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On compact extensions of tracial W *-dynamical systems
Asgar Jamneshan and Pieter Spaas

Abstract. We establish several classification results for compact extensions of tracial W *-dynam-
ical systems and for relatively independent joinings thereof for actions of arbitrary discrete groups.
We use these results to answer a question of Austin, Eisner, and Tao and some questions raised by
Duvenhage and King. Moreover, combining our results with an earlier classification of weakly mix-
ing extensions by Popa, we can derive non-commutative Furstenberg—Zimmer type dichotomies on
the L2-level. Although in general an adequate generalization of the Furstenberg—Zimmer tower of
intermediate compact extensions does not seem possible in the von Neumann algebraic framework,
we show that there always exists a non-commutative analogue of the finer Host—Kra—Ziegler tower
for any ergodic action of a countable abelian group.

1. Introduction and statement of the main results

Throughout we fix a discrete group I" unless mentioned otherwise. A tracial von Neumann
algebra dynamical system or tracial W*-dynamical system is a tuple (N, 7, o) where
(N, 7) is a tracial von Neumann algebra and o : I' ~, N is a trace-preserving action of I"
on N. In this paper, we do not assume groups to be countable nor von Neumann algebras to
be separable unless stated otherwise. If Q C N is a ['-invariant von Neumann subalgebra,
then we say that N is an extension of Q, and denote this dynamical inclusion by I ~,
(Q CN).

For example, consider a commutative tracial von Neumann algebra (L*°(X, w), [)
where L°°(X, u) is the algebra of essentially bounded complex functions on a probabil-
ity space (X, (1) and the trace is given by integration /" In this context, a trace-preserving
actiono : I' i, L*°(X, p) is equivalently described by a measure-preserving action of I on
the probability algebra associated with the probability space (X, i), and I"-invariant von
Neumann subalgebras of L°°(X, i) uniquely correspond to I'-invariant sub-o-algebras
of the associated probability algebra (e.g., see [46, Section 7]), where a probability alge-
bra is a measure algebra with total mass equal to 1. Structural ergodic theory studies
the behavior of measure-preserving group actions on probability algebras relative to I'-
invariant subalgebras. The aim of this paper is to study the extent to which certain results
in structural ergodic theory can be established for general tracial W*-dynamical sys-
tems. More precisely, we are interested in non-commutative analogues of results in the
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Furstenberg—Zimmer structure theory and an important refinement of the Furstenberg—
Zimmer structure theory in the case that I" is abelian, known as the Host—Kra—Ziegler
structure theory. !

Roughly speaking, the Furstenberg—Zimmer structure theorem states that any proba-
bility algebra dynamical system can be decomposed into a chain of subsystems of a more
algebraic nature, called the distal part, which are either structured compact extensions of
earlier subsystems or inverse limits of such extensions, and a final chaotic weakly mixing
extension of the distal part. In terms of orbital behavior, functions in the distal part of the
system have in some precise sense predictable or controlled orbits, while orbits of func-
tions in the weakly mixing part exhibit a strong form of randomness. In the commutative
world of probability algebra dynamical systems, the Furstenberg—Zimmer structure theo-
rem is “universally” applicable. Indeed, it was originally established for any action of a
second countable locally compact group on a countably generated probability algebra by
the work of Furstenberg and Zimmer, and it has recently been shown to hold for arbitrary
actions of a (discrete) group on a probability algebra, independently by Edeko, Haase,
and Kreidler in [25] and the first author in [43]. Furstenberg [33] originally developed
this structure theorem to prove a multiple recurrence theorem for Z-actions, strengthening
Poincaré’s single recurrence theorem, which he famously used to give an ergodic-theoretic
proof of Szemerédi’s theorem [61]. By analogy with the averages in the classical mean
ergodic theorem of von Neumann used for single recurrence, non-conventional ergodic
averages correspond to multiple recurrence. In general, it is a difficult problem to prove
the convergence of non-conventional ergodic averages and to determine the limit. In a
breakthrough, Host and Kra [39] and independently Ziegler [64] proved L?-convergence
for ergodic Z-actions by classifying the subsystems which govern the limiting behavior.
These subsystems are special types of compact extensions, and their deep insight is that
these compact extensions can be classified as inverse limits of rotations on nilmanifolds;
see [40] for a comprehensive exposition. This refinement of the Furstenberg—Zimmer
structure theory is known as the Host—Kra—Ziegler structure theory and has been influ-
ential in areas such as combinatorics and number theory; e.g., see [36,37].

In recent decades, there has been a surge of interest in non-commutative analogues of
results in the Furstenberg—Zimmer structure theory, character theory, and related topics
such as multiple recurrence and convergence of non-conventional ergodic averages. The
motivation seems to have been diverse, for example, stemming from the structure theory of
von Neumann algebras (see, e.g., [11,41,42,57]), Lie theory and higher-rank lattices (see,
e.g., [3, 10]), non-commutative analogues of results in the Furstenberg—Zimmer structure
theory and the theory of joinings (see, e.g., [4—7,16—18,20-24,49,51,53,59,63]), and non-
commutative multiple recurrence and convergence of non-conventional ergodic averages
(see, e.g., [2,9,15,19,27,29-32,52]).

!Furstenberg—Zimmer structure theory was originally developed in the articles [33, 65, 66]. The inter-
ested reader is referred to [26, 34, 35, 49, 62] for textbook expositions. The Host-Kra—Ziegler structure
theory was initiated in [39, 64]; see also the textbook exposition [40].
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This paper contributes to this development by providing a comprehensive treatment
of compact extensions within the framework of tracial W *-dynamical systems. We now
state and discuss our main results and their relation to the existing literature.

Main results

Let " ~ (N, ) be a tracial W*-dynamical system, and let Q C N be a I'-invariant von
Neumann subalgebra. We say that N is a compact extension of Q if every element of N is
almost periodic relative to Q, that is, its orbit is conditionally precompact, which roughly
means that for every ¢ > 0, it is contained within the e-neighborhood of a finitely gen-
erated Q-module zonotope of L2(N) (see Section 3 for the precise definition). Our first
main result establishes equivalent characterizations of a compact extension, by analogy
with such characterizations in the measure-theoretic framework (cf. [34, Section 6.3], [43,
Theorem 4.1]). It connects the above definition using relatively almost periodic elements
with conditional Hilbert—Schmidt operators (item (2) below, where K g (-) is defined in
Section 2.4), and finitely generated modules (item (3) below).

Theorem A. Let ' ~ (N, 1) be a tracial W*-dynamical system, and let Q C N be a
I'-invariant von Neumann subalgebra. Then, the following are equivalent.

(1) N is a compact extension of Q.
(2) span{K g £ | K€ L2(N)®¢ L*(N) I'-invariant, & € L>(N)} is dense in L*(N).

(3) L2(N) is the closure of the union of the Q-finitely generated T-invariant right
(or left) Q-submodules.

Different notions of relatively almost periodic elements and of compact extensions
for W*-dynamical systems have appeared in the literature. For example, our definition
of relatively almost periodic elements (Definition 3.2) is used in this form in [11], where
it is used to establish classification results for intermediate von Neumann subalgebras,
and it was already indicated in [49, Remark 3.16] (which in turn was inspired by the
operator-theoretic conceptualization in the commutative case in [62, Section 2.13]). The
relation with conditional Hilbert—Schmidt operators is written out for commutative von
Neumann algebras in [49, Appendix C] (see also Section 2.4 below), and it is remarked
there that a similar relation should hold for general von Neumann algebras. A definition
of compact extensions in terms of finitely generated submodules (see item (iii) above)
appears in [2, Section 4] and a similar definition is given in [23, Section 3]. Nevertheless,
even though parts of Theorem A were probably known to experts, a more comprehensive
treatment of relative compactness similar to the commutative case, including establishing
the equivalence of these definitions, seems to be missing in the literature to the best of our
knowledge.

In previous functional-analytic approaches to Furstenberg—Zimmer structure theory,
in particular the part of the theory dealing with compact extensions, an important role is
usually played by the so-called “conditional L2-spaces™; see [25,43,49,62] where these
spaces also go by the names of “conditional Hilbert modules™ or “Hilbert—Kaplansky



A. Jamneshan and P. Spaas 4

modules”. The proof of Theorem A in Section 3 shows that one can avoid introducing
such conditional spaces, and we work directly on the usual L?-spaces. Finally, we also
note that Theorem A is established for arbitrary discrete groups acting on general von
Neumann algebras, and hence our results add to most known partial results by removing
commutativity and countability/separability assumptions.

We use our classification of compact extensions from Theorem A to answer [2, Ques-
tion 4.3] by Austin, Eisner, and Tao about finite-dimensional approximations of Q-sub-
modules of finite lifted trace; see Lemma 3.7. We also answer two questions raised by
Duvenhage and King in [23, Section 6] about the classification of intermediate subsys-
tems of compact extensions and characterizations of “generalized eigenfunctions”; see
Remark 3.6.

Addendum

After the first version of our paper appeared on the arXiv, the authors learned” of the
unpublished preprint [47], in which Question 4.3 by Austin, Eisner, and Tao from [2] is
also answered with a direct hands-on proof. Our proof is different, and our answer to the
question follows immediately from a more general classification result, which we believe
puts it in an appropriate framework.

Having characterized compact extensions, a next natural step, as in the classical
Furstenberg—Zimmer theory, is to try to study the maximal compact extension inside an
arbitrary extension. It is easy to verify that the space of conditionally almost periodic
elements in L2(N) is always a closed Hilbert subspace. Thus, a natural candidate for
the maximal compact extension of Q inside N is the intersection of this closed Hilbert
subspace with N. In the commutative ergodic theory, this intersection corresponds to a
I'-invariant von Neumann subalgebra of L>°(X, ). However, for general W*-dynamical
systems, this intersection is only a strong operator topology closed linear subspace of N
that may not be closed under multiplication and/or involution; that is, it may not be a von
Neumann subalgebra. This was observed by Austin, Eisner, and Tao in [2, Example 4.2],
and we recall their example in Section 3. Given this obstruction, one could instead try to
consider the von Neumann algebra generated by the relatively almost periodic elements
as suggested in [49, Remark 3.16]; see also [12]. However, the example of Austin, Eisner,
and Tao shows that this von Neumann subalgebra can contain all relatively weakly mixing
elements. It thus seems that this is not a satisfactory solution in general.

Nevertheless, under additional hypotheses on the inclusion Q C N, it is possible to
identify the space of relatively almost periodic elements with a von Neumann subalgebra.
A natural such hypothesis is the quasi-regularity of the inclusion which has been put for-
ward by Chifan and Peterson in [12]. We recall its definition and provide a proof as to its
effect in Section 3 for the convenience of the reader.

Quasi-normalizers had been connected to the Furstenberg—Zimmer structure theory
before in [41, Section 6], where Ioana shows that for an ergodic action I' ~, (X, ) of a

2We thank Terry Tao for bringing this preprint to our attention.
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countable discrete group on a standard probability space (X, i), the quasi-normalizer of
L(T) inside L*°(X) x I' is exactly L°°(Y) x I, where Y is the maximal compact sub-
system of X. This can be used to give a purely von Neumann algebraic description of
the Furstenberg—Zimmer tower in the commutative setting (see [12]; see also [11, Theo-
rem 2.3]). Further connections with the quasi-normalizers of the involved algebras in the
W*-dynamical setting are also explored in [12].

Alternatively, if one does not insist on the maximality of the compact extension, one
could ask if there are other natural intermediate compact extensions which correspond to
von Neumann subalgebras. In the commutative context, a prominent and useful example
of a tower of intermediate compact extensions is formed by the Host—Kra—Ziegler factors
[39,64], when one considers the actions of abelian groups. We will show in Section 6 that
there is a natural non-commutative analogue of these factors for abelian group actions,
leading to a tower of von Neumann subalgebras corresponding to intermediate compact
extensions (without additional hypotheses on the subalgebras).

