S(z) is a closed subgroup
of Y, it follows that for almost every z € Z,, we have that (f(X)) 2 S(z). Thus Y C S(z) for almost every

z € Z,, and thus S =Y almost everywhere. Hence Y € §,(G ~ X)), and this implies that there is a sequence
vk, € Prob(X %) with v, =" my as k — w.
O

If o,: G — 5S4, has ergodic commutant, we can say even more and show that soficity of the action with

respect to (o) is a topological conjugacy invariant.

Corollary 2.36. Let G be a countable, discrete, sofic group with sofic approximation or: G — Sq4, a sofic
approzimation, and assume that (o) has ergodic commutant. Let G ~ X, G ~'Y be two algebraic actions.

Suppose that G ~ (Y, my) is ergodic, and that there is a G-equivariant, continuous f: X — Y so that
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(f(X)) =Y (we do not assume that f is a homomorphism). If G ~ (X, mx) is sofic, then G ~ (Y, my) is
sofic.

Proof. Suppose that G ~ (X, mx) has ergodic commutant. Since G ~ (X, mx) is sofic, it follows by
Theorem B3 in the appendix that we may find a sequence up € Prob(X%) with pp —"" mx. By the
preceding corollary, there is a sequence v, € Prob(Y %) with v, =" my. Since G ~ (Y, my) is ergodic, it
follows that up —'¢ my, so G ~ (Y, my) is sofic.

O

We also have a product theorem for the maximal element of 8,,. If X;, j = 1,2 are compact groups, (dg)x is
a sequence of natural numbers, w is a free ultrafilter on the natural numbers, and Y; € Meas(Z,,, X;),j = 1,2

we define Y7 x Y2 € Meas(Z,,, X1 X Xs) by Y1 x Ya(z) = Yi(2) X Ya(2).

Corollary 2.37. Let G be a countable, discrete, sofic group with sofic approximation or: G — Sa, a
sofic approrimation, and fiz a free ultrafilter on the natural numbers. Suppose G ~ X1,G ~ X3 are two
algebraic actions. For j =1,2 let Y; be the mazimal element of 8,,(G ~ X;). Then the mazimal element of

Sw(Gle XXQ) ZSY& X}/2.

Proof. Let Y be the maximal element of 8,,(G' ~ X). Since my,; € L,(G ~ Xj) for j = 1,2, it is easy to see
by taking products that my, xy, € Lo (G ~ X), i.e. Y1 x Y3 € 8,(G ~ X7 x X3). Thus Y; x Y2 < Y. For the
reverse inequality, suppose that §: Z, — X x X3 is a topological microstate. Let m;: X; x Xy — X;,7 =1,2
be the projection onto the j* factor. Then mjo0: Z, — X;,j = 1,2 are topological microstates, and thus
7;(0(2)) € Y;(z) for almost every z € Z,, by Corollary 216l So we have that 0(z) € Y1(z) x Y2(z) for almost
every z € Z,. Thus Y1 x Y5 <Y.

O

3. PROOF OF THE MAIN REDUCTION

In this section, we prove Theorem 2151 We use Hilbert space techniques, for reasons outlined in Section
211 Given a Hilbert space H, we let Ball(B(H)) = {T € B(H) : |T|| < 1}. We also let Proj(H) be the set
of orthogonal projections on H. If H is separable, then Ball(B(H)) is a Polish space with a metric given by

p(T,8) = 27| T(&) — S(&a)ll

for any sequence (&), in H which has dense linear span. In this manner, we may regard Ball(B(H)) as
a complete metric space, which will be important in order to apply Proposition 223l We may also regard
Proj(3{) as a complete metric space, using the same metric. We caution the reader that B(XH) is not
metrizable in the strong operator topology. This will cause no issue for us, because we will primarily work
with Ball(B(H)).

We will actually have little use for the metric p above. What will be important for us is that it turns
Ball(H) into a complete metric space, and that if (X, d) is a metric space then a map f: X — B(H) is

uniformly continuous if and only if for every £ € H, the map = — f(z)¢ is uniformly continuous (for the
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metric induced by the norm on H). These facts are easy exercises left to the reader. Throughout this section,

we give Ball(B(H)) the strong operator topology unless otherwise mentioned.

Definition 3.1. Let X be a compact group, we define the left reqular representation A\: X — U(L?*(X)) by
(AM@)E)(y) = &(aLy) for 2,y € X, € € L*(X). We similarly define A: Prob(X) — B(L*(X)) by

(A()&,m) = /X</\(x)€ﬂ7> du(z), for all € Prob(X),&,n € L*(X).

Observe that [|[A(u)|| < 1 for all 4 € Prob(X). So we may regard A\: Prob(X) — Ball(B(L?*(X))). As is
well known, the map A: Prob(X) — Ball(B(L?(X))) is continuous if we give Prob(X) the weak*-topology,
and Ball(L?(X))) the strong operator topology. The map A is also injective. Since Prob(X) is compact,
there is a uniformly continuous map g: A(Prob(X)) — Prob(X) so that g(A(u)) = u for every u € Prob(X).
It follows by Proposition that we have an injective map

A\s: Meas(Z,,, Prob(X)) — Meas(Z,,, Ball(B(L*(X))))

with closed image, and that A, is a homeomorphism onto its image. We collect this and other properties in

the following proposition.

Proposition 3.2. Let G be a countable, discrete, sofic group with sofic approximation ox: G — Sg,. Let
G ~ X be an algebraic action, and w a free ultrafilter on the natural numbers.
(i) The map \.: Meas(Z,, Prob(X)) — Meas(Z,,, Ball(B(L?(X)))) is injective, has closed image, and is
a homeomorphism onto its image.

(ii) XM (Meas(Z,,,Sub(X)))) = A\ (Meas(Z,, Prob(X))) N Meas(Z,,, Proj(L?(X))).

(iii) The map . o My : Meas(Z,,, Sub(X)) — Meas(Z,,, Proj(L?(X))) is order-reversing.

(iv) The space A\ (L (G ~ X)) is closed under pointwise products, pointwise convex combinations, pointwise
adjoints, and is a topologically closed subset of Meas(Z,,, Ball(B(L?(X))) if we give Ball(B(L?(X)))
the strong operator topology.

(v) We have that M\(Mi (8, (G ~ X)) = M(Lw (G ~ X)) N Meas(Z,,, Proj(L?(X))).

Proof. ({l): Automatic from Proposition 2.3 and the fact that Prob(X) is compact and A is injective.
(): Throughout this part we use that A, \* preserve products and the x-operation. Since mj = my and

my *my = my, for all Y € Meas(Z,,, Sub(X)) ‘it is clear that
A (M (Meas(Z,,, Sub(X)))) € A\(Meas(Z,,, Prob(X))) N Meas(Z,,, Proj(L*(X))).

Conversely, suppose that P € \.(Meas(Z,,, Prob(X))NMeas(Z,,, Proj(L?(X))), and write P = \.(u) for some
1 € Meas(Z,, Prob(X)). By injectivity of A, and the fact that P is a projection, we have that u(z) * u(z) =
wu(z), and p(z) = p*(z) for almost all z € Z,,. This implies, by [58, Theorem 1], that u(z) € M(Sub(X)) for
almost every z € Z,,,.

(i): This reduces to the claim that A(my/) < A(my) if Y, Y’ € Sub(X) and Y’ D Y. Since A(my) can be
identified with the projection onto Y invariant functions in L?(X) for Y € Sub(X), this claim is trivial.

(): Clear from part (i), Theorem 210, and the comments after Proposition 213

(®@): Obvious from part (.
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The above characterization of elements of M, (8,(G ~ X)) in terms of measurably varying families of
projections on a Hilbert space will be useful, because it turns out there are concrete ways to recover the meet

of two projections in a Hilbert space, as well as recover the projection onto the fixed points of an operator.

