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W*-superrigidity for discrete quantum groups

BY MILAN DONVIL! AND STEFAAN VAES?2

Abstract

A discrete group G is called W*-superrigid if the group G can be entirely recovered from the
ambient group von Neumann algebra L(G). We introduce an analogous notion for discrete
quantum groups. We prove that this strengthened quantum W*-superrigidity property
holds for a natural family of co-induced discrete quantum groups. We also prove that,
remarkably, most existing families of W*-superrigid groups are not quantum W*-superrigid.

1 Introduction and main results

A discrete group G is called W*-superrigid if G can be entirely recovered from the group von
Neumann algebra L(G). This means that whenever A is a discrete group such that the von
Neumann algebras L(G) and L(A) are isomorphic, then G = A. The first W*-superrigidity
theorem for group von Neumann algebras L(G) was obtained in [IPV10], using Popa’s defor-
mation/rigidity theory, for groups G given by a generalized wreath product construction. In
[BV12], it was proven that for many groups I', including all free groups and all free products
I' =Ty x T'9 of nontrivial amenable groups with |I'1| + [T'g| > 5, the left-right wreath product
group G = (2/22)") x (I x I') is W*-superrigid.

Recently, several new degrees of W*-superrigidity have been discovered. In [CIOS21], a family
of property (T) groups was shown to be W*-superrigid, providing the first positive result on
Connes’ rigidity conjecture, which remains wide open. In [DV24a], again for left-right wreath
product groups G, it was shown that W*-superrigidity also holds up to virtual isomorphisms: if
A is any discrete group such that L(G) is virtually isomorphic to L(A), then G must be virtually
isomorphic to A. Moreover, it was shown in [DV24a] that W*-superrigidity even holds for the
cocycle twisted group von Neumann algebras L, (G). Finally in [DV24b, CFQOT25], the first
families of W*-superrigid groups with infinite center were obtained.

Not only discrete groups G have a canonical group von Neumann algebra L(G). Also discrete
quantum groups A generate a von Neumann algebra that we might denote as L(A). The W*-
superrigidity theorems mentioned so far do not prevent the existence of a discrete quantum
group A such that L(G) = L(A) while G 2 A. Even more so, all the W*-superrigidity theorems
in [IPV10,BV12,DV24a] are about variants of wreath products G = (Z/2Z)D) xT. As we will
see, for all these wreath product groups G, there exist discrete quantum groups A such that

L(G) = L(A) and G % A.

The “discrete quantum group von Neumann algebras” L(A) mentioned above can more con-
veniently (and equivalently) be considered as the von Neumann algebras underlying compact
quantum groups in the sense of Woronowicz [Wor87, Wor95, MVDO98|. These are von Neumann
algebras A equipped with a comultiplication A4 : A — A®A that is co-associative and for which
there exists an invariant Haar state (see Definition 2.1). The two classical examples of compact
quantum groups are (L (K), Ax) when K is a compact group and (A g (F))(k1, ko) = F(k1k2),
and (L(G), Ag) when G is a discrete group and Ag(ug) = ug @ uyg.
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Two compact quantum groups (A, A4) and (B, Apg) are called isomorphic if there exists a von
Neumann algebra isomorphism 7 : A — B satisfying Aponm = (1 ® m) o Ay. We can then
formalize the discussion above in the following way.

Definition A. We say that a compact quantum group (A, A 4) is quantum W*-superrigid if the
following holds: if (B,Ap) is any compact quantum group such that B = A as von Neumann
algebras, then (A, A4) = (B, Ap) as compact quantum groups.

We say that a discrete group G is quantum W*-superrigid if (L(G),Aq) is quantum W*-
superrigid in the sense above.

If G is quantum W*-superrigid, then G is also W*-superrigid in the usual sense of the word:
if L(G) = L(A) for any discrete group A, then G = A. The converse however is not true.
By [BV12, Theorem B], for every countable group I' in the wide class C (see Section 4.1), the
left-right wreath product group (Z/2Z)™) x (I' x T') is W*-superrigid. By Corollary 2.14, none
of these groups are quantum W*-superrigid.

Whenever T is a countable group and I' ~% (A4g, Ag) is an action by quantum group automor-
phisms of a compact quantum group (Ag, Ag) with Haar state ¢g, we consider the co-induced
left-right Bernoulli action I' x I' A (A, ) = (Ag, o) given by o, p) (7 (a)) = Topn-1(8y(a)).
Then the crossed product M = A x,, (I' x I') has a natural compact quantum group structure
(see Section 2.3).

When ¢ is a prime power, we denote by F, the unique finite field of order ¢. Our main result
is the following.

Theorem B. For each of the following actions T ~P (Ag,Ag), the co-induced left-right
Bernoulli crossed product gives a quantum W*-superrigid compact quantum group (M, A).

(i) Take any torsion free amenable icc group A. Consider (Ao, No) = (L(A),Ap) and let
I'=AxZ act on (Ag,Ag) by By = Adug for g € A and B, = id for a € Z.

(ii) Take (Ao, Ao) = (L2(K),Ak) where K =T", n > 3, or K is one of the following finite
groups. Define I' = Fau x as the free group with free generators indexed by Aut K, and
define T P K by Ba(a) = ala) for every a € Aut K.

o SLy(F,) with p prime and p > 5.
o SL,(F,), or Fy x SL,(F,), with n > 3, q a prime power, (n,q) ¢ {(3,2),(3,4),(4,2)},
e the canonical double cover A, of the alternating group A, withn =15 orn > 8.

Note that the example in Theorem B(i) and the first example in Theorem B(ii) with K = T"
produce quantum W*-superrigid discrete groups: (M,A) = (L(G),A¢q). The other examples
in Theorem B(ii) produce quantum W*-superrigid compact quantum groups (M, A) that are
neither commutative, nor co-commutative.

Theorem B is a consequence of the much more precise Theorem 4.2 below, together with
Examples 4.7. In Remark 4.3, we also explain that without the restrictions on n, p and ¢ in
Theorem B(ii), quantum W*-superrigidity fails.

In order to prove a quantum W*-superrigidity theorem such as Theorem B, we need to combine
three different types of results, each having a quite different mathematical flavor. This need to
combine three directions also explains the length of this paper. The three distinct parts of the
paper can best be understood by considering the following potential obstructions to quantum
Wr*-superrigidity.



Consider one of the compact quantum groups (M, A) as in Theorem B.

Part 1. Whenever Q € M ® M is a unitary satisfying a 2-cocycle relation (see Definition
2.4), the *-homomorphism Aq : M — M ® M : Ag(a) = QA(a)2* defines another compact
quantum group structure on the same underlying von Neumann algebra M. We thus need
methods to analyze, and ultimately prove vanishing, of unitary 2-cocycles on crossed product
quantum groups. We prove such results in Section 2. In Section 2.4, we analyze the relation
between nonvanishing of a unitary 2-cocycle Q on (M, A) and the, in general stronger, property
that the quantum groups (M, A) and (M, Ag) are nonisomorphic. Since we expect that several
readers of this paper might be unfamiliar with Woronowicz’ theory of compact quantum groups,
we provide a fully self contained introduction to the theory in Section 2.1. In particular, we
reprove several known results on unitary 2-cocycles, mainly due to [DeC10] and [DMN21].

Part 2. The construction of (M, A) in Theorem B is functorial in I' ~/ (Ag, o). This implies
the following. Assume that I' ~7 (A1, ¢1) is another action by quantum group automorphisms.
The same co-induced left-right Bernoulli crossed product gives a compact quantum group
(Mq,Ay). If now the actions I’ AP Ag and T A7 Ay are conjugate as actions on von Neumann
algebras, forgetting about the quantum group structure, then M = M; and W*-superrigidity
may fail. We thus need from the start a rigidity property for (Ay, o), relative to this given
action T' ~P (Ag, po). Roughly speaking: conjugacy of I' ~n% Ay and T ~Y A; as actions on
von Neumann algebras should imply conjugacy as actions on quantum groups. This means
that we should recover the quantum group structure Ay on Ay by knowing the von Neumann
algebra Ag and knowing that each automorphism 3, is a quantum group automorphism. We
introduce these notions of relative rigidity in Section 3.

The main part of Section 3 then consists of proving relative rigidity for various classes of
examples. In particular, we prove that for every icc group G, the compact quantum group
(L(G),Aq) is rigid relative to the action G ~ (L(G),Ag) given by conjugacy. In Section
3.3, we prove relative rigidity for several classes of finite groups K. Roughly speaking, we
have to recover the group structure on K by only knowing that a given group of permutations
consists of group automorphisms. Surprisingly, this property holds for quite a few classes of
finite groups, such as SL,(F,) and the symmetric and alternating groups, but the proofs are
rather involved and are, of course, purely combinatorial and finite group theoretic in nature.
On the other hand, for non abelian connected compact groups, relative rigidity never holds;
see Proposition 3.15. In Proposition 3.14, we give further counterexamples to relative rigidity.
However, in Question 3.13, we speculate that all finite simple groups are rigid relative to their
automorphism group.

Part 3. We need Popa’s deformation /rigidity theory and that is the contents of Section 4. We
use the comultiplication method introduced in [PV09,IPV10], and also used in [BV12, DV24a].
If Ay : M — M ® M defines another compact quantum group structure on the same von
Neumann algebra M, then A; : M — M ® M is in particular an embedding of von Neu-
mann algebras. While it is asking too much to classify all embeddings M — M & M, such
comultiplication embeddings all have a property that we called coarseness in [DV24a]. Using
the extensive arsenal of methods of [IPV10,BV12,PV21,DV24a|, we classify in Section 4.1 all
coarse embeddings M — M ® M for the II; factors M appearing in Theorem B. Up to unitary
conjugacy, they all have a “canonical form”. The unitary realizing this unitary conjugacy will
automatically be a unitary 2-cocycle for (M, A) and the “canonical form” will say that (M, A;)
must arise from such other I' Y (A1, 71) as discussed in Part 2 above. This then allows us to
prove in Section 4.2 our most general quantum W*-superrigidity Theorem 4.2.

Acknowledgment. We thank Kenny De Commer for providing several references to the
quantum group literature on 2-cocycles and Galois objects.



2 Compact quantum groups, ergodic coactions and 2-cocycles

Since the context of this paper is mainly in the theory of von Neumann algebras and, in
particular, in Popa’s deformation/rigidity theory, we provide this rather lengthy and detailed
introduction to the main aspects of Woronowicz’ theory of compact quantum groups. We
decided to make this section fully self-contained. In particular, we spend four pages on the
container Theorem 2.2 that summarizes and proves all the basic properties of compact quantum
groups of Kac type (i.e. where the Haar state is a trace) in an efficient way. We do this entirely
in the von Neumann algebra context.

We need in this paper several existing and a few new results on unitary 2-cocycles and coactions
of compact quantum groups. In particular, we need that coactions of Kac type compact
quantum groups on type I factors B(K) are automatically trace preserving. That result was
proven in [DeC10, Corollary 5.2] as a consequence of the more advanced theory of Galois co-
objects. In [DeC10], the desire for an elementary proof was expressed. We provide such an
elementary proof in this section.

Furthermore, a canonical way to produce a new compact quantum group structure with the
same underlying von Neumann algebra is by twisting the comultiplication A : A - A® A
to a new comultiplication Ag(a) = QA(a)Q2*, where Q is a unitary 2-cocycle on (A4, A). It is
therefore obvious that we need in this paper vanishing results for unitary 2-cocycles. We prove
these in Propositions 2.8 and 2.9.

When G is a discrete group, the group von Neumann algebra L(G) carries the natural comul-
tiplication

Ag: L(G) = L(G) ® L(G) : Ag(ug) =uy®ug forall g € G. (2.1)

The canonical tracial state 7 on L(G), defined by 7(uy) = 0 for all g # e, satisfies the invariance
properties

(id®71)Ag(a) =7(a)l = (7 ®id)Ag(a) for all a € L(G).

In this way, (L(G),Ag) becomes a compact quantum group in the sense of Woronowicz (see
Definition 2.1) and we view this as the dual of the discrete group G. Similarly, when K
is a compact group, we identity L®°(K) ® L*(K) = L*®(K x K) and define the natural
comultiplication

AK : LOO(K) — LOO(K) @LOO(K) : AK(F)(kl,kQ) = F(klkg) for all kl,]{?g e K. (22)

Integration w.r.t. the Haar probability measure on K provides an invariant tracial state on
(L*(K),Afk), which is thus a compact quantum group.

Since the presence of sufficiently nontrivial unitary 2-cocycles is an obstruction to quantum
W*-superrigidity, it is natural to wonder why a similar obstruction to usual W*-superrigidity
for discrete groups G did not appear before. The reason is that twisting the comultiplication
Ag : L(G) — L(G)® L(G) by a unitary 2-cocycle Q € L(G)® L(G) will typically only produce
another group (and not quantum group) if  is symmetric, meaning that o(Q2) = Q where o is
the flip. In [IPV10, Theorem 3.3], it was proven that each such symmetric 2-cocycle must be
a coboundary. That result is used in all the W*-superrigidity proofs in the literature.

2.1 Compact quantum groups: definition and basic properties

The von Neumann algebra approach to compact quantum groups goes as follows.



Definition 2.1 ([Wor87, Wor95]). We call (A, A) a compact quantum group if A is a von
Neumann algebra, A : A — A® A is a faithful normal unital *-homomorphism that is co-
associative

(A®id)A = (id ® A)A,

and there exists a faithful normal state ¢ on A that is left and right invariant

(id® ¢)Aa) = p(a)l = (¢ ®id)A(a) for all a € A.

Note that such an invariant state is necessarily unique: if also 1 is invariant, we get that
P(a) = (Y ® p)A(a) = p(a) for all a € A. This unique invariant state is called the Haar state
of (A, A). If the Haar state is tracial, then (A, A) is said to be of Kac type.

In (2.1) and (2.2), we recalled the definition of the compact quantum groups (L(G), Ag) and
(L*(K),Ak) when G is a discrete group and K is a compact group.

An isomorphism between compact quantum groups (A, A 4) and (B, Ap) is a *-isomorphism 7 :
A — B satisfying Agpom = (t®7)oA 4. By uniqueness of the Haar state, such an isomorphism
is automatically Haar state preserving. We similarly define the notion of a quantum group
automorphism of (A,A4) as an automorphism « of the von Neumann algebra A satisfying
(a®@a)oAy=Ay0a.

A wunitary corepresentation of (A,A) on a Hilbert space K is a unitary X € U(A ® B(K))
satisfying (A ® id)(X) = X13X93, where we make use of the tensor leg numbering notation.
Let X, X’ be unitary corepresentations on K, K’. The direct sum of X and X' is defined as
the natural unitary X & X’ € A® B(K @ K'). The tensor product of X and X' is defined as
the unitary corepresentation X12X{3 € A® B(K ® K'). A bounded operator T € B(K, K') is
called an intertwiner if (1® T)X = X'(1®T). If there exists a unitary intertwiner, then X
and X' are said to be unitarily equivalent. If the only intertwiners between X and itself are
the multiples of 1, then X is said to be irreducible. If P € B(K) is an orthogonal projection
and an intertwiner, then X (1 ® P) is a unitary corepresentation on the Hilbert space PK, and
we call this a sub-corepresentation of X. Since the intertwiners between X and itself form a
von Neumann algebra, it follows that X is irreducible if and only if X is not isomorphic to the
direct sum of two unitary corepresentations.

A coaction of a compact quantum group (A,A) on a von Neumann algebra @ is a faithful
normal unital x-homomorphism 3 : Q — A® @ satisfying (A ® id)5 = (id ® 5)5. One denotes
by Q° = {b € Q| B(b) = 1®b} the fixed point algebra and says that 3 is ergodic if Q° = C1.
A normal state 1 on @ is said to be invariant if (id ® ¥)5(b) = 1(b)1 for all b € Q). Given any
faithful normal state 1)y on @ and using the Haar state ¢, it is easy to check that ¢ := (p®1y)S
defines a faithful normal invariant state on Q).

In the following container result, we summarize and prove the basic results of the theory of
compact quantum groups of Kac type. We have a twofold motivation to include this proof.
First, we expect that several readers of this paper are not fully familiar with the theory of
compact quantum groups. Second, while the von Neumann algebraic Definition 2.1 is highly
natural and suitable in the context of this paper, it is not the most common one. This would
make references to the literature for the following basic results rather difficult to state fully
rigorously.

When A is a von Neumann algebra with a faithful normal state ¢, we call (H,&p) the GNS-
construction of (A, ) if H is the completion of A given by the scalar product (a,b) = p(b*a),
& € H is given by 1 € A and A is represented on H by left multiplication.

Theorem 2.2 ([Wor87, Wor95]). Let (A,A) be a compact quantum group of Kac type with
Haar state ¢ and GNS-construction (H,&p).



(i) If B: Q — A®Q is a coaction with faithful normal invariant state v with GNS-
construction (K, ng), there is a unique X € A® B(K) satisfying X*(1®bny) = £(b)(1@mn0)
for allbe Q. This X is a unitary corepresentation of (A, A).

(ii) There is a unique W € A® B(H) satisfying W*(1 ® a&y) = A(a)(1 ® &) for all a € A.
This W is a unitary corepresentation of (A, A).

(iii) Every unitary corepresentation of (A, A) is a direct sum of irreducible unitary corepre-
sentations. Fvery irreducible unitary corepresentation is finite dimensional.

(iv) If X € A® M,(C) is a unitary corepresentation, then X € A® M,(C) defined by (X);; =
X;kj is again a unitary corepresentation, which is called the contragredient of X.

(v) The linear span of all coefficients X;; of finite dimensional unitary corepresentations
X € A® M, (C) is a x-strongly dense *-subalgebra A C A.

(vi) If Irr is a complete set of inequivalent unitary corepresentations X € A ®@ M, (C), where
n = d(X) is the dimension, then {\/d(X)X;; | X € Irr,1 < 4,5 < d(X)} is an or-

thonormal basis of H.

(vii) There is a unique anti-unitary operator J: H — H satisfying j(Xi]{o) = Xji&o for all
finite dimensional unitary corepresentations X € A® M,(C). Then JAJ = A and the
s-anti-automorphism S : A — A : S(a) = Ja*J satisfies S((Id @ w)(Y)) = (id ® w)(Y™)
for every unitary corepresentation Y € A® B(K) and all w € B(K),. Also, S? = id.

(viii) If B : Q — A® Q is a coaction with faithful normal invariant state ¢ and (O‘Z’b)teR is the
modular automorphism group of v, then B o Uf = (id® azp) of for allt € R.

(ix) The von Neumann algebra A is commutative if and only if (A,A) = (L*(K),Ak) for
some compact group K.

(x) We have that (A, A) is co-commutative, meaning that A = o o A where o is the flip on
A® A, if and only if (A,A) = (L(G),Ag) for some discrete group G.

Proof. (i) Since (id ® ¥)5(c*b) = ¥(c*b)1 for all b,c € Q, there is a unique X € A ® B(K)
satisfying X*(1®bng) = B(b)(1®mnp) for all b € Q). Note that X is a co-isometry, i.e. X X* = 1.
Then

(A®id)(X*)(1@1®bn) = (A®id)(B(0)(1 @no)) = (id® B)B(b)(1® 1@ n)
= X33(B(b)(1 ®mno))13 = X33 X13(1 ® 1 ® bnp)

for all b € @, so that (A ® id)(X) = X13X93. Since X is a co-isometry, we can define the
projection p = X*X € A® B(K). Then

(A X ld)(p) = X53XT3X13X23 = X53p13X23 < X53X23 =1®p. (23)
So, 1®p— (A®id)(p) > 0. Since
(p@e®id)(1®p— (A®id)(p)) = (¢ ®id)(p) — (¢ ®id)(p) =0

and ¢ is faithful, it follows that (A ®id)(p) = 1 ® p. Applying ¢ ® id ® id, we conclude that
p=1® po, where py = (¢ @ id)(p).

In (2.3), we have seen that (A ® id)(p) = X33p13X03. Since p = 1 ® pp, we conclude that
1®po=X*(1®pg)X. Since X is a co-isometry, it follows that X (1 ® pg)X* = 1 ® py. Since



p = 1® pg is the range projection of X*, this means that 1 = X X* =1 ® pg = p. We conclude
that X is a unitary. We already proved that (A ® id)(X) = X13Xoe3, so that X is a unitary
corepresentation.

(ii) This is a special case of (i) because we may view A as a coaction of (A, A) on A with
invariant state .

(iii) Fix a unitary corepresentation X € A® B(K). Define the coaction 8 : B(K) - AQB(K) :
B(b) = X*(1®b)X for all b € B(K) and denote by Q = B(K)? its fixed point algebra. Since
¢ is a faithful normal invariant state, the formula £ : B(K) — @ : E(b) = (¢ ®id)5(b) defines
a faithful normal conditional expectation of B(K) onto Q. So, @ is discrete and its identity 1
can be written as a sum of minimal projections py. For every k, we have that X (1 ® py) is an
irreducible unitary corepresentation on the Hilbert space pi K.

To conclude the proof of (iii), we only need to prove that if X € A ® B(K) is an irreducible
unitary corepresentation, then K is finite dimensional. Use the same notation as in the previous
paragraph. Choose a minimal projection ¢ € B(K). By irreducibility, 8 is ergodic, so that
E(q) is a nonzero multiple al of 1. Denote by Tr the trace on B(K). Since ¢ is a trace, we
get that

aTr(l) =Tr(E(q) = (¢@Tr)B(q) = (¢ @Tr)(X* 1@ ¢)X) = (p@Tr)(1®q) =

So, Tr(1) < 400 and K is finite dimensional.

(iv) Since X € A® M,,(C) is a unitary corepresentation, we have that A(X;;) = >, Xip ® X5
It follows that A(X};) = >, X} ® X}, meaning that (A ® id)(X) = X13X23. So,

(A®id) (X X) = X3 (X ' X)13X 23 .
Applying ¢ ® id ® id and defining T = (¢ ® id)(X X) € M,(C), we get that
19T=X (12T)X . (2.4)
Note that because ¢ is a trace,

Zﬂﬂ ik Xrj) Z o(XriXy;) = Z (X5 Xni) = (X" X)ji) = bij -
%

k

So, T =1 and it follows from (2.4) that X is an isometry. Since A ® M,,(C) admits a faithful
tracial state, this means that X is a unitary. We already proved that (A ® id)(X) = X 13X 3,
so that X is a unitary corepresentation.

(v) Because we can take direct sums, tensor products and contragredients, A is unital a x-
subalgebra of A. Denote by A; C A the strong*-closure of A. We have to prove that A; = A.
Denote by F7 : A — A; the unique p-preserving conditional expectation. Choose a € A. We
have to prove that a € A;. Replacing a by a — Ej(a), it suffices to prove that every element
a € A satisfying Ej(a) = 0 must be equal to 0.

Define the unitary corepresentation W as in (ii). By (iii), W is unitarily equivalent to a
direct sum of finite dimensional irreducible corepresentations. Using the vector functional
Wegobreo € B(H )y defined by wee pog, (T) = (T'co, b &), it follows from the definition of W
that

(id ® wegy brgo) (W) = (id ® ) (A(b)(1 ® ¢)) for all b,c € A.

We conclude that (id ® ¢)(A(b)(1 ® ¢)) € A; for all b,c € A. Since a is orthogonal to Ay, it
follows that
(p@p)((a*®@1)AB)(1®c) =0 forall bce A. (2.5)



Denote by 0 : A® A — A ® A the flip automorphism. By either reasoning in the same way
as in the proof of (i), or by applying (i) to the coaction A°? = g o A of the compact quantum
group (A, A°P) on A, we find a unitary V € B(H) ® A satisfying V(b§p ® 1) = A(b)(§ @ 1) for
all b € A. It follows that the linear span of A(b)(1®c)(& ®&y) = V(b ®c&p), b,c € A, is dense
in H® H. In (2.5), we may thus replace A(b)(1 ® ¢) by a ® 1 and conclude that ¢(a*a) = 0,
so that a = 0.

(vi) Take irreducible unitary corepresentations X € A ® M,(C) and Y € A ® M,,(C). For
every Ty € My, (C), the element T := (¢ ®1d)(X* (1 ®T1))Y') is an intertwiner between X and
Y. So if X and Y are inequivalent, 7' = 0 for every choice of Ty. This applies in particular to
the matrix unit Ty = e;, from which it follows that the vectors X;;&y and Y3;§o are orthogonal
for all 4,5, k, L.

Similarly, (¢ ®1id)(X*(1 ® Tp)X) is a multiple of 1 for every Ty € M,,(C). We thus find scalars
a(t, k) such that

(p@id)(X* (1 ®e)X) = (i, k)1 so that (X[ Xk) = (i, k), . (2.6)

Since Y = X* is an irreducible unitary corepresentation of (A, A°P), which has the same Haar
state ¢, we also find scalars (i, k) such that

Blik) 651 = p(Yi;Yi) = o(X;iXip,) = (X3, Xji) = al, j) Ok,

for all 7,7, k,l. So there exists a single scalar a such that (i, k) = ad; ;. Since ), XXy =1
for all 4, it follows from (2.6) that o = n~".
In combination with the previous paragraph, the vectors {/d(X)X;;& | X € Irr,1 < i,j <

d(X)} are orthonormal. By (v), their linear span is dense, so that they form an orthonormal
basis of H.

(vii) Let Irr be a complete set of inequivalent irreducible unitary corepresentations of (A, A).
By (vi), there is a unique anti-unitary operator J:H - H satisfying j\Xij&] = X;&o for all
Xehrrandall1 <1¢,5 <dimX.

Since every finite dimensional unitary corepresentation is unitarily equivalent to a direct sum
of irreducible unitary corepresentations, the equality J. Xi;80 = X0 holds for all finite dimen-
sional unitary corepresentations X.

Let X € A® M,(C) and Y € A ® M,,(C) be finite dimensional unitary corepresentations.
Denote by Z = X,Y13 the tensor product of X and Y. Then,

TX55T(Yiabo) = TX55(Yie€o) = J(Zuy imé0) = Zmy o = X5i(Vulo) -

It follows that j\XZ-*jj: X7 So, JAT = A. By (v), JAJ = A and the x-anti-automorphism S :
A—A:S(a) = Ja*J satisfies S (Xij) = X7; for all finite dimensional unitary corepresentations
X. Since every unitary corepresentation Y € A ® B(K) is unitarily conjugate to a direct sum
of irreducibles, also S((id ® w)(Y)) = (id @ w)(Y*) for all w € B(K).

By definition, J o J = id, so that S2? = id.

(viii) Denote by (K, n9) the GNS-construction of 1. Denote by S, the modular conjugation of
1, i.e. the closed antilinear operator on K defined as the closure of by — b*ng, b € Q. Denote
by X € A® B(K) the unitary corepresentation given by (i). By definition,

(w®id)(X™)(bny) = ((w®id)B(b))ne for all b € @ and w € A,.

Since 3 is a *-homomorphism, it follows that (w ®id)(X*)Sy C Sy(@®id)(X*) for all w € A,,
where W(a) = w(a*) for all @ € A. Taking adjoints, we also find that (w ® id)(X)S;, C
Sy ®id)(X) for all w € A,.




By (vii), because X is a unitary corepresentation, we have that (4 ®id)(X) = (po S ®id)(X*)
for all p € A,. It follows that

(0 ®1d)(X)S}, Sy C (@ @id)(X) Sy = S3(@ 0 S @ 1d)(X*)Sy C 555y (wo S ® id)(X*)
— 55,5y (w ® id)(X)

for all w € A,. Since the modular operator Ay = S{ZS¢ is a positive, self-adjoint, nonsingular
operator, it follows that (w ® id)(X)Af;}f = Af;(w ®id)(X) for all w € A, and t € R. So, X

commutes with 1®A$ Since (b)) = X*(1®b)X for all b € @, the formula ﬁoaf = (id®azp)oﬁ
follows.

(ix) If (A, A) = (L>®(K),Ak), it is trivial that A is commutative. Conversely, assume that A
is commutative. Denote by B C A the operator norm closure of the dense x-subalgebra A C A.
Since B is an abelian unital C*-algebra, we may identify B with C'(K), where K is a compact
Hausdorff space. Since A(A) C A ®a15 A, we have A(B) C B ®min B and find a continuous
map m : K x K — K such that A(F)(g,h) = F(m(g,h)) for all F € B and g,h € K.

In (vii), we defined the x-anti-automorphism S : A — A. Since S(A) = A, also S(B) = B.
We thus find a homeomorphism I : K — K such that S(F) = F o[ for all F' € B. Since A
is co-associative, the multiplication m is associative and we write m(g,h) = g - h. For every
unitary corepresentation X € A ® M, (C), we have by definition

Xii(I(g) - 9) = AXij)T(9),9) = > XiT(9) Xuj(9) = > Xnil9) Xnj(9) =iy (27)
k k

for all g € K. In particular, F(I(g) - g) = F(I(h) - h) for all F € A and all g,h € K. So, the
same holds for all F' € B = C(K) and we find an element e € K such that I(g) - g = e for all
g € K. Then (2.7) says that X;;(e) = ¢; ; for all unitary corepresentations X € A ® M, (C).