Before that, we study relatively independent joinings of tracial W*-dynamical systems
in Section 4. In particular, we classify the invariant elements of relatively independent
joinings (see Proposition 4.7). Moreover, we extend an important theorem of Furstenberg
[33, Theorem 7.1] on relatively independent joinings of compact extensions over a com-
mon factor (see also [35, Theorem 9.21]) to W *-dynamical central extensions as follows.

Theorem B. Let (N1, t1,01) and (N2, 12,02) be W*-dynamical T -systems and let Q be a
common T-invariant von Neumann subalgebra contained in their respective centers where
the actions on Q agree. Fori = 1,2, denote by P; C N; the maximal compact extension
of Q inside N;. Consider the extension T ~, (Q C Ny ®¢ N,°), where N1 ®¢ N,*
denotes the relatively independent product of N1, Ny over Q; see Definition 4.10. Then,
the maximal compact extension P of Q inside Ny ® g N,* is givenby P = P; ®¢ P,".

Several of the results developed so far are used in the proof of Theorem B, in particu-
lar the characterization using conditional Hilbert—Schmidt operators from Theorem A (2).
Although our proof is inspired by Furstenberg’s original proof, we provide a purely alge-
braic and streamlined version of the proof. In particular, our proof also works without any
additional countability/separability assumptions.

Combining our results on relatively independent joinings and compact extensions
with Popa’s classification of weakly mixing extensions [57, Section 2], we analyze the
dichotomy between relatively weakly mixing and relatively compact W *-dynamical sys-
tems in Section 5. We prove a relative dichotomy on the L2-level for the arbitrary exten-
sions of W*-dynamical systems which can be reduced to the von Neumann algebra level
if the inclusion is quasi-regular. By the previously mentioned example of Austin, Eisner,
and Tao, we cannot expect a relative dichotomy to hold on the von Neumann algebra level
without further assumptions on the inclusion. Moreover, quasi-regularity is not necessar-
ily preserved under taking the maximal compact extension (see Remark 3.13). These are
therefore serious obstructions to establishing a complete analogue of the Furstenberg—
Zimmer structure theorem for general W*-dynamical systems, beyond the aforemen-
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tioned dichotomies. Nevertheless, as mentioned earlier, some alternative results in this
direction, exploiting the quasi-normalizers of the involved algebras, are established in [12].

We continue Section 5 by extending a classical characterization of weakly mixing
extensions in terms of joinings to the von Neumann algebraic framework. Namely, under
the assumption of quasi-regularity, we characterize weakly mixing extensions of W *-
dynamical systems as being those that are disjoint from compact extensions; see Proposi-
tion 5.6. We point out that our positive results in this section generalize, refine, and provide
new proofs of related results in [4,7,20,53].

Finally, assuming now that I is countable and abelian, we develop a non-commutative
version of the Host—Kra cubic systems and the Gowers—Host—Kra seminorms for ergodic
W *-dynamical systems in Section 6. Using our previous results on joinings, we establish
the following non-commutative Host—Kra—Ziegler tower of compact extensions.

Theorem C. Let I" be a countable discrete abelian group, (N, t) a tracial von Neumann
algebra with separable predual, and let (N, t, o) be an ergodic W *-dynamical T -system.
Then, there exists an increasing sequence Zy C Z» C -+- C N of inclusions of W *-systems
with the following properties.

(1)  Z; is the maximal compact W*-subsystem of N.
(i) Foreachn > 1, Z,+1 is a compact extension of Zy,.

(iii) Foreachn > 1, x € Z, ifand only if ||x|l,,4.1 = 0, where ||| - |Il,, ., denotes the
non-commutative version of the Gowers—Host—Kra uniformity seminorms, see
Definition 6.10.

We believe this non-commutative generalization of the Host—Kra—Ziegler hierarchy to
be a promising new direction in the study of W*-dynamical systems, and we plan to fur-
ther investigate the compact extensions arising in Theorem C in future work. In particular,
we plan to establish finer algebraic and geometric descriptions of them by analogy with
the commutative theory for Z-actions and relate them with non-commutative multiple
recurrence and non-commutative non-conventional ergodic averages.

Organization of the paper

Besides the introduction, this paper has five other sections. In the Preliminaries, we recall
some definitions, constructions, and tools needed in the remainder of the paper, and we
prove some useful lemmas. In Section 3, we give a precise definition of a compact exten-
sion of W*-dynamical systems. We then prove our first main classification Theorem A,
derive some corollaries, answer the previously mentioned questions from the literature,
and discuss a few related results. We continue in Section 4 with the study of the joinings
of W*-dynamical systems, including a proof of Theorem B. In Section 5, we investigate
the dichotomy between weakly mixing and compact extensions. Finally, in Section 6, we
extend the notions of Host—Kra—Ziegler factors and Gowers—Host—Kra uniformity semi-
norms to the von Neumann algebraic framework and prove Theorem C.
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2. Preliminaries

2.1. von Neumann algebras

In this section, we fix some general notations for tracial von Neumann algebras. For basic
results and any undefined concepts in the theory of tracial von Neumann algebras, we refer
the interested reader to [1].

Let J be a Hilbert space. von Neumann algebras are unital *-subalgebras of the *-
algebra B(J) of bounded operators on J that are closed in the weak (or equivalently
strong) operator topology. von Neumann’s bi-commutant theorem tells us that von Neu-
mann algebras are exactly the *-subalgebras M that are equal to their double commutant
M. This equivalence gives rise to a useful interplay between the algebraic and analytic
aspects of these objects.

Unless explicitly stated otherwise, all von Neumann algebras we will consider are
tracial von Neumann algebras: von Neumann algebras M equipped with a faithful nor-
mal tracial state 7, that is, a positive linear functional 7 : M — C satisfying 7(1) = 1,
(xy) = t(yx) forall x,y € M, t(x*x) = 0 iff x = 0 for all x € M, and t is contin-
uous with respect to the weak operator topology when restricted to the unit ball of M.
When necessary, we also write 7ps to emphasize the von Neumann algebra M on which
the trace is defined. We denote by ||x||2 := +/T(x*x) the 2-norm of x € M and denote by
L?(M) the completion of M with respect to this norm. When identifying M with a dense
subspace of L2(M), we will also denote it by M, and we will write £ € L?(M) when
xeM.

Let P C M be an inclusion of von Neumann algebras, which unless stated otherwise
is assumed to be unital (that is, 1p = 137). We denote by Ep : M — P the unique t-
preserving conditional expectation from M onto P, which arises as the restriction to M
of the orthogonal projection from L?(M) onto L?(P). We denote by

PPNM={xeM|VyeP: :xy=yx}
the relative commutant of P in M, and by
Ny (P) = {u € WM) | uPu* = P}

the (set-wise) normalizer of P in M. We say that P is regular in M if Np(P)" = M;
that is, Nz (P) generates M as a von Neumann algebra. We will further denote by U (M)
the unitary group of M and by & (M) the set of projections in M .

2.2. Hilbert modules and conditional orthonormal bases

For the reader’s convenience, we will recount here some of the basic properties and con-
structions which we will need later on. A von Neumann algebraist may want to skip this
section and refer back to the notation if necessary.

Definition 2.1. Let M be a von Neumann algebra. A left M -module is a Hilbert space #
together with a normal *-homomorphism 7 : M — B(J#). Similarly, a right M -module
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comes with a normal *-homomorphism 7 : M°° — B(J), where M °? denotes the oppo-
site von Neumann algebra, that is, M equipped with reversed multiplication operation

Xy = yx.

We will mostly work with right modules, though we note that this is just a choice, and
we could as well interchange the roles of left and right throughout the paper.

Example 2.2. The most basic example of a right M -module is L?(M), where M acts
by right multiplication. Similarly, given any Hilbert space #, we can let M act by right
multiplication on L2(M) ® # (i.e., right multiplication on L?(M), and trivially on J).
Given a projection p € B(L?*(M) ® #) which is invariant under right multiplication
by M, we also obtain in this way a right M-module of the form p(L?(M) ® #). In
fact, every right M -module is isomorphic to a module of this form; see for instance [1,
Proposition 8.2.3].

Definition 2.3. Let (M, 7) be a tracial von Neumann algebra and J¢ a right Hilbert M -
module. We say that a vector § € K is left (M -)bounded if there exists ¢ > 0 such that
lEx|| < c|lx]l2 for every x € M that is, the map X + £x extends to a bounded operator
L from L%(M) to J. We denote by #° the subspace of left bounded vectors in #.

It is known (see for instance [1, Proposition 8.4.4]) that #° is always dense in #.
Observe that given £, n € #°, the operator Lg‘L77 commutes with the right M -action
on L2(M) and thus equals left multiplication by an element from M (see for instance
[1, Theorem 7.1.1]). Upon identifying L;L,, with this element, we thus get L;L,, eEM.
We can thus define an M -valued inner product on #° by

(E.m)a = LELy € M.

The following straightforward lemma shows that this M -valued inner product indeed
behaves like an inner product with values in M (see also [1, Lemma 8.4.5]).

Lemma 2.4. Let (M, t) be a tracial von Neumann algebra and ¥ a right Hilbert M -
module. For all x € M and £, 1 € #°, the following properties hold.

(1) (£,&)m = 0and (£,&)pr = 0 ifand only if € = 0.

@) {(Enm)* = 0. 86)m-

3) €. nx)m = (E.mmx and (§x.nm = x* (&, n)m.

@) t((&.mm) = (€. ne-
Example 2.5. When given an inclusion of tracial von Neumann algebras P C M, we
can naturally view L?(M) as a right (or left) P-module. In this case, the P-valued inner

product is determined by
{(x.y)p = Ep(x™y)

forx,y e M.
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One of the features of this M -valued inner product is that it gives us a notion of
orthogonality (relative to M), and therefore a notion of orthonormal basis.

Definition 2.6. Let (M, t) be a tracial von Neumann algebra and J a right Hilbert M -
module. An M -orthonormal basis, or a Pimsner—Popa basis, for # is a family (&;);ey of
non-zero left bounded vectors such that

@ Y &M =, and
(ii) foralli,j € I:(&.& )M = 8i,; pi for some projections p; € P (M).
If (&;);ier satisfies (ii), but not necessarily (i), we call the family (&;);e; conditionally

orthonormal. If # has a finite orthonormal basis as a module over M, then we also say
that J is finitely generated.

We refer the interested reader to [1, Section 8.4.3] for more details and properties of
orthonormal bases and M -modules.

2.3. Bimodules

Definition 2.7. Let (M1, 1) and (M5, 175) be two tracial von Neumann algebras. An M-
M-bimodule is a Hilbert space # endowed with two normal, commuting *-homomor-
phisms

m My — B(¥) and 7 : M, — B(¥).

In this case, we define a *-homomorphism g : M1 ® M," — B(J#) by n(x ® yP) =
71 (x) 2 (¥°P) and write xEy = 71 (x)m2(yP)E, forallx € My, y € My, and & € H. We
also write a7, #pm, to indicate that # is an M;-M,-bimodule.

Examples of bimodules include the trivial M;-bimodule 57, L?(M1)s, and the coarse
M -M,-bimodule p7, L2(My) ® L?(My),.