Lemma 3.3. Let H be a Hilbert space.
(a) Let T € B(H) with | T|| < 1. Let P be the orthogonal projection onto the fized points of T. Then

, 1 1.\ /1 1.\1"
(b) Let P,Q € Proj(H). Then
PAQ=SO0T - lim (PQP)".
n—o0

Proof. @): Let @ be the projection onto the fixed points of (%T + %)* (%T + %) . Since H%T + %idH < 1,by
the Spectral Theorem we have that

1o 1.\ (1., 1.3\\ , 1 1. N\ (1. 1.\]"

So it suffices to show that P = . Clearly, we have that P < (). So it enough to show that if £ € JH and
Q&) =&, then P(£) = &. So suppose that £ € H and Q(&) = £. By the Parallelogram Law, we have

1 2

1 2 Lz Lz — (2 L
1= Del® = 3zl + e - | (374 3 ) ¢

L e { (L 1) (L g L

— e+ 3lel - ((37+3) (37+3)e€)
71 2 1 2 2

= el + Lee - e

the last line following because Q(§) = &. Since ||T|| < 1, the above shows that ||(T' —id)¢|| < 0, and thus

T() =& ie. P(E) =& SoP=Q.
(B): Let E be the projection onto the fixed points of PQP, as in part (@), it suffices to show that £ = PAQ.
Clearly, P A Q < E, so suppose that £ € H and that E(£) = £. Then £ = (PQP)(&), so

€]l = I(PQP)EIl < [P,

and since P is an orthogonal projection, this implies that P(£) = £. Since & = (PQP)(&), this implies that
&= (PQ)(). As above, we have that ||€|| < ||Q&||, and this implies that Q¢ = &. Hence (PAQ)(§) =& O

We can now prove parts (i) and () of Theorem 215

Proof of part [@) and (@) of Theorem[213. (l): We start with the following preliminary observation.
Observation: For every p € Prob(X), the projection onto the fized points of M) is /\(mm).
To prove the observation, set P = )\(mm) Since )\(ILL)P = A(,U, * mm) = A(mm),

clear that P dominates the projection onto the fixed points of A(11). Conversely, if £ € L?(X) and A(u)€ = &,

then

it is

||§||2:Re(<>\(u)§,§>):/XRG(Q(I)&@)du(x)-
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By the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality, we know that Re({(\(x), €)) < ||€]|? Thus the above equation shows that
Re((\(2)&,€)) = ||€]|? almost everywhere. By expanding ||[A(x)¢ — £||3, we see that A\(z)¢ = £ for p-almost
every ¢ € X. Since {x € X : A(z)€ = £} is closed in X, we see that A\(x){ = & for every x € supp(p). But
{z € X : Mx)¢ = £} is also a closed subgroup, and thus \(y)¢ = ¢ for every y € (supp(u)). Hence P¢ = €.
Since A: Prob(X) — Ball(B(L?(X))) is a homeomorphism onto its image, Lemma [3.3] @) and the obser-

_ i Lo LN (11 "
M swpG) — 30 [P T 5% ) ¥\ g+ 5% )]
for all 1 € Prob(X).
Now fix a 4 € P, (X, G). Define Y as in Theorem @). Then for all z € Z,,, we have

: 1 1.\" (1 1. \1"
Mmy(z) = lm K5”(Z) + 55e> * (5u(2) + 5@” :

Note the above limiting formula also implies that Y'(z) is a measurable function on the Loeb measure space.

vation imply that

It follows by Egoroff’s theorem that

, 1 1.\" /1 1 "
my = lim K§u+ 566) * (§u+§5e)]

in the measure topology. Hence by Theorem 210 we have that my € P, (X, G), i.e. Y € 8,(X, Q).
[@): It is easy to see that for all K1, Ko € Sub(X), we have that AM(mg,) A A(mk,) = )\(mm) By

similar arguments as in part (), we know that
. 1. *N
mY1VY2 = lm (myl * mY2 * mYl)
n—oo

in the measure topology. Since my,, my, € £L,(G ~ X) the above shows that my,vy, € £,(G ~ X). Thus
by definition we have that Y7 V Ys € §,(G ~ X).
O

The proof of part (@) of Theorem .15 requires a bit more effort.

Definition 3.4. Let (di)r be a sequence of natural numbers and w a free ultrafilter on N. Fix a separable

Hilbert space H. Let L>(Z,,, B(H)) be the set of all maps T': Z,, — B(XH) so that:

e There is an R > 0 so that {z € Z,, : |T(2)| < R} is a null set,
e if Ris as above, and Zy = {z € Z,, : | T(2)|| < R}, then T’ZO € Meas(Zy, RBall(B(H))).

One small remark on the above definition is necessary. As discussed at the beginning of this section,
RBall(B(H)) is a Polish space for all R > 0. Thus it makes sense to ask that T|ZO € Meas(Zy, RBall(H)), it
simply means that for every Borel E C RBall(B(X)), the set T~1(E) N Z is measurable. Remember that
one has to be slightly careful, since B(H) is not metrizable nor separable in the strong operator topology,
and is thus certainly not a Polish space.

It is clear that L>°(Z,,, B(H)) is a x-algebra under the operations

(T + 9)(2) =T(2) + S(2),
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(T'S)(2) = T(2)5(2),
defined for T', S in Z. Furthermore, the norm ||T'||c = esssup, ||T'(#)]| is a Banach algebra norm on L>(Z,,, B(H)).
We identify L>°(Z,,) C L*°(Z,, B(3)) by the identification f — (z — f(z)id).
If £: Z, — H is measurable, then [|£(z)|| = sup,cp [((2),n)|, where D is a countable dense subset of the
unit ball of H (this exists by separability of ), and so z — ||£(2)]| is measurable. We let L?(Z,,H) be

the set of all measurable functions ¢: Z — 3 so that [ [|&(2)|? duw(2) < co. We identify two elements of
L?(Z,,H) if they are equal almost everywhere. If £,n € L?(Z,,, u,,) then

(€(2)m(2)) = D (€(2),e5)(n(2), )
jedJ
where (e;);ec is any orthonormal basis of . We must have that J is countable, since H is separable. Thus

2z — (£(2),m(2)) is measurable. Hence we have an inner product on L?(Z,,,H) given by

(€)= /Z (E€(2)1(2)) du (2).

It is readily verified that L?(Z,,X) is a Hilbert space under this inner product.
Define ¢: L>(Z,,, B(H)) — B(L?*(Z,,H)) by (((T)¢)(2) = T(2)&(2). Tt is easy to see that ||o(T)|| < [|T|oo-
Moreover, by [23, Theorem 5.27 (b)] we have that

(4) (D) = [Tl oo-
For f € L?(Z,,u,) and £ € K, we let f @ ¢ € L?(Z,,H) be given by (f ® &)(z) = f(2)&€.

Lemma 3.5. Let (di) be a sequence of natural numbers and w a free ultrafilter on the natural number, and

H be a separable Hilbert space. Then t(L*°(Z,,)) commutes with «(L°°(Z,, B(H))). Further,
{UNA®&): £ fel™(Z)}
has dense linear span in L*(Z,,, H).

Proof. The fact that «(L*°(Z,)) commutes with «(L>°(Z,, B(H))) is trivial. Observe that for every f €
L>(Z,), we have that «(f)(1®¢&) = f ® £&. Hence

span{c(f)(1 @ &) : £ € H, f € L®(Zu)} 2 span{f ® ¢ : f € L*(Zu),§ € H}.

Since H is separable, this makes it clear that

span{t(f)(1® &) : €€ H, f € L>(Z,)} = L*(Z.,, H).
O

Proposition 3.6. Let (di)r be a sequence of natural numbers and w a free ultrafilter on the natural num-
ber, and H be a separable Hilbert space. Then «(L>°(Z,,)) commutes with «(L>°(Z,, B(K))). Consider the
inclusion map v: L>(Z,,, B(H)) — B(L*(Z,,H)).

(i) We have that «(L°°(Z,,, B(H))) is a strong operator topology closed subalgebra of B(L*(Z.,,H)) which

is closed under adjoints.
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(i) For every R > 0, the map L’Mcas( is continuous, has closed image, and is a homeomor-

Z.,,RBall(B(H)))
phisms onto its image if we give B(L?(Z,,,H)) the strong operator topology.

Proof. ([): This is true by [23| Theorem 52.8 (a)]
[): Without loss of generality, R = 1. By (@),

L(Meas(Z.,, Ball(B(H)))) = «(L=(Zu,, Ball(B(%)))) N Ball(B(L?(Z.,, B(%()))

and this proves that «(Meas(Z,, Ball(B(H)))) is closed by part ().

Let us first show that ¢ is continuous. Since Meas(Z,,, Ball(B(H)) is metrizable, it suffices to show that if
T, is a sequence in Meas(Z,,, Ball(B(XH))) with T3, — T, then «(T},) — ¢«(T") in the strong-operator topology.
So fix a sequence T, in Meas(Z,,, Ball(B(H))) with T, — T. Let

M = {S € B(L*(Z.,H)) : SuT) = «(T)S for all T € Meas(Z.,, B(H))},

and K = {£§ € H : |o(T,,)€ — o«(T)€||2 — 0}.