Evaluating A(X;;) = >, Xir @ Xy in (g,e), resp. (e, g), we find that X;;(g-e) = X;;(g9) =
Xij(e - g) for all unitary corepresentations X € A® M, (C). So,g-e=g=e-gforall g € K.
We already proved that I(g)-g = e. Since by (vii), S? =1id, also I(I(g)) = g for all g € K. So,
K is a compact group with unit e and inverse g~! := I(g). By uniqueness of the Haar state,
the identification C'(K) = B extends to an identification (L*(K),Ax) = (4, A).

(x) If (A,A) = (L(G),Agq), it is trivial that 0 o A = A. Conversely, assume that 0 o A = A.
Define G C U(A) as the subgroup of unitaries a € A satisfying A(a) = a ® a. By definition, G
consists of the one dimensional unitary corepresentations of (A, A). When a € G and a # 1, the
one dimensional, irreducible corepresentations a and 1 are inequivalent. So by (vi), we have that
w(a) =0 for all @ € G\ {1}. We thus get a unique normal trace preserving *-homomorphism
7 : L(G) — A satisfying 7(u,) = a for all a € G. By construction, Ao = (7 ® m) 0 Ag.

It remains to prove that 7 is surjective. Since the %-algebra A C A defined in (v) is dense,
it suffices to fix an irreducible unitary corepresentation X € A ® M, (C) and prove that X is
one dimensional. Define the linear map 6 : A, — M, (C) : f(w) := (w ®id)(X). Since X is
a corepresentation, we get that 6(w)f(w’) = 0(w * w’), where w *x w' = (w ® W) o A. Since A
is co-commutative, the image of 6 is a commutative subalgebra of M, (C). Take w € A,. It
follows that X (1 ® 6(w)) = (1 ® #(w))X, because applying w’ ® id to the left or the right hand
side gives the same result for every w’ € A,. By irreducibility of X, we conclude that 6(w) € C1
for all w € A,. It follows that X(1®7T) = (1®T)X for all T € M, (C), because applying w ®id
to the left or the right hand side gives the same result for every w € A,. So, M,,(C) = C1, i.e.
n=1. O



2.2 Coactions and unitary 2-cocycles on compact quantum groups

We now give an elementary proof for [DeC10, Corollary 5.2] saying that a coaction of a Kac
type compact quantum group (A, A) on a type I factor B(K') automatically preserves the trace.

Proposition 2.3 (Corollary 5.2 in [DeC10]). Let (A, A) be a Kac type compact quantum group,
K a Hilbert space and 8 : B(K) - A® B(K) a coaction.

(i) The trace Tr is invariant: Tr((w ®id)B(b)) = w(1) Tr(b) for all b€ B(K)* and w € A} .
(i) The fized point algebra B(K)P is discrete.

(iii) If B is ergodic, then K is finite dimensional.

Proof. First assume that 5 : B(K) - A ® B(K) is an ergodic coaction. We prove that K is
finite dimensional and that the trace Tr is invariant.

Let ¢ be the Haar state of (4, A). By ergodicity, we can define the faithful normal invariant
state ¢ on B(K) such that (¢ ® id)8(b) = ¢(b)1 for all b € B(K). Since 1 is a faithful normal
state on B(K), we find a positive trace class operator () on K such that @ has trivial kernel
and 1(b) = Tr(bQ) for all b € B(K). Diagonalizing ), we can write

P(b) = Zak Tr(pgbpy) for all b € B(K),
k=1

where n € {+o0} U{1,2,3,...}, the ay are strictly decreasing, strictly positive real numbers
and the p, are nonzero finite rank projections summing up to 1. We prove that n = 1.

Assume that n > 2. When b € ppB(K)p,, we have that U;p(b) = (ap/a,)b for all t € R.
Since the sequence «y is strictly decreasing, we have that ay/a;, > 1 for all . So the following
statement holds: whenever b € B(K) and 0 < o < 1 satisfy a;p(b) = ', we get that p1b = 0.

Fix r > 2 and b € p,B(K)p,. Put a = a,/ay, so that 0 < o < 1 and o7 (b) = a''b. By
Theorem 2.2(viii), we have that (id ® O';p)ﬁ(b) = ﬁ(al’b(b)) = o B(b). By the statement in the
previous paragraph, we get that (1 ® p1)B(b) =0 for all b € p, B(K)p1. So, (1 ® p1)5(bc*) =0
for all b,c € p,B(K)p;. Since p, belongs to the linear span of p,B(K)p; B(K)p,, we get that
(1®p1)B(pr) = 0forallr > 2. So, B(p,) < 1®(1—p;) for all » > 2, meaning that 1®p; < B(p1).
Since B(p1) —1®p1 > 0 and (p @ ¥)(B(p1) — 1 ®p1) = (p @ Y)B(p1) — ¥ (p1) = 0, we conclude

that B(p1) = 1®p;. Since S is ergodic and p; is a nonzero projection, we get that p; = 1. This
means that n = 1, contradicting the assumption that n > 2.

So, we have proven that n = 1. Since p; is a finite rank projection, K is finite dimensional.
Also, 1(b) = a1 Tr(b) for all b € B(K). Since v is an invariant state, also Tr is invariant.
Next, let 5 : B(K) — A® B(K) be any coaction. Then, b — (¢ ®1id)B(b) is a faithful normal
conditional expectation of B(K) onto B(K)?. So, the fixed point algebra B(K)” is a discrete
von Neumann algebra and we find a family of minimal projections p, € B(K)? such that
> & pr = 1. By construction, for every k, the restriction of § to pyB(K)py = B(prK) defines
an ergodic coaction . By the first part of the proof, the trace Try on B(pgK) is invariant
under Sg.

Take b € B(K)" and w € A. Then,

Tr((w ®1d)B(b) = > Tr(pe(w @id)B(b)pr) = D Tre((w & id) Bk (prbpy))

. k
= Zw(l) Tr(prbpr) = w(1) Tr(b) . =
k
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As explained in the beginning of this section, twisting the comultiplication by a unitary 2-
cocycle can provide nonisomorphic compact quantum group structures with the same under-
lying von Neumann algebra. We now give precise definitions and then prove a number of
vanishing results for such unitary 2-cocycles.

Definition 2.4. A unitary 2-cocycle on a compact quantum group (A,A) is a unitary Q €
U(A® A) satistying
Q1) (A®id)(2) =(1202)(id® A)(9Q) .

Two unitary 2-cocycles 2 and Q' are said to be cohomologous if there exists a unitary v € U(A)
such that Q = (v ® v)Q'A(v*). One says that Q is a coboundary if € is cohomologous to 1.
A unitary Q-corepresentation on a Hilbert space K is a unitary X € U(A ® B(K)) satisfying
(Q®1)(A®id)(X) = X13X23. One says that X is irreducible if every a € B(K) satisfying
(1®a)X = X(1®a) is a multiple of 1.

If © is a unitary 2-cocycle on (A, A), the map Ag: A - A® A : Ag(a) = QA(a)2* is again
co-associative. In our next result, we give an elementary proof for [DeC10, Proposition 5.1],
saying that if (A, A) is of Kac type, then (A, Agq) is again a compact quantum group of Kac
type. The nontrivial point is to prove that (A, Ag) again admits an invariant state, which may
fail without the Kac type assumption.

If X € A® B(K) is a unitary Q-corepresentation on K, then
B:B(K)— A®B(K):B(b) = X*(1@b)X for all be B(K),

is a coaction. Note that 3 is ergodic if and only if X is irreducible. In the next result, we also
include a proof for [DMN21, Proposition 3.1.9 and Corollary 3.1.13], saying that the converse
holds: every coaction of a Kac type compact quantum group on a type I factor is implemented
by an -corepresentation for some unitary 2-cocycle £2. Our proof is very similar to the proof of
[DMN21], but to keep this section self-contained and because we need the result in this paper,
we decided to include it.

Proposition 2.5. Let (A, A) be a Kac type compact quantum group.

(i) ([DMN21, Proposition 3.1.9 and Corollary 3.1.13]) For every Hilbert space K and every
coaction  : B(K) — A ® B(K), there exists a unitary 2-cocycle  on (A,A) and a
unitary Q-corepresentation X on K such that (b) = X*(1 @ b)X for all b € B(K).

(ii) ([DeC10, Propositions 4.3 and 5.1]) For every unitary 2-cocycle Q@ on (A, A), there exist
irreducible, finite dimensional Q)-corepresentations.

(i1i) ([DeC10, Proposition 5.1]) For every unitary 2-cocycle 2 on (A, A), the twisted comulti-
plication Aq turns (A, Aq) into a compact quantum group of Kac type.

Proof. (i) By Proposition 2.3(ii), the fixed point algebra B(K)? is discrete. Choose a minimal
projection p € B(K)®. The restriction of 8 to pB(K)p = B(pK) defines an ergodic coaction
on B(pK). By Proposition 2.3(iii), pK is finite dimensional, so that B(pK) = M, (C) for some
n > 1. Choose a system of matrix units e;; for B(K) in such a way that the first e;; with
1 <i,j <n form a system of matrix units for B(pK).

We have that A ® B(pK) is a finite von Neumann algebra and denote by Ez its center valued
trace, i.e. the unique trace preserving conditional expectation Ez : A® B(pK) — Z(A). Since
the projections B(ej;), i = 1,...,n, are all equivalent via the partial isometries 3(e;;) and since
they sum up to 1 ®p, we get that Ez(B(e11)) =n 11 = Ez(1®e11). So, the projections (e11)
and 1 ® ey are equivalent. Choose a partial isometry V € A ® B(K) with VV* = 1 ® ey
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and V*V = fB(e11). Then, X = > (1 ® e;1)V5(e1;) is a unitary in A ® B(K) satisfying
B(b) = X*(1®b)X for all b € B(K).

Since [ is a coaction, it follows that

(ARi1d)(X)" 1®1eb)(A®id)(X) = (A®id)B(b) = (id ® B)B(b)
= X33 X{3(1® 1 ®b)X13X23

for all b € B(K). This means that X13X23 = (2® 1)(A ®id)(X) for some unitary 2 € A® A.
From this, it follows that €2 is a unitary 2-cocycle on (A, A), so that X is an {2-corepresentation.
(i) Denote by o € Aut(A® A) the flip map. Define A = g o A and Q = o(Q). Applying
2.2(ii) to the compact quantum group (A4, A°P), we define the unitary corepresentation W €
A® B(H) of (A, A°P) by W*(1 ® a&p) = A°P(a)(1 @ &) for all a € A. Then, W* is a unitary
corepresentation of (A, A). Also, A% (a) = W*(1 ® a)W for all a € A.

We prove that Z = QOW* is a unitary -corepresentation of (A, A). Indeed,

Qe 1)A®id)(Z) = ((1® Q) >[d® A)(Q))312WisWss = (2 ® 1)(A ®id)(2))312W 3 Wss3
= Qu3((A® @id)(Q(W* @ 1)) 132 W35 = Qus(W* @ 1)(1 @ Q))132 W33
= QusWisQosWis = Z13703 .

Then, 8 : B(H) - A® B(H) : f(b) = Z*(1 ® b)Z defines a coaction of (A, A) on B(H). By
Proposition 2.3(ii), we can choose a minimal projection p in the fixed point algebra B(H)?. The
restriction of 3 to pB(H)p is ergodic, so that by Proposition 2.3(iii), the projection p € B(H)
has finite rank. Then, X = (1 ® p)Z = Z(1 ® p) defines an irreducible, finite dimensional
Q-corepresentation.

(iii) Since {2 is a unitary 2-cocycle, the twisted comultiplication is co-associative. It thus suffices
to prove that the tracial state ¢ remains invariant under Aq. Since ¢ is tracial, we get that

(¢ ®p)Aa(a) = (¢ ® p)(QA(a)Q2") = (¢ ® p)(Ala)) = ¢(a) ,

so that (¢ ® p)Aq = ¢. By Lemma 2.7(i) below, it thus suffices to prove that (A ® 1)Aq(A)
and Aq(A)(1 ® A) span weakly dense subspaces of A ® A.

By (ii), we can fix a finite dimensional unitary Q-corepresentation X € A® M, (C). We denote
by 8 : M,(C) - A® M,(C) : (b) = X*(1 ® b)X the corresponding coaction. By Proposition
2.3(i), the trace Tr on M,,(C) is invariant under 5. So, (id ® Tr)B(e;5) = d;,;1, meaning that
> hey X5 Xk = 6 ;1. Defining the element X € A® M, (C) by X;; = X}, this means that

X X =1. Since A ® M,(C) is a finite von Neumann algebra, it follows that X is a unitary.

Since X is an )-corepresentation, we have

n
k=1
Taking the adjoint, it follows that (A ® id)(X)(Q* ® 1) = X 13X 3.
So, whenever Y’ € A® M,,(C) is a finite dimensional unitary corepresentation of (A4, A), we can
consider the unitary Z = X19Y13X14 € A ® My (C) and note that (Aq ® id)(Z) = Z13Z93.

We also note that X12X13 € A® M,,2(C) is a unitary corepresentation of (A, A). Therefore, the
linear span of all the coefficients of the unitaries Z constructed in the previous paragraph form
a *-subalgebra Ac A By Theorem 2.2(v), the coefficients of the finite dimensional unitary
corepresentations Y of (A4, A) span a dense *-subalgebra A of A. Then also A is dense in A.
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Since (Aq ®id)(Z) = Z13Z23 and Z is unitary, we get that

n

n
(2@ V)A(Zes) = > ZiiZok @ Zig =1® Zi .
r=1 rk=1

It follows that 1 ® A C span(A® 1)Aq(A) and thus A ® A C span(A ® 1)Aq(A). By density
of Ain A, we get that (A ® 1)Aq(A) spans a weakly dense subspace of A ® A. Similarly,
Aq(A)(1 ® A) spans a weakly dense subspace of A® A. O

Corollary 2.6. Let (A,A) be a Kac type compact quantum group. Then the following are
equivalent.

(i) Every unitary 2-cocycle on (A, A) is a coboundary.

(ii) For every n € N and every coaction 5 : M,(C) - A ® M,(C), there exists a unitary
corepresentation X € A® My (C) such that (b) = X*(1 @ b)X for all b € M,(C).

(i1i) For every n € N and every ergodic coaction 5 : My(C) - A ® M,(C), there exists a
unitary corepresentation X € A® M, (C) such that B(b) = X*(1®b)X for allb € M,(C).

Proof. (i) = (ii). By Proposition 2.5(i), we can take a unitary 2-cocycle © on (A4,A) and a
unitary Q-corepresentation X € A® M, (C) such that (b) = X*(1®b)X for all b € M, (C). By
the assumption in (i), we can take a unitary v € U(A) such that Q@ = (v ® v)A(v*). Replacing
X by (v® 1)X, we have found the required unitary corepresentation.

(ii) = (iii) is trivial.

(iii) = (i). Take a unitary 2-cocycle © on (A4, A). By Proposition 2.5(ii), we can choose n € N
and an irreducible unitary Q2-corepresentation X € A® M, (C). Then 8 : M, (C) - A®M,(C) :
B(b) = X*(1 ®b)X is an ergodic coaction of (A4, A) on M, (C). By the assumption in (iii), we
can choose a unitary corepresentation ¥ € A ® M,(C) such that 5(b) = Y*(1 ® b)Y for all
b € M,(C). Then XY* commutes with 1 ® M, (C) and we find a unitary v € U(A) such that
X = (v®1)Y. Since X is an Q-corepresentation and Y is a corepresentation, it follows that
QA(v) = v ® v, so that Q is a coboundary. O

The proof of the following lemma is essentially contained in [MVD98, Lemma 4.3].

Lemma 2.7. Let A be a von Neumann algebra and A : A — A® A a unital faithful normal
x-homomorphism that is co-associative. Assume that ¢ is a faithful normal state on A such

that (Y ® Y)A = 1.

(i) If both (A ® 1)A(A) and A(A)(1 ® A) span weakly dense subspaces of A ® A, then v is
an invariant state and (A, A) is a compact quantum group with Haar state 1.

(ii) If (A, A) is a compact quantum group, then 1) is the Haar state.

Proof. Fix a € A. Define b = (id ® ¢)A(a). Since (¥ @ )A =1, we get that (id ®@¢)A(b) = b.
From this it follows that

(Y @P)((AD) —b@1)*(AD) —b© 1)) = (Y @ P)A("D) —(b"b) = 0.

Since 9 ® 1) is faithful, we conclude that A(b) = b ® 1.
(i) By the introductory paragraph, for all a € A,

(id @ ¥)Ae) ® 1 = (id ® id ® ¥)(A @ id)A(a) = (id ® (id @ ¥)A)(A(a)) .
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This implies that
W eyY)(be)A(e) @1 = (¢ (ideP)A)(be1)A(a))

for all a,b € A. Taking linear combinations, by continuity and the assumption that (A®1)A(A)
spans a weakly dense subspace of A® A, we may replace (b®1)A(a) by 1®d, for d € A arbitrary,
and conclude that (id ® ¥)A(d) = 1(d)1 for all d € A.

We similarly obtain right invariance: (¢ ® id)A(d) = ¥(d)1 for all d € A. So, (A,A) is a

compact quantum group with Haar state 1.

(ii) By the introductory paragraph, whenever b = (id ® ¥)A(a), we have that A(b) = b® 1.
Let ¢ be the Haar state of (A, A). Then, ¢(b)1 = (id® ¢)A(b) = b. So, b is a multiple of 1 and
thus, b = 1(b)1. Since ¥(b) = (¥ ® ¥)A(a) = 1(a), we have proven that (id ® ¥)A(a) = ¥ (a)l
for all a € A. Applying ¢, it follows that ¢(a) = ¢ (a) for all a € A. O

2.3 Vanishing and nonvanishing of unitary 2-cocycles

In [DeC10, Proposition 7.3|, it was proven that every unitary 2-cocycle on (L(G),Ag) is a
coboundary if G is a torsion free discrete group. We generalize this to crossed product compact
quantum groups in Proposition 2.8(i) below. So we first introduce this concept.

IfT" ~® (A, A4) is an action of a discrete group I' by quantum group automorphisms of (A, A 4),
the crossed product von Neumann algebra B = A x, I carries a unique comultiplication

Ap:B — B® B : Ap(aug) = As(a)(ug ®uy) forallae Aand g el

It is easy to see that Ap is co-associative. The Haar state ¢4 of (A4, A) has a canonical extension
to a faithful normal state pp on B satisfying pp(auy) = 0 for all a € A and g € T'\ {e}. It
is easy to check that pp is an invariant state on (B, Apg), which thus is a compact quantum
group. Note that (B,Ap) is of Kac type if and only if (A, Ay4) is of Kac type.

Proposition 2.8. Let ' be a discrete group and T' ~n* (A, A) an action of T' on the Kac type
compact quantum group (A, A). Denote the crossed product as (B, A).

(i) For every unitary 2-cocycle Q on (B, A), there exists a finite subgroup A < T' such that §)
is cohomologous to a 2-cocycle )y that belongs to (A x A) ® (A x A).

(ii) Let Q1 and Qg be unitary 2-cocycles for (A, A). Then Q is cohomologous with Qo as uni-
tary 2-cocycles for (B, A) if and only if there exists a g € I' such that Q; is cohomologous
with (og ® ag)(22) as unitary 2-cocycles for (A, A).

(i4i) Nontrivial unitary 2-cocycles for (A,A), resp. (L(T'),A), remain nontrivial as unitary
2-cocycles for (B, A).

Proof. (i) Let ©Q be a unitary 2-cocycle on (B,A). By Proposition 2.5(ii), we can choose
an irreducible unitary Q-corepresentation X € B ® M, (C) and define the associated ergodic
coaction §: M, (C) - B® M,(C) : B(b) = X*(1® b)X.

Denote by K the Hilbert space M, (C) on which the scalar product is given by the trace Tr.
By Proposition 2.3(i), the trace Tr is invariant under 5. By Theorem 2.2(i), we can define the
unitary corepresentation Z € B® B(K) of (B,A) by Z*(1®b) = (b) for all b € K = M, (C).

Below we analyze which irreducible unitary corepresentations of (B, A) are unitarily conjugate
to a sub-corepresentation of Z. We actually introduce there an ad hoc approach to the theory
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of spectral subspaces due to [Boc92]. Before doing that, we fix a specific complete set of
inequivalent irreducible unitary corepresentations of (B, A).

Fix a complete set Irr(A, A) of inequivalent irreducible unitary corepresentations of (A, A).
For every X € Irr(A,A) and g € T', we have that X(uy ® 1) is a an irreducible unitary
corepresentation of (B,A). By Theorem 2.2(vi), the coefficients of X € Irr(A,A) form an
orthogonal basis of the GNS-Hilbert space of (A, ). So, the coefficients of X(u, ® 1), X €
Irr(A, A), g € T, form an orthogonal basis of the GNS-Hilbert space of (B, ). By Theorem
2.2(vi), Irr(B,A) == {X(ug ® 1) | X € Irr(A,A), g € I'} must be a complete set of inequivalent
irreducible unitary corepresentations of (B, A).

Define Z C Irr(B, A) as the set of Y € Irr(B, A) such that Y is equivalent to a sub-corepresen-
tation of Z. Since K is finite dimensional, Z is a finite set. Note that if Y € Irr(B,A) is k-
dimensional, then v € B(C¥, K) is an intertwiner between Y and Z if and only if ZLI vie;)®e;

belongs to
Sy = {S € M,(C)®C* | (B®id)(S) = Y1353} .

It follows that Y € Z if and only if Sy # {0}. If S € Sy, we have that (S*S) = 1® S*S, so
that S*S is a multiple of 1 by ergodicity of M, (C). We conclude that Y € Z if and only if Sy
contains an isometry.

If 3, S; ® e; belongs to Sy, we have that Y, Sf ® e; belongs to Sy So, Z = T.

If Y,;Y' € Z, of dimensions k,k’, we can choose isometries S € Sy and S’ € Sys. Then
S = 81581, € M, (C)@CF®C is also an isometry. Denote by Y = Y15Y/5 the tensor product
of Y and Y’. Then, (8®id)(S") = Y{45%,. Since Y can be written as a direct sum of irreducible
unitary corepresentations and S” is nonzero, we can find U € Irr(B, A) of dimension s and an
intertwiner w € B(C* @ CF, C*) from Y” to U such that T := (1®w)S” # 0. By construction,
T € Sy. We have thus proven that for all Y, Y’ € Z, there exists a sub-corepresentation U of
the tensor product of Y and Y’/ with U € Z.

For every g € I, define Irry C Irr(B,A) as the set of irreducible unitary corepresentations
of the form X(uy ® 1) with X € Irr(4,A). Since I' ~ (A,A) is an action by quantum
group automorphisms, it is easy to check that E = Irry—1 and that every irreducible sub-
corepresentation of the tensor product of Y € Irry and Y’ € Irrj, belongs to Irrg,.

Define the finite subset A C T of g € T such that IrryNZ # 0. Since Z = Z and Irr, = Irry-,
we find that A = A=, If g,h € A, we can choose Y € IrrgNZ and Y’ € Irrp, NZ. We have seen
above that there exists an irreducible sub-corepresentation U of the tensor product of Y and
Y’ that belongs to Z. Then also U € Irrg,, so that gh € A.

We have thus proven that A is a finite subgroup of I'. Define By = B x A. Note that
(Bo,A) is itself a compact quantum group of Kac type. By definition of A, all irreducible
sub-corepresentations of Z are unitary corepresentations of (By,A). This means that Z €

By ® B(K), so that (M, (C)) C By ® M,(C).

By Proposition 2.5(i), there exists a unitary 2-cocycle Qy on (By,A) and a unitary Q-
corepresentation Xo € By® M, (C) such that 8(b) = Xj(1®b)X, for all b € M,,(C). Then X X
commutes with 1® M,,(C) and we find a unitary v € U(B) such that X = (v®1)Xy. Since X is
an §-corepresentation, while Xy is an Qp-corepresentation, it follows that = (v ®v)QyA(v*),
so that ) is cohomologous to 2.

(ii) First assume that €3 is cohomologous with y as unitary 2-cocycles for (B,A). Take a
unitary v € B such that 1A(v) = (v ® v)Q2. Denote by v = > agug, with ag € A, the
Fourier decomposition of v € A X I". Since Q1A (v) = (v ® v)a, we get that

Z M A(ag)(ug ® ug) = Z(U ® agug)Qdy = Z(U ® ag)(id ® ag) (22) (1 @ uy) .
gel gel gel
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Consider the Fourier decomposition in the second component of the tensor product, it follows
that
DiA(ag)(ug®1) = (v®ag)(id ® ag)(Q2) forall geT.

This means that
1A (ag)(ag @ ay)(25) = vuy; ®ay forall g €T

Fix a g € I' such that ay # 0. By the previous equality, vuy ® ag € A® A. Since a4 # 0, this
means that vuy € A. We denote this unitary as vog € U(A). We have proven that v = vouy.
Since Q1 = (v ® v)QA(v*), this implies that

0 = (vo @ wvo)(ag @ arg)(22)A(wg) - (2.8)

So, 4 is cohomologous with (ag ® ay)(€22) as unitary 2-cocycles for (A, A).

Conversely, if ; is cohomologous with (ay ® g)(€22) as unitary 2-cocycles for (A, A), we can
take a unitary vyg € A such that (2.8) holds. Defining v = vougy, we have found a unitary v € B
such that Q; = (v ® v)QA(v*), so that ; and Qy are cohomologous as unitary 2-cocycles for
(B,A).

(iii) It follows from (ii) that every nontrivial unitary 2-cocycle for (A, A) also is a nontrivial
unitary 2-cocycle for (B, A). To conclude the proof of (iii), assume that € is a unitary 2-cocycle
for (L(I"), A) that is a coboundary as a unitary 2-cocycle for (B, A). We have to prove that it
is already a coboundary as a unitary 2-cocycle for (L(I'), A).

By Proposition 2.5(ii), we can choose a unitary Q-corepresentation X € L(I') ® M,,(C). Denote
by f : My(C) — L(I') ® M,(C) : B(b) = X*(1 ® b)X the associated coaction. Since (2
is a coboundary as a unitary 2-cocycle for (B,A), we can take a unitary v € B such that
Q=" ®v")A(v). Write Y = (v®1)X € B® M,(C). Then Y is a unitary corepresentation
of (B,A) and (b)) =Y*(1®b)Y for all b € M,(C).

Denote by A C A the x-algebra given by Theorem 2.2(v), spanned by the coefficients of the
finite dimensional unitary corepresentations of (A,A). We similarly define B C B and note
that B equals the algebraic crossed product B = A X, I'. Denote by € : A — C the co-unit,
i.e. the unique *-homomorphism satisfying €(Z;;) = 0;; for every unitary corepresentation
Z € A® Mi(C) of (A,A). Then denote by ¢ : B — C[I'] the unique *-homomorphism
satisfying ¥ (auy) = e(a)ugy for all a € A, g € I'. Note that (¢ ® 1) o A = Ao on B. Since
Y € B® M,(C), we get that Z := (¢ ® id)(Y") is a well-defined unitary corepresentation of
(L(T), A).

Since we can view [ as a unitary corepresentation on the Hilbert space M, (C), we have that
B(M,(C)) C C[I'l] ® M,,(C). Then (¢ ®id)(B8(b)) = B(b) for all b € M, (C) and applying ¢ ®id
to the equality 8(b) = Y*(1®b)Y, we conclude that 5(b) = Z*(1®b)Z for all b € M, (C). This
means that Z = (w ® 1)X, where w € L(I") is a unitary. Since Z is a corepresentation, while
X is an Q-corepresentation, it follows that Q = (w* ® w*)A(w), so that € is a coboundary in
(L(T), A). O

We next turn to unitary 2-cocycles on direct products. If (Ag, Ag) is a family of compact
quantum groups, with Haar states ¢, we may define the von Neumann algebra A with a
faithful normal state ¢ as the tensor product

(A, ) = Or(Ag, or) -

For every k, we have the canonical embedding 7, : A, — A as the k’th tensor factor. There
is a unique comultiplication A : A — A ® A satisfying A o 7y, = (7 @ mx) 0 Ay for all k. It is
easy to check that (A, A) is again a compact quantum group with Haar state ¢.
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In the following proposition, we characterize when for such a tensor product quantum group
(A, A) all unitary 2-cocycles are a coboundary. It is possible to give a complete description of
all unitary 2-cocycles. In the context of Hopf algebras, this has been done in [Sch02, Theorem
3.5.5].

Proposition 2.9. Let (Ag,Ag), k € J, be a finite or infinite family of Kac type compact
quantum groups. Denote by (A, A) their direct product, as above. Then every unitary 2-cocycle
on (A, A) is a coboundary if and only if the following holds.

(i) For every k € J, every unitary 2-cocycle on (Ag, Ag) is a coboundary.
(ii) If k,1 € J are distinct and Z € U(Ar ® A;) is a bicharacter, meaning that
(Ak & ld)(Z) = Z13753 and (ld & Al)(Z) = Z13213 ,

then Z = 1.

Proof. First assume that conditions (i) and (i) hold. Let g : M,(C) - A ® M,(C) be a
coaction. By Corollary 2.6, it suffices to construct a unitary corepresentation X € A ® M, (C)
such that £(b) = X*(1 ® b)X for all b € M, (C).