Next, we recall an important construction for bimodules. If # is an M{-M,-bimodule
and K is an M,-M3-bimodule, then the Connes’ fusion tensor product of # and K is
an M;-M3-bimodule denoted by # ®ps, K. In order to define this tensor product, one
checks (see for instance [1, Proposition 13.2.1]) that the formula

(&1 ® 1. &2 ® 1m2) = (1. (€1, E2)a2)

yields a positive sesquilinear form on the algebraic tensor product #° © K. We then
define # ®p, K as the separation and completion of #° © K with respect to this
sesquilinear form. It is straightforward to check that this Hilbert space becomes an M-
M3-bimodule for the canonical actions given by

x(E®m, ) =(xn)@m,n, and (§ dm, Ny =& @um, (1Y),

forx e My, y e M3, § € H 0 n € K. Moreover, the resulting tensor product operation
on bimodules is easily seen to be associative. For further details, we refer the interested
reader to e.g. [14, Appendix B (§) of Chapter 5] or [1, Chapter 13].
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Next, fix two von Neumann algebras M and N. An M-N-bimodule J together with
a fixed vector £ € J is also called a pointed M -N -bimodule. 1t is well known (see, e.g.,
[1, Section 13.1.2]) that there is a one-to-one correspondence between normal completely
positive maps ® : M — N and pointed M -N -bimodules (J, ) with £ a left N-bounded
and cyclic vector in J; that is, span{ M §N } = J#. We briefly recall the construction here
for later reference.

First, let ® : M — N be a normal completely positive map. On the algebraic tensor
product M © N°P, we consider the positive sesquilinear functional

(X1 ® y1.%2 ® y2)0 = tn (y] P(x{x2)y2).

where x1,x, € M, y1,y2 € N. Let H¢ denote the completion of the quotient of M ©
N °P by the kernel of this functional, which becomes an M - N -bimodule for the canonical
actions by left, resp. right, multiplication. Note that J# comes equipped with a special
vector, namely (the class of) 13y ® 1y =: £p, which is easily seen to be cyclic and left
N -bounded.

Conversely, given a pointed M-N -bimodule (#, £), where £ is cyclic and left N-
bounded, we can build a completely positive map as follows. Consider the bounded oper-
ator Lg : L?(N) — ¥ from Definition 2.3, and for x € M define ®g (x) := Lg‘nM (x)Leg.
It is then easily checked that ® takes values in N, being completely positive, and that
D (He,Ep) and (H, E) > Dy are inverse to each other.

2.4. Relatively independent products and conditional Hilbert—Schmidt operators

In this final preliminary section, we recall some facts about conditional Hilbert—Schmidt
operators and a relevant example of such operators coming from conditional convolution
operators on relatively independent products. We start with the commutative situation, and
explain how the usual constructions there can be carried out on a purely von Neumann
algebraic level. This will then serve as motivation for some of the definitions in the von
Neumann algebraic framework. These concepts will be considered further in Section 4.

We recall the constructions in the case of standard probability spaces where a classi-
cal disintegration is available. Similar constructions are available for general probability
algebras by working with canonical disintegrations (e.g., see [43, Section 2,3] and the
references therein).

Suppose (X, p) and (Y, v) are standard probability spaces, and let 7 : X — Y be a
factor map. We then have a classical disintegration

p= [ disavey

where j is a probability measure supported on 7! ({y}). We can now construct a rela-
tively independent product X xy X as follows. As a set, take

X xy X = {(xl,xz) eX XX |n(x) = JT(Xz)},
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and equip it with the measure

por = [ Gy ) dviy)

It is then easy to verify that this relatively independent product fits in the commutative
diagram
X Xy X

<N,
N

for the coordinate projection maps IT; : X xy X — X and 1, : X xy X — X onto the
first and second copy of X, respectively. Note that we have

[ A () d( xy 1) (xx)
XXyX
-/ ( ﬁ(x)fz(x')d(uyxuy(x,xb))dv(y).
Y XxX

From the pointless view on the level of the L2-spaces, the above gives the commutative
diagram of inclusions

Note that all the above L2-spaces are canonically (left and right) L°°(Y )-modules. More-
over, it is not hard to see that

L*(X xy X) = L*(X) ®p(yr) L*(X), 2.1

where the right-hand side denotes Connes’ fusion tensor product of L?(X) as a right
L (Y)-module with L2(X) as a left L°°(Y )-module. Note that in this commutative sit-
uation, L?(X) ®p(y)y L*(X) is still canonically an L*(Y)-module.
To check (2.1), we observe that the L°°(Y)-valued inner product on L°°(X) is given
by
(.M Loer) = Epser)(§n) € L=(Y),
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for &, € L°°(X) (cf. Example 2.5). One can then establish an isomorphism
L2(X) ®Loo(r) L2(X) S L2(X xy X)

by
£ ®roory N> {(x1, x2) = E(x1)n(x2).

This map is obviously surjective, and the following calculation implies that it is well
defined and injective:

(§ Looy) 1. € ®Loo(r) ML2(X)® 00 () L2(X)
= (71, (E’ 5)L°°(Y)TI)L2(X) = (Tl, EL°°(Y)(|€|2)77>L2(X)

- /X Epoory (1E2) ) 02 () de(x)
-/ ( | ELw(Y>(|s|2)<x)|n|2<x)duy(x>)dv(y)
Y X

- / ( / ELoo(Y>(|S|2)(y)|n|2<x)duy(x))dv(y)
Y X

-/ ( / [ / IEIZ(X’)duy(X’)]lnlz(X)d/Ly(X))dV(y)

= / ( / |§|2(X/)|U|2(x)d(ﬂyX,LLy(x,x/)))dv(y)
Y XxX
- fX PGP G xy 1)) = (6 Dz 0

For K € L?(X xy X), we can now consider the conditional convolution operator
K %y -1 L>(X) - L*(X)
given by
Ky 1)) = [ KGx) ) ity (), @2
b'¢

Considering the inclusion ¢1 : L2(X) <> L?(X) ®pw(y) L*(X) in the first coordinate,
we see that the corresponding orthogonal projection on this subspace is given by
p1 = (d ® Epsoyy) : L2(X) ®rwoy L2 (X) — L*(X)
€ ®Loo(r) N+ EELov) (1)

for £, n € L*°(X). This is the same for ¢, and p,.
We then observe that given K € L2(X xy X) = L?(X) ®Qpx(y) L?(X) and f €
L?(X), we can write

K xy f = pi1(Kw(f)) = (d ® ELeoy) (K(1 ®Loo(y) f))- (2.3)
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Indeed, if K = £ ®@poo(y) n for £, n € L°(X) and f € L*°(X), then by definition we
have

((i[d ® Epco(r)) (K(1 ®Loo(yy £)))(x)
= ((id ® ELeo(r)(§ @Loo(yy 1)) (x) = (§ELoo(r)(nf))(x)

— £ [X DG S ) dpney (2) = /X £ L) dpingey ().

By linearity and continuity, we then see from (2.2) that (2.3) indeed holds.

This formalism now readily extends to general von Neumann algebras. Let Q C N be
an inclusion of von Neumann algebras. Then, Connes’ fusion tensor product L2(N) ®o
L?(N) plays the role of the relatively independent product. Thus, given an element K €
L?>(N) ®¢ L*(N) and f € L?>(N), we can define the Q-conditional convolution by

Kxg f:=(d® Eg)(K(l ®¢ f)). (2.4)

Note that in this way, K *¢ - becomes a bounded linear operator on LZ(N ). In fact, it will
be a conditional Hilbert—Schmidt operator as defined below; see Example 2.9.

Our treatment of conditional Hilbert—Schmidt operators follows closely the one given
in [49, Appendix C], though some care has to be taken since the Q-valued inner product is
only defined on the dense subspace of left bounded vectors in general, and it is only on that
dense space where we can make sense of conditional orthonormality. Let Q be a tracial
von Neumann algebra and let # be a right Q-module. Recall that #° denotes the dense
subspace of left (Q-)bounded vectors equipped with the Q-valued inner product (-, -)o.
On H#°, we associate with (-,-)g anorm | - || g o defined by [x[[g.co = |[{x,x)oll*/?.
The usual Hilbert space norm on 4 will be denoted by || - ||>.

Definition 2.8. Suppose # and K are right Q-modules. A map T : H — K is said
to be conditionally Hilbert—Schmidt if it is Q-linear and deﬂ [T&||3 < oo for every
conditionally orthonormal set Q C F#°.

We point out that the Hilbert space norm || - ||, is used for the sum in the above def-
inition, whereas the orthogonality of the involved elements is taken with respect to the
conditional inner product (-, ), whose associated norm is only defined on the dense
set of bounded vectors. Also, note that in the unconditional situation where Q = C, we
recover the usual notion of a Hilbert—Schmidt operator.

Example 2.9. Given Q C N, we consider the basic construction (N,eg) C B(L*(N))
generated by N and the projection eg onto the subspace L?(Q), which comes equipped
with a canonical semi-finite trace T (see, e.g., [1, Section 9]). It is well known that the
corresponding L2-space L2({N, eg), T) is isomorphic to L?(N) ® g L*(N) (see, e.g.,
[1, Exercise 13.13]). Now let K € L?>(N) ® o L*(N). Viewing K as an operator

K:L*(N) > L*(N), K(f)=K=xg f.
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we see that for any conditional orthonormal basis {e; }; of LZ(N) as a Q-module, we have

Y lIKeil3 = T(K*K) = | K|* < oo,
i

where the first equality follows from [1, Proposition 8.4.15]. We thus conclude that K is
a conditional Hilbert—Schmidt operator.

Following closely [49, Appendix C], we will next establish Proposition 2.12 below,
which can be viewed as a spectral decomposition of conditional Hilbert—Schmidt opera-
tors that will be an important ingredient in the proof of Theorem A. As mentioned before,
our approach differs from [49, Appendix C] by the fact that the conditional norm is only
densely defined, but essentially the only novelty is treating this situation carefully and
using the fact that one can always find an orthonormal basis for any right module consist-
ing of left-bounded vectors (cf. [1, Proposition 8.4.11]).

For the remainder of this section, we fix a tracial von Neumann algebra Q and a right
Q-module #.

Lemma 2.10 (cf. [49, Lemma C.10]). Let £ € #° and & > 0. Then, there exists n € £Q
with ||§ — (&, n)oll 0,00 < € and such that (n,n) g is a projection.

Proof. Consider a := (§,§)p. Let p := 1[¢00)(@), and b := f(a) where
S() = Te.on (x)x 72,
Then, a, b, p € Q all commute, pbza = p,and
a(l—p)=alpge(a) <eld

Define n:=£bp. Then, (n,n) o = pb(£.§) obp = p. Furthermore, we see that n(§,n) =&p
and thus

(6 —ntg.no. & —nlE.mo)y = (§ —Ep.E —Ep)o = a(l — p) < eld.

This finishes the proof. ]

Lemma 2.11 (cf. [49, Lemma C.14]). Suppose T : K — H is a bounded Q-linear map.
Then, its operator norm (as a bounded linear map between Hilbert spaces) can be com-
puted as

IT|| == sup {[IT&l2 | § € H, |52 < 1}
= sup {||T§||2 | & e H°, (£.&)o is aprojection}.
Proof. Firstly, we observe that by the continuity of 7" and density of #° C J#, we have

1T = sup {ITEll2 | § € #.[|§]l2 < 1}
=sup {[IT&l2 | £ € H, |IE]2 < 1}.
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Fix ¢ > 0. Let £ € #° be an element with ||£]], < 1 and ||T&|, > ||T|| — &/2. By

Lemma 2.10, given § > 0, we can find 7 € £Q such that (n, ) o is a projection and

[ =nt&.meol, < & =nEmelg. <8

Thus:
|78 — ToE.n)ol|, < ITI € = niE. nol, <8ITI.