It suffices to show that X = H. It is clear that X is a linear subspace of H, and since ||c(T},)| < 1,
it follows that X is norm closed. Lastly, it is straightforward to show that X is M-invariant. Hence by
Lemma B3] it suffices to show that if £ € H, then 1 ® £ € K. To prove this, let ¢ > 0 be given. Let O, =
{A € B(H) : ||A||l2 < €}, and set V. = {B € Meas(Z,,, Ball(B(X))) : u, ({z: B(z) = T'(2) € 0:}) > 1 —¢€}.
Since T,, — T, for all large n we have that T;, € V.. Thus, for all large n, we have that

I(Tn) (1 ®€) —uT)A @3 < (1 — ) +4e?|[€]1>.

Thus
1i7rgsot<1)p [L(Tn)(1®&) —u(T) (1 @E)|2 < e+ 2],

and letting € — 0 proves that ||¢(T3,)(1® &) — «(T)(1 ® §)||2 — 0. This proves that ¢ is continuous.

To prove that ¢ is a homeomorphism onto its image, fix T € Meas(Z,,, Ball(B(H))), let U be a neigh-
borhood of T. It suffices to show that there is a strong operator topology neighborhood V' of «(T') so that
t=Y(V) C U. We may choose an € > 0 and &1,. .., &, € H so that

U2 ﬂ {S € Meas(Z,,, Ball(B(H)) : uo, {2z : [|S(2)&; — T(2)&ll2 < e}) >1—e}.

Let
V= (B € BUA(Z}) : |BUE &) — (D)1 & &) < ).

j=1
It is a straightforward consequence of Chebyshev’s inequality that if S € Meas(Z,,, Ball(B(H))) and ¢(S) € V,
then S e U.

O
We can now prove part (i) of Theorem [2.15]

Proof of Theorem 218 [@d). Set F = t(A(M(8,(X,G)))). By Proposition @), we know that F C
Proj(L?(Z,x X)). By Proposition 3.2l ({i), it suffices to show that F is complete meet-lattice. By Proposition
(1) and Theorem [ZI5 (), it follows that F is a meet-lattice and that the meet in F' agrees with the
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meet in Proj(L?(Z, x X)). To see that it is complete, let (P,)acs be a family of elements of F. For every

finite A C I, set P4 = A\ c4 Pa- Then P4 € F since F is a meet-lattice. We make (P4)4 a net by ordering

the finite subsets of I by inclusion. It is then easy to see that

/\ Pa=SOT — lim Py,

acl
where the meet on the left hand side of the above equation is taken inside Proj(L?(Z, x X)). By Proposition
B.2land PropositionB.6] (i) it follows that F is strong operator topology closed. We thus have that A, Po €
F, and so we have shown that F' is a complete meet-lattice.

O

4. COMPUTATIONS IN THE CASE OF NON-STRONGLY SOFIC ALGEBRAIC ACTIONS

In this case, we mention a few examples of cases where the maximal element of §,(G ~ X) is not X,
as well as how to compute what the maximal element is in some of these cases. Some notions from unitary

representation theory will be helpful.

Definition 4.1. Let G be a countable, discrete group and 7: G — U(H), p: G — U(K) two Hilbert space

representations. We say that w is weakly contained in p, and write w < p, if

> agn(@)|| < D agplg)|| foralla =3 a9 € C(G),

geG geq@
We say that 7 has spectral gap if there is a finite FF C G and a C' > 0 so that
€l < © Im(9) — €Il for all € € 9.
geF

It can be shown that this is the same as saying that the trivial representation 1: G — S* given by 1(g) =1
is not weakly contained in 7 (see [8, Theorem 4.4] and [8, Proposition F.1.7]).

Given two unitary representation m;: G — U(H;),j = 1,2 we define m ® me: G — U(H; ® Hy) by
(m1 @ m2)(9)(§1 @ &2) = m1(9)&1 ® m2(g)&2 for & € H;, 5 =1,2.

A particular example of interest is the left regular representation \: G — U(¢3(GQ)) by (A(g)é)(x) =
&(g~ 1) for all g,o € G, € € £2(G). In this case A has spectral gap if and only if G is nonamenable.

Definition 4.2. Let (X, u) be a Lebesgue probability space, G a countable discrete group and G ~ (X, u) a
probability measure-preserving action. We let L3(X, ) = {f € L*(X): [ fdu =0}, and define the Koop-
man representation p: G — W(LE(X)) by (p(g)f)(z) = f(g *x). We say that G ~ (X, u) has spectral
gap if its Koopman representation has spectral gap. We say that G ~ (X, u) has stable spectral gap if
G~ (X x X, u® p) has spectral gap. It is trivial that an action with stable spectral gap is weakly mixing.

Each of our examples in this section will be for actions of free groups. In this case, we use the recent

results of Bordenave-Collins (see [12]) which imply the following result.

Proposition 4.3. Let F, = (a1,--- ,a,) be a free group of rank r > 1. Then there is a sequence , C
Sym(n)" with the following properties:
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(a) ﬁ|ﬂn| —n—oo 1,

(b) for every sequence (on)n € [1,, Qn, if we let m,: F,. — Sym(n) be the homomorphism m,(a;) = oy 4, then
(Tn)n 18 a sofic approzimation,

(c) for every free ultrafilter w, the Koopman representation of B ~ (Z,,,uy) is weakly contained in the left
regular representation. In particular . ~ (Z,,,u,,) is weak mizing has stable spectral gap.

(d) for every free ultrafilter w, we have that I},

w 1§ trivial.

Proof. Tt is well-known (see [47]) that we may find a sequence €, 0 C Sym(n)" with —=[Q, 0| — 1 so

that for every sequence (oy)n € [],, Qn,0 one has that (m,), as defined in () is a sofic approximation.
View Sym(n) C B(f%(n)) associating a permutation 7 with the operator (7f)(j) = f(771(j)). Note that
the operators in Sym(n) leave C1, invariant, and so we may use them to define unitary operators T’ 2 (0)
on f3(n) = {f € (?(n) : i fU) = O}, as (3(n) is the orthogonal complement of C1 in ¢*(n). Given
T1, -, Tk € Sym(n) and aq,--- ,ax € C we may thus view Z;C:l arTr € B(£?(n)), with similar comments
for B(¢%(n)). We endow B(¢*(n)), B(¢2(n)) with the operator norm.

For 7 € Sym(n) we define 7®7 € Sym({1,--- ,n}x{1,---,n}) by (7@7)(j, k) = (7(j), 7(k)) for 1 < j, k <
n. As above, these operators leave C1 invariant, they also leave C.J invariant where J: {1,--- ,n}?> — {0,1}
is given by J(j, k) = %6j¢k. So we may restrict them to H, the orthogonal complement of C1 + CJ in

23({1,--- ,n}?). For concreteness, we note that
H=L ) fG.5) =0, f(,k) =0
j=1 J#k
Lastly, we define the left regular representation \: F, — U(¢2(F,)) by
(Mg)&)(x) = E(g™ ") for g € Fr € € L2(F,)

By [12, Theorem 3] and [12, Theorem 5] we may find a sequence Q2,1 € Sym(n)” with —=[€, 1| = 1 and

so that every (0y,)n € [[,, Qn,1 satisfies the following properties:

e forevery a =3 p agg € C(F,) we have that lim, HzgelFr agwn(g)’eg(n) = Hzgeg ag)‘(g)H

e for everya =) _p agg € C(F,) we have that

> ag(ma(9) @ (@) 5| = [ D asM9)

g€F, IS

Set 2, = Q0N 1. Properties @), (D) are true by construction. We focus on proving the other properties.
Fix a choice of (oy,)n € [[,, Qn-

Proof of (@): Let & € L*(Z,,, u), with [ € du,, = 0. By Proposition [Ad] applied to {z € C: |z] < ||€]|oc},
we may write & = (£,)n—w Where [|€n]lco < [|€]|oo- It is easy to see that & = (&, — (f &n dun) 1)n—w SO wWe
may assume that [ &,,du,(z) =0 (at the cost of now assuming that [|&, e < 2[/€]oo)-
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Then for every a € C(FF,), we have by Proposition [A.3] that:

Z agﬂ—w(g)g = 7}1_1){10 Z agﬂ—n(g)gn < 711_]% Z agﬂ—n(g)‘gg(n) H§n||l2(un)

geF, 2 g€EF, 22(71471.) g€F,

= Z%)\(g) Tim |[€nlle2u,),

g€F,.

= 11> aghlg)| lI€]l2-

g€F,.

By density of L°°(Z,,,uy,) inside L*(Z,,,u,) :

Z agﬁw(g)}Lg(zw) < Z agA(9) )

g€k BL3(z.) N9 B(F,)
for every a = 3 agA(g) € C(F,). By definition this means that the Koopman representation of F,
(Zw,uy) is weakly contained in the left regular representation.