Denote by ¢ the Haar state on (Ag, Ag). Choose a complete set Irry of inequivalent irreducible
unitary corepresentations of (A, A). By Theorem 2.2(vi), the coefficients X;;, X € Irry, form
an orthogonal basis for the GNS Hilbert space of (Ag, ¢r). Denote by Ay C A the linear span
of all Xj;, X € Irry. If kq,..., ks € J are distinct and X; € Irry, has dimension n;, then

(T, @1d)(X1)12 (Thy @ id)(X2)13 -+ (TR, ®1d)(Xs)1,541 € A ® M., (C)

is an irreducible corepresentation of (A4, A). By construction, the coefficients of these irreducible
corepresentations form an orthogonal basis of the GNS Hilbert space of (A, A). By Theorem
2.2(vi), these irreducible corepresentations of (A4, A) form a complete set of irreducible unitary
corepresentations of (A, A). We conclude that the dense *-subalgebra A C A spanned by the
coefficients of all finite dimensional unitary corepresentations of (A, A) is generated by 7 (Ag),
k € J, meaning that A is the algebraic tensor product of the x-algebras Ay.

As in the beginning of the proof of Proposition 2.8, we may view 3 as a unitary corepresentation
of (A, A) of dimension n2. This means that 3(M,(C)) C A® M,(C).

For every k € J, denote by ¢ : A — C the co-unit, i.e. the unique *-homomorphism satisfying
ex(Xij) = 6;5 for all X € Irry. Since A is the algebraic tensor product of the Ay, we can
uniquely define the *-homomorphisms 6}, : A — Ay, satisfying 0y (ms(a)) = e5(a)l for all s # k,
a € As, and O (mi(a)) = a for all a € Ag.

Note that Ap o0 = (0 ® ;) o A on A. So, B = (0 ®id) o 5 is a well-defined coaction
of (Ag,Ag) on M, (C). By condition (i) and Corollary 2.6, we find unitary corepresentations
X, € A, ® M, (C) such that 8,(b) = X;(1® b)X}, for all b € M,(C) and k € J.

We prove that for distinct k,1 € J, the unitaries (7 ®id)(X}) and (m ®1id)(X;) in A ® M, (C)
commute. Denote by o : A;®a1g Ar — Ap®algA; the flip isomorphism. Note that (6,®60;)A(a) =
o((0; ® 0k)A(a)) for all a € A. Therefore,

(id® F)Br = (0 ® 0, ®id)(A ®id)S = (0 ®1d)(0; ® O @ id)(A ®id)S = (0 ® id)(id ® Bk)f; -

This means that (X;)23(X;)13(1 ® 1 ® b)(Xp)13(Xi)23 = (X;)13(X[)23(1 ® 1 ® b)(X7)23(Xk)13
for all b € M, (C). There thus exists a unitary Z € Ay ®a14 A; such that

(Z @ 1)(Xp)13(X))23 = (X1)23(X)13 -
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Applying A ® id ® id, it follows that (Ax ®1d)(Z) = Z13Z23. Applying id ® A; ® id, it follows
that (ild® A;)(Z) = Z13Z12. By condition (ii), Z = 1. So, (X})13 commutes with (X;)23, which
is the same as saying that (7, ® id)(X}) and (m ® id)(X;) commute in A ® M, (C).

Since M,,(C) is finite dimensional and (M, (C)) C A ® M, (C), we can take a finite subset
Jo C J such that (M, (C)) C A, @ M,(C), where Ay, is the algebraic tensor product of all
Xk, k € Jy. Since the unitaries (7 ® id)(Xg), k € Jo, all commute, their product is a unitary
corepresentation X € A ® M, (C). By construction, f(b) = X*(1 ® b)X for all b € M, (C).

Conversely assume that every unitary 2-cocycle on (A4, A) is a coboundary. To prove that (i)
holds, by Corollary 2.6, it suffices to show that for every k € J, every coaction ( : M,(C) —
Ay, ® M,(C) is implemented by a unitary corepresentation of (Ag,Ag). As above, note that
Br(M,(C)) C A @ M,(C). Viewing [ as a coaction of (A4, A), by Corollary 2.6, we find a
unitary corepresentation X € A ® M, (C) satisfying f;(b) = X*(1 ® b)X for all b € M, (C).
With the notation of the first part of the proof, X} := (6, ®id)(X) is a unitary corepresentation
for (Ag, Ag) and B(b) = X} (1 ® b) X}, for all b € M, (C).

Finally, take an element Z as in condition (ii). By Lemma 2.10 below, we find n € N and
unitary corepresentations Xy € A, ® M,(C) and X; € A; ® M, (C) of (Ag, Ak), resp. (A, A),
such that

(Z @ 1)(Xk)13(X1)23 = (Xi)23(Xp )13 - (2.9)

Define the coactions fi(b) = X} (1 ® b) X} and £;(b) = X (1 ® b)X;. Denoting by o the flip
isomorphism, it follows from (2.9) that (id ® 8;)Br = (¢ ® id)(id ® Bg)F;. Using the natural
embedding Ay ® A; — A, we may thus view (id ® /)5 as a coaction of (A, A) on M,(C).

By Corollary 2.6, we find a unitary corepresentation X € A ® M,(C) of (A,A) such that
B(b) = X*(1®b)X for all b € M,(C). Define the unitary corepresentation X, := (6; ® id)(X)
of (Ag, Ay). Similarly define X]. Applying 6; ®6; ®id, resp. ;@0 ®id, to the corepresentation
property of X, we get that (X} )3 commutes with (X])a3.

Since both X}, and X, are unitary corepresentations that implement the same coaction Sy, we
can take a unitary v € Ay satisfying Xj, = (v, ® 1)X;. We similarly find a unitary v; € A
satisfying X; = (v;®1)X]. Since (X},)13 commutes with (X])a3, it follows that (X})13 commutes
with (X7)23. By (2.9), it follows that Z = 1. O

Lemma 2.10. Let (A1,A1) and (Aa, Ag) be compact quantum groups of Kac type. Let Z €
U(A1 ® As) be a bicharacter:

(Al ® ld)(Z) = Z13Z4s3 and (ld & AQ)(Z) = Z13219 .

There then exist n € N and unitary corepresentations X; € A; @ My (C) of (A;, A;) fori=1,2,
such that

(Z ®1)(X1)13(X2)23 = (X2)23(X1)13 -

In particular, if A; C A; are the x-algebras spanned by the coefficients of the finite dimensional
unitary corepresentations, we have that Z € Ay ®a1g A2.

Proof. We denote by (H;,&;) the GNS construction for (A;, ¢;), where ¢; is the Haar state on
(A;,A;). Applying Theorem 2.2(ii) to (4;, AjP), we can define unitaries W; € 4; ® B(H;) such
that Wi (1 ® a&;) = AP(a)(1 ® &) for all a € A;. Then W} is a unitary corepresentation of
(A;,A;) on H;. Also, AP (a) = Wi (1 ® a)W; for all a € A;.

Note that in Ay ® A; ® B(Hs), we have the equalities

ZogWs 13253 = Za3((id @ ASP)(Z7))213Ws 13 = Z53 W 13 -
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Since W;lg is a unitary corepresentation of (Ay, Ag) on Hy ® Hy, it follows that also Ys :=
Z33 W5 13 € A2 @ B(H1 ® Hy) is a unitary corepresentation of (Az, Az) on Hy ® Ha.

Next, Y7 := W) 15 is a unitary corepresentation of (A1,Aq1) on Hy ® Hy. Note that
Z12 Wf,lg Z§2W§,24 = Zi2 ((A(fp ® id)(Z*))132 Wf,lg W§,24 = Zgz Wf,lg W5,24 = Z§2W5,24 Wf,lg :

This says that the unitary corepresentations Y7 and Y5 commute up to Z. Therefore, the
coactions

satisfy (id ® 81)582 = (0 ® id)(id ® B2)51, where o denotes the flip isomorphism.

Denote by (A, A) the tensor product of (A1, A1) and (Ag, Ag). Then 3 := (id ® f2)F; defines a
coaction of (A, A) on B(H; ® Hs). By Proposition 2.3(ii), we can choose a minimal projection
p € B(H, ® H»)? and restrict 8 to an ergodic coaction on pB(H; ® Ha)p = B(p(H, ® Hs)).
By Proposition 2.3(iii), p(H; ® Hz) is finite dimensional.

We claim that 5;(p) = 1 ® p for all i = 1,2. Since 5 = (id ® f2)f; and S(p) = 1 ® 1 @ p, the
element a := (1 ® id) 51 (p) satisfies f2(a) = 1 @ p. Then,
1® Ba(p) = (iId ® B2)f2(a) = (A ®id)f2(a) = (A2 ®id)(1®p) =1®1®p,

so that f2(p) = 1 ® p. By symmetry, also $1(p) = 1 ® p. Defining X; = Y;(1 ® p), we have
found the required finite dimensional unitary corepresentations of (A;, A;) that commute up
to Z. 0

For completeness, we include a short proof of the following result.

Proposition 2.11 (Theorem 3.3 in [IPV10]). Let G be a discrete group. If Q is a unitary
2-cocycle for (L(G),Aq) that is symmetric, in the sense that o(2) = Q, where o is the flip
automorphism of L(G) & L(QG), then Q is a coboundary.

Proof. By Proposition 2.5(ii), we can choose an irreducible finite dimensional unitary §)-
corepresentation X € L(G) ® M, (C). This means that

The right hand side of (2.10) is invariant under o ® id. So also the left hand side is invariant
under o ® id, which means that X;3 commutes with Xa3. So, 1 ® (¢ ® id)(X) commutes with
X for every p € L(G),.

Since X is irreducible, it follows that (u ® id)(X) is a multiple of 1 for every p € L(G),. This
means that X = v ® 1, where v € U(L(G)). Since X is irreducible, we get that n = 1. Now
(2.10) says that Q = (v ® v)Ag(v*), so that Q is a coboundary. O

The following result is mentioned without proof in the remarks after [DeC10, Corollary 7.4].
Since we need the result in our paper, we include a proof here.

Lemma 2.12. Let M be a von Neumann algebra and A : M — M ® M a unital, normal,
co-associative x-homomorphism. Let Q € M @ M be a unitary and v € T satisfying

(Q®1)(A®id)(9Q) = vl ® Q)ide A) Q) . (2.11)

Then v = 1.
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Proof. We write A® = (A®id)A = (id® A)A. Applying A®id®id to (2.11) and multiplying
at the left with Q ® 1 ® 1, we get that

(@ 1)(A®id)(Q) @ 1)(A® @id)(Q) = v(Q 2 Q)(A @ A)(Q) . (2.12)
Using four times (2.11), the left hand side of (2.12) equals

r(1@Q®1)(id® A ®id) (2 ® 1)(A ®id)(Q))
=210 1)1 (A®id)(Q))(id @ AP) Q)
=111 Q)

)

( ideide A)((1e )(1d®A)(Q))
=12 (1212 Q)(I[d®id® A)((2® 1)(A ®id)(Q))
=12 (Q2Q)(A®A) Q).
Comparing with the right hand side of (2.12), we get that v? = v, so that v = 1. O

2.4 Cohomological obstructions to quantum W*-superrigidity

By Proposition 2.5(iii), every 2-cocycle twist of a Kac type compact quantum group is again a
Kac type compact quantum group, with the same underlying von Neumann. Often, this twisted
quantum group is not isomorphic to the original quantum group. We prove the following precise
result.

Proposition 2.13. Let G be an icc group, Gy < G a subgroup and Qy € L(Gy) @ L(Gy) a
nontrivial unitary 2-cocycle for (L(Gy), Ag). View Qg as a unitary 2-cocycle Q for (L(G),A).
Then, Aq is not symmetric.

In particular, Qo remains nontrivial as a 2-cocycle on (L(G),A), we have that (L(G),Aq) 2
(L(G),A) and (L(G),Ag) is not quantum W*-superrigid.

Proof. Denote by o : L(G) ® L(G) — L(G) ® L(G) : 0(a ®b) = b ® a the flip map. Assume
that 0 0 Ag = Ag. We prove that € is a coboundary as a 2-cocycle for (L(Gy), Ao).

Define X = Q*¢(2). Since 0 o A = A, we find that X commutes with A(L(G)). So, X
commutes with all unitaries vy ® uy, g € G. Since G is icc, we find p € T such that X = pul.
So, 0(Q2) = uQ. Since Q = Qp, we also get that () = o as unitaries in L(Go) ® L(Go).
By [IPV10, Theorem 3.3] (see also Lemma 2.12 and Proposition 2.11), we get that ;= 1 and
that € is a coboundary as a 2-cocycle for (L(Gp), Ao). O

Corollary 2.14. If G is an icc group that admits a finite abelian subgroup Go < G such that
H?(Go,T) # 1, then G is not quantum W*-superrigid: there exists a Kac type compact quantum
group (B, A) such that B = L(G), but (B,A) 2 (L(G),A).

In particular, none of the W*-superrigid groups of the form G = (Z/QZ)(I) x I' as considered in
[[PV10,BV12,DV24a] remain W*-superrigid in the larger category of discrete quantum groups,
because H?(Z/27 x 7./27.,T) # 1.

Proof. Take a 2-cocycle wgy € Z2(@0,T) that is not a coboundary. Under the isomorphism
L>(Gy) = L(Gy), we may view wy as a unitary 2-cocycle Qg for (L(Gy),Ag) that is not a
coboundary as a 2-cocycle for (L(Gy),Ap). The result then follows from Proposition 2.13. O
For the formulation of the next proposition, recall that a trace preserving group action I' ~

(A, ) is called weakly mixing if the diagonal action I' ~ A ® A is ergodic.
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Proposition 2.15. Let I' be an icc group and I' ~* (A, A) an action of I' by quantum group
automorphisms of the Kac type compact quantum group (A, A). Denote the crossed product as
(B,A), as defined before Proposition 2.8. Assume that the action T' ~® A is weakly mizing.
Assume that for every automorphism 0 of the von Neumann algebra B = A X, I', there exists
a unitary v € B, an automorphism 6 € Autl' and a character w : I' = T such that v0(ug)v* =

w(g)us(g) for all g €T

If (A, A) or (L(I"),A) admits a nontrivial unitary 2-cocycle, there exists a unitary 2-cocycle €
on (B, A) such that (B,Aq) % (B,A). In particular, (B,A) is not quantum W*-superrigid.

Proof. By Proposition 2.8(iii), nontrivial unitary 2-cocycles on (A, A) or (L(I"), A) give rise to
nontrivial unitary 2-cocycles on (B, A). It thus suffices to prove the following: if €2 is a unitary
2-cocycle for (B,A) and (B, Aq) = (B, A), then © is a coboundary.

Assume that 6 : B — B is an isomorphism satisfying (f ® §) o A = Ag o 6. By our assumption,
there exists a unitary v € B, an automorphism § € AutI' and a character w : I' — T such
that v0(ug)v* = w(g)us) for all g € I'. Replacing 6 by (Adwv) o 6 and replacing 2 by the
cohomologous 2-cocycle (v ®@ v)QA(v*), we may assume that 6(uy) = w(g)us) for all g € T'.
Then,

w(g) Qus(g) @ us(g) 1" = QA(0(ug)) V" = Aa(0(uy)) = (0 @ 0)A(uy)
= 0(ug) ® 0(ug) = w(g)® Us(y) @ ts(g)
for all g € I'. It follows that
(ug @ ug)Q* (uy ® uy) = w(07(g)Q* forall g eT.

Since I' is icc and I' % A is weakly mixing, it follows that 2 = v -1 for some v € T. But then
Q) is the coboundary of v - 1. O

2.5 Characters and translation automorphisms of compact quantum groups

The group like isomorphisms 7 : L(G) — L(A) between group von Neumann algebras L(G)
and L(A) are the isomorphisms of the form 7 = msom, where § : G — A is a group isomorphism
and 7s(ugy) = us(g), and where w : G — T is a character and 7, (uy) = w(g)u,-

When we consider more generally Kac type compact quantum groups (A, A4) and (B, Ap),
the part w5 precisely corresponds to the quantum group isomorphisms, i.e. the isomorphisms
7+ A — B satisfying Ag om = (71 ® 1) o A4. The automorphisms 7, precisely correspond
to the translation automorphisms of (A, A4) that we define in this section.

First note that characters on a group G precisely correspond to unital *-homomorphisms
C[G] — C. When A C A is the dense *-subalgebra defined in Theorem 2.2(v), we thus define
Char(A, A) as the set of unital x-homomorphisms w : A — C. For every w € Char(A4, A), we
define the left translation automorphism A, : A — A, formally as A, = (w®id)A 4 and more pre-
cisely as the unique von Neumann algebra automorphism satisfying A, (Xi;) = > w(Xik) Xk;
whenever X € A® M, (C) is a unitary corepresentation. Using the orthonormal basis of Theo-
rem 2.2(vi), it is easy to see that A, uniquely extends to a Haar state preserving automorphism

of A.

Definition 2.16. Let (4,A4) and (B, Ap) be Kac type compact quantum groups. We call a
von Neumann algebra isomorphism 7 : A — B quantum group like if 7 is of the form 7o A,
where 7y : (4,A4) — (B,Ap) is a quantum group isomorphism and A\, € Aut A is the left
translation automorphism given by a character w € Char(A, A).
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Since A 4 need not be symmetric, every w € Char(A, A) similarly gives rise to a right translation
automorphism p,, : A — A defined by p,(a) = (id ® w)A4(a) for all a € A. For the following
reason, using right instead of left translation automorphisms in Definition 2.16 does not change
the concept of a quantum group like isomorphism.

First note that Char(A4, A) is a group with product w-w’ := (wW®w’) 0 A, inverse w™! := wo 9,

where S is the antipode given by Theorem 2.2(vii), and identity element given by the co-
unit € : A — C satisfying €(X;;) = 0;; for every finite dimensional unitary corepresentation
X € A® M,(C). Since (w®w 1 )A(a) = ¢(a) for all a € A, we get that 7, := A\, 0 p,-1 is a
quantum group automorphism, for every w € Char(A4,A). So, we can switch between left and
right translation automorphisms by composing with a quantum group automorphism.

When a € Aut(A4, A) is a quantum group automorphism, we have a(A) = A, so that for every
w € Char(A4,A), also wo a € Char(A,A). We say that w is a-invariant if w o @ = w. Noting
that A\, o = a0 A\,0q, We get that w is a-invariant if and only if A\, commutes with «.

Remark 2.17. In the commutative case, when (4, A4) = (L>*°(K), Ak), the left translation
automorphisms are precisely the automorphism of the form F(-) — F(k;-) for some k; € K,
which justifies the terminology. This can be seen as follows. First, if k; € K, then w : A —
C : w(Xyj) = Xjj(k1) is a well-defined character and the corresponding A, is given by left
translation by k;. Conversely, if w € Char(L*™°(K), Ak), then A, is a normal automorphism of
L*>(K) satisfying A, (A) = A. Taking the norm closure, we find that A, is an automorphism of
the C*-algebra C'(K) and thus of the form A, (F(-)) = F(6(-)) where 6 is a homeomorphism of
K. Since Ao, = (A\,®id) oAk, the homeomorphism # commutes with all right translations.
It must therefore be a left translation: there exists a k; € K such that (k) = k& for all k € K.
Then also w(X;j) = X;;(k1) for all finite dimensional unitary representations X : K' — U(n).

3 Relative rigidity of compact quantum groups

The co-induced left-right Bernoulli construction in Theorem B is a canonical construction with
input data given by an action I' A/ (Ao, Ag) by quantum group automorphisms of a compact
quantum group (A, Ag). Given the functoriality of the construction, we can only expect
that the output is quantum W*-superrigid, if the input already is: we need to recover the
quantum group structure on Ag from the von Neumann algebra Ag and the extra knowledge
that each of the von Neumann algebra automorphisms 34, g € I', actually is a quantum group
automorphism.

That brings us to the notion of rigidity relative to a group of automorphisms. We define this
concept in this section and then prove that it holds for several families of compact groups.

3.1 Definition of relative rigidity

Definition 3.1. Let (A, A4) be a Kac type compact quantum group with Haar state 4. Let
G < Aut(A4,A4) be a subgroup or, more generally, let G N (A4, A4) be an action of a group
G by quantum group automorphisms.

(i) We say that (A, A4) is strictly rigid relative to G < Aut(A, A4) if the following holds:
if (B,Ap) is any Kac type compact quantum group with Haar state ¢p and 7 : A —
B is a state preserving von Neumann algebra isomorphism such that 7 o co 7! is a
quantum group automorphism for all & € G, then 7 can be written as m = mg o A\, where
o ¢ (A, Ax) — (B,Ap) is a quantum group isomorphism and A, € Aut A is the left
translation automorphism given by a G-invariant character w (see Section 2.5).
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We also need the following weaker notion.

(ii) We say that (A, Ay) is rigid relative to G ~* (A, A4) if the following holds: if (B,Ap)
is any Kac type compact quantum group with its Haar state, G ~° (B,Ap) is an action
by quantum group automorphisms and 7 : A — B is a state preserving von Neumann
algebra isomorphism such that 8,07 = moay for all g € G, there exists a quantum group
isomorphism 7y : (A,A4) — (B,Ap) and a group automorphism ¢ : G — G such that
Be(g) © To = o © o for all g € G.

One could of course define a notion of strict rigidity relative to G ~* (A, A 4), but this would
anyway only depend on the image «(G) < Aut(A4,A4). While the notion of rigidity relative
to an action may depend on the precise choice of action G % (A, Ay), for strict rigidity the
following natural property holds.

Lemma 3.2. Let (A, A4) be a Kac type compact quantum group that is strictly rigid relative
to a subgroup G < Aut(A,A4). If G < G' < Aut(A4,A4) is a larger subgroup, (A, A4) is also
strictly rigid relative to G'.

Proof. Take a Kac type compact quantum group (B,Ap), equip A and B with the respec-
tive Haar states, and assume that # : A — B is a state preserving von Neumann algebra
isomorphism such that 7 o a o 77! € Aut(B,Ap) for all a € G'. Since (A, Ay) is strictly
rigid relative to G, we can write m1 = my o A, where m : (A,A4) — (B,Ap) is a quantum
group isomorphism and w € Char(A, A). Since 7y is a quantum group isomorphism, we get
that A\, o @ o A\t € Aut(A4,A,) for every a € G'. Since A\, caoN\;! = ao Alwoa)w1, also
Awoa)w—1 € Aut(A, Ay) for every a € G'. To conclude the proof of the lemma, it thus suffices
to prove the following statement: if 4 € Char(A,A4) and A, € Aut(A, Ay), then p=e.

By the definition of \,, we get that Ago X\, = (A, ®id) o Aux. If A, € Aut(A4,Ay), we also
have that Ay o\, = (A, ® A,) 0 Ay, it follows that (id ® A\,) o Ay = As. This implies that
n=c. ]

Remark 3.3. Let (A, A4) be a Kac type compact quantum group that is strictly rigid relative
to G < Aut(A,A4). If the co-unit € is the only G-invariant character on (A, A4), then every
von Neumann algebra isomorphism 7 as in Definition 3.1(i) is automatically a quantum group
isomorphism.

3.2 Examples of relative rigidity: the co-commutative case

We first prove rigidity of two very natural families of compact quantum groups w.r.t. natural
groups of automorphisms: in Theorem 3.4, we prove this for SL,(Z) ~ K whenever n > 3
and K is a connected compact abelian group, e.g. Ky = T, while in Theorem 3.6, we prove this
for (L(G), Ag) relative to the inner automorphisms (Adugy)gsec whenever G is an icc group.

In both cases, these compact quantum groups are co-commutative, meaning that o o A = A,
where o denotes the flip automorphism. In Theorem 4.2 and Examples 4.7, this will then pro-
vide discrete groups G that are quantum W*-superrigid, i.e. such that (L(G),Ag) is quantum
W*-superrigid in the sense of Definition A.

In order to give examples of genuine quantum groups (M, A) that are quantum W*-superrigid,
we need examples of relative rigidity for noncommutative compact groups K. We give such
examples in the next Section 3.3.

When 7 is a compact second countable group, we denote by Aut,,(7) the group of continuous
group automorphisms of 7 and we denote by Autpm,(7) the group of Haar measure preserving
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automorphisms of the standard probability space T, where two such automorphisms are iden-
tified when they are equal a.e. Then Autpm,(7) is a Polish group and Aute (7) < Autpmp(7T)
is a closed subgroup.

Theorem 3.4. Let K be a second countable connected compact abelian group and n > 3 an
integer. Equip K™ with the Haar measure. Writing the group operation in K multiplicatively,
view SL(n, Z) as the subgroup of Aute(K™) defined by

(A-a); = H af” for all A€ SL(n,Z) and a € K™. (3.1)
j=1

(i) The compact group K™ is strictly rigid relative to SL(n,Z) < Autg(K"™).

(it) If 7 € Autpmp(K"™) commutes with SL(n,Z), there exists a 0 € Autg (K) such that
T=0X---X0 a.e.

Proof. (i) Write G = SL(n,Z). For A € G, we denote the automorphism a — A -a on
K™ by ay. Since e is the only element of K™ that is fixed by all these automorphisms,
translation automorphisms will not appear. So by Theorem 2.2(ix), we have to prove the
following statement: if 7 is a compact second countable group and 7 : K™ — 7T is a pmp
isomorphism such that for all A € G, moa on~!is a.e. equal to a group automorphism of T,
then 7 itself is a.e. equal to a group isomorphism.

Define G = SL(n — 1,Z) as the subgroup of matrices A such that A;; =1 and Ay;; =0 = A;
for all 4 > 2. The group G; acts naturally on K"~ ! and the restriction of the action G ~ K"
to Gy is the product G; ~ K X K™ 1 of the trivial action on K and the natural action on
K"~1. Note that the Pontryagin dual K is torsion free, because K is connected. Dualizing
G~ K1 gives an action G; ™~ K "_1, which has infinite orbits because K is torsion free and
n > 3. So, the action G; ~ K"~ ! is weakly mixing.

Denote by B; C L*®(K™) the von Neumann subalgebra of functions that only depend on the
first variable. By the discussion in the previous paragraph, B; = L>®°(K™)9'. Also, w.r.t. the
diagonal action G; ~ K™ x K™, we get that L®(K" x K™)9 = B ® B;.

For every A € G, we define S4 € Autg (7)) such that f4 = moay o 71 a.e. We also consider
the von Neumann algebra isomorphism m, : L®(K") — L®(T) : m(F) = For !, By
construction, m, o ay = B4 om, for all A € G. Define D; = m,(B;). Then, D; = L>®°(T)%.
Denote by Ay : L>®(T) — L*>(T x T) the comultiplication of the compact group 7. Since
every (4 is a group automorphism, using the diagonal S-action on L*°(T x T ), we get that

A7(Dy) € L¥(T x T)% = (my @ m) (LX(K" x K")*) = Dy @ D1 .

By Lemma 3.5 below, we find a compact group 7' and a quotient homomorphism 61 : T — T
such that Dy = {F o6, | F € L*(T)}. So, we find a pmp isomorphism ¢ : K — T such that
01(m(a)) = d(ay) for a.e. a € K™.

Fix ¢ > 2 and define o; € G such that
a; if k= 1,
(oi-a)y =1 a;! if k=1,

ay, if k¢ {1,i}.

Since Sy, is a group automorphism of T, 0; := 61 0 3,, : T — T is a quotient homomorphism.
Since By, o ™ = 7o ay, a.e., we get that 0;(mw(a)) = d(a;) for a.e. a € K™.
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Since the tautological map a — (aq,...,a,) is a pmp isomorphism, also the continuous group
homomorphism 6 : T — T" : 6(b) = (61(b),...,0,(b)) induces a pmp isomorphism. This
implies that 6 is an isomorphism of compact groups. By construction, fom =46 x --- X § a.e.

We prove that § is a.e. equal to a group isomorphism K = T'. Since also 6 is a group isomor-
phism, it then follows that 7 is a.e. equal to a group isomorphism.

Define n € G such that (1-a); = a1a and (n-a); = a; for alli > 2. We then define ¢ € Autg, (T")
such that ¢ is a.e. equal to (fom) oy, o (fom)~t. Since for =4 x --- x § a.e., it follows that
for a.e. be 1™,

B(b)1 = 0(6 1 (b1)d L (by)) and G(b); = b; for all i > 2.

By continuity of ¢, we get that ¢(b); = b; for all b € T™ and all i > 2. By a similar continuity
argument, the map b — ¢(b); only depends on the coordinates by,by. We thus find pmp
homeomorphisms ¢, of T such that

d(b) = (¢p,(b1),b2,...,b,) forallbeT™.
In particular, the map (b, ¢) — ¢.(b) is continuous. By construction,
de(b) = 567107 (c)) for ae. (b,c) € T2 (3.2)
Since ¢ is a group automorphism, we get that
Beyes (b1b2) = ey (1) bey (ba)  for all (by,cy), (ba, co) in T2 (3.3)
In particular, ¢. € Autg (7). Taking ¢y = by = e, and next taking ¢; = by = e, we find that

Pc(b) = ¢c(e)de(b) and  ¢c(b) = ¢e(b)gc(e) forall b,ceT.