Upon taking § small enough, we can thus ensure that ||T7(§,n) o2 > || T€|> — /2. The
module-version of the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality (see for instance [50, Proposition 1.1])
moreover gives

Emonéo <ol €80
Thus,

[&mols = t((&moin.€)o) < (& 8)0) [ mel = IE13IN1%,.0o

In other words, we have [[(§, 7)o ll2 < |€]21I1]l@,c0 < 1 and therefore

ITnllz = ITnll2 [¢€.meol, = | TnE e, = 1Tl —e/2 > |IT|| —e,

which finishes the proof of the lemma. ]

Proposition 2.12 (cf. [49, Proposition C.15]). Suppose T : KX — H is a conditional
Hilbert—Schmidt operator. Then, for every € > 0, there exists a finite Q-orthonormal set
Q C H such that |TE||2 < ¢||&||2 for every & € K conditionally orthogonal to Q.

Proof. Fix & > 0. By Lemma 2.11, we can find & € #° such that | T& | > |T| —¢&/2
and (£, £1) o is a projection. Let ) := {n € #° | (¢1,7n)o = 0} and consider

Note that #; is a closed Q-submodule of J, and there is no ambiguity in the notation F¢?,
as the bounded vectors in J; are given by J9 N ¢y which equals # {’ as defined above.
Consider T'| g, . Applying again Lemma 2.11, we find & € #} such that

IT&ly = 1T 156, | — /2

and (&, &) is a projection. Continuing in this way, we construct a Q-orthonormal
sequence {&y }nen such that |78, 1], = [[T']s, [l — &/2, with

[I-1
Ho={neHO|VI<i<n:(&no=0

and &,41 € H? for every n. Since T is conditionally Hilbert-Schmidt, we can take n
large enough so that || 7§,41]|, < &/2, and thus | T |z, | < e. Taking Q = {&;....,§&,;}
then finishes the proof of the proposition. ]
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3. Compact extensions

In this section, we define conditionally (relative to Q) almost periodic elements by anal-
ogy with the commutative case and prove Theorem A. The following definition is inspired
by the operator-theoretic conceptualizations in the commutative case in [62, Section 2.13]
and is similar to the definitions in [49, Section 3.1, Appendix C].

Definition 3.1. Let Q C N be an inclusion of von Neumann algebras. Suppose J is a
right Q-module.

(1) A subset Z C J is called a finitely generated module zonotope if it is of the
form {d_sep /x| x € O, x| < 1} for some finite set F' C .

(i) We call # a normed Q-module if it is equipped with a norm | - || satisfying
I€x] < &1 l|x|| forall § € #, x € Q.

(iii) If # is anormed Q-module, a set K C J is called conditionally precompact it
for every ¢ > 0, there exists a finitely generated module zonotope Z such that
K C, Z;thatis, inf,ez |k — z|| < eforall k € K.

We note that working with right modules is just a choice, and one could easily adapt
the definitions and results to left modules.

Definition 3.2. Let I" ~, (N, t) be a tracial W*-dynamical system, andlet Q C N beaI'-
invariant von Neumann subalgebra. Consider L2(N) a right Q-module in the canonical
way, and equip it with its usual 2-norm || - |2 coming from the trace of N. This turns
L?(N) into a normed Q-module. We call an element £ € L?(N) almost periodic relative
to Q if its orbit is conditionally precompact. If Q is clear from the context, we will also
call & conditionally almost periodic, or just almost periodic.

We denote by AJPZQJV C L?(N) the set of all elements in L?(N) that are almost
periodic relative to Q, and by AP o n = A{PZQ’ y N N the set of all elements in N almost
periodic relative to Q. When N is clear from the context, we also write A?ZQ and AP .

Unwrapping the definition, one immediately gets the following.
Lemma 3.3. Let I’ /,% (N, 1) be a tracial W*-dynamical system, and let Q C N be a
I-invariant von Neumann subalgebra. For any £ € L*>(N), the following are equivalent.
(1) & is almost periodic relative to Q.

(2) For every & > 0, there exist 11, ...,nx € L?>(N) such that for every y € T, there
exist ki(y) € Q with sup; ,, [|k; (¥)|| < oo and

<e.
2

k
oy (€) = Y _mii(y)
i=1

Note that we could also pick the n; in item (2) above from N instead of L2(N) by
density. The following properties follow from a straightforward computation which is left
to the interested reader.
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Lemma 3.4. The following statements hold.
@) AJ’ZQ’N C L%(N) is a T-invariant Hilbert subspace.
(i) APg.nN C N is a I'-invariant linear subspace which is closed in the strong

operator topology.

We can now use the above to formally define compact extensions in the von Neumann
algebra setting.

Definition 3.5 (cf. [11, Definition 3.9]). Let ' ~, (N, ) be a tracial W*-dynamical sys-
tem, and let O C N be a I'-invariant von Neumann subalgebra. We call N a compact
extension of Q if AJ’ZQ’N = L?(N) (or equivalently AP o y = N).

We can now give the proof of our first main theorem, which we recall here for conve-
nience.

Theorem A. Let I' ~, (N, ©) be a tracial W*-dynamical system, and let Q C N be a
I'-invariant von Neumann subalgebra. Then, the following are equivalent.

(1) N is a compact extension of Q.

(2) span{K ¢ & | K€ L>(N)®¢ L*(N) I'-invariant, § € L*>(N)} is dense in L*>(N).

(3) L2(N) is the closure of the union of the Q-finitely generated T -invariant right
(or left) Q-submodules.

Proof. (1)=(2). Assume (1) holds and suppose that f € N is orthogonal to every function
of the form K *¢ & with K € L>(N) ® o L*(N) I-invariant and § € L2(N). It suffices
to prove that f = 0.

Consider f ®¢ f* € L>(N) ®¢ L*(N) and let K be the unique element of minimal
norm in the closed convex hull of Orb(f ®¢o f*) = {(oy X 0y)(f ®o f*) |y € T'}.
Then, K is I'-invariant, and thus by assumption, f is orthogonal to K %o f. In other
words, we have

0=(f,K*0 flr2mv

t(f*(d® Eg)(K(1®¢ [)))
T((d® E)(K(f* ®¢ 1))
= (K, f ®0 f")L2(my@oL2(N)-

We thus get that f ®o f™* is orthogonal to K, and since K is I'-invariant, we conclude
that (oy, X 0y)(f ®¢ f*) is orthogonal to K for every y € I'. Hence, K is orthogonal to
itself and therefore K = 0.

Fix ¢ > 0. Following Lemma 3.3 (2), take a finite set 1y, ..., nr € N and for every
y € T, ki(y) € O, such that sup; ,, ||«; (y)| < oo and

< e

2

k
oy (f) =Y miki(y)

i=1




A. Jamneshan and P. Spaas 18

By the previous paragraph, we can find a sequence (K,), in the convex hull of
Orb(f ®¢ f*) such that |[Kull2(n)@pr2(vy) — 0- In particular, for every 1 <i < k,
we have (K, 7i ®0 1} )L2(N)@oL2(v) — 0, and thus

k

Y (Knii ®0 0f)2any@oL2(v) = 0.
i=1

For a given n, writing K,, as a convex combination

K, = ZAJ‘(O-}/J' X Ol/j)(f ®Q f*)’

J=1

we can expand the inner product to get

k

Y (Knini ®0 1) 20 L2 (W)

i=1

k My
= Z<ij(ayj x 0y )(f ®o [7), i ®o 1}

i=1 \j=1 >L2(N)®QL2(N)

k my,
YD Aoy () oy, () i )2y
i=1j=1

k my,
33" Ai(oy, () Eg oy, (f) ni)n)
i=1j=1

k my,
YN Ait(Eg oy, (/) ni) Eg(nfoy, ()

i=1j=1

my k
_ zxj(z HEQ<oy,.<f>*m>u§).
j=1

i=1

Since the latter convex combination converges to zero, we conclude that upon taking n
large enough, there exists y € I such that for every 1 <i <k,

&

E Mz < e Teo) [
|Eg(oy (/) i), < k -sup; , |« (y)]

3.1)

‘We can then calculate

” Eg (Uy(f)*gv(f)) “z

EQ(UV(f) Uy(f) +EQ((Z771K1(V)) (Zr/ll(l()/)))
i=1
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k * k
Eg ((oym = ik <y>) (oy(f) = ik (y)))

i=1 i=1

k k *
+ Eg (ay(f)*(z Y)i’<i()’))> +Eg ((Z’IiKi(V)) Gy(f))

i=1 i=1

2
2

k
+23 | Eg(oy (S ni) |, ki ()

2 i=1

k
oy (f) =Y _miki(y)

i=1

=

< 3e.

Since ¢ was arbitrary, we conclude that f = 0.

(2)=(3).Let K € L?(N) ®o L?*(N) be I'-invariant. Assume w.l.o.g. that K > 0 and
recall from Example 2.9 that when viewed as a convolution operator, K is conditionally
Hilbert—Schmidt.

Write p, := [ 00)(K), where we apply Borel functional calculus to K as an operator
K : L>(N) — L?*(N). Then, p, is I'-invariant since it arises as a limit of polynomials
in K, and thus #; := p.L?(N) is a [-invariant Q-submodule of L?(N). Moreover, by
construction, p, K = K|z, > eidg, . However, since K is conditionally Hilbert—Schmidt,
K|z, is also conditionally Hilbert—-Schmidt. Combining this with Proposition 2.12, we
get that J; is necessarily finitely generated as a Q-module. Letting ¢ — 0, we get that
the union of the finitely generated I"-invariant Q-submodules of the range of K is dense
in the range of K. This concludes the proof of (2)=(3).

(3)=>(1). Let J be a closed I'-invariant Q-submodule of L?(N), which is generated
as a Q-module by a finite orthonormal set of vectors F C #. Take f € J. Then, the
orbit of f is contained in ) . || f || #Bg, where Bg denotes the unit ball of O, which
is by definition a Q-finitely generated module zonotope in L2(N). By assumption, such
modules generate L2(N ), and thus we get that the space of conditionally almost periodic
elements is dense in L2(N). Since this space is also closed by Lemma 3.4, it follows that
(1) holds. ]

Remark 3.6. Let ' ~, (N, 7) be a W*-dynamical system, and assume Q C P C N are
I'-invariant von Neumann subalgebras. We note that it follows immediately from Defi-
nition 3.5 that if I' n, (Q C N) is a compact extension, then also I' ~, (Q C P) and
I' ~ (P C N) are compact extensions. Together with Theorem A (3), this answers a ques-
tion raised in [23, Section 6]. Moreover, one can view relatively almost periodic functions
as defined in Definition 3.2 as “generalized eigenfunctions” (cf. [35, Definition 9.10]). We
thus show that these generalized eigenfunctions arise from conditional Hilbert—Schmidt
operators, and through the equivalence with the characterization in terms of finite-rank
modules in Theorem A (3), this answers the other question raised in [23, Section 6] as
well.

As another corollary of the proof of Theorem A, we can answer a question from
Austin, Eisner, and Tao [2, Question 4.3]. For this, we first introduce some notation and
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explain in more detail the connection between the extensions of W *-dynamical systems
and the basic construction. Suppose (N, t) is a tracial von Neumann algebra and Q C N
is a subalgebra. As in Example 2.9, we can then look at the basic construction (N, eg) C
B(L?(N, 1)) generated by N and the conditional expectation eg : L?(N) — L?(Q). This
is in general no longer a tracial von Neumann algebra, but it has a so-called semifinite trace
T:(N,eg) — [0, 00], defined on the dense *-subalgebra span{xepy | x,y € N} by

T(xegy) = t(xy).