To see why this implies stable spectral gap, let p be the Koopman representation of F,. ~ (Z,,uy)-
Then p < A, 80 pRp 2 A® A= A, by Fell’s absorption principle. The Koopman representation of F, on
(Zw X Zyyyuy @uy,) is isomorphic to (p@® p) & (p®p), and is thus weakly contained in AP>°. By nonamenability
of .., the trivial representation of F, is not weakly contained in the left regular representation of F,.. Since
the Koopman representation of F, ~ (Z, X Z,,uy, X u, ® u,) is weakly contained in the left regular
representation of .., it thus follows that it does not weakly contained the trivial representation either. This
means that the Koopman representation of F,. ~ (Z, X Z,,, u, ® u,,) has spectral gap, and so F, ~ (Z,,, uy,)
has stable spectral gap. It is clear that stable spectral gap implies weak mixing.

(d): Let X be M, (C) endowed with the trace inner product:

(A,B) = %Tr(B*A),

and let ||All2 be the resulting Hilbert space norm. We will use tr = 3 Tr. Observe that we have a
representation Ad of U(n) on X by Ad(U)V = UVU*. This representation leaves Cid invariant, it also
leaves CJ invariant, where J;;, = \/%5]#;@. So we may restrict Ad to obtain a unitary representation on
Ko = H o (Cid+CJ). Consider the representation of Sym(n) on Xy obtained by Ad ‘Sn' Define W: X —
({1, ,n}?) by
W(A)(j, k) = VnA; .
It is direct to show that W is a unitary, and is equivariant. Further W(Cid) = Cid, W(g) = J, so W induces
a Sym(n)-equivariant unitary Ko — 3. Thus by our choice of €, ; it follows that
lim Z ag Ad(wn(g))‘x0 = Z agA(g)

n—w
geF, IS

Now suppose that 7 = (7, )n—w € F;. . By direct computation

|| Ad(ﬂ-n(g))Tn - Tn”% = dHamm(ﬂn(g)Tannﬂn(g)) _>n~>w O;
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so it follows that 7, is asymptotically fixed under Ad(c,(F,)). Set T, = Px,(7,), where Py, denotes

orthogonal projection. Since Py, commutes with Ad(Sym(n)), it follows that
| Ad(m(9)) T — T2 — .

But then:

R . 1< .
0= lim - Z; | Ad(mp (a;))(T) — Toll3 = lim 2|| T 15 — 2Re( > (T Ad(mn(a;))(Tn))
=

= j=1

1 T
_ ; 2 _ - .
_2,}1_%JHTWH2 2( r §1Ad(7rn(aj))Tn , Tn)
j=

1 T
S 9T 2 ||t , 2
> 2711_{1; T3 - ZAd(ﬂ'n(aJ) [T ll2

j=1

=2(1- 1ZT:/\(OL») lim ||T5,|2
T “ 1 J n—w nii2
=

By nonamenability of F, we have that

% Z;:1 Aaj)

Pythagoras’ theorem,

. BT _ 2: . 2 2: . 2
i ditaann (7, 1) = 1 (17— 18 = lim [ Peg(ra)[3 + | Py (r) 3 = Jim || Peg () 3

the last line following from the fact from the definition of T},. But

1 n
: 2 _ 1 —1 2 _ 7 .
Jim | Pe(ra)l3 = Jim |tx(rm D) = N e > (i

J=1 k#j
Since 7, is a permutation, we have that

> )ik =1.

k
Thus,

1 = 1
lim ——— Tn)ik < lim = 0.
n%wn,/n_lgg( )%k_n%w‘/n_l

So we have shown that lim, ., digamm (7n, 1) = 1, and thus (7;,)n—, =id.

’ < 1, so it follows that lim, ., ||T,]3 = 0. By

O

We will not actually use part (dl), but it is interesting in light of our Corollary 219 stating that the

maximal element of 8§,(G ~ X) is in Sub(X), when G/, ~ (Z,,u,) is ergodic. In all of the following

examples, the maximal element of 8, (G ~ X) which be much smaller than one expects and in some cases

will not be an element of Sub(X). Of course, by our discussion a necessary condition for the maximal element

of 8,,(G ~ X) to not be in Sub(X) is that G/, ~ (Z,,u) is not ergodic. In our examples, this is certainly

true since G, is in fact trivial!
w

Example 1. Consider an algebraic action of the free group F,. with » > 1 on a finite group X. By Proposition

€3] we may find a sofic approximation o, : F, — Sym(n) so that for every free ultrafilter w, we have that

F,. ~ (Z,,u,) is weak mixing. If w is a free ultrafilter on the natural numbers, then if v = (0). (u.), we know
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that F,, ~ (X,v) is weak mixing. Since X is finite, this forces v to be a point mass. So 6(Z,) C Fixp, (X)
almost surely. So the maximal subgroup of 8, (F, ~ X) is Fixp,(X). In this example, since w was arbitrary,
we can even say that Fixp (X)) is the largest subgroup of X so that there is a sequence i, € Prob(X™) which
is asymptotically supported on topological microstates and with p,, —* MFpixg(x) a8 1 — 00 (and not just

as n approaches some ultrafilter).

Ezxample 2. The previous example was not ergodic. We can fix this as follows. Let r be an integer at least 3,
and let a1, - - ,a, be the free generators of F,.. Again fix a sofic approximation o,,: F,, — Sym(n) so that for
every free ultrafilter w, we have that F,. ~ (Z,,, u,,) has Koopman representation which is weakly contained
in the left regular representation. Take an s € {2,--- ,r} and F;, ~ X where X is a finite group and we

regard Fs = (a1, -+ ,as) <F,. Let F, ~v X be the coinduced action. This action is defined as follows:
X ={ze X" :z(gh) = h'ax(g) for all g € F,,h € F,},

and F, ~ X by left shifts. Observe that X is a compact subgroup of X, so this is still an algebraic
action. Since IFy has infinite index in F.., this action is ergodic with respect to mg. Fix a free ultrafilter
w, and let ©: Z, — X be a topological microstate. Let ®: X — X be given by ®(z) = (1). Then ® 0 ©
is Fy-equivariant, and thus as in the first example we know that (® o ©),(u,) C Fixp, (X) almost surely.
By F,-equivariance, we know that ©(Z,) C (Fixp, (X)) N X almost surely. In this case, computation
of the maximal element Y of 8,(F, ~ X) is elusive. However, we can say that if Fixg, (X) = {1}, then
Y # (Fixg,(X))F N X. Indeed, suppose that Y = (Fixg, (X)) N X. Then F, ~ (Y, my) is isomorphic to

the generalized Bernoulli shift F,. ~ (Fixg, (X))F/Fs and is thus ergodic. By assumption, there is a sequence

lw*

of measures p,, € Prob()N( ™) which are asymptotically supported on topological microstates and p, —;, .,

my. By ergodicity, we have that u, are asymptotically supported on measure microstates, in particular
F,. ~ (Y, my) is sofic with respect to (o4, )n,w. By definition, this means that F, ~ (Y, my) is a factor of
F. ~ (Z,,uy). Thus the Koopman representation of F,. ~ (Y, my) would be weakly contained in the left
regular representation of .. By restriction, this implies that the Koopman representation of Fs ~ (Y, my)
is weakly contained in the left regular representation of Fs. But this action has Fs ~ (Fixp, (X), mpix., (x))
as a factor (via the map ®). Since |Fixp_ (X)| > 2, this implies that Fy ~ (Y, my) is not ergodic. So the
Koopman representation of Fy ~ (Y,my) contains the trivial representation, and we already saw it was
weakly contained in the left regular representation. Thus the trivial representation of F, is weakly contained

in the left regular representation of F;, contradicting nonamenability of Fj.

Ezample 3. We investigate an algebraic version of [{, Example 3.5]. So let Fy = {(a,b,c,d), and view
Fy = {a,b}. Consider the trivial action Fo ~ (Z/2Z). As in Example 2] consider the coinduced action
F4 ~ X. Constructed a random sofic approximation oy: Fs — Sym(2k) as follows. Let oy ¢, 0,4 be two
permutations of Sym(2k) chosen independently at random with respect to the uniform probability measures
on Sym(2k). Let Uy = {1,--- ,k}, Vi = {k+1,--- ,2k}. Let of 07 ; € Sym(Uy), and of. 5,0} 5 € Sym(Vi)
be chosen independently at random with respect to the uniform probability measures on Sym(Uy), Sym(V)
and set opq = 0} 3 U0o) 9,0 = Uiyb U U,ib. Let oy be the unique homomorphism of Fy such that oy (a) =

Ok.as 0k(b) = Okp, ok(c) = ke, 0k(d) = 0g,q. Then (o) is a sofic approximation with high probability.
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Set ﬁg = (a,b). With high probability this sofic approximation has the property that Fo ~ (Z,,u,) has
an ergodic decomposition into two pieces given by U = (Ug)g—w,V = (Vk)k—w, and by Proposition
furthermore has the property that FQ ~ (Zy,u,) is ergodic. So we may fix a choice of (o0,), which is a
sofic approximation, and which has the property that Fo ~ (Z,,, u,,) has an ergodic decomposition into two
pieces U,V and so Fg ~ (Zy,uy,) is ergodic.