We write ¥(c) := ¢.(e) and note that 1(c) belongs to the center of T' for all ¢ € T. Since
(b)) = Y(c)pe(b) = de(b)b(c) and ¢ is a group automorphism, it follows from (3.3) that
Y : T — Z(T) is a continuous group homomorphism.
By (3.2),
8o(6(@)B(6(8)) = b (8(a)) = 8(ab) for ac. (a,b) € K. (3.4

Since K is abelian, §(ab) = d(ba) and we conclude that ¢(a)(b) = ¢e(b)(a) for a.e. a,b e T.
By continuity, the equality holds for all a,b € T'. Taking b = e, it follows that ¢.(a) = ¥ (a) for
all a € T. So, T is abelian and ¢ = ¢..

Then consider the group automorphism ¢ = ¢ o ¢ of T™. On the one hand,

¢ (b) = ¢(Pe(b1)@e(b2), ba, .., by) = (¢2(b1)p7 (b2)Pe(ba), ba, .., by) -

a); = aja3 and (0% - a); = a; for all i > 2, we have on the other hand that

¢2(5(a1), o 0(ap)) = (6(a1a§),6(a2), oo 0(ap))

for a.e. a € K™. It follows that

02(5(a))92 (5(6)) @ (3(8)) = (ab?) for aue. (a,b) € K> (3.5)

Since (n? -

We claim that K — K : b — b? is a measure preserving factor map. Since this map is a
continuous group homomorphism, we only need to prove that it is surjective. If it would not
be surjective, we find a character w € K such that w(b?) = 1 for all b € K. Writing the group

25



operation in K additively, this means that w + w = 0, contradicting the fact that K is torsion
free, because K is connected.

Since by (3.4), 6(ab) = ¢(d(a))de(d(b)) for a.e. (a,b) € K? and since b+ b is a measure pre-
serving factor map, we get that d(ab?) = ¢¢(6(a))pe(6(b?)) for a.e. (a,b) € K2. In combination
with (3.5), this means that

B2 (8()) @2 (8(b))0e (8(b)) = be(d(a))e (8(b%))

for a.e. (a,b) € K2. By the Fubini theorem, we find a b € K such that the equality holds for
a.e. a € K. Writing ¢ = ¢.(6(%))(62(5(b))pe(5(b))) L, we get that ¢2(6(a)) = ¢e(6(a))c for
a.e. a € K. By continuity, this implies that ¢?(a) = ¢.(a)c for all a € T. Taking a = e, we find
that ¢ = e. We next conclude that ¢, = id.

We have thus proven that 6(ab) = §(a)d(b) for a.e. (a,b) € K2, which means that § is a.e. equal
to a group isomorphism K = T.

(ii) Assume that 7 € Autp,p(K™) commutes with G. Repeating the first paragraphs of the
proof of (i), we find a pmp isomorphism 0 : K — K such that 7w(a) = (6(a1),...,d(ay)) for a.e.
a € K™. Expressing that 7 commutes with the element n € G that we used in the proof of (i),
it follows that d(ab) = 6(a)d(b) for a.e. (a,b) € K2. So, § is a.e. equal to an automorphism of
K. ]

The following lemma is certainly well-known, but in order to keep this paper self-contained, we
include a short proof.

Lemma 3.5. Let K be a compact second countable group, write A = L*°(K) and consider
the comultiplication Ak : A — AR A. If B C A is a von Neumann subalgebra satisfying
A(B) C B® B, there is a unique closed normal subgroup T'<A K such that B = L*°(K/T).

Proof. Denote by Ap the restriction of Ag to B. The restriction of the Haar state remains
invariant. So (B, Ap) is a compact quantum group in the sense of Definition 2.1. Choose a
complete set J of inequivalent irreducible unitary corepresentations of (B, Ap). By Theorem
2.2(v), the linear span B of all coefficients of 7 € J is dense in B.

Since B C L (K), every m € J can be viewed as an irreducible unitary corepresentation of
(L*(K), Ak), and thus as an irreducible unitary representation of K. Define the closed normal
subgroup T' < K as T' = (.. s Kerm. By construction, B C L*(K/T). We may view J is
a family of irreducible unitary representations of the compact group K/T that, by definition,
are separating the points of K/T. So, the coefficients of all 7 € J span a dense *-subalgebra
of L>°(K/T). This means that B is dense in L*°(K/T) and thus B = L*°(K/T).

The uniqueness of T' is obvious. U

While we will see below that relative rigidity of compact groups K can only be shown in specific
cases using rather ad hoc methods, relative rigidity holds very generally for duals of discrete
groups.

Theorem 3.6. Let G be an icc group and consider the compact quantum group (L(G),Ag),
where Ag(ug) = ug ® ug for all g € G. We equip L(G) with the Haar tracial state 7.

If G < Aut(G) is a countable subgroup that contains all inner automorphisms, then (L(G), Ag)
is strictly rigid relative to the corresponding G < Aut(L(G), Ag).
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Proof. We only need to prove the following statement: if (A4, A) is a Kac type compact quantum
group with Haar state ¢ and m : L(G) — A is a state preserving von Neumann algebra
isomorphism such that m o Adugy o 7= € Aut(A4,A) for all g € G, there exists a quantum
group isomorphism 7y : L(G) — A and a character w : G — T such that © = 7y o 1, where
Tw(ug) = w(g)ugy for all g € G.

Define vy, = m(uy) and f; = Adv,. By assumption, 8, € Aut(A, A) for all g € G. Since 7 is

state preserving, ¢ is tracial and (A, A) is of Kac type. Denote by £ : A® A — A(A) the
unique trace preserving conditional expectation. Denote E = A 1o E: AR A — A.

Fix g € G. Since (vg ® v4)A(a) = ((ﬁg ® Bg)A(a))(vg @ vg) = A(By(a))(vg @ vg), we find that
the element d, € A defined by d, := E(vy ® vgy) satisfies dga = f4(a)dy for all a € A. Since
L(G) is a factor, also A is a factor and we conclude that dg is a (potentially zero) multiple of
vg. We thus uniquely define 1, € C such that d, = n4v,.

Fix a complete set Irr of inequivalent irreducible unitary corepresentations X of (A, A) and
denote by d(X) their dimension. By Theorem 2.2(vi), {d(X)"2X;; | X € Irr,1 < 4,j < d(X)}
is an orthonormal basis of the GNS Hilbert space of (A, ). Every element a € A can thus be

uniquely written as
A(X)

a= > > (@jXy,

Xelrri,g=1

with convergence in the 2-norm given by ¢. Note that (a)fj(- = d(X)p(aX};). Define the
matrices PgX € Myx)(C) as (P;%);; = (vg)fj{

g
We thus find that

ng (Py )ij = (dg)iy = d(X) 9(E(vg ® 1) X}5) = d(X) (0 @ ) ((vg ® vg) A(X}5))

d(X) d(X)
Z P(vgXi;) = d(X) ™Y (B )i (P ey -
k=1 k=1
This means that
(PE;X)2 = d(X)ng PgX for all g € G and X € Irr. (3.6)

By Theorem 2.2(vii), the compact quantum group (A, A) of Kac type has the antipode S :
A — A, which is a x-anti-automorphism of A that, by construction, commutes with all quantum
group automorphisms. In particular, 84(S(a)) = S(By(a)) for all g € G, a € A. Since S is a
*-anti-automorphism, it follows that Ad S(v;) = Ad(vg) for all g € G. There thus exist v, € T
such that S(v;) = vyv, for all g € G.

Since S(X;;) = X3;, we find that (P,X);i = v, (P;%)ij. This means that (P;)* = v,P;*. In

combination with (3.6), we get that
d(X)vgng PX (PQX)* PgX for all g € G and X € Irr. (3.7)

If for some g € G, 7y = 0, it follows that PéX = 0 for all X € Irr, so that v, = 0, which is
absurd because v, is a unitary. So, 7y # 0 for all g € G. Since the right hand side of (3.7) is
self-adjoint, while (PgX)* = ungX, we also get that 7y = vg4n,.

It then follows that Qg( =d(X )*lngng)( is a self-adjoint projection in My x)(C). Take distinct
g,h € G. Since T(uguy) = 0 and 7 is state preserving, we find that

0 = ¢(vquy,) Z d(X)™' Tr PX(Ph = NgTh Z d(X)Tr QXQh)
Xelrr Xelrr
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Since 1y # 0 and ), # 0, we conclude that Y ycp,, d(X) Tr(Qy Q) = 0. Since Q) and Q;
are orthogonal projections, Tr(Qg( Qi( ) >0 for all X € Irr. We conclude that

QXQx =0 forall g#hand X € Ir. (3.8)

In particular, for every X € Irr, {fo | g € G} is a commuting family of orthogonal projections,
whose linear span thus forms an abelian *-subalgebra Dy C Myx)(C). Fix X € Irr. Define
the normal linear map Ex : A — Myx)(C) : (Ex(a))ij = (a)fj( By construction, Dx equals
the linear span of {Ex(vy) | ¢ € G}. By normality, Dx = Ex(A). Since Ex is surjective, we
conclude that Dx = My(x)(C) for all X € Irr. Because Dy is abelian, it follows that d(X) =1
for all X € Irr. This means that (A, A) is the dual of a discrete group.

More precisely, Irr is a subgroup of U(A) that generates A, such that A(X) = X ® X for all
X € Irr and p(X) = 0 if X is not the trivial corepresentation.

Fix g € G. We claim that there is a unique X € Irr such that PgX # 0. Since vy # 0, there
is at least one X € Irr such that PgX # 0. Assume that X # Y and that both Péx # 0
and PgY # 0. Since X and Y are 1-dimensional, this means that Qg( =1 and QZ =1. It
follows from (3.8) that Qx =0 and QY =0 for all h € G\ {g}. Define the normal linear map
By :A— CX+CY : Ei(a) = (a)*X + (a)YY. Since Ey(vy) = 0 for all h € G\ {g}, the image
of E7 is at most 1-dimensional. But Fj is surjective. So the claim is proven.

By the claim, for every g € G, there is a unique 6(g) € Irr and w(g) € T such that 7(uy) =
w(g)d(g). Since 7 is a *-isomorphism, it follows that w : G — T is a character. Then m = myom,,,
where the s-isomorphism 7 : L(G) — A satisfies mo(uy) = d(g) for all g € G. It follows that
o is a quantum group isomorphism. ]

3.3 Examples of relatively rigid noncommutative groups

In this section, we give several examples of noncommutative groups K that are rigid relative
to their automorphism group.

In Proposition 3.15 in the next section, we prove that no noncommutative compact connected
group is rigid relative to any group of automorphisms. So it is natural to turn to finite groups
and their direct products with tori T". In Theorem 3.9, we prove relative rigidity for the
symmetric groups .S,, the alternating groups A,, and their double cover A,,. Before doing that,
we prove in Theorem 3.8 that the groups SLy(IF)) are relatively rigid, where F), = Z/pZ.

In Theorem 3.12, we prove relative rigidity for the groups SL,,(F,) and PSL,,(F,) when n > 3,
as well as for the groups Fy x SL,,(F;) when n > 2, where I, is the finite field of order ¢ = pk.
In Proposition 3.14, we analyze when a direct product of T” with a finite group is relatively
rigid.

To give examples of quantum W*-superrigidity, we not only need relative rigidity of a finite
group K, but we also need that K is a perfect group and that H?(K,T) is trivial. For that
reason, we also include the double cover A, of A, ; cf. Section 3.5.

Lemma 3.7. Let K be a finite group.

(i) K is rigid relative to Aut K if and only if the following holds: whenever A is a group and
7 : K — A is a bijection satisfying moaon™! € Aut A for all a € Aut K, we have A = T,

(ii) If K is rigid relative to Aut K, if every automorphism of Aut K is inner and if A is a
group and ™ : K — A a bijection such that T oo™t € AutA for all & € Aut K,
there exists a group isomorphism ¢ : K — A such that toaon ™t = gpoao ¢! for all
a € Aut K.
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Proof. (i) One implication being obvious, assume that the second statement holds. Let A be
a finite group, 7 : K — A a bijection and Aut K ~? A an action such that B, o m = 7 o a for
all @ € Aut K. By assumption, there exists a group isomorphism 6 : A — K. Write 7 = 0 o 7.
Then 7 is a permutation of the set K and it suffices to prove that (Ad7)(Aut K) = Aut K as
subgroups of the permutation group of the set K. By construction, (Ad7)(Aut K) C Aut K.
Since K is finite, Aut K is finite and this inclusion must be an equality.

(ii) Since K is rigid relative to Aut K, we first find a group isomorphism 6 : A — K. As
explained in the proof of (i), Ad(f o 7) defines an automorphism of the group Aut K. By as-
sumption, we find an automorphism #; € Aut K such that Ad(for) = Ad 6; as automorphisms
of Aut K. Then ¢ = 67! 0 6; has the required property. U

Theorem 3.8. For every prime p, the groups SLa(F,), PSLa(F,) and PGLy(F,) are rigid
relative to their automorphism group.

Proof. We start with the exceptional case p = 2, in which SLa(F2) = PSLy(F2) = PGLy(F2) =
S3. The group S3 has order 6 and the only other group of order 6 is Z/6Z. The inner
automorphisms give S3 < AutSs (which is of course an equality), while the automorphism
group of Z/67Z has order 2. So there is no bijection 7 : S3 — Z/6Z such that Troaon™! €
AutZ/6Z for all o € Aut Ss. Therefore for p = 2, relative rigidity follows.

For i # j, we denote by E;; the matrix with 1 in position (7, j) and 0 elsewhere and denote by
I5 the 2 x 2 identity matrix. We denote by e, es the standard basis vectors Fz%'

Recall that for each of the groups SLy(F,), PSLy(F,) and PGLy(F,), the automorphism group
is naturally identified with PGLy(F,) acting by the automorphisms Ad A. For PSLy(F,), this
is proven in [SVAW28]. Then the result can be easily deduced for SLy(F,) because every of its
automorphisms must act as the identity on the center {£I5} of order 2, while for PGLy(F,),
every of its automorphisms must globally preserve its unique index 2 subgroup PSLa(IF,).

For the rest of the proof, assume that p > 3. Let K be one of the groups SLy(FF,), PSLy(F))
or PGLy(F,). Let A be a group and 7 : K — A a bijection such that moaon™! € Aut A for
every a € Aut K. By Lemma 3.7, it suffices to prove that A = K.

Denote by I' < A the subgroup generated by all p-Sylow subgroups of A. By construction, T'
is a characteristic subgroup of A. We denote by ® : Aut A — AutT' : v — 7|r the restriction
homomorphism. We then consider the group homomorphism O : Aut K — Autl' : O(«a) =
®(moaont). The main step in the proof is to show the following two statements.

(i) ®(AutA) = ©(Aut K).
(ii) O is faithful and the group S :={s € A | ®(Ad s) = id} satisfies |S| | p — 1.

As we will explain below, once (i) and (ii) are proven, the homomorphism A — PGLy(F),) :
s+ ©7H(®(Ad s)) writes A as an extension of degree at most 2 of PSLy(F,) or PGLy(F,), and
then the conclusion will follow easily.

We first prove (i) and (ii) in the case where K = SLy(F,). Note that SLy(F,) has order p(p?—1).

For every A € GLo(F,), define 84 = mo (AdA) o ! € AutA. Since {£Ir + 2Fys | # € F,}
is the fixed point subgroup of Ad(Iy + Ej2) in K, its image {m(+Iz + zE12) |z € Fp} in A is
the fixed point subgroup of 81,1 g,,, and thus a subgroup of A. Denote by P! the projective
line, i.e. the set of 1-dimensional subspaces of FZQ,. Since every V € P! is of the form B(Fper)
for some B € GLy(F,), conjugating with Ad B implies that for every V € P!,

Ky ={AeK|Je{£l},YveV A -v=cv}
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is the fixed point subgroup of Ad(B(Iy + E12)B~1), so that its image 7(Ky) is a subgroup of
A. Note that |Ky| = 2p, so that m(Ky ) is a group of order 2p. Since p is odd, 7(Ky) has a
unique p-Sylow subgroup, which we denote as Ay. Note that |Ay| = p and that every element
of order p in 7w(Ky) is contained in Ay.

Also note that for every B € GLy(F,) and V € P!, we have that (Ad B)(Ky) = Kpg(y), so
that ﬂB(ﬂ'(Kv)) = W(KB(V)) and thus ﬂB(Av) = AB(V)-

When V,W € P! are distinct, Ky N Ky = {£l}. So, Ay N Ay C w({*£[}). Since every
nontrivial element in Ay has order p, we conclude that Ay N Ay = {e}. Since |P'| =p+1, we
have found p + 1 p-Sylow subgroups (Ay)yecpt in A. We claim that these are all the p-Sylow
subgroups of A. Assume the contrary. Denote by n, the number of p-Sylow subgroups of A.
Since n, = 1 modulo p and, by assumption, n, > 1 + p, we can write n, = 1 + (k + 1)p with
k > 1. Since |[A| = |K| = p(p® — 1), we have that n, | p> — 1 and we write p?> — 1 = an, with
a>1. Thus, (p+1)(p—1) =p?> — 1 = an, = a(p + 1) + akp, so that p + 1 | akp. Since p is
prime and p{p+ 1, it follows that p + 1 | ak, so that ak > p. Then,

pP—1=any,=a(p+1)+akp>alp+1)+p*>p*,

which is absurd. We therefore conclude that n, = p+1 and that (Ay )y ¢p1 is the complete list
of p-Sylow subgroups of A.

We deduce statement (i) above from the following two results that we prove first. Let v € Aut A
be any automorphism. Recall that we defined I' < A as the subgroup generated by all p-Sylow
subgroups of A.

(a) There exists A € GLy(IF,) such that the automorphism g = 4 o 7 satisfies yo(Ag) = Ag
for every p-Sylow subgroup Ay < A.

(b) If v € Aut A satisfies v(Ag) = Ag for every p-Sylow subgroup Ay < A, then 7(s) = s for
all seT.

Proof of (a). Consider the distinct p-Sylow subgroups A; := Ap,, with i = 1,2. Define
Ny = Na(A2) as the normalizer of Ay < A. Since np, =p+1 and [A| =p(p+1)(p — 1), we get
that |[No| = p(p — 1). Since No/A9 has order p — 1, every element of order p in Ny belongs to
As. In particular, A; N Ny = {e}. It follows that the subgroups (sAzs™!)sen, are all distinct.
Note that for s € Aj, we also have that sAys™! # A, because otherwise Ay = s71A1s = A;.
We conclude that the p+ 1 p-Sylow subgroups of A are precisely given by A; and (sAss™1)sen, .

To prove (a), it thus suffices to find A € GLy(FF,) such that the automorphism vy = 4 0y
satisfies yp(s) = s for all s € A; and yp(A2) = As.

Since (A1) and y(Asg) are distinct p-Sylow subgroups of A, we can take distinct Vi, Va € P!
such that v(A;) = Ay, for i = 1,2. Take nonzero vectors v; € V;. Since Vj # Vs, the vectors
v1, v2 are linearly independent and we can define B € GLy(F),) by B(v;) = e; for i = 1,2. Then,
B(‘/z) = Fpei, so that ﬂB(AVZ) = AIFpei = A;. Write v1 := g o~.

Since Vi = Fpeq, we have that Ky, = {£lr + 2Es | v € F,}. Take ¢; € {1} and z; € F,
such that s; := w(e1lo+x1E12) € A1\ {e}. Since A; intersects trivially the subgroup 7m({+1/2})
of order 2, we must have that z1 # 0. For every a € F), define the matrix A(a) := aF1; +
Es3. Denote fo = Bad (). Since (Ad A(a))(£l2 + zF12) = £ + arEia, we have that
(AdA(Oc))(KVI) = Kvl and thus ,Ba(Al) = A;. Since ﬂa(ﬂ'(e’:‘lfg +1‘1E12)) = 7'('(81[2 + (XI'lElQ),
we conclude that m(e1 Iz +2F12), v € F, are precisely the elements of A; \ {e}. Since y1(s1) €
Ay, we can thus choose o € F); such that Ba(71(s1)) = s1. Define 79 = B4 0 7y1. Since Aq is
generated by s1, we get that v(s) = s for all s € Ay. In particular, y9(A1) = A;.
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Since Y9(A2) = Ba(A2) = Ma)F,es) = AFpe, = Ao, we then also find that yo(sAgs™t) =
Y0(8)A2y0(s)™! = sAgs™! for all s € Ay. Since the p-Sylow subgroups of A are A; and
(sA2s71)sen,, statement (a) is proven.

Proof of (b). Choose arbitrary distinct p-Sylow subgroups Aj, As < A. It suffices to prove
that y(s) = s for all s € Aj. As in the proof of (a), we get that A; and (sAas™!)sep, precisely
are the p-Sylow subgroups of A. Fix s € A;. Since = globally preserves every p-Sylow subgroup
of A, we have that y(sAzs™!) = sAs~!. On the other hand, v(sAas™1) = v(s)v(A2)y(s) ! =
v(s)Aay(s)~t. We thus find that sAss™ = ~(s)Aay(s)~!. Since y(s) € Ay, it follows that
v(s) = s.

Proof of (i). Take v € AutA. By (a), we can take A € GL»(F,) such that vy := 407
satisfies 79(Ag) = Ag for every p-Sylow subgroup Ag < A. By (b), we get that v(s) = s for all
s € I'. This means that ®(vy) = O(Ad A~!) € O(Aut K).

Proof of (ii). Take A € GLy(F,) such that ©(Ad A) = id. We have to prove that Ad A = id.
As in the proof of (a) above, take 1 € {£1} and x; € ) such that m(e1ly+x1F2) € Ay < T
Since O(Ad A) = id, we get that

m(e1ly + x1E19) = Ba(n(e1lzy + 21 E12)) = m(A(er Io + 21 E19) A™Y) .

It follows that A commutes with €115 + 21 E12, which forces A € Kp,e,- We similarly find that
A € Kp,e,, so that A € {£>} and Ad A = id.

To conclude the proof of (ii), we prove that the order of S divides p—1. Note that, by definition,
S equals the centralizer of I' in A. Fix two distinct p-Sylow subgroups Aj, As < A and denote
by N; = Na(A;) the normalizer of A;. Since S centralizes A1, we have S < Nj. Denote by
0 : Ny — Nj/A; the quotient homomorphism. Since |N;/A;| has order p — 1, it suffices to
prove the restriction of € to S is faithful. Take s € S with 6(s) = e. Then, s € A;. Since s
commutes with T', s commutes with Ay. So, s € Ny. We have seen before that A; N Ny = {e},
so that s = e.

End of the proof. We proved statements (i) and (ii) when K = SLy(F,). First note that
statements (i) and (ii) remain valid in the cases where K = PSLy(F,) or PGLy(FF,): the proof

is identical and even becomes a bit easier because now the image of {I; + zE2 | z € F,} in
PGLy(IF,) is the fixed point subgroup of Ad(I> + E2).

Write ¢ = p — 1 when K = SLy(F,) or K = PGLy(F,), and write ¢ = (p — 1)/2 when
K = PSLy(F,). Then, A is a group of order p(p + 1)c. By statements (i) and (ii), ¥ :=
O lod : AutA — PGLy(F,) is a surjective group homomorphism. Since the order of the
subgroup S < A in statement (ii) divides p — 1, we get that |S]| | ¢, so that W(Ad A) is a normal
subgroup of PGLy(F,) whose order is a multiple of p(p + 1).

When p > 5, the group PSLy(F),) is simple and the only normal subgroups of PGLy(F,) are the
trivial subgroup, PSLy(F,,) and the entire group. When p = 3, by Lemma 3.11, PGLy(F3) = S,.
The normal subgroups of Sy are the trivial subgroup, A4, S4 and the extra subgroup of order 4
given by {e, (12)(34), (13)(24), (14)(23)}. Since ¥(Ad A) has order at least p(p + 1), it follows
in all cases that W(AdA) is equal to PSLy(F,) or PGLy(F)).

In the case where K = PSLy(F,), looking at the order of A, it already follows that s — W(Ad s)
must be an isomorphism A = PSLy(F,). So, the theorem is proven in this case.

In the other cases, if W(AdA) = PGLy(F,), the same order argument implies that A =
PGLy(Fp,). If W(AdA) = PSLy(F,), it follows that s — W(Ads) has a kernel of order 2,
so that A is a central extension 0 — Z/2Z — A — PSLy(F,) — e. By e.g. [Kar93, Theorem
3.2 in Chapter 16], it follows that either A = SLy(F,), or A = SLy(F,) x Z/2Z. To conclude
the proof in the remaining cases, it thus suffices to show that between two distinct groups K

31



and Ky among SLy(F,), PGLy(F,) and PSLy(F,) x Z/2Z, there is no bijection m : K; — K>
satisfying 7o o 771 € Aut K for all o € Aut K.

From the discussion in the beginning of the proof, we know that all these groups have the same
automorphism group PGLy(IF,). As in Lemma 3.7(ii), it thus suffices to prove that there is no
bijection 7 : K1 — K satisfying mo Ad A = Ad Ao for all A € PGLy(F,). We will show this
by counting the number of fixed points of Ad A, for specific matrices A.

When A = (§ %), the number of fixed points of AdA in resp. SLy(F,), PGLy(F,) and
PSLy(F)) xZ/2Z is p—1, 2(p—1) and 2(p—1). On the other hand, the number of points fixed
by all Ad B is resp. equal to 2, 1 and 2. So we have distinguished the three groups. U

Given an integer n > 2, the symmetric group S, can be seen as the universal group with
generators (ab), for all distinct a,b € {1,...,n}, and relations

(ab) = (ba) , (ab)> =e , (ab)(bc)(ab) = (ac) if a,b,c are distinct. (3.9)

Note that if n > 4 and a, b, ¢, d are distinct, it indeed follows from the relations in (3.9) that (ab)
commutes with (cd), so that there is no need to add this extra relation: since (ed) = (ac)(ad)(ac)
and since we can conjugate each of the three factors with (ab), we get that (ab)(cd)(ab) =

(be)(bd) (be) = (cd).

One can define a 2-fold covering S, — S, as the universal group with generators z and [ab],
for all distinct a,b € {1,...,n}, and relations

z is central, 22=¢ ,

2 : - (3.10)

[ab] = z[ba] , [ab] =e , [ab]lbc][ad] = z[ac]| if a,b,c distinct.
By the same argument as above, if n > 4 and a,b,c,d are distinct, we get that [ab][cd] =
z[cd][ab]. We have the canonical surjective group homomorphism 8 : S, — S, defined by
0(z) = e and 6([ab]) = (ab) for all distinct a,b. By universality, it is easy to check that the
kernel of 6 equals {e, z}. It is nontrivial that z # e, see e.g. [Kar93, Theorem 2.2 in Chapter
12]. It then follows that 0 — Z/2Z — S, — S, — e is a central extension and one checks
easily that for n > 4, it is not split.

We denote by € : S, — {£1} the sign of a permutation: e(ab) = —1 for all distinct a,b.
Then the alternating group A, is the kernel of ¢, and we define A, as the kernel of 0 6. By
construction, we get the central extension 0 — Z/2Z — A,, — A,, — e, which is again not split
if n >4 (cf. Lemma 3.10).

Theorem 3.9. The following groups are rigid relative to their automorphism group.

(i) The symmetric group Sy, and the alternating group A, for every n > 2.

(i) The 2-fold cover A, of Ay ifn>4 and n #6.

Proof. For later use throughout the proof, we start with the following observations when n > 4.
Note that the group A, is generated by the 3-cycles (abc) = (ab)(bc). For the same reason,
A, is generated by the elements [ab][bc], which we denote as s(abc). In Lemma 3.10, we give a
presentation of A, and A, in terms of these generators. Then note that for n > 4, the center
of A, is trivial, so that the center of A, equals {e,z}.

Automorphism groups of 4, S, and AVTL Every o € S,, defines automorphisms of A4,, and
Sp by conjugation, and an automorphism of S, given by z + z and [ab] + [0(a)o(b)]. Assume
that n > 4. Since every automorphism of A,, preserves its center {e, z}, it must be the identity
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on {e, z}, so that we identify Aut A, = Aut A,. We have S,, < Aut A,, and S,, < Aut S, by
conjugation and when n # 6, these are equalities.

The groups A,, and S,, if n € {2,3,4,5}. The groups A, if n = 4,5. Since Sy = 7/27,
Ay = {e} and Ag = 7Z/3Z and since there is only one group of order 2, resp. 1, 3, the relative
rigidity follows. The other cases follow from Theorem 3.8 and Lemma 3.11 below.

The group Ag. Assume that A is a group and 7 : Ag — A a bijection such that £, :=
mo(Ada)or—t € Aut A for all @ € Sg < Aut Ag. Consider the transposition a; = (56). Define
the subgroup K; < Ag as the fixed point subgroup of Ad ;. Note that K; consists of the
permutations of the form pu (56)5(“) where p € Sy. In particular, K1 = Sy.

Define the subgroup A; < A as the fixed point subgroup of 8,,. Then, 7(K;) = A;. Denote by
71 the restriction of m to K;. We view Sy < Sg as the subgroup of permutations of {1,2,3,4}
that fix 5 and 6. Note that (Ada)(K;) = K for all « € S4. Since every o € Sy commutes
with a; = (56), also 3, restricts to an automorphism of A; for all a € Sy. By construction,
m o (Ada)o wfl equals the restriction of S, to Ay, for all o € Sy.