Itis well known (e.g., see [1,48]) that (N, eg) coincides with QF, N B(L?*(N)), where
Qight denotes the right multiplication of Q. In terms of modules, this implies that if 1 C
L2(N) is a closed right O-submodule, then the orthogonal projection Py : L>(N) — V

belongs to (N, ep). One can use this to define the Q-dimension of V, by letting
dimQ(V) = f(Pv).

We say that V has finite lifted trace if T(Py) < oo. We note that in general, having finite
lifted trace is not equivalent to being finitely generated; e.g., see [1, Section 8].

Given a tracial W*-dynamical system I ~, (N, t), and a I'-invariant von Neumann
subalgebra Q C N, [2, Question 4.3] asks whether any I'-invariant right Q-submodule
V C L2(N) of finite lifted trace can be approximated by I'-invariant finitely generated
right Q-submodules of L2(N). [2, Lemma 4.1] gives a partial answer, by establishing this
fact for Z-actions and under the additional (restrictive) condition that Q C N is central.
We next observe that the proof of Theorem A can be used to answer their question in full
generality.

Lemma 3.7. Let T' ~, (N, ©) be a tracial W*-dynamical system, and let Q C N be a
T-invariant von Neumann subalgebra. Suppose V- C L*(N) is a T -invariant right Q-
submodule of finite lifted trace. Then, for any ¢ > 0, there exists a further I'-invariant
right Q-submodule Vi C V such that

* T(Py — Py,) <¢ and

* Vi is finitely generated.

Proof. Following Example 2.9 (cf. [1, Section 8]), we see that the condition that V' C
L?(N) has finite lifted trace exactly means that Py is a conditional Hilbert-Schmidt oper-
ator. Therefore, if V C L?(N) is a [-invariant right Q-submodule of finite lifted trace,
then Py is a ['-invariant conditional Hilbert—Schmidt operator and thus can be identified
with a T-invariant element of L?(N) ® 9 L*(N). The proof of (2)=(3) in Theorem A
now immediately implies the result. ]

We saw in Lemma 3.4 that the set ,A»{PZQ, n of conditionally almost periodic elements
in L2(N) is always a closed Hilbert subspace. However, its intersection AP g y with
N is in general only an SOT-closed linear subspace of N that may not be closed under
multiplication and/or involution. We describe below an example of this phenomenon due
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to Austin, Eisner, and Tao (see [2, Example 4.2]). If this happens, one would not be able
to reasonably consider 44 g n as the maximal compact extension of Q inside N within
the framework of actions on von Neumann algebras.

Example 3.8. Consider Q := L(Z) = L({a)) C L({a,b)) = L(FF) =: N. We consider
the action of Z on N determined by the automorphism « of [, given by «(a) = a and
a(b) = ba, which obviously leaves Q invariant. It is then easy to see that b is almost
periodic relative to Q, as it is contained in the Z-invariant Q-module V of rank 1 given
by V := span{ba” | n € Z} = bL?(Q) C L%(N). However, b2 is not almost periodic
relative to Q since the elements o (b?) = ba"ba" for n € 7 are pairwise orthogonal
relative to Q.

Furthermore, one can observe that it is easy to get an ergodic such example, i.e., an
action I' ~, N such that the space of fixed points NT is trivial (NT = C1). Indeed, one
can change the above action on Q = L(Z) = L°°(T) to be associated with any ergodic
action on T, such as irrational rotation. We would still have that b is contained in V' as
defined above, and furthermore a” (b?) = baa™ ' (a)baa™ ' (a), which is still a sequence
of pairwise orthogonal elements relative to Q.

In a preprint of Chifan and Peterson [12], it is observed that AJ g n is a von Neu-
mann subalgebra under certain additional assumptions. For this, we first introduce the
following definition: We call a von Neumann subalgebra Q C N quasi-regular if the
quasi-normalizer QN y(Q) :={x € N | Ixy,...,xx € N : xQ C Zle Qx; and Qx C
Zf;l x; O} generates N as a von Neumann algebra.

Unwrapping the definitions, it is not too hard to see that under the additional assump-
tion that Q is quasi-regular in N, we do always get that the conditionally almost periodic
elements form a von Neumann subalgebra. This was first observed by Chifan and Peterson
in [12], but we provide a proof for completeness.

Proposition 3.9 ([12]). LetT" ~, (N, t) be a tracial W*-dynamical system, and let Q C N
be a quasi-regular and I'-invariant von Neumann subalgebra. Then, AP g y forms a von
Neumann subalgebra of N.

Proof. We already know from Lemma 3.4 that AP := AJ g _y is a linear subspace which
is closed in the strong operator topology. We thus only have to argue that it is closed under
multiplication and convolution.

Let &1, & € AP and fix & > 0. By definition, for# = 1,2 we can find 1}, ..., n;c EN
such that for every y € T, there exists «} (y) € Q such that

sup || (1) [ ,, = M < o0,
1,9,t

&

2~ 4lElle

k
oy(E1) = Y _nixt (v)
i=1

k
oy(E2) — Y _nFk?(y)

i=1

&
2 MY
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In particular, we have

k
oy(E162) — Y n,-‘/c,-‘(y)nfxf(y)Hz <

ij=1

&
5

Since @N §(Q)” = N, we can moreover assume that 7} € QN y(Q).

Denote by V C L?(N) the Q-bimodule generated by 72, .. ., ni, andby Py : L2(N) —
V' the orthogonal projection onto V. Using [28, Lemma 3.5] (cf. [54, Theorem 1.4.2]), we
can find a sequence of projections z, € Q' N N such that z, — 1 in the strong operator
topology, together with finitely many mutually Q-orthogonal elements x;1,...,X,; € N
for every n, such that for every n € N, we have

2nPvza(m) =Y xumEo (X} ). (3.2)
m

Since Py — z, Pyz, — 0 in the strong operator topology as n — o0, there exists n large
enough such that for all j,

&
M s [

” PV(WJZ') - ZnPVZn(njz')Hz =

Fix such n and denote X, := X . Since V is a Q-bimodule and z, € Q' N N, we note
that for every a,b € Q and n € N, we have

Py(anb) = aPy(n)b and z,Pyz,(anb) = az, Pyz,(n)b.

Hence, using (3.2), we get

H D ki) = > xmEo (xpil (V)03 () H2
i

i,j,m

= H Yk (GG () = zn Py zn ( > okl (V)rif-lc_?(y)) ”2
i i

IA

1Py i i} ) = za Prza (e (i )
i,J

IA

Z M? || Py(n?) — za Py za(n?) ||2
i,j
&

T 2max; 0] fleo

Denoting &;,m(y) = Y_; Eo(xmki (y)n;47(y)) € Q, itis then a straightforward calcula-
tion to check that

sup [kim(y)] o < M?

Max || X || oo max |77 [loo < 00
i,m,y m J
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and

Hay (€162) — Z(”t‘lx’")'ci’m ) Hz

Y0 (e 0ImER) — Y wm g (vl InFE )|
i J Jj.m

€ 1
> < max 7} oo
1

~ 4
2

IA

A

2max; ||n} [loo

= £.

Hence, {nilxm}i,m and «; ,,(y) witness that £,&, € AZ. The proof that AP is closed
under convolution proceeds similarly and is left to the reader. ]

This now leads to the following definition.

Definition 3.10. Let I" ~, (N, 1) be a tracial W*-dynamical system, and let Q C N be
a I'-invariant von Neumann subalgebra. Assume Q C N is quasi-regular. Then, the von
Neumann subalgebra 45 o y C N consisting of all almost periodic elements relative to
Q is called the maximal compact extension of Q inside N.

Remark 3.11. It follows easily from the proof of Theorem A that if the space AP o of
almost periodic elements relative to Q forms a von Neumann subalgebra, it can equiva-
lently be described as

AP g = closure of span{K *g x | K € L>(N) ® g L*(N) I'-invariant, x € N}.

Example 3.12. Let (N, 7,0) be a W*-dynamical I'-system. Then, we can consider the
“maximal compact part” of the action, given by AP ¢c C N.

Remark 3.13. Example 3.8 does not only give an example of an action where the almost
periodic elements do not form a von Neumann subalgebra; it also shows that even if Q C
N is quasi-regular, it is not necessarily true that also 4J? o C N is quasi-regular again, nor
that AP APy C N is a von Neumann subalgebra. Indeed, in the aforementioned example,
we see that O = AP ¢, but AP o C N is not closed under multiplication.

4. Joinings

Analogous to classical ergodic theory (e.g., see [35, Section 6]), one can consider the
Joinings of two W*-dynamical systems. This notion is also considered for general W*-
dynamical systems in [4]. In the tracial setting, the definition can be phrased as follows.

Definition 4.1. Let I’ ~, (M, t37) and I' ~, (N, ty) be tracial W*-dynamical systems,
and suppose Q C M, N is a common I'-invariant von Neumann subalgebra. A joining
of M and N over Q is a I'-invariant state ¢ on the algebraic tensor product M ®gs N P
suchthat p|me1 = ™, ¢l1ienee = Tn and ¢|gg,, 0 = Ag, where A is the “diagonal”
state on Q Qg Q°P given by Ag(a ® b) = 1g(ab).
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Remark 4.2. Note that we can only define the joining ¢ on the algebraic tensor product
M ®; N°P since the diagonal state A is in general not bounded and not normal, and
thus does not necessarily extend to the von Neumann algebraic tensor product Q ® Q.
Indeed, if Q is for instance a separable II; factor, then by Connes’ theorem [13, Theo-
rem 5.1], Ag is not min-continuous on Q Q¢ Q unless Q is hyperfinite. We would like
to thank Cyril Houdayer for kindly pointing out to us that the definition as it appeared in
the first arXiv-version was incorrect. However, we note that all results involving joinings
from that first version remain true with the above corrected definition (where we modified
the proofs accordingly).

Remark 4.3. Through the GNS-construction, one can also formulate joinings in terms
of pointed bimodules and therefore also ucp maps. We refer to Lemma 5.7, where this is
needed and worked out, and to [4] for further results and details.

Example 4.4. Given M, N, Q as in Definition 4.1, there always exists a canonical joining
@ of M and N over Q definedby ¢(x ® y)=Ag(Eo(Xx)®Eg(y))=10(Eo(x)Eg(¥)).
We call this joining the relatively independent joining of M and N over Q and denote it
by v ®¢ TN.

We will often want to work with the GNS construction (i.e., separation-completion) of
the algebraic tensor product M ®g i, N °P associated with T3y ® ¢ T, s0 we fix its notation
now.

Definition 4.5. Given M, N, QO as in Definition 4.1, we denote by LZ(M ®alg N°P,
™™ ®¢ TN ) the separation-completion of M ®y, N °P with respect to the relatively inde-
pendent joining 1y ® g TN.

We observe next that this GNS representation can be identified with the usual Connes’
fusion tensor product of the standard representations L2(M) and L?(N) over Q. Never-
theless, it will sometimes be useful to take the joining point of view.

Lemma 4.6. Given M, N, Q as in Definition 4.1, we have a canonical isomorphism of
Hilbert spaces

L*(M ®ug NP, iy ® ) = L*(M, tir) ®9 L2 (NP, ).
Proof. This is a straightforward computation and is left to the interested reader. |

The following proposition is an analogue of a well-known important result in the
Furstenberg—Zimmer structure theory (see, e.g., [34]) in the von Neumann algebraic set-
ting, and it will make use crucially of the identifications in Theorem A. It will for instance
be useful later when discussing the Host—Kra—Ziegler tower of compact extensions com-
ing from cubic systems.