Note that U,V give topological microstates Oy : Z, — Z/272, Py : Z,, — Z/2Z for Fo ~ Z/27 by

0 Jif 2 ¢ U
(I)U(Z):

1422 ,ifzeU,

0 , itz ¢V
Py (z) =

1422 ,ifzeV.

These naturally give rise to topological microstates Oy : Z, — X, ®y: Z, — X by

Ou(2)(g9) = Pulg'2), BOv(2)(g9) = Pv(g '2).

It is straightforward to check that because Oy, Oy are Fy-equivariant, that these maps are indeed in X
(i.e. that Oy (2)(gh) = h™1Oy(2)(g) for all g € Fy,h € Fa,2 € Z, and similarly for ©y). We remark
that what is going on here is the canonical adjunction property of co-induction in the topological setting:
Measg, (Z,,, Z/27) = Measy, (Z,,, X ). We also have two other topological microstates 0: Z,, = X, 1: Z,, = X
given by 0(z)(g) = 0, 1(2)(9) = 1+ 2Z for all g € Fy, 2z € Z,,. Observe that {0,1,0y,0y} is a group with
respect to pointwise addition.

We claim that every topological microstate is almost surely equal to one of 0,1, Oy, Oy . Suppose that
©: Z, — X is a topological microstate. Let ®: X — Z/2Z be given by ®(x) = x(1). Then ® 0 O is
almost surely Fo-equivariant, so (® 0 ©)~1({0}) is almost surely Fo-invariant. Since Fy ~ Z,, has an ergodic
decomposition into two pieces given by the sets U, V, this means that (® o0 ©)~({0}) is almost surely equal
to one of: U,V, Z,, . From Fs-equivariance of ©, we see that © is almost surely equal to Oy, 0y,0,1 if
(® 0 ©)~1({0}) is almost surely equal to U, V, Z,,, & respectively.

Thus every topological microstate is almost everywhere equal to one of {0,1, 0y, 0y }. So the maximal

element Y of 8§,(G ~ X) is given by
Y(z) ={0,1+2Z,0y(2),0v(2)},

where we abuse notation and regard 1 + 27Z as the element of X™ whose value at g is 1 + 2Z for every g.
Since Fy ~ Z,, is ergodic, it is easy to see that [{0,1 + 2Z, Oy (z), Oy (2)}] is almost surely equal to 4. In
this case it is clear that Y (z) # X for almost every z € Z,, since |Y (2)| = 4 for almost every z € Z, and X
is uncountable.

Moreover, in this example we see that Y (z) genuinely depends upon z. Indeed, by using ergodicity of

Fg ~ Z,, we can find a g € Fg so that

0 <uu,(gUNU) < u,(U).
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Fix such a g, and consider z € gUNU,z € UNg~ U with [{0,1,0y(2),0v(2)} =4 = [{0,1,0p(2),O0v(2)}|.
We claim that Y(z) # Y(2). Indeed, Opy(z) # 0,1, since |{0,1,0p(z),Ov(z)}| = 4. Moreover, Oy (z) #
Oy (2), since they have different values at the identity coordinate. Lastly, Oy (2)(g) = ®y(g~t2) = 1 + 2Z,
and Oy (2)(9) = ®u(g~12) =0, so Op(z) # Op(2). So we have shown that O (2) ¢ Y (Z), and thus we see
that Y (z) # Y (2). Since z € gUNU,% € UNg~'U are positive measure sets, and |{0, 1, Oy (z), Oy (2)}| = 4

for almost every z, we thus see that Y'(z) is not almost surely constant.

We remark that each of Examples 2] Bl we do not have to use the results of Bordenave-Collins, and can
simply use f-invariant entropy (as defined in [I4]) and earlier results of [28].

For instance, in Example 2] the results of [28] imply that a random sofic approximation (o) of F, acts
ergodically on (Z,,,u,) for any free ultrafilter w, and that in fact Fy acts ergodically on (Z,,u,). Since
the f-invariant entropy Fs ~ (X, mx) is negative (obvious from the definition in [I4]), the argument in
[32, Proposition 6.9] shows that we may find a (o) so that Fy acts ergodically on (Z,,,u,,) for every free
ultrafilter w, and so that Fs ~ (X, mx) is not sofic with respect to (o). This is sufficient to complete
part of the argument given in Example 2 at least to the point of showing that the maximal element of
Sw(Fr ~ X ) is not all of X. Similar remarks apply to Example Bl In fact, in this case we can already get
away with finding some sofic approximation (oy)x for which h(,,y, (Fo ~ (Z/2Z,uz/27)) = —o0, and for
which ITTQ acts ergodically on (Z,,,u,,) for any free ultrafilter w, and these two properties can be shown by

combining f-invariant entropy (following the argument in [32, Proposition 6.9]) with the results of [28].

5. DIscussiON ON THE USE OF ULTRAFILTERS

Since ultrafilters are not concrete and only exist via some abstract argument, it is likely that in order to
apply our methods in the future we will need ultrafilter-free version of our results. In this section, we give
ultrafilter versions of our main results (deducing them from their ultrafilter versions). In the last subsection
of this section, we outline one special case where we know how to remove the usage of ultrafilters from the
proof. This is the case the group being acted on is abelian, and where the sofic approximation has ergodic

commutant in the sense of Definition [2.20]

5.1. Ultrafilter-Free versions of some of the results. We state an ultrafilter-free versions of Corollaries

2I7220, for which we need the following lemma. We use the following notations. If (X,d) is a metric
space and F' C X, we let N,.(F) = {z € X : thereisay € F with d(y,x) <7}, and N.(F) = {z € X :
there is a y € F with d(y,z) < r}.

Lemma 5.1. Let (X,d) be a compact metric space, and fir pu € Prob(X). Let e,7,s € (0,00) with r < s.
Then

{v € Prob(X) : v(N,(F)) < u(Ns(F)) for all F € F(X)}

is a weak® neighborhood of .

Proof. Let
O ={v € Prob(X) : v(N,.(F)) < e + u(Ns(F)) for all F € F(X)},
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and suppose, for the sake of contradiction, that there is a sequence p, € Prob(X) N O¢ so that u, — u
weak*. Since p, ¢ O, we can find a sequence F,, € F(X) so that p,(N,.(F,)) > e+ u(Ns(F,)). Since F(X)
is compact, we may, and will, assume that there is a F' € F(X) so that F,, — F in the Hausdorff topology.
Fix rg,r1,51 € (r,s) with ro < r; < s1. Since p,, — p weak™ and ro < ri, we have that:

(Nry (F)) = limsup fin (Nr, (F)).

n—oo

Since F,, — F, for all large n we have that N,.(F,) C N,,(F). Hence,

1(Ny, (F)) > limsup g, (N-(F)) > e + limsup u(Ns(F)).

n—r oo n—oo

Since F,, — F, for all large n we have that N(F,) 2 N, (F). So:
p(Nr, (F)) = & + p(Ns, (F)),

and since 71 < s7 this is an obvious contradiction.

O

Lemma 5.2. Let (X,d) be a compact metric space. Suppose np € Prob(F(X)), ng — n weak*, and fiz a
measure p € Prob(X). Then, for every r > 0, we have that

lim sup / (N (F)) di(F) < / (N (F)) dn(F).

k—o0

Proof. We claim that ®: F(X) — [0,1] given by ®(F) = u(N,(F)) is upper semicontinuous. Suppose that
F, € 3(X), and F,, — F. Then for all s > r, we have that Ny(F) 2 N,.(F},) for all large n. Thus
N(NS(F)) > limSUPM(NT(Fn))'
n—00
Since s > r was arbitrary, we can let s — r to see that

(N (F)) = timsup p(N, (Fy)).

n—roo

Thus F — p(N,(F)) is upper semicontinuous.
Hence we may write ®(F) = infg_ @, (F), where the infimum is over all continuous functions ®,,: F(X) —

[0, 1] which have @, > ®. Hence, for all € Prob(F(X)) we have:
[ @@ ane) = [t 0a(F)dn(F) =it [ a(F)dn(e),

the last part following, for example, by [27, Proposition 7.12]. This shows that n — [ u(N,(F))dn(F) is a
upper semicontinuous function on Prob(F(X)), which is equivalent to the conclusion of the lemma.