Since Sy is rigid relative to its automorphism group and since every automorphism of Sy is inner,
by Lemma 3.7(ii), we find a group isomorphism ¢ : Sy — A such that 5, 0 ¢ = ¢ o (Ad «) for
all a € S4. Whenever a,b,c € {1,2,3,4} are distinct, we denote o(abc) = ¢(abc) € A. Since ¢
is a group homomorphism, the relations in Lemma 3.10(ii) hold whenever a,b,c,d € {1,2, 3,4}
are distinct.

We claim that S4(o(abc)) = o(abc) whenever a € Sg fixes a,b,c pointwise and a,b,c €
{1,2,3,4} are distinct. By symmetry, it suffices to consider ¢(123). By construction, ¢(123) is
fixed by 3, when a = (123) and when o = (56). So, 7~ !(c(123)) € Ag commutes with (123)
and with (56). This forces 771 (a(123)) € {e, (123), (321)}, so that 7= (0 (123)) commutes with
every a € Sg that fixes 1, 2,3 pointwise. From this, the claim follows.

When a € Sg globally preserves {1,2,3,4}, either a € Sy, or « is the composition of an
element of Sy with (56). So by construction, S,(c(abc)) = o(a(a)a(b)a(c)). Together with
the claim from the previous paragraph, we can thus unambiguously define o(abc) € A for all
distinct a,b,c € {1,2,3,4,5,6} such that S,(c(abc)) = o(a(a)a(b)a(c)) for all @ € Sg and all
distinct a,b,c. Whenever a,b,c,d € {1,2,3,4,5,6} are distinct, we can choose o € Sg such
that (1) = a, 0(2) = b, 0(3) = c and 0(4) = d. Since the relations in Lemma 3.10(ii) hold
for distinct elements of {1,2,3,4} and since [, is an automorphism of A, they thus hold for
a,b,c,d.

By Lemma 3.10 and the simplicity of Ag, we find a faithful group homomorphism Ag — A.
Since |A| = |Ag], it follows that A = Ag.

The group A, for n > 7. We note that Ay < A, is precisely the centralizer of the
permutation group of {5,6,...,n}. We then reason in the same way as for Ag.

The group S, for n > 6. We note that S3 < .S, is precisely the centralizer of the permutation
group of {4,5,...,n}. Wereason in the same way as for Ag, using the rigidity of S3 and using the
relations (3.9) for S,,, which only involve three elements a, b, c of {1,...,n}. By construction,
the resulting homomorphism ¢ : .S, — A is faithful on S5 < S,, and thus faithful on 5.

The group ﬁn for n > 7. The group S, acts by automorphisms on gn Then A, < gn
precisely is the fixed point subgroup of the permutation group of {5,6,...,n}. We again reason
in the same way as for Ag, now using the rigidity of A4 and the relations in Lemma 3.10(i) for
A,. By construction, the resulting homomorphism ¢ : A, — A is faithful on A4 < A,, and thus
faithful on Zn O

Lemma 3.10. Let n > 4 be an integer.
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(i) Via the map s(abc) — [abl[bd] and z — z, the group A, is isomorphic to the universal
group with generators z and s(abc), for all distinct a,b,c € {1,...,n}, and relations

z is central, z*=e , s(abc)=s(bca) , s(abc)®=e ,

s(abe)™! = s(cba) , s(cbd)s(bad)s(abc) = z for all distinct a,b, ¢, d.

The ca@om’cal central extension 0 — 7Z/27 — Zn — A, — e is not split. If n > 5, the
group A, is perfect.

(ii) Via the map o(abc) — (ab)(be), the group A, is isomorphic to the universal group with
generators o(abe), for all distinct a,b,c € {1,...,n}, and relations

o(abc) = o(bca) , o(abe)® =e , o(abc)™ =o(cba) , o(cbd)o(bad)o(abe) =e
for all distinct a, b, c,d.

Proof. We first deduce a few extra relations. Denote I = {1,...,n}. Let a,b,c € I be distinct.
Consider the permutation ¢ of I given by the cycle (abc). We prove that

s(abe)s(zyz)s(abe) ™t = s(d(z)p(y)p(z)) for all distinct x,y,z € I. (3.11)

When the sets {a,b,c} and {z,y, 2z} coincide, (3.11) follows from the cyclic invariance relation
s(zyz) = s(yzzx) = s(zzy) for all distinct x,y,z € I. When the intersection of {a,b,c} and
{z,y, z} consists of two points, after cyclically permuting a, b, c and z, y, z, it suffices to consider
the cases (ryz) = (abd) and (xyz) = (bad), with a, b, c,d distinct. Since s(abd) = s(bad)™!, it
actually suffices to consider (zyz) = (bad). Then the required relation s(abc)s(bad)s(abc)™t =

s(cbd) follows because by our given relation,
s(abc)s(bad) = zs(adc) = zs(cad) and s(cbd)s(abe) = s(cbd)s(bca) = zs(cad) .

To prove (3.11) when the sets {a,b,c} and {z,y, z} have one point in common, after a cyclic
permutation, we may assume that (xyz) = (cdf) with a, b, ¢, d, f distinct. We need to compute
the conjugation of s(cdf) by s(abc). Since s(cdf) = zs(caf)s(acd) and since we already know
how to conjugate s(caf) and s(acd) by s(abc), because they all have the points a, ¢ in common,

we get that
s(abc)s(cdf)s(abe) ™t = zs(abf)s(bad) = s(adf) ,

so that again (3.11) follows. When finally {a, b, c} and {z,y, z} are disjoint, we write s(xyz) =
zs(zaz)s(ary). We know how to conjugate s(zaz) and s(azy) by s(abc) and get that
s(abe)s(zyz)s(abe) ™ = zs(xbz)s(bxy) = s(zyz) .

So, (3.11) holds in full generality.

Denote by Gn and G, the two universal groups defined in the lemma. We have the natural
homomorphism C~¥n — Gy, given by z — e. By construction, the kernel is {e, z}. We also have
the natural surjective homomorphisms én — ﬁn and G, — A, as stated in the lemma. All
these arrows commute and it thus suffices to prove that G,, — A, is faithful.

In [Kar93, Theorem 1.2 in Chapter 12], a presentation of A, is given. It thus suffices to
check that the relations of this presentation hold in G,,. So, we define ¢; = ¢(123) and for all
2<i<n—-2t;=0(l,i+1,2)0(i +1,i+2,1). Since t} = e, it remains to check that

t?7=e¢ and (t;1t;)®=e if2<i<n-2
(titr)’ =e if1<j<k—2and k<n-—2.
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Each of these follow easily from our defining relations and (3.11).

If 6 : A, — A, would be a splitting homomorphism, we must have (o (abc)) = s(abc), because
both elements have order 3, while z has order 2. But this is incompatible with the remaining
relation.

Assume that n > 5. To see that gn is perfect, assume that w : K — T is a group homo-
morphism. Take distinct a,b,c € {1,...,n} and write wy := w(s(abc)). Since s(abc)® = e,
wg = 1. Since n > 5, we can pick distinct d,z that also differ from a,b,c. By (3.11),
s(cdx)s(abe)s(cdr) ™! = s(abd), so that w(s(abd)) = wp. Taking the inverse, w(s(bad)) = wy .
Similarly, s(adz)s(abc)s(adr)™! = s(dbc), so that s(cbd) = wy'. Since s(cbd)s(bad)s(abe) = z,
we conclude that w(z) = wy . Taking the square, wy 2 = 1. Since wd = 1, we conclude that

wo = 1. Since a, b, c were arbitrary, w = 1. O

The following lemma gathers a few well known exceptional isomorphisms.

Lemma 3.11. We have S3 = SLy(F2). Whenn =4, resp. n = 5, the sequence A, — A, = Sy
is isomorphic with SLa(F,) — PSLy(F),) — PGLy(F,) for p =3, resp. p = 5.

Proof. For the isomorphisms S3 = SLy(IF2), Ay = PSLy(F3) and A5 = PSLy(F5), we refer to
[Kar93, Theorem 2.5 in Chapter 16]. Taking the automorphism groups, we get that for n = 4, 5,
A,, < S, is isomorphic with PSLy(F,) < PGLy(F,) for p = 3,5.

The isomorphism A4 = PSLy(F3) is very explicit, because the projective line on which PSLg(IF3)
acts has 4 points. This immediately lifts to an isomorphism between 114 — A4 and SLy(F3) —
PSLy(F3), determined by s(123) — (1), s(124) — (19) and z — —1I5.

By [Kar93, Theorem 3.2 in Chapter 12], the Schur multiplier M (As) has order 2 (see discussion
before Lemma 3.17) and Aj; is perfect. By e.g. [Kar93, Corollary 7.8 in Chapter 11], it follows
that there is a universal central extension 0 — Z/2Z — G' — As — e. So all non split central

extensions of As by Z/2Z are isomorphic, which implies that A5 — As is isomorphic with
SL2 (F5) — PSLQ(Fgg) O

We now prove relative rigidity for some of the finite linear groups.
Theorem 3.12. Let g = p* be a prime power and F, the unique field of order q.
(i) The additive group K =Ty is rigid relative to Ff < Aut K.
(ii) If n > 2, the additive group K =Ty is strictly rigid relative to GL,(F,) < Aut K.
(iit) If n > 3, the groups K = SLy,(F,) and K = PSL,(F,) are rigid relative to Aut K.
(iv) If n > 2, the group K =y x SL,(Fy) is rigid relative to Aut K.
Before proving Theorem 3.12, we gather a few background results and notations that will be

used in our approach to the four statements of the theorem.

Fixed point subgroups. Given a finite group K, we say that a subgroup Ko < K is the fized
point subgroup of Gy < Aut K if Ky = {k € K | Va € Gy : a(k) = k}. Throughout the proof,
we use the following straightforward observation. If A is another finite group and 7 : K — A a
bijection such that 3, := moaor ! € Aut A for all @ € Gy, then the image 7(Ky) of the fixed
point subgroup Kj of Gy is a subgroup of A. Indeed, 7(Ky) = {s € A | Va € Gy : Ba(s) = s},
which is a subgroup of A.

Automorphism groups of SL,(F,), SL,(F,)/D and PSL,(F,;). By [SVdW28, Satz
1], for every integer n > 2, the automorphism group of PSL,(F,) is generated by the auto-
morphisms of the form Ad Ay with Ay € PGL,,(F,), the automorphisms given by applying a
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field automorphism ¢ € Autgeq Fy to every component of a matrix, and the automorphism
§: A (AT)~1, which is only needed when n > 3 because it is inner when n = 2.

Write C' = {a € F; | a" = 1}. Then Z := {al, | a € C} is the center of SL,(F;). Every
automorphism «a of SLy, (F,) globally preserves the center Z and thus induces an automorphism
n(a) of PSL,(F,). If n(a) = id, we find that o(A) = w(A)A for all A € SL,(F,), where
w : SL,(F,) — C is a group homomorphism. By e.g. [Kar93, Theorem 2.3 in Chapter 16], the
group SL,,(F,) is generated by the elementary matrices, which have order p, while the order of
C divides ¢—1. So, w =1 and a = id. The homomorphism 7 : Aut SL,, (F;) — Aut PSL,,(F,) is
thus faithful. From the above description of the automorphisms of PSL,, (F,), it follows that n
is also surjective. We conclude that the automorphism group of SL,,(F,) has exactly the same
description as the one of PSLy,(F,).

When D < Z is a subgroup, we similarly define g : Aut SL,(F,)/D — Aut PSL,(F,), which
is a faithful homomorphism. Making a similar analysis as in the previous paragraph, an au-
tomorphism a of PSL,(F,) belongs to the image of 7y if its unique lift to an automorphism
a of SL,(F,) satisfies a(D) = D. It follows that Aut SL, (F;)/D is generated by Ad Ay with
Ay € PGL,(F,), field automorphisms ¢ € Autgelq Fy with (D) = D, and the automorphism
A (AL,

Finally observe that it follows that Ad PSL,,(F,) is a normal subgroup of AutSL,(F,)/D and
that the quotient is a subgroup of Fy /M x Autgeq(F,) x Z/2Z, where M = {a" | a € F;} is
the subgroup of n-th powers. Since Autgeq(F,) = Z/kZ, this quotient is thus solvable.

Throughout the proof of Theorem 3.12, we denote by FE;; the matrix with 1 in position (i, j)
and 0 elsewhere. We denote by I,, the n x n identity matrix. We denote by e; the standard
basis elements of Fy.

Proof of Theorem 3.12(i): the groups F,. Assume that A is a finite group and 7 : F; — A
is a bijection such that 7(ax) = Ba(7(z)) for all a € Fy and = € F,, where 3, € Aut A. Since
|A| = |F,| = p¥, A is a finite p-group, so that the center Z(A) is nontrivial. Since the action
(ﬁa)aqux is transitive on A\ {e}, it follows that Z(A) = A, so that A is abelian and of order q.

Since A is abelian, we write the group operation in A additively and consider the ring End A
of group homomorphisms A — A. Since the action (5,) acpy 1S transitive on A\ {0} and since

|A\ {0}] = [F;], the action is also free.

We claim that the subset F' := {0} U {fa | @ € F} of EndA is a subfield of EndA. The
only nontrivial point is to prove that 3, + By € F for all o, o’ € Fy. Fix a nonzero element
s1 € AN\ {0}. If (Ba + Bu)(s1) = 0, we apply B, for v € F, use that Fy is commutative
and that the action (ﬁa)ae]qu is transitive on A\ {0} to conclude that 8, + By = 0 € F'. If
(Ba + Bar)(s1) # 0, by transitivity, we can choose o € F¢ such that (8q + Bar)(51) = Bar(51).
By the same reasoning as above, 8, + Bo = Bar € F'.

By freeness of the action, |F’| = ¢. Since there is only one field of order ¢, we can choose a field

isomorphism ¢ : F, — F'. Then, ¢(a) = f¢(q) for all a € F, where ¢ € Aut(Fy,-). Define

the bijection 7o : Fg — A by mo(0) = 0 and mo(ar) = ¢(a)(s1) = Be(a)(s1)- By construction, mo

is a group isomorphism between (F,, +) and A and mo(azx) = B¢(a)(mo(z)) for all a € Fy and
t

r € F;. We have thus proven that (Fy, +) is rigid relative to F; < Aut(Fy, +). O

Proof of Theorem 3.12(ii): the groups Fy with n > 2. We put K = (F, +), let A be a
group and 7 : K — A a bijection such that 84 := 7o Aon~ ! is a group automorphism of A
for every A € GL,,(F,). We prove that 7 is a group isomorphism.

Since |[A| = |K| = p*" and since the action of SL,(F,) is transitive on K \ {e}, by the same
argument as in the beginning of the proof of (i), we get that A is abelian. For every subset
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I c {1,...,n}, we have the natural subgroup Fé C Fy. For every I, the subgroup Fé is a
fixed point subgroup, under the automorphisms I,, + Ey; € GL,(F,) for all ¢ ¢ I. We thus find
the subgroups A; < A such that W(Fé) = A;. In particular, we write A; := Ay and get that
W(qui) = AZ

For every a € F* and i € {1,...,n}, define 4;(a) € GL,(F,) by Ai(a) = aEy + (I, — Ey).
Define ;o € Aut A by Bio = 7o Aij(a) om L. Since A;(a)(Fse1) = Fyeq, we get that By,
restricts to an automorphism of Ay, for all o € F;'. We can then apply (i) to the restriction of
7 to Fge1. There thus exists a group isomorphism ¢; : Fg — Ay and ¢ € Aut(Fy, ) such that
$1(C(@)x) = B1a(¢1()) for all x € Fy and o € F.

We view any permutation o of {1,...,n} as a permutation matrix in GL,(F;) and consider
By =mooon ' € AutA. Since O'(Fé) = Fg(l), we get that S,(A7) = Ay(py. In particular, we
denote for ¢ > 2 by o; the flip of 1 and 4, so that A; = 3,,(A1). Define ¢; = 5, o ¢1. Since A
is abelian and A; N A = Ajny, it follows that ¢ : Fyp — A : ¢(x) = ¢1(z1)P2(x2) - - - Pnlwn) is &
group isomorphism and qﬁ(Fé) =Arforall I C{1,...,n}.

Define the permutation ¢g of F, such that 7(ze;) = ¢1(¢po(x)) for all € F,. Since 0 is the only
element of Fy that is fixed under all the automorphisms of GL,(F,;), we have that ¢o(0) = 0.
By construction, ¢o(aa) = ((a)¢o(a) for all a € F; and a € F,.

For the rest of the proof of (i), we replace a few times 7 with its composition with a group
isomorphism, up to the point where m becomes the identity homomorphism. At that moment,
it is proven that the initial 7 was a group isomorphism. As a first step, we replace 7™ by ¢~ o.
So from now on, A = K and the bijection 7 satisfies 7(ae;) = ¢o(a)e; for all i € {1,...,n} and
a € F,. We also get that W(F(I]) = Fé for every I C {1,...,n}.

So after this replacement, j;, is an automorphism of Fy that satisfies Bi.a(bej) = be; for all
beF,if j #1i, and B; (be;) = ((a)be; for all b € Fy. This means that 3; , = A;({(cv)). With

a similar reasoning, we find that §,, = o;.

We now determine the automorphisms 8, = mo (I, + £F12) o 71 whenever z € F,. Since
(I, + zFE12)(be;) = be; when i # 2 and 7(be;) = ¢o(b)e;, also 5,(de;) = de; whenever i # 2 and
d e F,. Write W = Fye; +Fgea. Since (I, +xE12)(W) =W and n(W) = W, also (W) = W.
Since 3, is an automorphism of (Fy,+), we thus find A, € Aut(F,, +) and B, € End(F,, +)
such that (;(bez) = By (b)er + Az(b)es for all b € Fy.

For a € F, write T, = a(E11 + Ex) + (I, — E11 — Eo) and denote 7, = mo T, o 1. In
the same way as with 3; ., we get that v, = T¢(q) for all a € Fy. Since T, commutes with
Iy, + xEya, it follows that v, commutes 3;. So, B, commutes with T¢(,) for all a € Fy. We
conclude that By (ab) = aB,(b) and A (ab) = aA,(b) for all a € F and x,b € F,. This means

that A, € F; and B, € F,, viewed as multiplication homomorphisms on F,.

Since I,, + xFE12 has order p, also 5 = id. It follows that A% = 1 and thus A%Z = 1. But
Al = A,, so that A, = 1. Since (I, + 2E12) (I, + yE12) = I, + (2 + y) E12, also By 0 By = Buty-
It follows that B,4, = B, + B, for all z,y € IF,.

Finally note that (I, + xF12)As(a) = As(a)(In + axEr2), so that £, 0 f2,4 = 2.4 0 Bas for all
a € FY and z € Fy. Since 2, = A2((()), we conclude that B, = ((a)B;. When z = 1,
we have that $; # id, so that By # 0. We find that ((«a) = Blea for all o € Fy. Since
Byyy = By + By for all 2,y € F,, it thus follows that ¢ is the restriction to F; of a field
automorphism of F, that we still denote by ¢.

Replacing 7 by (¢ x --- x {)~! o, we may assume that ¢ = id. Since ¢g(aa) = ((a)do(a), we
conclude that ¢o(a) = aco for all a € Fy, and some ¢y € F. We also get that B, = byz for
all z € Fy, where by = By € F¥. So, mo (I, + xE12) 0 7t =B, =1, + byxE, for all x € F,.
Conjugating with 3,, = 02, we also get that 7o (I,, + xEa1) o1 = I, + box Eo1.
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Define n € GL,,(Fy) by n = E12 — Ea1 + (I, — E11 — E22). Since 7(ae;) = acoe;, it follows that
By =mon om ™! equals 7. A direct computation shows that (I, + E12) (I, — Fa1) (I, + E12) = 1.
Conjugating with 7, it follows that (I,, + boE12)(In — boE21)(I, + boE12) = n. This is only
possible if by = 1. We have thus proven that

wo (I, + xE2) 0 7 t=1,+xzE;y forallze F,. (3.12)

Since 3,, = o; for every i, we get that mooon ™! = ¢ for every permutation matrix o € GL,,(Fy).

Whenever ¢ # j, we can choose a permutation o such that o(1) =i and o(2) = j. Conjugating
(3.12) with 8, = o, it follows that wo (1, + xE;j) o =1+ xF;; whenever ¢ # j. Since the
elementary matrices generate SLy(FF,), it follows that 1o A = A o7 for all A € SL,,(F,).

We have seen above that m(ae;) = acpe;. Replacing () by ¢y 7(-), we get moreover that
m(e1) = e;. So, m(A-e1) = A-7m(e1) = A-e for all A € SL,(F,). Since SL,(F,) acts
transitively on Fy \ {0}, we have proven that 7 = id. So (ii) is proven. O

Proof of Theorem 3.12(iii): the groups SL,(F,) and PSL,,(F;). Fix n > 3. In the
first steps of the proof, we consider the case k¥ = 1, i.e. K = SL,(F,) where p is prime.
Let A be a finite group and 7 : K — A a bijection such that 8, ;== Toaon™! € Aut A for all
a € Aut K.

Define the subgroup C < F by C = {a € F; | a” = 1}. Note that the center of K is given by
Z(K) ={al, | a € C}. Being the fixed points of Ad A for all A € GL,,(F,), we see that Z(K)
is a fixed point subgroup, so that Az := 7(Z(K)) is a subgroup of A. Write ¢ := |C| and note
that ¢ | p — 1.

Note that K12 = {al, +zE12 | a € C,xz € Fp} is the fixed point subgroup of Ad(I,, + E;;) with
i# 2, j#1andi # j. So n(Kj2) is a subgroup of order ¢p of A. Since the number n, of
p-Sylow subgroups of 7(K12) is congruent to 1 modulo p and divides ¢, which divides p — 1, we
get that n, = 1. So, m(K2) has a unique p-Sylow subgroup A;2, which is normal in 7(/2) and
has order p. So, Ao = F),. Also, every element of order p in m(K2) belongs to Aj2. Choose a
generator s1o € Ai2. Note that s1o is an element of order p.

Whenever i # j, we similarly define the fixed point subgroup K;; = {al,+2E;j | a € C,x € Fp}.
Whenever o is a permutation of {1,...,n}, we view o as a permutation matrix in GL,(F))
and consider the automorphism 3, = mo (Ado)on ! of A. Since 0 K;jo~1 = o(i)o(j)» We find
that B (7(Kij)) = 7(Ko(i)o(j))-

If 0(1) =1 and 0(2) = 2, 0 commutes with K79, so that 3, acts as the identity on m(Kj2). We
can thus unambiguously define generators s;; for the unique p-Sylow subgroup A;; of 7(Kj;;)

such that 85(sij) = S(j)e(;) for all i # j. The main result in the first part of the proof of (iii)

is to show that for some f € F, the elements Szfj satisfy the defining relations of SL,,(F)), i.e.

the same relations as the elementary matrices I, + £;;.

Commutation of s;; and sj, and commutation of s;; and s;i. Define Ky = {al, +
xE13 4+ yFEas | a € C,x,y € Fp}. Note that K is the fixed point subgroup of Ad([, + E;j)
with i # 3 and j & {1,2}. So, n(K1) is a subgroup of A of order cp?. By the same reasoning
as above, m(K7) has a unique p-Sylow subgroup Aj, which is normal in 7(K) and contains all
elements of order p of w(K1). Since A; is a group of order p?, A; is abelian. Since Kj3 and
K>3 are subgroups of K7 and si3, so3 have order p, it follows that s3, so3 € A;. In particular,
513 commutes with so3. Applying an arbitrary §,, we conclude that s;;, commutes with s,
whenever i # k and j # k. For later use, we also note that, because so3 & 7(K13), the elements
s13 and so3 generate Aj.

By symmetry, we also find that s;; commutes with s;; whenever 7 # j and i # k.

38



Commutation of s;; and s, if 7,7,7,t are distinct. When n > 4, we prove that si3
commutes with so4. This is slightly more delicate, especially when p = 2. For every a € C' and
Xe IFI%“, define the matrix

aIQ X 0
Ya(X)=|_0 |aly| O € SL,,(F,) .
0 0 | alp—4

Note that S := {1o(X) | a € C, X € F2*?} is the fixed point subgroup of Ad(I, + E;;) with
i ¢ {3,4} and j ¢ {1,2}. Then 7(S) is a subgroup of A of order cp*. By the same reasoning
as above, it has a unique p-Sylow subgroup 7" < 7(S), which is normal in 7(S), contains all
elements of order p in 7(S), and has order p*.

For all A, B € GLy(F)), define S4.p € Aut A by fap=mo Ad(A®B®I,_4)o0 7—1. Note that
Ad(AD B® I—4)(9a(X)) = ¥a(AXB™1Y). So, Bap(n(S)) = n(S) and thus, 4 5(T) =T for
all A, B € GLy(F,).

The orbits of the action of GLy(F,) x GLy(F,) on F2*2 by (4, B) - X = AXB™! are {0}, the
matrices of rank 1, and GLy(F,), which have respectively 1, (p—1)(p+1)? and p(p—1)?(p+1)
elements. Since T is a finite p-group, the center Z(7T') is nontrivial. So, the order of Z(T') is p"
with r € {1,2,3,4}. Since 4 p(T) =T, also B4,5(Z(T)) = Z(T) for all A, B € GLy(IF,).

Since T' is a p-group and |7(Z(K))| = ¢ | p — 1, we have that T N 7(Z(K)) = {e}. So all
orbits of the action by 84,5 on Z(T) \ {e} have size (p — 1)(p + 1) or p(p — 1)*(p +1). The
number of elements of Z(T')\ {e} is p” — 1, which is not divisible by p and thus, not divisible by
p(p—1)%(p+1). We conclude that there must be at least one orbit of size (p —1)(p + 1)%. We
thus find ag € C such that for every rank 1 matrix X € F2*?, we have (14, (X)) € Z(T)\ {e}.
Taking X1 = 1 and X;; = 0 when (i,7) # (1,1), we find that w(aol, + Ei3) € Z(T) \ {e}. In
particular, m(aol, + F13) has order p and also belongs to 7(K3), so that it generates Aj3. We
conclude that A3 C Z(T). We similarly find that Aoy C Z(T). Since Z(T') is abelian, we get
that si3 commutes with sp4. Applying an arbitrary 3, it follows that s;; commutes with s,;
whenever ¢, j,r,t are all distinct.

For some f € F7, we have [s7,, sT5] = sf4. Note that

a X z
H 0 a7t T F
= 0 0 u ac€l),x,y,2€F (3.13)
0 | aly 3

is the fixed point subgroup of Ad(l, + E;;) with i ¢ {2,3} and j ¢ {1,2}. Then n(H) is a
subgroup of A of order (p — 1)p3. By the same reasoning as before, 7(H) has a unique p-Sylow
subgroup Ay, which is a normal subgroup of w(H) of order p® that contains all elements of
order p of w(H).

Since K19, Ko3 and Ki3 are all subgroups of H, we thus find that Ao, Asz and Aqz are all
subgroups of Agy. Above we have seen that Aj3 and Ass commute and that they generate the
unique p-Sylow subgroup A; of 7(K;), where Ky = {al, + zE13+ yEa3 |a € C,z,y € Fp}.
Since Ajo N Ay C ©(K12 N Kp) = 7(2(K)) and n(Z(K)) has order ¢ | p — 1, we get that
AN Ay = {e}. Since A; has order p? and Ay has order p3, we conclude that Ay is generated
by Ai2 and Aj.

We now prove that Ay is a normal subgroup of Af. Note that A3 commutes with Ao, A3 and
Ao3. So, A3 € Z(Ap). It follows that Ay /A3 is a group of order p?, which is thus abelian.
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In particular, A1/A;3 is normal in Ag /A3, so that A; is normal in Ay. We retain that Ajo
normalizes Aj.

We claim that Ajs does not commute with A;. Assume the contrary. Let oy be the flip of 1
and 2. Note that ogKi0,' = K7, so that By, (7(K1)) = m(K1) and thus 3,,(A;) = A;. Since
we assumed that A1y commutes with Ay, applying (5, gives us that also As; commutes with

A

Define the subgroup U = {A @ bl,_5 | A € GLy(Fp),b € FX,b" ?det A = 1} of K. When
p # 2 orn > 4, note that U is the fixed point subgroup of Ad(alz © B) with a € F) and
B € GL,—2(F,). When p = 2 and n = 3, consider the automorphism § of K given by
§(A) = (AT)~L. Define the matrix ¥ = FEj3 + E9; in SLy(F2). Then U is the fixed point
subgroup of Ad(X @ I) o ¢ in SL3([F3).

Denote by R < A the subgroup generated by Ao and As;. By definition, R is a subgroup of
m(U). By our assumptions, R commutes with A;. Define @@ < A as the subgroup generated by
R and A;. Since RNA; C 7(UN K;) = 7(Z(K)) and since A; has order p?, while 7(Z(K))
has order ¢ | p — 1, we find that RN A; = {e}. So, @ = R x Ay and we can define a group
homomorphism 6 : @Q — A; such that 0(s) = s for all s € A; and Kerf = R.