Proposition 4.7. Let T’ ~, (M, tpr) and T ~, (N, tn) be tracial W*-dynamical sys-
tems, and suppose Q C M, N is a common T'-invariant von Neumann subalgebra. If
§ € LA (M) ®¢g L2(NP) is T-invariant, then § € AP py ®0 APY y-
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Proof. We can view £ as a '-invariant conditional Hilbert-Schmidt operator from L2(N)
to L?(M), and as in the proof of (2) = (3) in Theorem A, we see that the range of
Pe = ligo0)(§) : L?*(M) — L*(N) is a Q-finitely generated submodule of LZ(M). This
easily implies (by Theorem A (3)) that

Pk € APY 4y ®0 AP N -
Since p.§ — £ ase — 0, we get that also £ € AJ’ZQ’M ®o AJ’ZQ’N. |

Corollary 4.8. Let ' ~, (M, tpy) and T ~, (N, ty) be tracial W*-dynamical systems.
Denote by I C M ® N the subalgebra of invariant vectors for the diagonal product action
ofTon M @ N. Then, I C APy @ AP N.

In the commutative setting, the identification in Lemma 4.6 can be carried over to the
measure space level,” by observing that X1 x X, equipped with the relatively independent
joining measure i1 Xy [ is isomorphic as a measure algebra to (X1 Xy Xz, i1 Xy U2)
as defined in Section 2.4, where (Y, v) is a common factor of (X1, 11) and (X2, i2). In the
von Neumann algebraic setting, however, the “relatively independent product” N1 ® g N»
of Q C Ny and Q C N, is (usually) not well defined as a tracial von Neumann algebra
if approached the same way. Given a tracial von Neumann algebra Q, a right Q-module
H and a left O-module KX, Connes’ fusion tensor product # ®¢o K is a Hilbert space,
but not necessarily a Q-module. Indeed, one could only act on J# (respectively, ) on
the right (respectively, left), which causes problems with the definition of Connes’ fusion
tensor product, since it is easy to see that £g ® n = £ ® gn for any ¢ € Q and bounded
vectors £ € K, n € K, but Q is not necessarily abelian. Moreover, if # and K were Q-
bimodules, # ® g K would not be a (right or left) O-module in such a way as to identify
the original (right, respectively, left) actions on # and X used to construct # ®@¢ K.

Nevertheless, the above approach works when # = L2(N 1) and K = L2(N2) for
tracial von Neumann algebras N;, N, with O as a common subalgebra of the center. In
this case we have well-defined actions of Ny and N,* on L%(Ny) ®o L%(N,) by

x-(E®on)=xEQ®on and (ER®gn) -y :=§Rony “4.1)

for x € Ny, y € Ny, £ € L2(Ny), n € L?(N,), and the two actions of Q coincide by the
construction of Connes’ fusion tensor product.

Remark 4.9. For general Q C N, we can look at the “doubling” L?(N) ® g L?(N). In
this case, it does come from a von Neumann algebra that can be viewed as a canonical
“relatively independent product” of N with itself over the subalgebra Q. This von Neu-
mann algebra is given by the aforementioned basic construction (N, eg) C B(L?(N))
generated by N and the projection eg onto the subspace L2(Q). However, as observed
in the explanation preceding Lemma 3.7, (N, ep) is in general not a tracial von Neumann
algebra.

3Similar constructions exist for non-standard spaces and in the category of probability algebras by
working with canonical models and disintegrations; e.g., see [46].



A. Jamneshan and P. Spaas 26

Definition 4.10. Suppose Q is a common subalgebra of the centers of N; and N,. We
will call the von Neumann subalgebra of B(L?(N;) ® o L*(N>)) generated by N; and
N, for the actions defined by (4.1) the relatively independent product of N1 and N, over
Q and denote it by Ny ®¢ No.

Remark 4.11. If Q is a common subalgebra of the centers of von Neumann algebras Ny,
N,, and N3, we observe that we have canonical isomorphisms

(N1 ®g N2) ®9 N3 = N1 ®g (N2 ®9 N3) =: N1 ®9g N> ®9 N3

and
Ny ®Q Ny, = N, @Q Ni.

Assuming the above situation, we will next prove the extension of a classical result
from ergodic theory, characterizing the maximal compact extension inside a relatively
independent product, which we formulated as Theorem B in the introduction. In the first
half of the proof, we follow very closely the original proof of Furstenberg [33, The-
orem 7.1] (see also [35, Theorem 9.21]). However, we provide the proof on a purely
algebraic level, whereas the original proof is “point-based”, and we avoid the use of dis-
integration.

Proof of Theorem B. Note that the maximal compact extensions in the statement of the
theorem indeed exist thanks to Proposition 3.9, by observing that any subalgebra of the
center is quasi-regular. It is easy to see that P; ® 9 P> C P, and we proceed with showing
the reverse inclusion.

Assume f € P & P; Q¢ P is an element such that the I'-invariant Q-module V
generated by f is of finite rank, and let f1,..., f, be a Q-orthonormal basis for V. Then,
forevery 1 <i <r, fi € P © P; Q¢ P», and if we write y - f; = er'=1 Aij(y) f;, then
(i (V)] j=1 is a unitary matrix over Q for every y € I'. We now define the element

Y= ([d®ide EQ)(Z‘B(ﬁ)tzs(fi*)) € L2 (V1) ®0 L2(N1) ®¢ L2(0)

i=1

=~ L2(Ny) ®¢ L*(Ny),

where (13,123 : N @Q N, —> N; @)Q N, @Q N, denote the canonical embeddings deter-
mined by t13(x ®p ¥) =x Q@1 ® y and 123(x Q0 ¥) =1 ® x ® y. Forevery y € T,
using that (4;; ()/))l.’,j=1 is a unitary matrix over Q, a straightforward calculation then
gives that y - ¥ = . Therefore, we can view ¥ € L?(N;) ®o L?(N,) as a I'-invariant
conditional Hilbert—Schmidt operator. As in the proof of Theorem A, we get that the image
of v is spanned by the ¥ -invariant and I"-invariant Q-finitely generated submodules. Take
such a submodule W and let ¢q, . .., ¢s be a Q-orthonormal basis for W.For 1 <i <r,
1 < j <s, we define the elements

gij = (Eg ®id)(fi(¢] ® 1)) € L*(Q) ®¢ L*(N2) = L*(Ny).
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Writing y - ¢; = Z;zl nij (¥)@;, a straightforward computation yields

r S
Y& =Y. Y AimP)Njn(¥)*&mn.

m=1n=1

for every y € I'. Hence, g;; € L2(P2). By construction, we then have forevery 1 <i <r,
1 < j,k <sthat
dr ®o gij € L*(P1) ®¢ L*(P2),

and thus f; is perpendicular to ¢y ®¢ gi;. Hence, for 1 < j, k <s, we have

0= (Eg ®EQ>(Zﬁ<¢;: ®0 gé))

i=1

=(Eg® EQ)(Zfi(ff’/: ®0 (1 ®p gf‘,-))

i=1
= (Eg ® EQ)(Z [l@r ®0 D][1® (Ep ®id)(f*(¢; ® 1))]),
i=1

where in the last equality we used the definition of g;; considered inside L?(N). Inter-
preting the elements between the large brackets as living in L2(N1) ® ¢ L?(Q) ®¢
L?(N3) (= L*(N1) ® g L*(N>)), we can write

(Eg ® EQ)(Zf,-[(dﬁg ®o D][1 ® (Eg ® id)(f*(¢; ® 1))])

i=1

=(Eg®id® EQ)(ZLls(fi(@f ®0 D)w3((Eg ®id)(fi"(¢; ® 1))))

i=1
=(Eg®Ep® EQ)<ZL13(f,-(¢,f ®o ))ws(fi* (¢ ® 1))).
i=1

Taking together terms appropriately and observing that 113(¢; ®¢ 1) = (¢; ®o 1 ®¢ 1)
commutes with (3 ( f;*) yields

(Eg ® Eg ® EQ)(ZLm(fi(Gﬁ; ®o 1))ws(fi* (¢ ® 1)))

i=1

=(Eg® Eg ® EQ)<|:Z(id ®id® EQ)(‘13(ﬁ)L23(ﬁ*)):|(¢; ®0 ¢j Qo 1))-

i=1

Re-interpreting the elements between brackets to be inside

L*(Ny) ®¢ L*(N1) (= L*(Ny) ®¢ L*(N1) ®¢ L*(Q)).
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and using the definition of 1, we get

(Eog ® Eg ® E@([Z(id ®id® EQ)(‘13(ﬁ)123(fi*)):|(¢; ®0 ¢j ®o 1))

i=1
= (Eg ® Eo)(V(¢f ®0 ¢))).

Finally, applying the definitions of the conditional convolution (2.4) and the Q -inner prod-
uct, we get

(Eo ® E9)(V(¢; ®0 ¢;)) = Eg((id® Eg)(v(1 ® ¢;))¢;) = (¥ *0 dj. k) o-

Following the above string of equalities, we conclude that for any 1 < j, k <5, we have
(Y *0 ¢j,Px)o = 0. Hence, ¥|w = 0, and since W was arbitrary, it follows that » = 0.
We next prove that this implies that f; = 0 forevery 1 <i <r, and hence f = 0, which
will finish the proof. Fix a Q-orthonormal basis {e; };es of L?(N,) as a right Q-module,
and for 1 <i < r, write .
fi=Y P ege

J
Then, we get

r r

. k * ] j *

WZE:E:f;'(])®in()EQ(eje;):§ § f;(])®in(j)-
i=1 jk i=1 j

As a conditional Hilbert—Schmidt operator, this essentially means that ¢ is written as a
sum of rank 1 operators over Q given by M fi(j)M;( y» Where
1

Mfi(j) 1 L*(Q) > L*(Ny)

denotes the Q-linear operator given by multiplication by fi(j ), Following [1, Proposi-
tion 8.4.2], we then get

0=72(y) = ?(ZZf,.‘” ®0 f,-(j)*>

i=1 j
r r
= ?(ZZMﬁ(j)M;(;‘)) = T(ZZM;U)ML.(]‘)>
i=1 j ! i=1 j i
r .\ k . r s )
=3 Y wo(Eo( £) = XN am £ ).
=1 i=1 j

We conclude that for all i, j, fi(j ) = 0, and thus every f; = 0, which finished the proof
of Theorem B. -
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As a special case of Theorem B, we deduce the well-known result of Furstenberg
([33, Theorem 7.1], see also [35, Theorem 9.21]) by which the proof is inspired, but where
we can remove any countability/separability assumptions.

Theorem 4.12. Let (X1, 11, 01) and (X3, 2, 02) be probability algebra dynamical T -
systems with factor maps (X1, p1,01) = (Y, v) and (X3, 2, 02) — (Y, v). Denote by
pi + Zi — Y the maximal compact extension below X;. Consider the canonical factor
map w . X1 Xy Xo» = Y, and denote by p : Z — Y the maximal compact extension below
X1 Xy X»5. Then,

=71 Xy Z,.

5. Weakly mixing extensions and dichotomies

Weakly mixing extensions are the complementary notion to compact extensions. These
have been well studied in the von Neumann algebraic setting and have for instance been
used extensively in Popa’s deformation/rigidity theory; e.g., see [54—58]. The following
proposition due to Popa (see [57, Lemma 2.1]) lists some equivalent characterizations
of weakly mixing extensions for tracial W*-dynamical systems. Note that item (3) in
Proposition 5.1 complements property (2) in Theorem A, which we will use below to
deduce some dichotomies analogous to the commutative case.

Proposition 5.1. Let T ~, (N, t) be a tracial W*-dynamical system, and let Q C N be
a I'-invariant von Neumann subalgebra. Then, the following properties are equivalent.

(1) For any finite set F C N © Q and every & > 0, there exists y € T" such that
[Eo(for @), =¢
forall f,g € F.