O

Corollary 5.3. Let G be a countable, discrete, sofic group with sofic approximation or: G — Sg,. Let

G ~ X be an algebraic action. The following are equivalent:

(i) There does not exist a sequence pj € Prob(X ) which is asymptotically supported on topological

microstates and so that u =" my as k — oo.
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(ii) There is a n € Probg(Sub(X)) with n # §x, and a sequence (Yi)r € Sub(X)% which satisfies the
following property. Given any sequence (¢ )x of topological microstates, there is an increasing sequence

of natural numbers (k;); so that limlﬁoo(Ykl)*(udkl) =1, and

tim =3~ p(6n, (), Vi (7)) = 0.

Proof. ({l) implies (): Suppose that (i) holds. By Proposition 225, we may find a free ultrafilter w on the
natural numbers so that for every sequence pj, € Prob(X %) which is supported on topological microstates
as k — w, we have that u; does not locally weak™ converge to u as k — w. By Corollary 216 we may find a
Y € Meas(Z,,, Sub(X)) which is G-equivariant, so that 7 = Yi(u,) # dx, and which absorbs all topological
microstates with respect to w. By Proposition[Z4l we may assume that Y = (V). Now suppose that (¢x )
is a sequence of topological microstates for G ~ X. Let O,, be a decreasing sequence of weak*-neighborhoods

of n in Prob(Sub(X)). Since Y absorbs all topological microstates, we have by Proposition 2ZZT2] that

hm—quﬁk () =0.

k—w dy

By Proposition [A3] we know thatn = Yi(uy) = limg_e(Yk)«(ua, ). Combining this fact with the above

equation, we may find B,, € w so that for every k € B,, we have:
o (Vi) (udk) € Oy, and
o & S0 p(or(h), Yalh)) <27

Since B, N F¢ € w for every finite F' C N, it follows that we may find an increasing sequence k; of natural

numbers with k; € B for every [ € N. By construction, we then have that lim;_, o (Ykl)*(udkl) =7 and

dkl

lim —— Zp (bkz Ykz )) 0.

=00 dkl =

() implies ({): Assume that(fl) holds, but that there is a sequence ux € Prob(X9) which is asymptotically
supported on topological microstates and which has p, —'" mx as k — oo. Suppose that 7, (Yi )i satisty
the conclusion of (). Let p be a translation-invariant metric on X.

Since 1 # dx, we may choose an r > 0 so that

/ mx (No(Z)) dn(Z) < 1.

Set ¢ = [mx(N,(Z))dn(Z), and choose ¢ € (0, lgc) ,$ € (0,7). By Lemma [E] it follows that for all

sufficiently large k we have that

dy,

(5) /udk({j L 0(j) € Ns(Ya(4))}) dun (o Z/uw s(Yag)) <e+ - me r(Yi,j))

_5+/mX (Yk)*(udk)(z)
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Since puy, is asymptotically supported on topological microstates, we may find a sequence of subsets A, C X %

with pr(Ag) — 1, and so that for all g € G, § > 0

lim inf ua, ({7 : P($(0k(9)(7)), 90(5)) <0}) =1.

k—o00 pEA

Since p(Ax) — 1, equation (B shows that for all large k :

Tc(lAk)/A ua, ({7 : 0(j) € Ns(Yi(5))}) dpur(9) <28-1-/mx(NT(Z))d(Yk)*(udk)(Z).

Hence, we may find a natural number K so that for all k£ > K, there is a ¢, € Ay with

) ui, (7 n0) € Nai)) < 26+ [ max(Wo(2)) d(¥i). (g, 2).
Set ¢, = e for every k € {1,..., K —1}. Then (¢ ) is a sequence of topological microstates, and so we may
let (k;); be an increasing sequence of natural numbers as in the conclusion to (). We then have that

lim sup g, ({j : 61, () € Na(Yi, (7))}) < 2 + limsup / mx (N(2)) d(Ye, )+ (ua,, ) (2) < 26 + ¢,

l—o0 l—o0

by Lemma It then follows that for all large | we have that ua, ({j : ¢x,(j) € Ns(Yi, (1)}) < 3e +c.

Since 3¢ + ¢ < 1, this contradicts the assumption that
di,

lim — Zp (bkz Ykz )) 0.

l—o0 dkl =
0

In the case that the group being acted on is abelian, Corollary 5.3 can be rephrased more positively as

follows. Recall that if X is abelian, then X is the set of all continuous homomorphism X — R/Z.

Corollary 5.4. Let G be a countable, discrete group with sofic approximation oy : G — Sq, . Fiz an algebraic
action G ~ X with X abelian. Then, the following are equivalent:
(i) There exists a sequence (ju )i, € [[, Prob(X %) so that ux —"" mx.
(i) For every a € )A(, a # 0, and for every sequence (ki); of increasing integers, and every sequence
Ak, CH{L,.. . dy,} so that limy— oo ugy, (Ak,) > 0, there is a sequence (¢x )k of topological microstates
for G ~ X such that

hm inf
l—00 |Akl|

Z|¢kz |>0

JEAK,

Proof. () implies (@):
Let a, ki, Ay, be as in the hypothesis to (). Suppose that (i) € [], Prob(X9) is asymptotically
supported on topological microstates, and ju, —'*" mx. We then have that
exp(2mi(¢ e
/dkl |A7€z| ]e; |A1€L| JEZAIC J

Hence,

exp(2mi(¢p —112d 2 — Re(i
/Xdk|Akl|Z' p(2mi(B(7), ) — 1 dun($) = lAmZ (s (e

JEAK,
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Since pur =" mx and liminf;_, o Udy, (Akl) > 0, we have that
lim inf (2 - 12d =2.
mint [ 3 exp(2ri(60).a)) ~ 1P diu(e)
JEAK,
Thus we may find a sequence (¢kl)l of topological microstates for G ~ X so that
|Ak | > lexp(2midr, (4), @) — 1]> =2
¢ JEAK,

Set ¢, = 0 for every k € N\ {k; : | € N}. Then (¢x)r are topological microstates for G ~ X and clearly

Z|¢]€L |>0

JEAE,

hm inf
100 |Akl|

(@) implies ([{): Fix a compatible metric p on X. Suppose that () holds, but that () fails. We can then
find n € Prob(Sub(X)), (Yi)r € [, Sub(X)% which satisfies () of Corollary 5.3 Since n # §x, we have
that

n| U {y:yc{e}}| >0

aeX:a#0
thus we can find an o € X \ {0} so that n({Y : Y C {a}°}) > 0. Let E = {Y : Y C {a}°}. Fix a strictly
increasing sequence (k;); of integers with limlﬁoo(Ykl)*(udkl) = 1. For every open neighborhood U of E we
have that
liminf (Y, ). (ua,, ) (U) > ().

Hence, by a diagonal argument, we may find a sequence Ay, C {1,...,dy,} with liminf; , Uy, (Ag,) >
n(E) > 0, and so that for every neighborhood U of E, there is an Ly € N with Yy, (j) € U for alll > Ly, j €
Ay, . Let (¢r)r be a sequence of topological microstates for G ~ X. We claim that

llggo |Akl| ]EXA% (5, (), 0] = 0.

If the claim is false, then we can find a further subsequence (k;,) and an € > 0 so that

lim % Z (n, (7)) =e.

p=0oo [Ag, e

Applying Corollary 5.3 and passing to a further subsequence we may, and will, assume that

i,
p]ig)lo dkl ]Zl ((bklp( ) Ykz ( j)) =0.

Choose a § > 0 so that x € X and p(x, {a}°) < § implies that [{z,a)| < €/2. Let U = {K € Sub(X) :
K C Ns/2({a}?)}, then U is an open neighborhood of E. So for all large p and all j € Ay, ~we have that
Vi, (7) € Ns/2({a}?). Since liminfi— o0 uay, (Ak,) > 0, and limy—o0 ua, ({7 : p(¢k,, (4), Ya,, (7)) < /2}) =1,

we have:

e=tim —— 3 |(ge, (7)) = lim —— 3 (n, (), )] < 2/2,

p—oo |A . p—oo |A
| klpl JEAN, | klpl J€AR p(Sr, (5), Yy, (7))<6/2

a contradiction.
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The statement of Corollary [5.3] can be drastically simplified when the sofic approximation has an ergodic

commutant.