Since the order of U divides | GL2(F,)| (p — 1) = p(p — 1)3(p + 1), we get that p* { |R|. We will
reach a contradiction by constructing a surjective group homomorphism from R to IFZQ).

Define a1 = Ad(I, + Eo3) and denote 3; = moa; on~! € AutA. Since a; acts as the
identity on Ko, also 1 acts as the identity on Ag;. With H defined by (3.13), we have
a1(H) = H. So, Bi(n(H)) and thus S1(Ag) = Ag. Since Ay is generated by Ao and Ay,
and since [1(A21) = Ag1, it follows that (1 globally preserves the subgroup generated by Ajs,
A1 and Asp, which is precisely Q). So, 5y restricts to an automorphism of ) that acts as the
identity on Ao.

Note that 51(A12) ¢ R. Indeed, we otherwise find that
,81(/\12) = ﬂl(Alg) NRC /Bl(W(Km)) N 7T(U) = 7T(041(K12) N U) = W(Z(K)) .

Since 7(Z(K)) is a subgroup of A with order ¢ | p — 1 and (31(A12) is a subgroup of order p,
this is absurd.

Define 11 : R — Ay : 91(r) = 6(B1(r)). Then 1) is a group homomorphism, ¢ (s21) = e and
P1(s12) # e because f1(s12) € R = Ker . By symmetry, we also find a group homomorphism
19 1 R — Ay such that ¥9(s21) # e and ¥9(s12) = e. Recall that Aj = FZQ,. So, the image of
the homomorphism ¥ @& 9 : R — Ay x Ay = F?) is isomorphic to IF'ZL for 2 < m < 4. It follows
that IF?) is a quotient of R, which is absurd. So, the claim that A5 does not commute with A;
is proven.

We proved above that Aj is a normal subgroup of Ap. So, Ad s12 defines an automorphism
of A;. Since Ajy does not commute with Ay, this automorphism is not the identity. We
also know that Aj is generated by A3 and Asz. We thus find a unique group isomorphism
p: Ay — F2 satisfying p(s13) = e1 and p(s23) = ea, where e; = (1,0) and ey = (0,1). Then
v=po(Adsiz)o p_l is an automorphism of FIZ) and «y # id. Since s12 commutes with s13, we
have that y(e;) = e;. Since 7 is an automorphism of IF'IQ,, we get that y(e2) = bey + aey for
some b € F) and a € F,;. Since s12 has order p, also 47 = id. It follows that a? = 1 in [,
which means that a = 1. Since v # id, we get that b # 0. We have thus found b € F; such

that (Ad s12)(s23) = 853523

When f € F) and using that s12 commutes with s13, we get that (Ad 8{2)(523) = 8%823. Taking
the power f of this expression, gives us that (Ad 8{2)(853) = 3%2353. Applying this with the
specific choice f = b~!, we find that (Ad 8{2)(553) = 8{3553.
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We replace all s;; by sf] We still have that s;; generates A;; and that B, (s;;) = So(i)o(5)
for all ¢ # j and permutations o. We now also have that the commutator [s12, s23] equals s13.
Applying 3, for an arbitrary permutation o, it follows that

[sij,sjk] = sir  for all distinct 4, j, k. (3.14)

In those cases where we proved that s;; commutes with s,;, this remains valid. We thus find
that

[sij, Skr) = € whenever i # j, k #r, j # k and i # r, and sfj =e ifi#j. (3.15)
By e.g. [Kar93, Theorem 1.16 in Chapter 16], because n > 3, the group K = SL,(F)) is the
universal group with generators s;; for ¢ # j and relations (3.14) and (3.15). We could use this

to finish the proof of (iii) for SL,,(F,), but for efficiency, we now turn to SL,(F,;) when ¢ is a
prime power.

The general case K = SL,(F,;): finding copies of F; in A. From now, we write K =
SL,(F,) and assume that A is a group, 7 : K — A is a bijection and 3, :=roaon~t € Aut A
for all o € Aut K.

Define the subgroup C < F by C = {a € F; | a” = 1}. Note that the center of K is given by
Z(K) = {al, | a € C}. Being the fixed points of Ad A with A € GL,,(F,), we see that Z(K)
is a fixed point subgroup, so that Az := m(Z(K)) is a subgroup of A. Write ¢ := |C| and note
that ¢| ¢ — 1.

Similarly as above, define the subgroup K; = {al, + zE13+ yFE23 | a € C,z,y € F,;}. Note
that K consists of the fixed points of Ad([,, + E;;) for all i # j with j & {1,2} and i # 3. So,
Ly := w(K) is a subgroup of A. An important part of the proof consists in realizing Fg as a
subgroup of L;. Contrary to the case ¢ = p, it is not immediately clear that L; has a unique
p-Sylow subgroup, neither that this would be abelian.

We view every field automorphism ¢ € Autgelq(IFy) as an automorphism of K by applying ¢ to
every component of a matrix. Since [, C F, is a Galois extension, SL,,(F,) < SL,(F,) is the
subgroup of elements fixed by all ¢ € Autgeq(Fy), so that SL,(IF,) is a fixed point subgroup of
K. Then also K; N SL,(F,) is a fixed point subgroup, so that =(K; N SL,(F,)) is a subgroup
of Ly of order cop®, where ¢ = [{a € F) | a™ = 1}|. First choosing a p-Sylow subgroup
of m(Ky N SL,(F,)), we can next fix a p-Sylow subgroup Ay < L; such that the intersection
Ay Nw(Ky N SL,(Fp)) is nontrivial (actually, has order p?).

Since Az < Lp is a subgroup of order ¢ | ¢ — 1, while A; is a subgroup of order ¢%, and
ged(c,q?) = 1, we first conclude that Az N A; = {e}, and then conclude that L; = AzA;.
Define Ag := {s € Az | sA;s~! = A;}. Since all p-Sylow subgroups of L; are conjugate and
L1 = AzAq, it follows that s — sA;s~! defines a bijection between Az/Ag and the set of
p-Sylow subgroups of L.

For A € GLy(F,), we define f4 = moAd(A®I,_2)or ' € Aut A. Since Ad(A®1,2)(K1) = K1,
also fa(L1) = Ly. Since automorphisms of L; permute the p-Sylow subgroups of L, we find
an action n of GLy(F,) by permutations of Az /A such that

Ba(sAis™h) = (na(sho))A1(na(shg))™! forall s € Az.

On the other hand, Ad(A® I,,_2) acts as the identity on Z(K), so that S4(s) = sforall s € Az.
Choosing s4 € Az such that S4(A;) = sAAlszl, we find that Ba(sAis™1) = sBa(Aq)s™t =
ssAAlszls_l. We conclude that n4(sAg) = ssalg for all s € Az. In particular, s4 belongs
to the normalizer NV, (Ag), so that GLa(F;) — Na,(Ao)/Ao : A — salp is a well-defined

group homomorphism. The order of the group at the right hand side divides |[Az| = ¢ and
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thus divides ¢ — 1. The subgroup SLy(FF,) < GL2(F,) is generated by the elementary matrices,
which have order p. It follows that s4Ag = Ag, meaning that S4(A1) = A; for all A € SLy(F,).

Since the intersection of Ay with 7(K7 N SL,(F,)) is nontrivial, we can choose a; € F,; with
at =1 and z1,y; € F), such that 7(a1l, + x1E13 + y1E23) is a nontrivial element of A;. Since
Ay N Az = {e}, it follows that (z1,y1) # (0,0). For all (z,y) € F2\ {(0,0)}, denote A(z,y) =
a1 Ly +xFE13+yFas € Ky and ¢(z,y) = n(A(z,y)). Since Ad(A®I,—2)(N(z,y)) = A(A-(x,y)) for
all A € GLy(F,) and (z,y) € F2\{(0,0)}, also Sa(¢(x,y)) = ¢(A-(x,y)). Since ¢(x1,11) € A1,
Ba(A1) = A for all A € SLy(F,) and SLy(F,) acts transitively on F2 \ {(0,0)}, we conclude
that ¢(z,y) € Ay \ {e} for all (z,y) € F2\ {(0,0)}. Since F2 has ¢* elements, complementing
with ¢(0,0) = e, we have found a bijection ¢ : IF'Z — Ay satisfying 84 0¢ = ¢ o A for all
A€ GL, (Fq)

In (ii), we proved that Fg is strictly rigid relative to GLa(IF,) < Aut(Fg, +). Using Remark 3.3,
it follows that ¢ : Fg — Aj is an isomorphism of groups.

Construction of the generators t;;(x) of A. As explained above, SL,(F),) is a fixed point
subgroup of K, fixed by all the field automorphisms. By the description of all automorphisms
of SL,,(FF,), we get that each such automorphism « can be extended to an automorphism a of
K. 1t follows that m o o ! is an automorphism of m(SL,(F,)) for every a € Aut SLy,(F,).
So, we can apply the first part of the proof to the restriction of m to SL, (IF,).

For i # j, denote as above K;; = {al,, + xFE;; | a € C,x € Fy}. Again view every permutation
o as a permutation matrix and write 8, = mo (Ado) o 1. By the first part of the proof,
we find elements s;; € w(K;; N SL,(Fp)) that generate the unique p-Sylow subgroup A;; of
(K N SL, (Fp)). Moreover, A;; contains all elements of order p of w(K;; N SL,(Fp)) and the

relations (3.14) and (3.15) hold. Also, 8,(sij) = S4(i)o(;) for all i # j and all permutations o.

Since ¢ : IF'Z — A is an isomorphism of groups, ¢(1,0) is an element of order p in A;. By
definition, ¢(1,0) = w(a1l, + E13). So, ¢(1,0) is an element of order p in 7(Ki2 N SLy(F)p)).
By the discussion above, ¢(1,0) € A3 so that ¢(Fp,0) = Ayz. Take z; € F) such that
s13 = ¢(x1,0) = m(a1l, + x1E13). We then define the group homomorphism 13 : F; — A :
ti3(x) = ¢(x12,0). By definition,

ti13(z) = w(ar I, + v12E13) for all x € F)

q> and t13(1) = 513 . (316)

For every i and every a € IF;, we define 3; , € Aut A by 3;, = 7o Ad(aEy; + (I, — Ey)) o 7L
Note that

arl, + ax1xFEq3 ifi=1,
Ad(aE“ + (In — E“‘))(alfn + 1‘1.%'E13) =<cal, + a’lxlmElg if i = 3,
arl, + x1xFE13 if i & {1,3}.

It then follows from (3.16) that

ﬁl,a(tlg(a:))):;m(a:ﬂ) , Braltiz(z)) = ti3(a”'z) and (3.17)

Bia(tiz(x)) = t13(x) if i & {1,3}.
If a permutation o satisfies 0(1) = 1 and o(3) = 3, then (Ad o)(a1 I, +x12E13) = a1 I, +x12E3.

So, by (3.16), B,(t13(x)) = t13(z). It follows that we can unambiguously define, for all i # j,
group homomorphisms #;; : F; — A such that 3, o t;; = {;(;)(;) for every permutation o and

all i # 7.
Whenever ¢ # j, we can choose a permutation o such that o(1) =i and o(3) = j. We conclude
that

tij(l) = By (t13(1)) = Bo(s13) = Sij -

42



Applying an arbitrary 3, to the equalities in (3.17), we find that for all i # j, all k, a € Fy
and z € F,

Bia(tij(x)) = tijlax) ,  Bjal(tij(x)) = tij(a~ z) and

. o (3.18)
Bra(tij(x)) = tij(x) if k & {i,j}.
Acting with ;4 0 B -1 on (3.14), it follows that
[tij(a),t;x(D)] = tir(ab) for all distinct 4, j, k and all a,b € F,. (3.19)

When 1, j, k are distinct, acting with 3; 403, on [sik, sj5] = e implies that [t;z(a),t;,(b)] = e for
all a,b € F,. We similarly get that [t;;(a),t;,(b)] = e for all distinct 4, j, k and a,b € F,. When
i,j, k,r are all distinct, we act with 3;, o Bgp on [sij, sgr| = e and get that [t;;(a), tg,(b)] = e
for all a,b € IF,. Summarizing, we have proven that

[tij(a),tkr(b)] =€ whenever i # j, k #r, j # k and i # r, and for all a,b € F,.  (3.20)
Since ;5 is a group homomorphism, we have
tij(z +y) = t;j(x)t;;(y) whenever i # j, and for all z,y € F,. (3.21)

By e.g. [Kar93, Theorem 1.16 in Chapter 16], because n > 3, the group K = SL,(F,) is the
universal group with generators t;;(z) for i # j, x € Fy, and relations (3.19), (3.20) and (3.21).

Construction of a subgroup P < A with P = K/D. Define P < A as the subgroup
generated by all t;;(x), i # j, * € Fy. Since the homomorphisms ¢;; are faithful, the group
P is a nontrivial quotient of K. By e.g. [Kar93, Theorem 1.12 in Chapter 16], the group
PSL,(F,) is simple. One deduces that every normal subgroup of K that is different from K is
contained in the center Z(K). We thus find a subgroup D < Z(K) and a group isomorphism
Y : P — K/D satisfying ¥(t;j(x)) = (In + xE;;)D for all i # j and = € .

The subgroup Az = w(Z(K)) normalizes t;2(F;). As above, we consider the subgroup
Az = m(Z2(K)) = n({al, | a € C}). We claim that Az normalizes the subgroup t12(F;). If
g = 2, we have that Az = {e} and there is nothing to prove. So we assume that ¢ > 3.
By construction, Az and t12(FF,) are subgroups of m(Kj2) of order ¢, resp. g, while w(Kj2)
has order cq. Since ged(c,q) = 1, we get that Az Nt12(F;) = {e}. We then conclude that
7T(K12) = Agtlg(Fq) = tm(Fq)AZ.

Fix g € Az and = € F,. We can then uniquely write gt12(x) = t12(y)h with y € Fyand h € Az.
We apply 1,4 to this equality, with a € F;*. Since aF11 + (I, — E11) commutes with Z(K), we
have that 3 o acts as the identity on Az. Using (3.18), we find that gt12(az) = ti2(ay)h. So,

gtiz((a — D)z)g~" = gtia(az)(gtra(x)) ™" = tra(ay)hh ™ t1a(y) ™" = t1a((a — 1)y) .

It follows that gt12((a — 1)z)g~" € t12(F,) for all g € Az, a € F and x € F,. Since ¢ > 3, we
can take a € F; with a — 1 # 0 and the claim that Az normalizes t12(F,) is proven.

Construction of field automorphisms (; for every g € Az. For every g € Az, define
¢y € Aut(Fy, +) such that gt1a(x)g™! = t12({y(z)) for all € F,. Since every permutation
matrix o commutes with Z(K'), we get that 5,(g) = ¢ for all g € Az. Applying (., we find
that gt;j(z)g~' = t;;(¢,(x)) for all i # j and € F,. Conjugating the relation (3.19) by g, it
follows that (4(a)(y(b) = (4(ab) for all a,b € Fy. So, (5 € Autgeq(Fy) for all g € Az.

Proof that (4y(D) = D for all g € Az and (; = id for all g € PN Az. Since
(Ad g)(tij(z)) = ti;((4(x)), we get that (Ad g)(P) = P for all g € Az, so that py := 1po(Ad g)|po
¢~ are automorphisms of K/D satisfying yy((I, +2E;j)D) = (I, +(,(z) Eij) D whenever i # j
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and « € F,. It follows that (,(D) = D and that p, equals the field automorphism of K/D
given by (4. When g € PN Az, we get that py = Ad(g) is inner. This forces {; = id, so that
pg = id and thus ¥(g) € Z(K/D). We thus find a subgroup D; < Z(K) such that D < D
and Y»(PNAz)=D;/D.

Proof that A = AzP and (PN Az) = Z(K)/D. To prove these statements, note that

[Az[ [Pl |Z(E)[(K]/[D]) _ [2(K)]

K| =|A|l > |AzP| = = —
K =182 182Pl = 5 D1l/ID| D1

K| > K]

It follows that all inequalities must be equalities, so that A = AzP and D, = Z(K).

For every A € PGL,(F,), Ba = wo (Ad A) o m~! satisfies B4(P) = P. Since Ad A
acts as the identity on Z(K), we get that S4(g) = ¢ for all g € Az. It thus suffices to prove
that an arbitrary automorphism g € Aut A with 5(g) = g for all g € Az, satisfies S(P) = P.

Define the normal subgroup A¢ < Az as the kernel of the homomorphism Az — Autgeq(IFy) :
g — (g4 constructed above. We proved above that PN Az < A¢. Since Autgeqa(Fy) = Z/KZ,
the quotient Az/A is abelian. Since Az normalizes P and since A = AzP, we get that
P is a normal subgroup of A and we denote by v : A/P — Az/(P N Az) the canonical
identification. Then, P — Az/A¢ : a — v(B(a)P)A¢ is a well-defined group homomorphism.
Since P = K/D is a perfect group, this homomorphism must be trivial. That means that
v(B(a)P) € A¢/(PNAz) for all a € P.

When g € A¢, we have that g commutes with P and (g) = g. So, v(8(a)P) belongs to the
center of A¢/(PNAz) for every a € P. Again using that P is a perfect group, we conclude that
v(B(a)P) = PN Az and thus, S(a) € P, for all a € P. So, 5(P) C P, implying that 8(P) = P.

Replacing v by v such that ¢ o (84)|p = (Ad A) o 4. Define for every A € PGL,(F,),
the automorphism v4 € Aut(K/D) by y4 = ¥ o (Ba)|p o ¥~ 1. By construction, A + 4
is a faithful group homomorphism. It follows from our description of the automorphisms of
K/D that AdPSL,(F,) is a normal subgroup of Aut(X/D) and that the quotient is solvable.
Since the group PSL,(F,) is perfect, it follows that y4 € AdPSL,(F,) for all A € PSL,(F,).
We may thus view the restriction 7o of v to PSL,(F,) as an automorphism of PSL,,(F,).
From our description of the automorphisms of PSL,,(IF,), it follows that g lifts uniquely to an
automorphism p of K. Defining D= p~Y(D) and 1; = p~ Lo, we get that {bv: P — K/f) is
a group isomorphism. We get that zZo (Ba)lp =740 {/; for all A € PGL,,(F,), where A — 754
is a faithful group homomorphism from PGL,(F,) to Aut(K/ ﬁ) satisfying 74 = Ad A for all
A € PSL,(F,). When A € PGL,(F,), it follows that (Ad A™!) 0 74 is an automorphism of
K/D that commutes with all automorphisms Ad B, B € PSL,(F,). So, (AdA~!)o7, =id
and we have proven that ¢ o (84)|p = (Ad A) o4 for all A € PGL, (F,).

End of the proof. It suffices to show that D = {I,}. Indeed, it then follows that )(PNAz) =
Z(K). Since |Z(K)| = |Az|, this implies that Az € P. Then, A = P and P = K, so that
A= K.

For every A € PGL,(F,), we denote by Fixg(Ad A) the fixed point subgroup of AdA in K.
We similarly denote by Fixp(54) the fixed point subgroup of the corresponding automorphism
Ba € AutA. Since 4 = mo (AdA) o 77!, we get that |Fixyg(Ad A)| = |Fixa(B4)] for all
A € PGL,(F,).

On the other hand, 84 acts as the identity on Az and satisfies Yo (Ba)lp = (AdA) o4 Also,
because Y(PNAz) = Z(K)/D,
Az] |Z(K)

PO = A = Baomal P
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We conclude that

| Fixa(8a)| = ]FixK/f)(AdA)\ [Az/(PNAz)| = \5] |Fix ., ~(Ad A)| .

K/D

So, |Fixg(Ad A)| = |D||Fix,,5(Ad A)| for all A € PGL,(F,). Since D < Z(K), we have

~ K/D -
D < Fixg(Ad A) and thus Fixx(Ad A)/D C FixK/B(Ad A). We just proved that both sets

have the same number of elements. They must thus be equal:

Fixg(Ad A)/D = Fix,.,s(Ad A) for all A € PGL,(F,). (3.22)

K/D

As explained above, it only remains to show that D = {I,}. Assume the contrary. We can then
take dy € F; such that dy # 1, dj = 1 and dol,, € D. Define Ay € GL,(FF,) as the diagonal
matrix Ag = > dé‘lEii. Define the element X € K by

n—1

X =(=1)""E.1 + Z Ey k41 -
k=1

We have that AXA™! = d; ' X. Then XD is an element of FixK/f) (Ad A) that does not belong

to Fixx (Ad A)/D, contradicting (3.22). This concludes the proof of the rigidity of K = SL, (Fp)
relative to Aut K.

The proof of the rigidity of PSL,(F,) relative to its automorphism group is identical to the
argument above, with the simplification that all considerations about the center disappear. [

Proof of Theorem 3.12(iv): the groups Fy x SLy,(Fq). Fixn > 2 and ¢ = pk. Put Ky =
IF‘Z x SLy,(Fy). Let Ay be a group and 7 : K — A; a bijection such that moa o 71 e Aut Ay
for all & € Aut K.

We denote the elements of K as (a, A) with a € Fy and A € SL,(FF;). The product is given
by (a,A) - (b,B) = (a + A-b, AB), where we view a as a column matrix. We view Fy and
SL,(FF,) as subgroups of K1, identifying a with (a,I,,) and A with (0, 4). We also view K
as a subgroup of Fy x GL,(F,), so that conjugation Ad A with A € GL,(F,) is a well-defined
automorphism of Ki. For the intuition behind some of the computations in the proof, it is

useful to see K as a subgroup of SL,;(F,) by identifying (a, A) with the matrix (6‘ “1”)

We denote by e; € Fy the standard basis elements. As in the proof of (iii), we denote by Ej;
the matrix that has 1 in position (i,7) and 0 elsewhere. For every A € GL,(F,), we denote
Ba=mo(AdA)on~!t € Aut A;. We in particular use the notation 8, when o € GL,(F,) is a
permutation matrix.

Note that Fy is the fixed point subgroup of the automorphisms Ade; for all i. We can thus
define the subgroup Ny = 7(IFy) of A;. For every A € GL,(FF,), we have that (Ad A)(Fy) = Fy,
and the equality m|rn 0 Ad A = B4 o 7[gy holds on Fy. By (ii), the restriction m[gn is a group
isomorphism 7 : Fy — Nj. Throughout the proof, we use without mentioning that 7T|]F£L is a
group homomorphism.

The exceptional case n = 2, ¢ = 2. We claim that F3 x SLy(F3) =2 S;. To prove this
claim, it suffices to observe that (12)(34) ~ e1, (14)(23) + €3, together with (12) — (§ 1) and
(123) — (91) concretely defines an isomorphism Sy — F3 x SLy(F2). By Theorem 3.9(i), the
isomorphism F3 x SLg(F2) 2 A; follows.

But for later use, we remark that we get more: using Lemma 3.7(ii), we find a group isomor-
phism p : K1 — A; such that poaop ! =moaon™! for all & € Aut K. Looking at the fixed
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point subgroup of Ade;, Adey, it follows that Ny = p(F3). Since p is a group isomorphism,
the centralizer of N1 in Ay equals Ny ; a fact that we will use below.

For the rest of the proof, we may thus assume that (n,q) # (2,2).

Reduction to the subgroup K = FJ x SL,(Fp). If ¢ € Autgaa(F,), applying ¢ to
every component induces an automorphism a¢ of Ki. The fixed point subgroup of these field
automorphisms is K := F}} x SL,(F,), and we define the subgroup A = 7(K) of A;. We write
N = W(IF‘;) and note that N is a subgroup of A. The main part of the proof consists in showing
that the elements m(I, + E;j) normalize N and define a nontrivial automorphism of N by
conjugation.

The elements 7 (I, + E;i2) and 7(e;) commute. We note that {(aei, I, +bE12) | a,b € F,}
is the fixed point subgroup of K of the automorphisms Ade; and Ad(I,, + Ey;) for all i # 2
and j > 2. So its image is a subgroup of A of order p?, which is therefore abelian. Since this
subgroup contains 7(ey) and 7 (I, + F12), it follows that these two elements commute.

If n > 3, the elements (I, + E13) and 7(ez) commute. For every matrix X = ()

in FIQ)XQ, define ¥(X) € K by ¢(X) = (ae; + beg, I,, + ©E13 + yEa3). Note that Q,Z)(IFIQ)XQ) is the
fixed point subgroup of K of Ade; and Ad([,, + Ey;) for all ¢ # 3 and j > 3. We define the
subgroup L = 7T(¢(IF§X2)) of A.

For every A € GLy(F,) and ¢ € [F,,, we have that

Ad(ces, A& I o) (¥(X)) = p(AX(§ 7°)) -

So, Bac = moAd(ces, A® I,_2) om ! restricts to an action of GLy(F,) x F,, by automorphisms
of L. Since L is a group of order p*, the center Z(L) is nontrivial and thus |Z(L)| is divisible
by p. Then, |Z(L) \ {e}| is not divisible by p. The action of GL2(FF,) x [, on FIQ)XQ \ {0} by
(A,c)- X = AX (] 7°) has the following three orbits:

{(88) [ @b) eFAN{0.0}}, {(§&) | (.9) e FN{(0,0)},d €Fp},  GLa(Fy) -

The number of elements in these orbits are p?—1, p(p?>—1) and p(p—1)?(p+1). Since Z(L)\{e}
is a union of orbits and since |Z(L) \ {e}| is not divisible by p, we conclude that the first orbit
must occur, so that 7 (y(3¢)) € Z(L) for all a,b € F,. We get that 7(e2) belongs to the center
of L. Since w(I,, + E13) belongs to L, it follows that w(I,, + E13) commutes with 7(e2).

The element 7 (I, + E12) normalizes the subgroup m(Fpe; + Fpez). Note that
T = {(ze1 + ye2, I, + vE12) | z,y,z € Fp} (3.23)

is the fixed point subgroup of K of the automorphisms Ade; and Ad([, + Ey;) for all i # 2
and j > 3. So, 7(T) is a subgroup of A of order p3. Also, Ny := 7(Fpe1 + Fpez) is a subgroup
of 7(T) of order p? and 7 (I, + E12) € No. So, n(T) is generated by (I, + E12) and Ng. We
have proven above that 7 (I, + Ei2) commutes with m(F,e;). Since m(F,e;) < Ny and Ny is
abelian, it follows that 7(F,e;) is a subgroup of order p of the center of 7(7T'). It follows that
7(T)/m(Fpe1) is a group of order p?, which is therefore abelian. In particular, No/7(Fpe1) is a
normal subgroup, so that Ny is normal in 7(7"). We get that w(I,, + E12) normalizes Np.

The element 7 (I, + E12) does not commute with 7(ez). This is the hardest statement
to prove, especially when ¢ = 2. Assume by contradiction that 7 ([, + Ei2) commutes with
m(e2). Since we have seen above that 7 (I, + E12) commutes with 7(e;) and also with 7 (e;) for
all i > 3, we get that m ([, + E12) commutes with N. Applying 3, for an arbitrary permutation
o, it follows that s;; := 7 (I, + Ej;;) commutes with N for all ¢ # j. We derive a contradiction
on a case by case basis: first for ¢ > 3, and then for ¢ = 2 with resp. n > 4 or n = 3.
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Case 1: g > 3. We repeat an argument that we already used in the proof of (iii). Because
q > 3, the subgroup U := {A @ I,,_2 | A € SLy(F,)} is the fixed point subgroup of K of
Ad(alz ® bl,,—2) and Ade; for all a,b € Fy and i > 3. Then 7(U) is a subgroup of A of order
| SL2(F,)| = p(p* — 1). We define the subgroup R < m(U) generated by s12 and sa1, so that |R|
divides p(p? — 1). By assumption, R commutes with N. Since RN N C 7(U) N N = {e}, the
subgroup @ generated by R and NN is isomorphic with Rx N and we find a group homomorphism
0 : @ — N such that Kerf = R and 6(g) = g for all g € N.

Consider the automorphism B2 = 7o Adeg o 7! of A. Define the fixed point subgroup T'
as in (3.23). Since eg € T, we have that Sa2(m(T)) = «(T). Since (Ade2)(0,1, + Ei2) =
(—e1, I, + F12), we get that Ba(s12) € w(U). Since ey commutes with I, + Eo1, we get that
B2(s21) = s21. We observed above that 7(7") is generated by m(Fpe1 + Fpez) and s12. So
altogether 52(Q) = Q, B2(s12) € R and Ba(s21) = sa21. Then, 99 : R — N : ¢a(g) = 6(B2(g)) is
a group homomorphism satisfying 12(s12) # e and ¥2(s91) = e. By symmetry, we also find a
group homomorphism 91 : R — N satisfying 11(s12) = e and t1(s21) # e. Since N = T}, the
image of the group homomorphism 1 @19 is a group of order p™ with m > 2. This contradicts
the fact that p? does not divide the order of R.

Case 2: ¢ = 2 and n > 4. Note that Ky := {(ae; + bea, A® I,,_2) | a,b € Fo, A € SLy(F2)}
is the fixed point subgroup of Ad(Iy @ B) for all B € SL,_»(F2). Since Ky = F3 x SLo(F2), it
follows from the exceptional case (n,q) = (2,2) studied in the beginning of the proof that the
centralizer of m(Foe; + Foeq) in m(Kjp) equals m(Faeq + Faea). So, s12 € N, which is absurd.