(1') For any finite set F C L>(N) © L?*(Q) with Eg(ff*) bounded for all f € F
and every € > 0, there exists y € T" such that

|Eo(foy()], <

forall f,g € F.

(2) There exists anet (y;)iecy in T, with the property that for any finite set A C T, there
exists ip such that y; & A for alli > ip, and an orthonormal basis {1} U { f;};es
of L*(N) relative to Q such that

lim | Eg (/o3 (/)] = 0

forall j,j € J.
(3) Any T-invariant K € L*(N) ® g L*(N) lies in L*(Q).
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Proof. We note that [57, Lemma 2.10] is stated and proved for countable groups acting
on separable tracial von Neumann algebras. The same proof works for arbitrary discrete
groups acting on arbitrary tracial von Neumann algebras by replacing sequences with
nets in (2) and observing that any right Q-module still has a (not necessarily countable)
orthonormal basis (cf. [1]). [ ]

Definition 5.2. If any (and thus all) of the properties in Proposition 5.1 is satisfied, then
we say that N is weakly mixing relative to Q, or that N is a weakly mixing extension of
0.

Given any tracial W*-dynamical inclusion I' ~, (Q C N), we denote
WMy y = L*(N)© AP N

and
WMo = WMy y N N.

Obviously, 'WCMZQ’  is a T-invariant Hilbert subspace of L?(N).

By Proposition 5.1 and Theorem A, we can deduce some compact/weak mixing di-
chotomies. The Hilbert space L2(N) splits as an orthogonal sum of its relatively compact
and weakly mixing parts without any further assumption on the inclusion, similarly to the
commutative situation. However, on the von Neumann algebra level, we need to assume
that the inclusion Q C N is quasi-regular.

Proposition 5.3 (L2-dichotomy). Let " ~, (N, 1) be a tracial W *-dynamical system, and
let Q C N be a T'-invariant von Neumann subalgebra. Then, WMZQ’N is weakly mixing
relative to Q, in the sense that property (1') from Proposition 5.1 holds with L>(N) ©
L2(Q) replaced by 'W:MZQ’N. In particular, we can decompose L*(N)) as

L*(N) = APy ® WM
into a relatively compact and a relatively weakly mixing part.

Proof. One can mimic the proof of (3)=(1") from [57, Lemma 2.10] with L2(N) ©
L?(Q) replaced by WCMZQ’ n and reach a contradiction with property (2) in Theorem A if
WM 2Q n would not satisfy property (1”). We leave the details to the interested reader. m

Corollary 5.4. Let ' ~, (N, t) be a tracial W*-dynamical system, and let Q C N be a
I-invariant von Neumann subalgebra. If the inclusion Q C N is quasi-regular, then the
space of relatively weakly mixing elements WMo C N is given by

WMo = (AP Q)" = {x € N | Egp,(x) =0}.

Next we state a version of the notion of disjointedness in the non-commutative setting.
By analogy with the commutative setting, we will then use it together with our Theorem A
to characterize weakly mixing extensions.
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Definition 5.5. Suppose I' r, (M, 1p7) and ' ~, (N, Tx) are tracial W*-dynamical sys-
tems and Q C M, N is a common I'-invariant subalgebra. We say that M and N are
disjoint over Q if Ty ® o Ty is the only joining of M and N over Q.

In Proposition 5.6, we will characterize weakly mixing extensions as being exactly
those that are disjoint from all compact extensions (under the assumption of quasi-regu-
larity). The special case Q = C1 for general (not necessarily tracial) W*-dynamical
systems was established for abelian groups by Duvenhage in [20] and for general locally
compact groups by Bannon, Cameron, and Mukherjee in [4, Theorem 6.15]. Our approach
offers an efficient proof for this fact in the tracial setting. For example, in [4], it had to be
checked by hand that relatively almost periodic elements form a von Neumann subalgebra,
which is immediate from the characterization in Lemma 3.3 when Q = C1.

Proposition 5.6. Let I' ~, (N, 1) be a tracial W*-dynamical system, and let Q C N be
a quasi-regular and T -invariant von Neumann subalgebra. Then, N is a weakly mixing
extension of Q if and only if it is disjoint from every system which is a compact extension

of Q.

We split the proof into two lemmas. The first one is essentially an adaptation of the
argument in [4, Theorem 6.8]. We provide the proof for the sake of completeness, as it
considerably simplifies thanks to being in the tracial setting and the characterization of
almost periodic elements in Lemma 3.3. Note that the condition that the inclusion 0 C N
is quasi-regular is not needed for this direction.

Lemma 5.7. Suppose I ~, (Q C N) is a relatively weakly mixing tracial W*-dynamical
inclusion. Then, it is disjoint from every system which is a compact extension of Q.

Proof. Suppose I' r, (Q C M) is a relatively compact tracial W*-dynamical system
which is not disjoint from I' ~, (Q C N), and let ¢ : M @y N — C be a non-
trivial joining. Consider the M -N -bimodule L?(M ®,, N°P, ¢) which is the separation-
completion of M ®g i, N °P for ¢, and denote by &, the classof 1y @ 1. Let ®: M — N
denote the corresponding completely positive map (see Section 2.3), and denote by

Te : L>(M) — L*(N)

the associated linear operator. Observe that by construction, we have that ®|p = idg.
Denoting by 7y : T' — U(L?(M)) and ryy : T — U(L2(N)) the corresponding Koop-
man representations of the given actions, we see that moreover

T@ONMZNNOT(p.

It is not difficult to check that Te(L?(M)) € L?(Q) if and only if ¢ was the relatively
independent joining tay ® ¢ TN (since in that case, necessarily Teo = Eg as it is a com-
pletely positive projection onto Q). Since we are assuming this is not the case, we can find
£ ¢ L%(Q) such that Te(£) ¢ L?(Q). Since M is a compact extension of Q, this means
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that £ is relatively almost periodic; that is, for every & > 0, there exist 1y, ..., nx € L2(M)
such that for every y € T', there exist k; (y) € Q with sup; ,, [|k; (y)|| < oo and

<e.
2

k
”V'E—Zﬁilﬁ(?)

i=1

Using that Te|r2(g) = id, it is then a straightforward calculation to check that for any
given y € I', we have

=&
2

k
H)’ To(€) = > To(ni)i(y)

i=1

in other words, Tg(£) € L?(N) is relatively almost periodic, contradicting the fact that N
is a weakly mixing extension of Q. ]

Lemma 5.8. Suppose the tracial W*-dynamical inclusion T' ~, (Q C N), with Q C N
quasi-regular, is disjoint from every system which is a compact extension of Q. Then, N
is a weakly mixing extension of Q.

Proof. Assume N is not a weakly mixing extension of Q, and use Proposition 3.9 to find
a subsystem P C N such that P is a compact extension of Q. Then, it is easily seen that
¢ P ®@ug N°? — C defined by

p(x ®y) = Ap(x ® Ep(y))

is a joining of P and N over Q which is different from tp ®¢ TN . ]

6. Cubic systems and the Host—Kra—Ziegler tower of compact
extensions

Convention. Throughout this section, I" will denote a countable discrete abelian group,
and all von Neumann algebras are assumed to have separable predual.

Following closely the constructions in [39], we will introduce Host—Kra cubic systems
associated with an ergodic W *-dynamical system, which will provide us with a tower of
compact extensions, generally different from, but somewhat finer than, the Furstenberg—
Zimmer tower of maximal compact extensions. Moreover, contrary to the case of maximal
compact extensions, we do not need any additional assumptions on the inclusions Q C N
to make sure the subsequent extensions are von Neumann subalgebras, thus giving a
complete analogue of the Host—Kra—Ziegler tower of compact extensions from the com-
mutative case.

We will be dealing with 2¥-tensor powers of von Neumann algebras, and we start with
introducing some notation. Let k > 0 be an integer. Denote Vj := {0, l}k and N1 .=
N®2* for a von Neumann algebra N. We will use elements € of Vj to index elements x =
(xe)eey;, of N k1. Given a map f : M — N between von Neumann algebras, we denote
by £ : MKl — NI the componentwise application of £ that is, (f¥1(x))e = f(x¢).
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Note that we can identify N*+11 with NI @ NI¥I. By convention, we will do this
based on the last coordinate, writing x = (x’, x”) for x € N*+1) where

X, =xe and x! = xe.

For the remainder of the section, we fix an ergodic action I' R, (N, 7). For each k >0,
we can consider the diagonal action o*1 of T on N1, and we denote by I k] « NI the
subalgebra of I'-invariant vectors. We will next define by induction a I'-invariant state
51 on NI¥1, which will essentially arise as an iterated joining over the IU/]. Before we
do this, we make the following observation.

Lemma 6.1. For every k > 0, I%1 is a hyperfinite von Newmann algebra.

Proof. By the well-known theorem of Hgegh-Krohn, Landstad, and Stgrmer [38], we
know that if I" admits an ergodic compact action on a von Neumann algebra M, then M
is necessarily hyperfinite. Therefore, the maximal compact part A5 y C N is hyperfinite.

Since I' ~ (N, 1) is ergodic, we firstly have that 719 is trivial, and therefore hyperfi-
nite. Let k > 1. Then, by Proposition 4.7,

I < AP yik-1 @ AP yik-11.
By Theorem B and induction, we moreover have
2k—1

APy = (AP )

and hence
Tl - (AgaN)®2k'

Since AP y is hyperfinite, the same holds for I,

Definition 6.2. Let 719 = 7. Assuming 7*! is defined, we define t/¥*1] on NIK+1] ~
Nl & NIk by
@ y) = T (E () E 7w ().

Note that t(¥+11: NIk+11 5 C is well defined since by Lemma 6.1, I¥] is hyperfinite,
and hence by Connes’ theorem [13, Theorem 5.1], the map Ik Ralg (I[k])"P — Jlk1 .
a ® b — ab is min-continuous.

Remark 6.3. Note that the definition essentially states that /¥ 1 is the relatively inde-
pendent joining of (N1, tIkly with itself over 7], However, we do not use this termi-
nology here because we have only defined joinings for tracial von Neumann algebras in
this paper.

We note that since the system I' /,% (N, 7) is assumed to be ergodic, I (01 ig trivial
and 7l = ¢ ® 7. Also, if the system is weakly mixing, then each I¥ is trivial and
%] = 182 for every k > 0. On the other hand, if the system is not weakly mixing, then
the T are not trivial for k > 1 and reveal some information about the “compact parts”
of the system.
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Before continuing, we introduce the so-called side transformations. For this, note that
we can view V} as indexing the vertices of the k-cube, and so we can talk about its faces.
More precisely, for 0 </ <k, J C {1,....k} with |J| =k —[,and 5 € {0, 1}/, we call
the subset

a:={ccVi|e =njforevery j € J}
a face of dimension / of Vi, or an [-face. We also call the faces of dimension k — 1 the
sides of V.

Let « be a face of Vi and for every y € I', denote by a][,lfo]l : N1 — N1 the map given

by

(a[k]x)e _ oy(xe) ife ea,
re Xe otherwise.

We call 01[,]2 a face transformation. If « is a side, we also call it a side transformation. We

denote by Tk[f]l the group generated by all side transformations; that is,

7;{[5]1 = (0y,a | y € T, aside of V).

The subgroup generated by those side transformations o, o, where « is a side not contain-

ing 0 will be denoted by T*[k].

Lemma 6.4. For every k > 1, the state 81 is invariant for the action of (];c[f]l on NI,

Proof. The proof from [39, Lemma 3.3] applies mutatis mutandis. Note that we need the
commutativity of I here. ]

Let gz[k] c N1 denote the subalgebra of invariant vectors under the action of T*[k],

and denote by L2(N ¥, t[¥]) the GNS-construction of N ¥] with respect to the state (¥,
Proposition 6.5. Inside L2(N¥!, <K1Y we have that
L2(g™, <) = L2(N, 1) ® 1921,

where the first factor corresponds to the coordinate 0 € V.