Corollary 5.5. Let G be a countable, discrete, sofic group with sofic approximation oy: G — Sq, .Suppose
that (ok)x has ergodic commutant. Fiz an algebraic action G ~ X, and let p be a compatible metric on X.
Then the following are equivalent:

(i) There does not exist a sequence pix € Prob(X ™) with pux —'" mx as k — oc.

(i) There is a proper, closed, G-invariant subgroup Y of X with the following property. Given any sequence
(or)k € [1, X% of topological microstates, there is a strictly increasing sequence (k;); of natural num-
bers which satisfy

lim po(dg,, Y% ) = 0.
n—oo

Proof. () implies ({): This can be argued exactly as in Corollary 53] using Corollary 2201

(@) implies @{): Assume that () holds, but that there is a sequence 13, € Prob(X %) which is asymptotically
supported on topological microstates and which satisfies p, =" mx. Let Y be as in the hypothesis of ().
Choose § > 0 so that N5(Y) # X, and set ¢ = mx(Ns(Y)) < 1. Observe that for any k € N,

dy,
[ a4 s 000) € M@ diin(9) = 7> (ol
j=1

Let F,, be an increasing sequence of finite subsets of G with G = Uflozl F,,. Since g =™y and is
asymptotically supported on topological microstates, we may choose an increasing sequence of integers
K1, K5, -+ so that

[vais: o) € W) (-2

1) dp
Mk ﬂ {1 p2(9bk, bk 0 ok(g <2_m}) 1—-2""forallme N,k > K,

IS
We thus have for every m € N, and k > K, that

({9 ua, ({5 6(7) € Ns(Y)}}) >

Since ¢ < 1, it follows that 12+°c(1 —27"M)<1—=2""for all m > 1.
Now fix a k > K, and choose m > 1 so that K,, < k < K,,,1. By the above, we may find a ¢, € X
so that

o ug, ({j: dx(j) € Ns(Y)}) < H< and
o 02(9Pk, dr 0 ok(g)) < 27™ for all g € F,.

For a natural number k < ki, we set ¢ = 1. Then (¢ ) is a sequence of topological microstates. Let (k;);

be an increasing sequence of natural numbers as in the conclusion to (@). Then for all sufficiently large I, we

have that

P60, (), Y12 > 5%% (U o)) ¢ Ns(¥V))) > 62
(b5, (§), Y1) — 0 as | — oc.
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5.2. The case when the compact group is abelian and (0}); has ergodic commutant. .

In this section, we sketch an ultrafilter-free proof of Corollary 5.5 when X is abelian. The proof that ()
implies (@) in Corollary 5.5 did not use ultrafilters. So we focus on proving that (@) implies (i) in Corollary
We do this by proving the contrapositive. So suppose that () is false. Then for every proper, closed
subgroup Y < X, there is a sequence (¢y)5 of topological microstates so that liminfy o ua, (é5, Y %) > 0.
For cach a € X \ {0}, we apply this to Y = {a}° to deduce the following:

Fact: For every a € X \{0}, there is a sequence (¢x) of topological microstates for G ~ X and a constant
c € (0,1] so that

lin inf ug, ({7 : | (68(7), )| > e}) > 0.

We use this to prove the following;:

Claim: For every a € X \ {0}, and every ¢ > 0, there is a sequence (ug)r of measures supported on
topological microstates so that for every § > 0 one has Uminfy_, o0 ua, ({7 @ |fk,; ()| < d}) >1—e.

To see how the fact implies the claim, fix £ > 0, and & € X \ {0} be given. Let (¢ )x,c be as in the
fact. Let Ay = {j : [{(¢x(4),@)| > ¢}. We may choose an r € N, and (71,x)k, -, (7rk)x € G so that
lim infj,_ o0 wd, (U§:1 ijk(Ak)) >1—c. Set By = (U§:1 Tj,k(Ak)) Lot v = 230 [38g00m, + 300] - It is
then not hard to show that

limsup sup |V ()| < 1.
k—oo jJEEL

By continuity of the addition map X x X — X, we may chosen a sequence of integers my with m; — oo

sufficiently slowly so that v, is still asymptotically supported on topological microstates. If we set pj, =

v;"*, then one can check py, satisfies the conclusion of the claim.

From the claim, and a diagonal argument, for every a € X \ {0} we may find a sequence (,u,(ca))k €

[T, Prob(X4) so that for every § > 0 we have
Jim g, ({52 |3 (@)] < 8)) = 1.
—00
Now let (aq)i=100 be a fixed enumeration of X. Tt is then not hard to show that we may choose a sequence

L(k) of integers with L(k) — oo sufficiently slowly so that

(1)) « M(am))
k

e = )

is asymptotically supported on topological microstates, and satisfies p, —"" mx.

APPENDIX A. LOEB MEASURE SPACE AND PRELIMINARIES

Proposition A.1. Let X be a compact, metrizable space, (di)r a sequence of natural numbers and let w be

a free ultrafilter on the natural numbers.

(i) Let (¢n)k € [1, XU*. Then (¢x)k—w is Borel.
(ii) Fiz a sequence (Ey)x where Ex C X% and let

E= {(¢k)k—>w :(Pr)k € HEk} :
Kk
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Then for any compatible continuous metric p on X, we have that E is a closed subset of Meas(Z,,, X)
with respect to the metric pp,.

1) Given a ® € Meas(Z,,, X), there is a sequence (¢ )i € X% 50 that ® = (¢ ) ke almost everywhere.
k Y

Proof. Throughout we fix a compatible metric p on X, and let M be the diameter of (X, p).
@): Set ® = (Px)k—w- Then, for every z € X, we have that

o0

¢ (B(z,e) = |J [I &' (Bla.e —1/n)).

n=1k—w
Since [, _,,, ¢5 ' (B(z,e — 1/n)) is measurable by definition, we see that ® is Borel.

(@): It suffices to show that E is complete in the metric p,,. Let (®,), be a Cauchy sequence in E.
Without loss of generality, we may assume that p,(®,,®,41) < 274" for every n € N. Thus for every
natural number n we have

({2 5 p(@n(2), g () > 272}) < 2720,
Write @, = (dn.k)k—w- Fix 29 € X and define for all k € N a map ¢ox: {1,...,dr} — X by ¢0.x(j) = xo.
We may choose a decreasing sequence B,, of elements of w so that
e B,N{l,...,n} =2,
o ua, ({7 : p(G1k(5), Priak(d)) > 271} < 27! for all 1 <1 <.
Set By = N\ B;. For k € N, let n(k) € NU{0} be defined by k € By, () \ By (k)+1, and set ® = (¢ (k) 4+1,k)k—w-
Fix ann € N, and a k € B,,. Let

n(k)
Ap = {1 <35 < di: pldna(d) b)) <27

l=n
then ug, (A5) < 27" and for all j € A, we have p(dnk)+1,5(J), Pnk(4)) < 271! Hence we have that
W({z : (), @, (2)) < 2-71) 31— 27 Thus,

P (®, @) <271 4+ M)
and so we have that ¢, — ®. Since ® € E, we have shown that E is complete.
@): Let Y = {(dr)kow : (Pr) € [1, X9 }. By (@), we know that Y is closed in Meas(Z,,, X), so it suffices

to show that Y is dense in Meas(Z,,, X). To prove this, fix a ¥ € Meas(Z,, X) and an € > 0. Let (x,), be a

dense sequence in X. For each n € N, set

B, = B(xn,e)N|( | B(xy,e)°.

)=

~

=1

For each n € N, choose a sequence (E, k)i with E,, , C {1,...,d;} so that
U, <\If‘1(Bn)A 11 Enk> =0.
k—w

By replacing E,  with E, ;N (ﬂle Elck) , we may (and will) assume that for every k € N, the family
(En.k)n is disjoint. Fix an N large enough so that

uw( [j \Ill(Bn)> <e/2.

n=N+1
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We may then choose a B € w so that for all £k € B we have

N
Ud,, (U En,k) > 1 —8/2.
n=1

For each k € B, define ¢: {1,...,dr} — X by d)k‘El,k =g foralll =1,...,N and ¢k|ﬂ{i1El,k
Set ® = (¢x)k—w. For every x € B, N ][], Enk, we have that ®(z) € B, and ¥(z) = z, and so
p(®(2),¥(z)) < e. Hence our choice of E, i, By, imply that u,({z : p(®(2),¥(z)) > e}) < &/2 < . We thus
have that pn,(®, ¥) < (1 + M)e. Since ¥ € Y, we clearly have that Y is dense.

= I1.