Case 3: ¢ = 2 and n = 3. Recall that for every A € SL3(F2), we define the automorphism
Ba:=moAdAon~L Since (AdA)(F3) = F3, we get that S4(N) = N. We define G as the
subgroup of A generated by N and the elements [4(s12) for all A € SL3(F2). By construction,
Ba(G) = G for all A € SL3(F2). Since sj2 is assumed to commute with N, also S4(s12)
commutes with N, so that N is a central subgroup of G. We define I' = G/N. To reach a
contradiction, we prove that the order of I' is not a power of 2 and we also construct a family
of group homomorphisms v, : ' = N whose kernels have a trivial intersection.

We first prove the following statement: if B € SL3(F3) and n(B) € 512N, then B = I3 + Ejs.
We start by proving that s3o & s12/V. Note that this is not a triviality since we do not know if
s1om(a) = w(a, I3 + E12) for all @ € F3. We already mentioned above that

T = {(ael,Ig + $E12) | a,xr € F2} (324)

is the fixed point subgroup of Ade; and Ad(I3 + Ey;) for i = 1,3 and j = 2,3. Also T :=
{(bea+ces, Is+yEs3) | b,c,y € Fa} is the fixed point subgroup of Ad e;, Ad eg and Ad(I5+ Esy).
By definition, T1NT5 = {e}. Assume that szo = sjam(ae;+bea+ces) with a, b, ¢ € Fy. Since 7T|]F§
is a group homomorphism, we get that ssom(bes + ces) = s1am(aer). Since s3o and 7(beg + ce3)
belong to 7(7T3) and 7(T%) is a subgroup, the left hand side belongs to m(7%). Similarly, the
right hand side belongs to 7(71). Since n(T1) N7 (T2) = {e}, we conclude that sjaom(ae;) = e.
So, w(I3 + E12) = s12 = w(ae), which is absurd.

Since Ad([3+E13)(Ig, +E32) = I3+ F1o+ E35, while Ad(Ig+E13)(I3—|—E12) = I3+ E1o, applying
the automorphism 7o Ad(I3 + F13) o ! to s32 € s12N implies that (I3 + E12 + E13) € s12N.
Since s193 = 7w(I3 + F12) ¢ N, we have thus proven that w(Is + xE12 + yEs2) & s12N if
(5,9) € F3\ {(1,0)}.

Finally assume that m(B) € s;oN. Note that C := {(a, I3 + zF12 + yEs2) | a € F3, 2,y € Fa}
is the fixed point subgroup of Ade; and Ades. Since s;2 € 7(C), N C n(C) and n(C) is a
subgroup, also s;oa N C 7(C). It follows that (0,B) € C. So, B = I3 + xE13 + yFE32 for certain
x,y € Fy. Since w(B) € s12N, it follows from the previous paragraph that z =1 and y = 0, so
that B = I3 + E15. Thus, the statement above is proven.

47



Define the subset Ry C SL3(F2) as the orbit Ry := {A(I3 + E12)A™! | A € SL3(F3)}. We claim
that if B, B’ € Ry and B # B’, then n(B)N # 7(B’)N. Since we can use the automorphisms
Ba =moAd Aor~! it suffices to note that 7(B)N # n(I3+ E12)N if B € Ry and B # I3+ E1s.
But this follows from the statement above.

Denote by 6 : G — I' = G/N the quotient homomorphism. For every B = A(I3+FE13)A~! € Ry,
we have that m(B) = fa(s12) belongs to G. By construction, m(B) ¢ N. So by the previous
paragraph, the elements 6(7(B)), B € Ry, are distinct elements of I' \ {e}. It follows that
IT| > 1+ |Ro|. Since |SL3(Fs)| = 23 -3 -7 and the centralizer of I3 + Ej2 has order 8, we
get that |Ro| = 21. So, |I'| > 22. On the other hand, N < G < K, so that |I'| divides
| SL3(F3)| = 2% -3 - 7. Both together imply that at least one of the primes 3 or 7 divides |T|.
We have thus proven that |I'| is not a power of 2.

We next construct a faithful family of group homomorphisms v, : I' — N. For every a € F3,
define the automorphism 3, = 7o Adaon ™! of A. Since (Ada)(0, I3 + E12) = (agey, I3 + E13),
we get that 5, (7(I3 + E12)) = w(aze1, I3 + E12). We observed above that with 7} defined by
(3.24), the subgroup 7(7}) is generated by s12 and 7(eq), so that 7(71) < G. We conclude that
Ba(s12) € G for all a € F3.

Acting with 84 and using that 84 o 8, = Ba.q © B4, it follows that 5,(84(s12)) € G for all
A € SL3(FF3). Since f,(g) = g for all g € N, we conclude that 3,(G) = G.

We next claim that 6(8,(g)) = 6(g) for all g € G. Since B,(g9) = g for all ¢ € N and since
we can act with (4, it suffices to prove that (§,(s12) € s12N. We already mentioned above
that B,(s12) = m(age1, Is + E12). We again use the fixed point subgroup 77 defined by (3.24).
Then 7(77) is a group of order 4. It is thus abelian and 7(77)/7(F2e1) has only one nontrivial
element. Since 7(age, I3+ F12) € m(Faeq), it follows that 5, (s12)7(Faeq) is a nontrivial element
of w(T1)/m(Faeq) and thus equal to s1om(Foeq1). This means that 5,(s12) € sjom(Feeq) and the
claim is proven.

By construction, we have a central extension e - N — G — I’ — e, with quotient homomor-
phism 6 : G — I'. Choose a map ¢ : I' = G satisfying § o p = id. Fix a € F3. Since § o 3, = 0,
we can uniquely define for every g € T', the element 1,(g) € N such that 8,(¢(g)) = ¢(9)1a(g).
Since S, (k) = k for all k € N, it follows that 14(gh) = ¥4 (g)v4(h) for all g,h € T'. So, every
P, : I' = N is a group homomorphism.

To reach the desired contradiction, we claim that if g € T and ,(g) = e for all a € F3, then
g = e. For such an element g € ', we have by definition that 3,((g)) = ¢(g) for all a € F3.
But N is the fixed point subgroup of the automorphisms 3,, a € F3. So, ¢(g) € N, meaning
that g = e. We have thus finally proven that 7 (I,, + Ei2) does not commute with 7(ez).

End of the proof. Define the automorphism ;2 of I} such that moyi9 = (Ad s12)om. We thus
know that y12(e;) = e; for all i # 2, that y12(e2) € Fpe; +F,e2 and that 12 # id. Using the fixed
point subgroup 77 defined by (3.24), we also know that 511); = e, so that 7{’; = id. Altogether,
this implies that y12(e2) = boer + ez for some by € F). So, 8127'('(62)81_21 = m(boer + e2).

We now turn back to the larger groups K; = IE‘? x SLy, (F,) and Ay. For every a € F, we define
as before f3; o = mo Ad(aE;; + (I, — Ey)) o~ '. Applying the appropriate f;(a), as well as 3,
for permutations o, it follows that the elements ¢;;(a) := w(I, + aFE;;) satisfy: t;;(a) commutes
with 7(bey) whenever j # k and a,b € Fy, while (Adt;;(a))(m(be;)) = m(abobe; + be;) for all
a,b € Fyand i # j.

Define G < Ay as the subgroup generated by N; and the elements ¢;;(a). Denote by m the
restriction of 7 to Fy, so that mo : Fjy — N7 is a group isomorphism. By the previous paragraph,
N7 is a normal subgroup of G and 71'51 o Adt;j(a) o mg = I, + aboEy; in Aut Fy = GL,,(Fy).
Since SLy,(F,) is generated by the elementary matrices, we find that ¥ : G — SL,,(F,) : ¥(g) =

Ty Lo Adgom is a surjective group homomorphism.
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By definition, V7 < Ker ¥. So,
| SLn(Fy)| = [Tm W] = [G/| Ker W| < [G|/|N1] < |As|/[N1] = KL |/[Fg| = [SLn(Fy)] -

It follows that all inequalities are equalities. Thus, G = A7 and Ker ¥ = N;. In particular, Ny
is a normal subgroup of A; and we get the extension e - N; — Ay — SL,(F,) — e.

Choose a map ¢ : SL,(F,) — Aj such that ¥ o ¢ = id. By definition, ¢(A4)m(a)p(A)~1 =
mo(A - a) for all A € SL,(F;) and a € Fy.

When g > 3, we have that SL,(FF,) is the fixed point subgroup of K of Adal, for all a € F;.
Then 7(SL,,(F,)) is a subgroup of A; whose intersection with N is trivial. Then the restriction
of ¥ to m(SL,,(IF4)) is an isomorphism. We can thus choose ¢ as the inverse of this isomorphism
and conclude that (a, A) — mo(a)p(A) defines an isomorphism K7 = A;.

Next assume that ¢ = 2, so that n > 3. We claim that the group OutA; := Aut A;/Inn A,
is abelian. Define By = {# € AutA; | Va € Ny : f(a) = a}. It then suffices to prove that
B is abelian and that for every automorphism 5 € Aut Aq, there exists a ¢ € Ay such that

(Adg) o€ B.

Take B € By. We prove that W(S(h)) = ¥(h) for all h € Ay. To prove this statement, define
A,B € SL,(F3) by A= ¥(h) and B = ¥(B(h)). Then, hmg(a)h™ = my(A - a) for all a € F5.
Applying 3 and using that 3 acts as the identity on N1, we get that B(h)mo(a)B(h)™' = mo(A-a)
for all @ € F}. But the left hand side equals 7o(B - a). We thus find that B = A and we have
proven that Wo 5 = W. It follows that B(p(g)) = (B, g9)¢(g) for certain elements p(/3,g) € Nj.

Take 3,3 € Bi. Since Nj is abelian and (3, act as the identity on Nj, it follows that

(BoB)(p(g) = (B o B)(e(g)) for all g € SL,(F2). Since 8o " and ' o 8 both act as the
identity on N7, we get that B0 3 = 5’ o 3, so that By is abelian.

Next take any f € AutAy. Since ¥(S(Ny)) is an abelian normal subgroup of SL,(Fs2) and
since SLy,(F2) = PSL,,(F2) is simple because n > 3, we get that 5(N1) = N;. Since GL,(F3) =
SL,,(F2), we can take A € SL,,(F2) such that 8(my(a)) = mo(A-a) for all a € F3. It follows that
(Adp(A)~™1) o 3 € B;. So the claim is proven.

We now consider the group homomorphism ® : K; — AutA; : g — 7o Adgo 7!, which is
faithful because K has trivial center. Since n > 3, the group K is perfect. We have proven
above that Out A; is abelian. It follows that ®(K;) < InnA;. Since SL,(F2) has trivial center
and since its action on F5 has 0 as the only fixed point, we get that the center of A; is trivial.
We thus find a unique group homomorphism 7 : K1 — A; such that ®(g) = Adn(g). Since ® is
faithful, also » is faithful. Since |K7| = |A1], it follows that 7 is surjective, so that Ay = K;. O

Question 3.13. We have proven in Theorems 3.8, 3.9 and 3.12 that the alternating groups
and (almost all) the projective special linear groups over finite fields are rigid relative to their
automorphism group. It is therefore natural to pose the following question, for which we expect
the answer to be positive: is every finite simple group K rigid relative to its automorphism
group Aut K ?

3.4 Relative rigidity of direct products and counterexamples

The following permanence property, in combination with Theorems 3.8, 3.9 and 3.12, provides
more examples of relatively rigid compact groups. The main reason to also include this result
however is to illustrate how relative rigidity may fail in subtle ways.

Proposition 3.14. Let Ky be a second countable connected compact abelian group andn > 3 an
integer. Consider K1 = K{ and take any countable group T" such that SL,(Z) < T' < Autg (K1),
as in Theorem 3.4. Let Ko be any finite group that is rigid relative to Aut Ko.
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(i) If Ky is generated by {((s)s™! | s € Ko,( € Aut Ky}, then Ky x Ky is rigid relative to
I'x Aut Ky < Aut(K1 X K2)

(ii) If k > 2, the group Ky x Sy is not rigid relative to any action G ~ K1 X S.

Note that the generating property of ((s)s~! holds in particular when K3 is a perfect group,
by only considering the inner automorphisms. So combining Proposition 3.14 with Theorems
3.8, 3.9 and 3.12, we find that the groups T" x gk with n > 3 and k > 4 and k # 6, as well as
T™ x SLi(F,) with n,k > 3 and ¢ a prime power, or n > 3, k = 2 and ¢ > 5 prime, are rigid
relative to the natural groups of automorphisms.

Proof. (i) We denote by ay € Aut K1, g € I', the given automorphisms. Let 7 be a second
countable compact group, 7 : K1 x Ko — T a pmp isomorphism and assume that we have
commuting group automorphisms 3, € Autg(7) and Sc € Autg(7), for all g € I' and ¢ €
Aut K, such that

(Bgofe)om=mo(agx() ae., whenever g € I' and ¢ € Aut K». (3.25)

Since the action I' ~* K is weakly mixing, by the same reasoning as in the beginning of
the proof of Theorem 3.4, we find a finite group As and a continuous surjective group ho-
momorphism 6 : T — A such that L®°(T)’" = {F o6 | F € £>°(A3)}. Since we have that
L® (K x Ky)rxid = 1 @ ¢>°(K5), we find a bijection 7 : Ko — Ay such that

O(m(k,s)) =ma(s) forae. (k,s) € Ky x Ko. (3.26)

Since 3, and ¢ commute, the group automorphisms 3¢ leave L (7')51" globally invariant. We
thus find an action (7¢)¢eaut Kk, by automorphisms of Ay such that 4060 = 6o .. Using (3.26)
and (3.25), it follows that ¢ o 1y = mp o ¢ for all ¢ € Aut K. Since K» is rigid relative to
Aut K3, we may thus assume that Ay = K3 and that ¢ > v, is an automorphism of Aut Ks.

Define the open subgroup & < T as § = Kerf. By definition of 6, we have that 6 o 3, = 0
for all g € T', so that 3, restricts to a group of automorphisms ﬂ; of §. Define so € Ky by
sy = 1y '(e). By (3.26), the map 71 : K1 — S : mi(k) = 7(k, s2) is a pmp isomorphism. By
construction, for every g € I'; we have that ﬁ; om = m o ag a.e. By Theorem 3.4(i) and
Remark 3.3, it follows that 7 is a.e. equal to a group isomorphism K; — S. Modifying 7 on a
set of measure zero, we may thus assume that 7 : K1 — & is a group isomorphism satisfying

Bg(m1(k)) = m1(g(k)) for all g € T and k € K.

Fix s € K. By (3.26), 7 restricts to a pmp isomorphism between K7 x {s} and §~(my(s)).
Choose a map ¢ : Ko — 7T such that § o ¢ = m5. We then find a pmp automorphism s of
K such that w(k,s) = mi(ms(k))y(s) for a.e. k € K. Since 0 o f; = 6, we can uniquely define
v4(s) € Ky such that Sg(1(s)) = m1(vg(s))(s). Since fgom = mo (ay x id) and since f, is an
automorphism of 7, it follows that for all g € I" and s € Ko,

ag(ms(k))vg(s) = ms(ag(k)) for ae. k € Kj.

Define the pmp automorphism 7/, : K1 x K1 — K1 x Ky by 7(a,b) = (7s(a)ms(b)~1,b). We
conclude that 7 o (ag X ay) = (ag X ) 0 7, a.€.

Applying Theorem 3.4(i) and Remark 3.3 to Ky x K1 = (K x K()", we find that 7 is a.e.
equal to a group automorphism 6, of K7 x K;. By definition, the second component of 64(a, b)
is equal to b for a.e. (a,b) € K; x K;. By continuity, this equality holds everywhere and we
conclude that 0(a,b) = (65(a),b) for all a,b € Ky, where every 05 is a group automorphism
of K. Using the Fubini theorem, there exists a b € K; such that 75(a) = 0, 3(a)ms(b) for a.e.
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a € K. We only retain that 7, is a.e. equal to a homeomorphism of K;. Modifying 7 on a set
of measure zero, we may thus assume that 7 : K1 x Ko — T is a homeomorphism, so that the
equalities (3.25) and (3.26) now hold everywhere.

The fixed point subgroup of (ay X id)ger equals {e} x Ka. So, m({e} x K3) equals the set of
fixed points of (34)ger and is thus equal to a subgroup R < 7. It then follows from (3.26) that
0|z : R — K3 is a group isomorphism. Since the automorphisms 3: commute with 3, we have
that :(R) =R. So, 0o fB¢|r =Y 0 0|r.

Fix ( € Aut K5. We prove that 3 acts as the identity on S = Kerf. We defined above
sg = m, '(e). Since y; o Ty = my 0 (, it follows that ((sg) = sg. Since S = (K x {s2}) and
Beom=mo(id x (), it follows that 5-(k) =k for all k € S.

We finally prove that R commutes with S. Define the group isomorphism ¢ : Ko — R by
¢ = (flr)"1. Note that 8; 0 ¢ = ¢ o for every ¢ € AutKs. Since S < T is a normal
subgroup, we define for every r € K, the automorphism 7, € AutS by n,(s) = ¢(r)se(r)~!
for all s € S. Take ¢ € Aut Ky. Since 3¢ acts as the identity on S, applying /3¢ to the definition
of n-(s) implies that The(r) = T, SO that The(ryr—1 = id for all ¢ € Aut Ky and r € R. Since
¢ ¥ 7¢ is an automorphism of Aut Ky and since {{(r)r~! | r € K2,( € Aut K3} generates Ko,
it follows that n, = id for all r € R, so that S and R commute.

We conclude that n' : Ky x Ko — T : 7'(k,s) = mi(k)p(s) is a group isomorphism. By
construction, (8y o B¢) on’ =7’ o (g x 7¢) for all g € T and { € Aut Ky. Since ¢ +— ¢ is an
automorphism of Aut K5, it follows that K7 x K» is rigid relative to I' x Aut K.

(ii) Denote by e : S — {£1} the sign of a permutation. Since the kernel of ¢ equals the
commutator subgroup of S, we have that € o ( = ¢ for every ¢ € Aut Si. For the same reason,
(¥(s))? = e for every homomorphism 1) : Sy — K71, because K; is abelian.

Define the group 7 = Kj %, Sg, where ns(k) = k°(). Denote by 7 : K; x S — T the
canonical bijection. Since K is connected, every automorphism of Kj x Sj leaves K; globally
invariant and is thus of the form (k,s) — (a(k)¥(s),((s)) where a € Aut Ky, ( € Aut Sy
and ¢ : S — K is a group homomorphism. Since for every s € Sk, (¥(s))? = e, also
s (1(s)) = 1(s) for all s,5" € Sg. Furthermore, n¢(s) = 1 for all s € Si. We conclude that all
the maps (k, s) — (a(k)¥(s),((s)) also define automorphisms of the group 7.

Note however that 7 2 K x Si. Indeed, defining L < K; by {k € K; | k* = e}, the group L
is totally disconnected. Since the center of 7 is contained in L x Sg, it is totally disconnected,
while the center of K7 x Sy contains K; as a connected subgroup. So, K; x S} is not rigid
relative to any action by automorphisms. O

Proposition 3.15. No connected non abelian compact second countable group K is rigid rel-
ative to any action G ~ K by automorphisms.

More precisely, there exists a nontrivial totally disconnected group L and a pmp isomorphism
7 : K — K x L such that for every o € Aut K, we have that moaon™!
automorphism of K X L.

is a.e. equal to a group

Proof. First assume that K is a connected compact simple Lie group and that L is any compact
second countable group L. Denote by Z < K the center of K, which is a finite group. Define
G = Z x Aut K and consider the action 6 of G on K by pmp automorphisms 0, (k) = za(k).
We construct a pmp isomorphism 7 : K — K x L such that mo 6,0 = 0y x id a.e., for all
geq.

As discussed before [HM23, Proposition 6.59], the subgroup Inn K of inner automorphisms of
K has finite index in Aut K. Identifying Inn K = K/Z, we turn Inn K into a compact Lie
group. We then turn G into a compact Lie group such that {e} x Inn K is an open subgroup.
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Fix a maximal torus T < K (see e.g. [HM23, Definition 6.22]) and note that Z < T by [HM23,
Corollary 6.32]. Define the closed subgroup A < Aut K as A := {a € Awt K | o(T) = T'}.
Define G; := Z x A and note that the action G ~Y K restricts to an action Gy ~¥ T. By
definition, Inn K N A is isomorphic with the Weyl group (see e.g. [HM23, Definition 6.22]),
which is a finite group. Since Inn K < G has finite index, Inn K N A has finite index in Gy, so
that the image A = 1g, is a finite group of pmp automorphisms of 7.

Take an integer n > 1 such that 7" = T". We equip 7' = T" with the Lebesgue measure Ar.
We denote by T the Pontryagin dual of T. Since T' = T", for every w € T \ {1}, the kernel
Kerw = {t € T | w(t) = 1} has measure zero. So, Ty := T\ Uwef\{l} Kerw is a conull Borel

set of T. When t € Ti, every character w € T that is equal to 1 on t, must be equal to 1
everywhere. So, the closed subgroup generated by t equals T, for every t € T}. Since Z < T is
a finite subgroup, also T5 := [, 271 is a conull Borel subset of T'.

By construction, 5(T%) = T5 for every 8 € A. Define Fix 8 = {t € T» | 5(t) = t}. Since T' = T",
if B # id, Fix 8 has measure zero. It follows that T3 := T5\ U A\giay Fix 3 is a conull Borel set
of T. By construction, for every 5 € A, we have that 5(73) = T5 and the action of the finite
group A on T3 is free. We can thus choose a Borel subset Ty C T3 that meets each orbit of this
action in exactly one point.

We equip K and G with their respective Haar probability measures Ax and Ag. We claim that
the map ¢ : G/ Kert x Ty — K : (g,t) — 0,4(t) is an injective Borel map whose image is conull
in (K, \g) and that satisfies ¢, (Ag X A\p) ~ A\g.

To prove that ¢ is injective, it suffices to prove the following: if s,t € Ty and (z,a) € G
are such that za(t) = s, then a € A, ¥(z,) = id and ¢ = s. Since t,s € Ty, we get that
t € Ty and 2z~ 's € T, so that the closed subgroups generated by ¢, resp. z~'s, are equal to T'.
Since a(t) = z7's € T and a~!(27!s) = ¢, we conclude that a(T) = T. So, (z,a) € G; and
B = (z,a) belongs to A. Since B(t) = s and s,t € Tp, it follows that § =id and ¢t = s.

By considering the derivative, it follows that K/T x T — K : (k,t) — ktk~! is locally a
diffeomorphism. It follows that also ® : G/Kery x T' — K : (g,t) — 6,4(t) is locally a
diffeomorphism. Since every element of K is conjugate to an element in T (see e.g. [HM23,
Theorem 6.30]), the map @ is surjective. It then follows that the image of ¢ is conull and that
(p*()\g X )\T) ~ )\K-

Since A is invariant under the action G Y K, the measure (o 1)(Ax) on G/ Kerm x Ty is
invariant under translation by G in the first variable. It is therefore equal to Ag X o for a
probability measure pg on Ty. Since by the claim above, it is also equivalent to Ag x Ap, we
find that pug ~ Ar. In particular, pg is nonatomic.

Take any compact second countable group L with Haar probability measure Az,. Since (Tp, o)
is a standard nonatomic probability space, we can choose a pmp isomorphism g : (Zp, o) —
(To x L, o x A\r). Then, 7 := (¢ x id) o (id x mp) 0 ¢! defines a pmp isomorphism between K
and K x L such that mo 6,01 =0, x id for all g € G.

Now assume that K is an arbitrary non abelian connected compact second countable group.
By the Levi-Mal’cev structure theorem (see [HM23, Theorem 9.24]), we can choose a connected
compact second countable group Ky, a connected simply connected compact simple Lie group
K1, a nonempty finite or countably infinite set J and a closed subgroup D < Z(Kj) x Z(K1)’
such that K = (Ko x K{)/D and such that K;/Z(K;) is not a quotient of Ky. Moreover,
combining [HM23, Theorems 9.76(iv) and 9.86], for every a € Aut K, there exists a permutation
0o Of the set J, an automorphism oy € Aut Ky and, for every j € J, an automorphism
Bj € Aut K such that the associated automorphism ag x (04 o ([[; 8;)) of Ko x K { globally
preserves D and defines a on the quotient K.
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Take any nontrivial totally disconnected compact group L1, e.g. L1 = Z/2Z. As in the first part
of the proof, we define G; = Z(K;) x Aut K| and consider the action G; ~Y K : 0(z,0) (k) =
za(k) by pmp automorphisms. By the first part of the proof, we find a pmp isomorphism
m : K1 — K x Ly such that m 0 03 = (6, x id) o7y a.e., for all g € Gy.

Define the pmp isomorphism 7o : Ko x K{ — Kg x (K1 x L1)? by ma =id x 7{. Denote by 1
the natural action of G := (Z(Ky) x Aut Kg) x (Z(K;) x Aut K1)7 on Ko x K{. Identifying
Ko x (K1 x L1)? = (Ko x K{) x L{, we get that for every g € G, we have myon, = (n, x id) omy
a.e. This holds in particular for all g € D < Z(Kp) x Z(K1)? < G. We can thus take the
quotient by D and define the pmp isomorphism 7 : K — K x L{.

Every permutation o of J defines an automorphism of K; and an automorphism of L;. By
construction, mg 00 = (id X 0 X ¢) o wy. From the description that we gave above for arbitrary
automorphisms a € Aut K, it now follows that mToa = (ax 0, ) o7 a.e. So, for every a € Aut K,

we have that 7 o« o 77! is a.e. equal to the group automorphism a x o, of K x L. O

3.5 Compact groups with trivial 2-cohomology

In order to prove quantum W*-superrigidity of certain co-induced left-right Bernoulli crossed
products, we need as input Kac type compact quantum groups (Ap, Ag) that are rigid relative
to an action I' ~n? (Ag, Ag) and that have the following vanishing of 2-cohomology: every
unitary 2-cocycle on (Ag, Ap) must be a coboundary and every unitary bicharacter on (Ag, Ag)
(see Proposition 2.9) must be equal to 1.

Remark 3.16. Let K be a second countable compact group. The unitary 2-cocycles on
(L*(K),Afk) are precisely the measurable 2-cocycles Q : K x K — T. So, every unitary
2-cocycle on (L (K),Afk) is a coboundary if and only if Moore’s measurable 2-cohomology
H?(K,T) is trivial (see [Moo61]).

We next notice that every unitary bicharacter on (L*°(K), Ak ) is 1 if and only if K has no open
normal subgroup K such that K/Kj is a nontrivial abelian group. Indeed, by Lemma 2.10,
every unitary bicharacter in U(A ® A) is given by a continuous map w : K x K — T such that
for all £k € K, the maps w(k,-) and w(-, k) belong to the discrete abelian group Hom(K, T) of
continuous group homomorphisms K — T. So, w induces a continuous group homomorphism
K — Hom(K,T). Since K is compact and Hom(K, T) is discrete abelian, the range of this
homomorphism must be a finite abelian group. So if w # 1, K admits a quotient that is a
nontrivial finite abelian group. Conversely, if K admits a quotient that is a nontrivial finite
abelian group, there also exists a prime p and a surjective continuous group homomorphism
0: K — 7Z/pZ. Then, w(z,y) = exp((27i/p)f(x)0(y)) defines a unitary bicharacter that is not
equal to 1.

When K is a finite group, H?(K,T) = H?(K,C*) and this abelian group is called the Schur
multiplier M (K) of K. So in this case, every unitary 2-cocycle on (L*°(K), Ak) is a coboundary
if and only if M(K) = 1. Also, by the previous paragraph, every unitary bicharacter is 1 if
and only if K is perfect.

Lemma 3.17. For the following Kac type compact quantum groups (A,A), every unitary 2-
cocycle is a coboundary and every unitary bicharacter is equal to 1.

(i) (A,A) = (L>®(K),Ak), where K is one of the following compact groups.
a) K is a connected compact abelian second countable group.

b)  For every integer n > 5 with n € {6, 7}, the double cover K = A, of the alternating
group A,.
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¢)  For every integer n > 2 and prime power q with (n,q) € {(2,2),(2,3),(2,4), (2,9),
(3,2),(3,4),(4,2)}, the group K = SLy(F,).

d)  For every integer n > 3 and prime power q with (n,q) & {(3,2),(3,4),(4,2)}, the
group K =Ty »x SLy(F,).

e) A direct product of the groups above.

(ii) (A,A) = (L(G),Aq), where G is a torsion free group.

Proof. (i.a) By Remark 3.16 and by [Moo61, page 43], it suffices to prove that every central

extension 1 - T 5 K 5 K — 1, where K is a compact second countable group and the
morphisms are continuous group homomorphisms, is split.

We choose a Borel map § : K — K such that m o § = id. Since K is abelian, the formula
0(a)0(b) = ¢(w(a,b))0(b)f(a) defines a Borel bicharacter w : K x K — T. Because K is
connected and by Remark 3.16, w(a,b) = 1 for a.e. (a,b) € K x K. It follows that K is abelian.