Proof. Clearly, any element from L2(N) ® 192~ is invariant under the action of T,%.

We proceed to prove the reverse inclusion by induction. Fork = 1, we have NIl = N ® N
and ‘J'*[k] contains id x o, for y € I', which easily implies the result. Now let k > 1 and
suppose x € gl[k“]. Write x = Zi X1,i @ x2,; where for each i, x1,;,x2,; € N Let o
be the face {0, 1}¥ x {1} of Vi+1. Hence, for any y € T', we have

[k]
y o

[k+1]

G% o

=idym X0
Denote by I, le+1] invari i [kt1]
y Iy D& the subalgebra of invariant vectors under the action of 0y,

y € I'. From the above, we observe that we have I, = N k1 @ 11k] We can then compute

Er,(x) =Y Ep,(x1i ®x2:) = Y x1; ® Epua(x2,0)-
i i
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By the definition of t/¥*11 the latter is equal to Y x1iEfm(x2,;) ® 1 in the GNS-
construction of N¥+1 with respect to **1, Since x € g¥*t1 < I, and hence x =
Er,(x), we deduce that

x=x'®1

for some x” € L2(N¥1). It is then easy to see that x” € L2(g¥1), and by induction, it thus
follows that x’ € L2(N) ® 182°~1, which finishes the proof. n
6.1. Construction of the compact extensions arising from cubic systems

First, we establish some additional notation, mostly following [39, Section 4]. We write

VE =V \ {0}, N¥' =N,

and 1" the restriction of t!¥1 to NK1*, We represent a point x € NKl a5 x = (x0, X),

where xo € N and X € NI and also write NI = No ® NI where No = N is the

copy of N at coordinate 0 € V¥1. Next, we note that we can restrict the actions of "J‘;c[f]l

and its subgroup 'T*[k] to No and N ¥I"_ Tt thus makes sense to define the sets
I = Iy (Tk[f]ﬁzv[k]*) c NI,
g[k]* = Inv (rJ:([k]lN[k]*) C N[k]* .

By construction, if x € ¢ kI then 1 ® x € s k], Using Proposition 6.5, we can thus
find xo € N such that |1 ® x — xo ® 1®2*~1||_gg = 0. This observation leads us to the
following definition.

Definition 6.6. Given an integer k > 1, we define Z;_; C N as
Zy_1 = {xo eN|3Ixe NI such that M®x—x0® 1®2k_1||t[k] = 0}.

We note that Z;_; C N is a von Neumann subalgebra which can be identified with
g["l* c NKI"_ Also, it is easy to see that Zy_ is I'-invariant and therefore provides us
with a subsystem of the original action I' ~, N. A first easy observation is that these
subsystems form an increasing sequence.

Lemma 6.7. For everyk > 1, Z;_1 C Zy; that is, the Zj, form an increasing sequence
of subsystems.

Proof. 1If xg € Zj_1, then there exists x € N (k1" such that
k_
I1®x —x0 ® 1% 71wy = 0.

Using the definition of /1 it is then a straightforward calculation to check that with
Fi=x @192 e NI+,

~ k+1_
1®%—x0®1%% 7! s = 0.

Hence, xg € Zy. [
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We proceed with the following observation.

Lemma 6.8 ([39, Lemma 4.2]). Fixk > 1. Then, for every x € N and y € N¥I" | we have
M(x ® y) = 1(Ez,_, (¥) Egu (1))

where we view E g+ (y) € g™~z c N.

Remark 6.9. Intuitively, we can view this result as stating that (V%1 ¢[kly is the rel-
atively independent joining of (N, r) and (NI* ¢I¥I") over Z;_; (which is identified
with gW*1" ¢ NI,

Proof. The proof is essentially an adaptation of the proof of [39, Lemma 4.2]. Let x € N,
and y € NI, By Lemma 6.4,

M(x @ y) = ¥ (x®0(y))

for every o € T*[k]. Therefore,

k (y) u Y h onvex hull
Of € Cl()S Ire the C
{ (y) |O GJ* ]} ( l Z(]\I[K] .L.k )

Since Z;_; and K1 are identified, f[k]|N®1®zk71 =7t ® 1921 and T[k]|l®N®2k*1 —
1 ® o*I", we thus get
r[k](x R y) = r[k](x ® E((rr[k]* (y))
= T[k](ng[k]* ) ® 1®2k—1)
= t(xEgu+(»))
= 1(Ez;_, (x) Egu (). "

Similar to the commutative setting in [39], we will next characterize the subsystem
Z. in terms of a Gowers—Host—Kra seminorm, which we first extend to the von Neumann
algebraic framework. For € € V., we write |e| := €1 + €3 + -+ + €.

Definition 6.10. Fix k£ > 1, and x € N. We define
1/2%
Il = =¥ (@ )
ecVy

where C(x) = x™* is the adjoint operator; that is, C"(x) = x if n is even and C" (x) = x*
if n is odd.
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First of all, we note that by the definition of r[k],
Q) =+ (Egpn( @ €"w)Enn( @ ")) =o.
97 N€Vi—1 N€Vi—_1
and thus ||| x ||| is well defined.

Lemma 6.11 ([39, Lemma 3.9]). Fix k > 1. The following hold.

(i)  When for each € € Vi, we have xc € N, then

(@ )| = TT elle:

€EVy €€V

@) |- g is a seminorm on (N, 7).

(iii) Forany x € N, [[x|llx =< llx[llx+1-
Proof. The proof of [39, Lemma 3.9] applies mutatis mutandis. |

We will now establish the following characterization of Z_; in terms of the seminorm

I M-

Lemma 6.12 ([39, Lemma 4.3]). Fix x € N. Then, the following are equivalent.
(1) Ez,_,(x)=0.
@) llxlilx = 0.

Proof. The proof proceeds essentially as in [39, Lemma 4.3], but we provide the details
for the reader’s convenience.

(D=(2). Assume Egz,  (x) = 0. Using Lemma 6.8 together with the definition of
llx|ll, we immediately get that ||x|||, = O.

(2)=(1). Assume [|x|[|z = 0. By Lemma 6.11 (a), given any x. € N fore € V,

¥ (x @ & xe)| < el [ el =0,

* *
eEVk eer

By density, it follows that
\r[k](x ® y)| =0,

for every y € NI and in particular for every y € ¢¥1". Through the identification of
g™ and Zj_,, this implies that

t(xw) =0 forevery w € Zy_,
and hence Ez,  (x) = 0. |

Theorem 6.13. For every k > 1, Zy, is a compact extension of Zj_,.
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Proof. We will work on the level of the L2-spaces. Consider AP? = Af’zzk_ N> the
subspace of relatively almost periodic functions relative to Zx_;. We need to show that
Zj C AP
Fix x € N and assume E 4 »2(%) = 0. Consider y := ®€€Vk Clel(x) € NI Then,
EAW@LZ(N[kl*)(ﬁ) =0,

and hence by Proposition 4.7, also

Egm(y) = 0.
Hence, by the definition of the seminorm ||| x|||;; and of 1] we get
k+1
lxllziy = [k+1]< ® C|e|(x)) = o (E 10 () E g (9)*) = 0.
€€Vt

Applying Lemma 6.12, we thus get
E Zi (x) = 0,
which finishes the proof of the theorem. ]

We finish this section by noting that in general, Zj is not the maximal compact exten-
sion of Zj_ since this is already the case in the commutative setting (see [39]). However,
it is always true that Z; is the maximal compact subsystem of the original system. The
above therefore gives an alternative construction of this maximal compact subsystem.

Proposition 6.14. Z, is the maximal compact subsystem of the ergodic action T' ~,°

(N, 7).

Proof. Denote by Z C N the maximal compact subsystem of I' ~, (N, t), which exists
by Proposition 3.9. Theorem 6.13 implies that Z; C Z. For the converse, take 0 # x € Z.
It then suffices to show that Ez, (x) # 0. We can compute

T[zJ( h% C|e|(x))

eV,
= M (Em(x @ x*) Eqm(x ® x*)¥)
=T ®(Em(x @ x*)Em(x ® x*)*). 6.1)

1l

We have that K = E jj(x ® x*) is the unique element of minimal norm in the closed
convex hull of {(6y x 0,)(x ® x*) |y € T} C L?>(N) ® L*(N). Now if K = 0, we could
repeat the second half of the proof of (1) = (2) in Theorem A to conclude that x = 0,
which would contradict our assumption. Hence, K # 0, and therefore by equation (6.1),
also |||x|||, # 0. Applying Lemma 6.12, we conclude that Ez, (x) # 0, which finishes the
proof. ]
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Finally, we observe that we have now completed the proof of Theorem C from the
Introduction.

Proof of Theorem C. The theorem follows from a combination of Lemmas 6.7 and 6.12,
Theorem 6.13, and Proposition 6.14. [

Remark 6.15. Suppose I' = Z and N = L°°(X, u) for a standard Borel probability
space (X, p). A deep structure theorem, independently obtained by Host and Kra [39]
and Ziegler [64], states that the commutative von Neumann algebra system Zj is iso-
morphic to a direct limit of commutative von Neumann algebra systems M, associated
with translations on nilmanifolds G,/A,, where G,, is a nilpotent Lie group of nilpo-
tency class k and A, < G, is a cocompact lattice. An important step in the proof of the
Host-Kra—Ziegler structure theorem is to identify the system Z; as an iterated tower of
skew-products
Ui xp; Uz X, =g, U

for some compact abelian groups Uy, ..., Uy and U;-valued cocycles p; of type* i +1,
where the skew-product operation x is performed from left to right, and U; has the struc-
ture of a Kronecker system, i.e., an ergodic rotation on the compact abelian group Uj.

Host—-Kra—Ziegler type structure theorems have been studied for other countable
abelian groups I' as well, for example, when I' = [F? (the direct sum of infinitely many
copies of a finite field of prime order p) by Bergelson, Tao, and Ziegler in [8], when
' = @pe » [Fp for a multiset of primes & by Shalom in [60], and when I' has bounded
torsion by the first author, Shalom, and Tao in [44]. A satisfactory structure theorem for
arbitrary countable abelian groups in the case of systems Z, of order 2 was established by
the first author, Shalom, and Tao in [45]. Currently, we do not have a satisfactory Host—
Kra—Ziegler type structure theorem for the actions of arbitrary countable abelian groups
for the systems of higher order in the commutative setting.

Remark 6.16. Generalizing the above geometric representation theory of Host—Kra—
Ziegler subsystems Zj to the non-commutative setting necessarily has to start with the
maximal compact part of the system Z;, which in the commutative setting corresponds
to the Kronecker factor, that is, the subsystem generated by the eigenfunctions. In [53],
Olesen, Pedersen, and Takesaki study the ergodic actions of compact abelian groups on
von Neumann algebras and obtain a classification of the corresponding systems in terms
of 2-cocycles on the dual group. After interpreting the results of [53] for Z; for a discrete
group action, one possible direction to explore the geometric representation theory of the
higher-order subsystems Z could be to study relative versions of the results in [53] such
as von Neumann algebra valued 2-cocycles which could encode the higher-order eigen-
functions. We hope to report tangible findings in future work.

“The type of a cocycle is a cohomological property, roughly meaning that it lifts to a coboundary on the
corresponding cubic system, e.g., for type i + 1 to the cubic system (NF+1, li+11) see [40, Chapter 18,
Section 3] for a precise definition.
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