O

Suppose (dy )y, w are as in Proposition [A1] given a sequence (Ej)x with Ey C X%, we let [, Ex be
the subset of Meas(Z,,, X) defined by

HEk—{Qbkk%w- ¢kk€HEk}

k—w
We call set of this form internal subsets of Meas(Z,,, X). We have the following generalization of Proposition

ATl ).

Proposition A.2. Let (di)r be a sequence of natural numbers, and w be a free ultrafilter on the natural
numbers. Suppose that E C Meas(Z,,, X) is a countable intersection of internal sets. Then f.(FE) is a closed

subset of Meas(Z,,Y).

Proof. Write E = ﬂfil E; where Ej is internal. For each [ € N, write E; = [[,_,, Eix where E;; are
subsets of X%. Suppose y™ € f.(E) and ™) — y. Without loss of generality we may, and will, assume
that u,({z : p(y™,y) < 27"}) > 1 — 27" For each n € N, write y™ = f,(z(") for (™ € E. For each
n,l € N, we may then write z(™ = (azl(j,?)k%w for some a:( " e Ep k. Write y = (Yk)k—sw, With y € Y.

We may now choose a decreasing sequence (By,), of subsets of N so that:

e B, cwforallneN,

e B,N{l,---,n}=0

e forall k € B, and all 1 <[, s <n, we have ug, ({j : p(args,)g( ), :cl(sk)) <27} >1-27",
e for all k € B,,, we have that ug, ({7 : p(f (:cgnlz) yp) <277} >1-27"

For k € By, let n(k) be such that k € B, N BE,;. Now set z(*®) = (nglk(k)))k_)w. It is straightforward to
check that for all I € N, we have that z(°) = (:vl(flk(k)))k_)w, so z(®) ¢ Ni=, Ei. By construction, we have
that f.(2(°)) =y, so y € f.(F). Thus we see that f.(E) is closed.

O

Proposition A.3. Let (di)i be a sequence of natural numbers, and w a free ultrafilter on the natural
numbers. Suppose R € [0,00) and f € L*(Zy,uy) and (fr)r € [, €°(dk) has ||frlloc < R for all k and

f = (fr)k—w almost everywhere. Then

(o)
[ 1) duste) = Jim % ka
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(b) We have that fi(uy) = limg_, (fk)«(uw) where the limit is taken in the weak* topology on probability

measures on [—R, R].

Proof. (@): This is tautological if f = 1g, and 15 = (1g, )k—w almost everywhere for a sequence (Fy) of
subsets of {1,...,dr}. Now suppose that f,(fx)r are as in the statement of the proposition. Given ¢ > 0,
we may find a measurable simple function g so that ||f — g||cc < &. Since every measurable subset of Z,, is
almost everywhere equal to an internal set, we may assume that g = Z;’L:I ¢jlg;, where Ej; is an internal
subset of Z,. We may thus write E; = (Eji)k—w for a sequence (Ejx); where E;r C {1,...,dy}. Let
9k =271 ¢lE,

From the case of internal sets, we know that

,}grgdazgk / 2) du,(2).

Let F, = {1 <j <d:|fx(j) — 9x(4)| < €}. By definition of the Loeb measure, we have that
i g (Fy) < ({2 ¢ [£(2) — g(z)] < €}) = 1.

From this, and the fact that we have a uniform bound on the ¢**-norms of fi, gi, it follows easily that

hrn—Z|fk ()] <e.

k—w dj

Hence we have that

/f(z)duw — lim —ka <ed||f—glh <2e.

k—w dj

Since ¢ is arbitrary, this completes the proof.

(B): Fix a continuous function g: D — C, where Dr = {z € C : |z| < R}. Chasing the definitions shows
that g o f = g.(f) = g+ ((fr)k—w) = (9 © fr)k—w- Thus by part (@),

1 &
[odr.tw) = [ g0 fu, = lim a4, o) = [ ottt

By definition, this means that limg_,., (fx)«(ua,) = fe(tw)-

APPENDIX B. APPLICATION OF THE METHODS TO LOCAL AND EMPIRICAL CONVERGENCE

In this section, we consider “generalized local and empirical limits” as an analogue of our space of “gen-
eralized local weak*-limits.” Recall that if G is a countable, discrete, sofic group with sofic approximation
or: G — S4,, and X is a compact, metrizable space with G ~ X by homeomorphisms, and u € Probg(X),
then a sequence of measures (ux)r € [, X% locally and empirically converges to y if it is asymptotically

lw™ i Tt is obvious how

supported on measure-theoretic microstates for G ~ (X, ) as k — oo, and if pup —
to modify this definition to say that ux locally and empirically converges to u as k — w for a free ultrafilter
w on the natural numbers. From here it is obvious how to modify our definition of a space of “generalized

local and empirical limits.”
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Definition B.1. Let G be a countable, discrete, sofic group and ox: G — Sy, a sofic approximation. Let
X be a compact, metrizable space with G ~ X by homeomorphisms, and fix 1 € Probg(X). Fix a free
ultrafilter on the natural numbers. We let £LE,,(G ~ (X, u)) be the set of E((ux)r) where uy, is asymptotically

supported on measure-theoretic microstates for G ~ (X, 1) as k — w.
The following may be argued exactly as in Theorem 2.10

Lemma B.2. Let G be a countable, discrete, sofic group with sofic approximation or: G — Sg,. Let X be
compact, metrizable space with G ~ X by homeomorphisms, and fix i € Probg(X). Then LE,(G ~ X) is a
closed subset of Meas(Z,,, Prob(X)) for every free ultrafilter w on the natural numbers. In fact, LE,(G ~ X)

is a countable intersection of internal sets.

Theorem B.3. Let G be a countable, discrete, sofic group with sofic approzimation op: G — Sq,. Let
X be compact, metrizable space with G ~ X by homeomorphisms, and fix u € Probg(X). Suppose that
Gl ~ (Zy,uy) is ergodic. If G ~ (X, p) is sofic with respect to (oy)k,w, then there is a sequence of

measures [ so that p —>§€:w M.

Proof. Since LE,(G ~ (X, u)) is closed inside Meas(Z,,, Prob(X)), it suffices to prove the following claim:
Claim. For every open neighborhood O of u in the weak*-topology, there is a vo € LE,(G ~ (X, ) so
that vo(z) € O for almost every z € Z,,.
So fix an open neighborhood O of u. We may then find f1,---, f, € C(X) and an € > 0 so that

0D ﬁ{uEProb(X):'/fjdu—/fjdu <g}.

j=1
For g € C(X), define I;: Prob(X) — C by I,(v) = [gdv. Let f = (f1,--- ., fa) € C(X)", and define
Ip: Prob(X) — C" by I;(v) = (Iy;(v))}—;. Let M = maxi<j<n || f;]l, and let Dy = {z € C: |2| < M}.
By Proposition [A.2] and Lemma [B.2] we know that (I;).(LEL(G ~ (X,u))) is a closed subset of
Meas(Z,,, D};). Let ¢ Meas(Z, D};) = L*(Z,)®" be the natural inclusion map given by t(k) = (m; 0 k),
where m;: D%, — Dy is the projection onto the j* coordinate. Set K = t((1;)«(LEW(G ~ (X, p))).

It is not hard to show that ¢ is a homeomorphism onto its image, and that its image is closed. Since
(I£)«(LEL(G ~ (X, p))) is a closed subset of Meas(Z,,, D7), we see that K is a closed subset of L?(Z,,)®".
Since (If). is affine, we know that K is convex.

So K is a closed, convex subset of L?(Z,,)®™. Thus there is a unique element A € (I7).(LE,(G ~ (X, pn)))
of minimal || - ||2-norm. Since LE,(G ~ (X, u)) is clearly G'-invariant, we know that X is G'-fixed, by
uniqueness. By ergodicity, we have that A € (C1)®". So we may write A = (\;1)7_; for some \; € C,1 <
j < n. Write A = (Iy)«(ro) for some vo € LE,(G ~ (X, p)). Then

Aj = ML 1) = ((Iy;)«(v0), 1) = /(Ifj)*(Vo)duw(Z)-

Write vo = &((vk)k), where vy, is asymptotically supported on measure-theoretic microstates as k — w.

Then:
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Since vy, is asymptotically supported on topological microstates, the above formula shows that [ (I )+ (Vo) duy(z) =
J fidp. Thus \j = [ f;,dp. Since \j1 = Iy, (vo), this implies that [ f; dvo(z) = [ f; du for almost every
z € Z, and for all 1 < j < n. This clearly implies that v¢(z) € O for almost every z € Z,,, and this completes
the proof.
O
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