We thus obtain the exact sequence 0 — K5Kk%7z 0. Choosing any lift of 1 € Z, it follows
that this sequence is split. We can then also define a group homomorphism ¢ : £ — K such
that @ o = id. Its dual § : K — K is a continuous group homomorphism satisfying 7 o § = id.

(i.b) For the proofs of (b), (c) and (d), we make use of Remark 3.16. Take n > 5 with n ¢ {6, 7}
and denote K = A,. By Lemma 3.10, K is perfect. Combining [Kar93, Proposition 1.12 in
Chapter 10] with [Kar93, Theorem 3.2 in Chapter 12], the Schur multiplier of K is trivial.

(i.c) By [Kar93, Theorems 2.3 and 3.2 in Chapter 16], these groups K are perfect and have
trivial Schur multiplier.

(i.d) Write K = ) x SL,,(F;). To prove that K is perfect, fix a homomorphism w : K — T.
As mentioned in (i.c), SL,(F,) is perfect. So, w is equal to 1 on SL,(F,). Fix a group
homomorphism v : (Fq, +) — (T, -) satisfying ¢o(1) = exp(2mi/p). Then every homomorphism
p:Fy — T is of the form p(a) = ¢o(a1a) for a unique a; € F;. We thus find a unique column
matrix ag € F} such that w(a) = ho(af a) for all a € F2. Since the restriction of w to F? is
SLy, (IFy)-invariant, it follows that AT cag = ag for all A € SL,(Fg). So, ap = 0 and w = 1,
implying that K is perfect.

To prove that H?(K,T) = 1, it suffices to prove that every central extension 1 — T —
K 5 K — 1 is split. Choose a lift (p : Fy — K. Because Fy is abelian, we can define
the map Q : Fpp x Fy — T by (o(a)¢o(b) = Q(a,b)¢o(b)¢o(a) for all a,b € Fy. Then Q is a
bihomomorphism: for all a,b € Fy, the maps Q(-,b) and €(a,-) are group homomorphisms.
Fix b € Fj. Since Q(-,b) is a group homomorphism, we find a unique element D(b) € [y such
that Q(a,b) = ¥o(a? D(b)). Since Q(a,-) is a group homomorphism, we get that D : Fy — Fy
is an additive group homomorphism.

Conjugating the defining relation of Q2 by a lift of A € SL,,(IF,), it follows that Q(A-a, A-b) =1
for all a,b € F}. This means that D(A - b) = n(A) - D(b) for all b € F?, where n(A) = (A7)~
Consider the basis vector e; € Fy and define the subgroup I'y < SL,(IF,) of matrices A satisfying
A-e1 = e1. Since n > 3, 0 is the only element of Fy that is fixed by n(A) for all A € I'y. So,
D(e1) = 0. It follows that D(A-e;) = 0 for all A € SL,(F;). This means that D(b) = 0 for
all b € Fy \ {0}. Since also D(0) = 0, we get that D = 0 and 2 = 1. So, ((a) commutes with
¢(b) for all a,b € Fy. Since every element of T has a p’th root, we may thus assume that the
lift (o : Fy — K is a homomorphism.

As mentioned in (i.c), the group SL,(F;) has a trivial Schur multiplier. We may thus also
choose a homomorphic lift ¢; : SL,(F,) — K. We then define v : SL,(F;) x Fy — T by
Ci(A)Co(a) = v(A,a)¢o(A - a)(i(A). It follows that for every A € SL,(F,), the map v(4,-) :
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[y — T is a group homomorphism. We can thus uniquely define a map p : SL,(F,) — Fy such
that (4, a) = ¢o(u(4)"a).

From the definition of ~, we also get that v(AB,a) = v(A, B - a)y(B,a), so that u(AB) =
BT . u(A) + u(B) for all A, B € SL,(F,). Then, c(A) := A - u((AT)~1) defines a 1-cocycle
¢ : SLy(Fy) — Fy as in Lemma 3.18. By that lemma, we find ap € Fy such that c¢(A4) =
ap — A - ag for all A € SL,(F,). Replacing {p by the homomorphism a — (al a)¢y(a), the
homomorphisms (y and ¢; now satisfy (i(A)¢p(a) = (o(A - a)(i(A) for all A € SL,(F,) and
a € Fy. They thus combine into a homomorphism Fy x SL,(F;) — K, so that the central
extension is split.

(i.e) Since none of the groups in a)-d) admit a nontrivial finite abelian quotient, also all
bicharacters on their products are trivial. The conclusion then follows from Proposition 2.9.

(ii) Since both G and G x G are torsion free, it follows from Proposition 2.8(i) that every
unitary 2-cocycle on (L(G),Ag) and (L(G x G), Agxa) is a coboundary. By Proposition 2.9,
it follows that all unitary bicharacters on (L(G),Aq) are trivial. O

Lemma 3.18. Let n > 3 be an integer and q a prime power with (n,q) # (3,2). If ¢ :
SLn(Fy) — Fy is a map satisfying c(AB) = c¢(A) + A-c(B) for all A, B € SL,(F,), there exists
an ag € Ty such that ¢(A) = A-ag — ag for all A € SL,(FF,).

Note that in Remark 3.19, we show that the conclusion of Lemma 3.18 does not hold with
(n,q) = (3,2).

Proof. For all i # j and a € Fy, write ¢;j(a) = c(I, + aF;j). Denote by e; € Fy the standard
basis elements. We claim that it is sufficient to prove that there exist elements a; € F, such
that ¢;j(a) = aaje; for all i # j and a € Fy. Indeed, next defining ag = Z?Zl aje;j, it follows
that c(I,, +aF;j) = (In + aE;j) - ap — ap for all i # j and a € F,. Since the elementary matrices
generate SLy,(F,), we then conclude that ¢(A) = A - ag — ag for all A € SL,,(F,).

Note that the 1-cocycle relation implies that ¢(I,) = 0 and c¢(A™') = —A~1 - ¢(A). If i, 4, k are
distinct, applying the 1-cocycle relation to [I, + aF;j, I, + bE;| = I, + abE;;, gives

cik(ab) = —b(aEik + Ejk) - Cij (a) + a(Eij — bElk) . Cjk(b) (3.27)

for all distinct 4, j, k and a,b € Fq. It follows from (3.27) that ¢;x(a) € Fye; + Fye; whenever
1,7,k are distinct.

First assume that n > 4. Let i,k be distinct. Since n > 4, we can choose j,r such that
i,k,j,r are all distinct. Then c¢;;(a) belongs to both Fee; + Fee; and Fge; + Fge,. Thus,
cik(a) € Fye;. We define the maps A, : F; — Fy such that ¢;x(a) = Ajx(a)e;. Then (3.27)
says that A;p(ab) = aA;i(b) whenever 7,7,k are distinct and a,b € F,. Defining aj;, € Fq
by a;r = Ajr(1), it follows that A;(a) = aa;, and that a;; = aj, when i,k are distinct.
The latter implies the existence of elements aj € F, such that a;;, = a; for all ¢ # k, so that
cik(a) = aage;, and the lemma is proven in this case.

Next assume that n = 3. Since c;i(a) € Fge; + Fge; whenever 4, j, k are distinct, one of the
terms in (3.27) is zero and we get that

cl-k(ab) = —b(aEl-k + Ejk) . cij(a) + aEij . Cjk(b) (3.28)

for all distinct 7,7,k and a,b € F,. Write ¢ = p™. We first consider the case where p is odd.
Since ¢ (a) € Fee; + Fqej, we get that Ej - cip(a) = 0 for all ¢ # k and a € Fy. So, applying
the 1-cocycle relation to the equality (I, + aEi) (I, + bE;x) = I, + (a + b) Ej, it follows that
cik(a +b) = cip(a) + cip(b) for all a,b € F, and i # k. In particular, ¢;x(da) = de;i(a) for all
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d € Fp, a € Fy and i # k. We use this in (3.28) with b = 1 and da instead of a with d € F)
and a € IF,. Dividing by d, we find that

Cik(a) = —(daEik + Ejk) . cl-j(a) + (IEZ']' . Cjk(l)

for all distinct 7,7, k, a € Fy and d € IF;. In particular, the term daFjy - ¢;;(a) does not depend
on d € F. Since p > 3, it follows that aEj - ¢;j(a) = 0 for all distinct i, j, k and a € Fy. Since
¢i(0) = 0, we have proven that ¢;;(a) € Fqe; for all i # j and a € F,. Then (3.28) with b =1
says that c;p(a) = aFsj - ¢ji(1) for all distinct ¢, 7,k and a € Fy. With a, := ¢;(1), it follows
that cjx(a) = ape; and a;, = ajy, for all distinct 4, j, k. We thus find unique elements a;, € Fy
such that a;; = aj and thus ¢;j(a) = aaje; for all i # j and a € F,. Again the lemma is proven
in this case.

Finally assume that n = 3 and p = 2. So, F, has characteristic 2. Since we excluded (n,q) =
(3,2), we get that ¢ > 4. Since ¢;;(a) € Fye; + Fgyex, we define the functions A;; : F; — F, and
Bjj : Fq — F4 such that ¢;;(a) = Ajj(a)e; + Bij(a)ey, where k € {1,2,3} is the unique element
such that {4, j, k} = {1,2,3}. Multiplying (3.28) with Ej;; and Ej;, it follows that

A (ab) = abByj(a) + aAjr(b) and Bji(ab) = bB;;(a) (3.29)

for all distinct 4, j, kK and a,b € F,;. By the second equation, we find elements b; € IF, such that
Bij(a) = ab; for all i # j and a € F,. We define a;; € F; by a;; := A;;(1). Applying (3.29)
with b = 1, we conclude that A;;(a) = a?b; + aajy, for all distinct 4,7,k and a € F,. With this
expression, (3.29) becomes

a’b?b; + abajj, = a’bb; + ab’b; + aba;, for all distinct 4, j, k and a,b € Fy.

When a,b € F7, we can divide by ab and find that abb; + aj. = ab; + bb; + a;x. Taking a = b,
we conclude that a?b; = a;j +ajy, for all distinct 7, j, k and a € IF'qX. So, a?b; does not depend on
a € F . Since ¢ > 4, it follows that b; = 0 for all i. So also B;j(a) =0 for all i # j and a € F,.
We get as well that a;; = aj;, for all distinct 4, j, k. We thus find elements a;, € F, such that
a;, = a whenever i # k. Going back to (3.29) with b = 1, we have proven that A;;(a) = aag,
so that ¢;j(a) = aaje; for all i # j and a € F,. This concludes the proof of the lemma. O

Remark 3.19. In case (n,q) = (3,2), the conclusion of Lemma 3.18 fails. Indeed, define the
elements ¢;; € F3 by

Clg=¢€3, Cx3=e€+tey, C31=¢€2, C3=¢€2, C32=€ 1Te3, C21=¢€erte3.
By e.g. [Kar93, Theorem 1.16 in Chapter 16], the group SL3(FF3) is the universal group with
generators s;; = I3 + Ey; for all distinct 4,7 in {1,2,3} and relations

s?j =e, [Si,Sjk] =e=[sij,sik], [Sij,5jk) = sik for all distinct 4, j, k.

It is straightforward to check that the assignment I, + F;; — c;; respects these relations, so
that there is a unique 1-cocycle ¢ : SL3(IF3) — F3 satisfying c(I3 + E;;) = ¢;; for all i # j. If
ap = (a1, as,a3) € F3 would satisfy ¢(A) = A-ag—ap for all A € SL3(F3), we get that Cij = aje;
for all ¢ # j, which is not the case.

So, the 1-cohomology of the action SL3(F2) ~ I3 is nontrivial. One can easily show that the
above 1-cocycle is the unique nontrivial 1-cocycle, up to a coboundary.

In statement d) of Lemma 3.17(i), it is necessary to take n > 3, as the following lemma shows.

Lemma 3.20. For every prime power q, the Schur multiplier of Fg x SLa(Fy) is nontrivial .
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Proof. When ¢ = 2, we observed at the start of the proof of Theorem 3.12(iv) that F2% x
SLo(F2) = Sy. By e.g. [Kar93, Theorem 2.2 in Chapter 12|, the Schur multiplier of Sy is
nontrivial. We may thus assume that g # 2.

As in the proof of statement d) of Lemma 3.17(i), choose a group homomorphism vy : (Fg, +) —
(T, -) such that (1) = exp(2mi/p). Define the bihomomorphism w : Fz x F2 — T by w(a,b) =
Yo(aiby — aghy). First, w(A-a,A-b) = w(a,b) for all A € SLy(F,) and a,b € F2, so that
Q((a, A), (b, B)) = w(a, A - b) defines a T-valued 2-cocycle on Fz x SLy(F,).

It suffices to prove that {2 is not a coboundary. Write ¢ = p™ for a prime p. When p is odd, we
find that Q((a, I2), (b, I2)) Q((b, I2), (a, I3)) is not identically 1, so that  is not a coboundary.

For the rest of the proof, assume that p = 2 and thus ¢ > 4, since we are assuming that q # 2.
Denote by 1 - T — G — Fg x SLy(F,;) — e the central extension given by €, with a lift
¢ : F2 x SLy(Fy) — G satisfying ¢(a, A)p(b, B) = Q((a, A), (b, B))e(a + A - b, AB). It follows
that ~ : Fg — G :v(a) = Yo(araz)p(a, Iz) is a group homomorphism.

Assume that € is a coboundary. There then exists a homomorphic lift ¢ : Fg — G such that
©(0,A)¢(a)p(0,A)~t =((A-a) forall a € Fg and A € SLy(F,). Since v is a homomorphic lift,
we find a group homomorphism 7 : F2 — T such that ((a) = n(a)y(a) for all a € F2. Take
by, by € Fy such that n(a) = 1o (b1a1 +bzaz) for all a € F2. Define the map ¥ : F2 — T : ¥(a) =
Yo(arag + biag + beag). We have thus shown that ((a) = ¥(a)p(a, I2).

Since ¢(0, A)p(a, I2)(0,A)~! = p(A - a, I2), we get that U(A-a) = ¥(a) for all A € SLy(F,)
and a € FZ. Since the action of SLy(F,) on F2\ {(0,0)} is transitive, we find ¢ € T such that
U(a) = ¢ for all a € F2\ {(0,0)}. Fix a; € F. Since ¥(ay,0) =&, we get that ¢g(b1a1) = e.
It follows that ¢o((a1 + b2)az) = 1 for all as € F,. This implies that a; + by = 0. We have thus
proven that every nonzero element of I, is equal to by, which is absurd since ¢ > 4. ]

4 Quantum W*-superrigidity

As explained in the introduction, a discrete group G is called W*-superrigid if for every discrete
group A with L(G) = L(A), we have that G = A. In the most rigid situations, e.g. already in
[IPV10, Theorem 1.1], we moreover have that any isomorphism L(G) — L(A) is automatically
the composition of an inner automorphism and a group like isomorphism given by combining
a group isomorphism G — A and a character G — T on G (see Section 2.5). In Definition
2.16, we introduced the analogous concept of a quantum group like isomorphism, combining a
quantum group isomorphism with a left translation automorphism.

We thus introduce the following form of quantum W*-superrigidity, which is a stricter version
of Definition A.

Definition 4.1. We say that a compact quantum group (A, Ay) is strictly quantum W*-
superrigid if the following holds: if (B, Ap) is any compact quantum group and 7 : A — B is
any von Neumann algebra isomorphism, there exists a unitary v € B and a quantum group like
isomorphism 7 : (A, A4) — (B, Ap), in the sense of Definition 2.16, such that 7 = (Ad v) omp.

To formulate our main quantum W*-superrigidity theorem, we fix a Kac type compact quantum
group (Ap, Ag) with Haar state 79 and we assume that Ay is an amenable von Neumann algebra.
Note that by [Rua95, Theorem 4.5], the amenability of the tracial von Neumann algebra (Ag, 79)
is equivalent with every variant of amenability of the discrete dual quantum group of (Ag, Ag),
as well as with every variant of co-amenability of (Ag, Ap).

Take a group I' in class C. Let I' ~/ (A, Ag) be an action by quantum group automorphisms.
This means that Ago 8, = (8 ® By) 0 Ag for all g € I'. Assume that the kernel of  is infinite.
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As in Section 4.1, we consider the co-induced left-right Bernoulli action I' x I' n* (A,7) =
(Ag,70)". As before, we denote by m : Ay — A the embedding as the k’th tensor factor
and we recall that oy (me(a)) = Tgrp-1(84(a)). The tensor product (A,7) naturally is a
compact quantum group; see the discussion before Proposition 2.9. Note that all o, p) are
quantum group automorphisms. So also the crossed product M = A x, (I' x I') naturally
becomes a compact quantum group (M, A), as explained before Proposition 2.8. By definition
A(ug) = ug @ug for all g€ I' x I and A o e = (e ® 7e) 0 Ap.

Theorem 4.2. Define (M,A) as above. The following statements are equivalent.
(i) (M,A) is quantum W*-superrigid in the sense of Definition A.

(it) (M, A) satisfies the following stronger quantum W*-superrigidity property: if (Q,Aq) is
any other compact quantum group and p € M is a nonzero projection such that pMp = Q
as von Neumann algebras, then p =1 and (M, A) = (Q, Aq) as compact quantum groups.

(i4i) Owur initial data satisfy the following properties.

a)  The group T is torsion free.

b)  Ewery unitary 2-cocycle of (Ao, No) is a coboundary and every unitary bicharacter
on (Ag, Ag) is equal to 1 (see Proposition 2.9).

¢) (Ao, Ag) is rigid relative to T ~P (Ag, Ap), in the sense of Definition 3.1(ii).
Also the following two statements are equivalent.

(1) The compact quantum group (M,A) is strictly quantum W*-superrigid in the sense of
Definition 4.1.

(II) Conditions (ii.a) and (iii.b) hold and (Ao, Do) is strictly rigid relative to the subgroup
B(T) of Aut(Ag, Ao), in the sense of Definition 3.1(i).

The proof of Theorem 4.2 uses the comultiplication method introduced in [PV09,IPV10]. If
a given group von Neumann algebra (L(G),Ag) or compact quantum group von Neumann
algebra (M, A) carries another compact quantum group structure, this provides another co-
multiplication embedding ) : M — M ® M. We use Popa’s deformation/rigidity theory to
prove that, essentially, 1 and A must be unitarily conjugate. We first establish such a generic
classification result for embeddings M — M ® M in Section 4.1, and then give the proof of
Theorem 4.2 in Section 4.2.

Remark 4.3. We consider the restrictions imposed on n and ¢ in Theorem B(ii). When
(n,q) €{(3,2),(3,4),(4,2)}, it follows from [Kar93, Theorem 3.2 in Chapter 16] that SL,,(IF,)
has a nontrivial Schur multiplier. Then the same holds for IFj x SL,(F,). When n = 6,7, the

same holds for A, by [Kar93, Theorem 3.2 in Chapter 12]. When n = 4, the group A is not
perfect and therefore, also A4 is not perfect.

When n = 2, it follows from Lemma 3.20 that Fg x SLy(IF,) has a nontrivial Schur multiplier.

So in all the cases mentioned in the previous two paragraphs, by Theorem 4.2 and Remark
3.16, the associated compact quantum group (M, A) is not quantum W*-superrigid.

It remains to discuss what happens if we take K = SLy(IF,;). When ¢ = 2 or ¢ = 3, the group
K is not perfect. When ¢ = 4 or ¢ = 9, the Schur multiplier of K is nontrivial. When ¢ is
prime and g > 5, W*-superrigidity holds. For all other values of ¢, i.e. prime powers that are
not prime and not equal to 4 or 9, the group K = SLy(F,) is perfect and has a trivial Schur
multiplier. It is plausible that these groups K are rigid relative to their automorphism group
so that quantum W*-superrigidity holds, but we were unable to prove this.
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4.1 Coarse embeddings of co-induced Bernoulli crossed products

Comultiplication embeddings ¢ : M — M ® M are always coarse embeddings in the sense
of [DV24a, Definition 5.1]; see Lemma 4.5. By definition, this means that the bimodules
v L2 (M@ M)ar g1 and g L*(M ® M)y g o are coarse.

A key ingredient in the proof of W*-superrigidity is to provide a complete classification of all
possible coarse embeddings v : M — M ® M when M is a II; factor such as in Theorem B.
We prove such a classification theorem in this section, generalizing [DV24a, Theorem 5.11].

Recall from [PV21, Definition 3.1] that a countable group I is said to belong to class C if T’
is nonamenable, weakly amenable, biexact, and every nontrivial element of I" has an amenable
centralizer. This class of groups contains all torsion free hyperbolic groups, all free groups F,,
with 2 < n < oo, and all free products I'; * I'y of nontrivial amenable groups with |T'y| > 3.

In [DV24a, Theorem 5.11], we classified coarse embeddings M — M; ® --- ® My when the
II; factors M and M; are left-right Bernoulli crossed products (Ag, )" x (I' x I') with I' in
C, possibly twisted with a 2-cocycle. In this section, in Theorem 4.4, we consider left-right
Bernoulli crossed products that arise as co-inductions of a given trace preserving action I' ~2
(Ap,70). The usual left-right Bernoulli action corresponds to taking the trivial action g = id.
Both the formulation and the proof of Theorem 4.4 are very similar to [DV24a, Theorem 5.11].
We therefore only give a brief presentation, highlighting the necessary modifications, and we do
not state the theorem in its highest possible generality, since that is not needed for this paper.

Given a countable group I' and a trace preserving action I' ~2 (B,7), we thus define (A,7) =
(B, 7)', with the embeddings 7, : B — A as the k’th tensor factor. We then consider I' x I' A
(A, 7) via

(g.n)(Tr(a)) = Tgrp-1(By(a)) for all (g,h) € T and a € B.

This is the co-induced left-right Bernoulli action associated with T' ~? (B, 7). Exactly as in
[DV24a], we say that a group homomorphism § : I' x I' — I'y x I'; is symmetric if § is of the
form 0 = &1 x 01, or of the form § = o o (01 x d1) where o is the flip map, and §; : I' = T’y is a
group homomorphism.

Theorem 4.4 (Variant of Theorem 5.11 in [DV24a]). For 0 <1i <2, let I'; be countable groups
in class C, (B;, ;) nontrivial amenable tracial von Neumann algebras and I'; ~Bi (Bs,T;) trace
preserving actions. Consider the co-induced left-right Bernoulli action T'; x T'; "% (A;, ) :=
(B;, )V, Set M; = A; X, (T x T). Assume that Ker fy is infinite.

If ¥ : My — p(M; ® Ma)p a coarse embedding for some projection p, then p = 1 and after
a unitary conjugacy, (me(Bo)) C me(B1) @ me(Ba) and ¢(uy) = w(r)us, () @ g,y for all
r € I'g x Iy, where 6; : T'g x I'g — I'; x I'; are faithful symmetric homomorphisms and w :
I'gxTog— T is a character.

Also, if there is no irreducible infinite index subfactor P C My such that 1»(My) can be unitarily
conjugated into P ® My, then &1 is an isomorphism.

Proof. Since the proof is very similar to the proof of [DV24a, Theorem 5.11], we only give a
sketch, indicating the necessary modifications. Write A := Ker y. Since I'y belongs to class C
and A is a nontrivial normal subgroup of I'y, we get that A is a nonamenable icc group. Note
that the von Neumann subalgebra Ny := (Bg, 79)* Xa, (A x A) of My is an ordinary left-right
Bernoulli crossed product, precisely because A = Ker §p.

We can then literally repeat the first 7 steps of the proof of [DV24a, Theorem 5.11], applied
to the restriction of ¥ to Ny, and arrive at the following point: p = 1 and, after a unitary
conjugacy, w(ﬂ'e(BO)) - 7"'e(Bl) ® 7Te(BQ) and

ZZ)(UT) S ']T(u(;l(r) (9 u52(r)) for all r € Ag x Ag, (41)
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where Ay <1 A is a finite index normal subgroup and ¢; is either of the form ~; x ;, or of the
form o o (v; x ;), where 7; : Ag — T'; is a faithful group homomorphism.

We first claim that 7; uniquely extends to a group homomorphism A — I';. By symmetry, it
suffices to consider ¢ = 1. Since Ay is nonamenable and I'; belongs to class C, the subgroup
v1(Ag) < I'q is relatively icc. Assume that 77 does not uniquely extend to a homomorphism
A — T';. Consider the left-right action I'y x I'y ~ 'y and define the subgroup Si < Ag X Ag by
S = {(g9,k"'gk) | g € Ag}. By [DV24a, Lemma 2.6(iii)], 51(Sy) - s is infinite for all s € Ty.

Since 01(Sk) < I'y x 'y is relatively icc and since 9)(mg(By)) commutes with 1 (u,.) for all r € Sk,
it then follows from (4.1) and Lemma 4.6(ii) that ¢ (7 (Bp)) € 1® As. Conjugating with ¢ (u,)
for 7 € Ag x Ag, it follows that 1(By°%) C 1 ® Ay, which contradicts the coarseness of 1.

So 7; uniquely extends to a group homomorphism A — I'; that we still denote by ;. We still
write §; = y; X i, resp. 0; = o o (y; X 7;). Take g € A. Since Ay is a normal subgroup of A, it
follows from (4.1) that 1 (ug)*(us, () ® Us,(g)) commutes up to a scalar with us, () @ ug,(y for
all 7 € Ag X Ag. By Lemma 4.6(ii), this forces 1(ug)*(us,(g) @ Us,(g)) to be a scalar. We have
thus shown that (4.1) actually holds for all r € A.

Since A is a normal subgroup of I', we can repeat the same argument and find that v; : A — I';
uniquely extends to a group homomorphism I'y — I'; that we still denote as ;. Extending
accordingly d§; = y; X 7, resp. 6; = 0 o (y; X 7;), the same argument shows that (4.1) remains
valid for all r € I'g x I'g.

To prove that 9; : I'g x I'g — I'; x I'; is faithful, assume the contrary. Since I'y is icc, the kernel
of §; is infinite. Then (4.1) contradicts the coarseness of 1.

Finally assume that 01 : I'g x I'g — I'; x I'; is not surjective. Define T} := 1(I'g). The form
of ¥ implies that ¢¥(My) C P ® M, where P = (By, 7)™ x4, (T4 x Ty). If T} # 'y, P is an
irreducible infinite index subfactor of M;. O

We apply Theorem 4.4 to embeddings given by comultiplications on compact quantum groups.
We thus need the following lemma, which is a straightforward generalization of [IPV10, Propo-
sition 7.2(2)]. In the second statement, we make use of Popa’s intertwining-by-bimodules,
denoted by <.

Lemma 4.5. Let (A, A) be a Kac type compact quantum group.
(i) The embedding A : A — A® A is coarse.

(ii) If P C A is a von Neumann subalgebra and A(A) <, g4 A® P, then A <4 P.

Proof. We denote by ¢ the Haar state on (A, A). Denote by L?(A) its GNS Hilbert space.

(i) By Theorem 2.2(ii), there is a unitary W : L2(A® A) — L?(A® A) such that W*(b® a) =
A(a)(b® 1) for all a,b € M. Then W defines a unitary equivalence between the bimod-
ule A(A)Lz(A@A)A@) 1 and a coarse A-A-bimodule. By symmetry, also A(A)LQ(A®A)1 @A s
coarse, so that A: A — A® A is a coarse embedding.

(ii) Denote by NV := (A, ep) the basic construction for the inclusion P C A. So, N' C B(L?(A))
is the commutant of the right action of P on L?(A). Also, N is generated by the left action
of A and the orthogonal projection ep of L?(A) onto L?(P). Recall that N has a canonical
semifinite faithful trace Tr satisfying Tr(aepb) = ¢(ab) for all a,b € A.

Since we can view A ® N as the basic construction for the inclusion A® P C A® A, by the
assumption that A(A) <454 A® P, we find a positive element p € A(A)’ N A® N such that
0 < (¢®@Tr)(p) < +o0. Define ¢ € N by ¢ = (¢®id)(p). Then g is a positive element of N and
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0 < Tr(q) < +oo. We prove that ¢ commutes with A. Once this is proven, the intertwining
A <4 P follows.

By Theorem 2.2(v), the coefficients of the finite dimensional unitary corepresentations of (A, A)
form a dense x-subalgebra of A. It thus suffices to take a unitary corepresentation X €
A ® My(C) and prove that X;;q = ¢X;; for all 4, j.

We also use the notation Tr to denote the non normalized trace on M, (C). Since p® 1 =
(A®id)(X)(p®1)(A ®id)(X)*, applying ¢ ® id ® Tr gives us

ng = Z (‘10 & ld) ((er X er)p (Xzs ® ij)*) = Z ((P ® ld) ((X’l*SX'”’ & er)P (1 ® X;k]))

i7j7'r7s ‘,jT‘S
= (p®id)((1® Xy)p (1@ X)) ZerqX
j7r

Since
1Xrjq — aXrjl3 = o ((Xrja — aX05) (0 X5 — XJ50))
= (X0 * X}55) + 0(aX0; X50) — e(aXrjqX}5) — o(XrjaX)5q)
= o(* X7 X05) + 0(aXr; X50) — 0(¢Xrjq X)) — o(XrjqX5q)

summing over 7,j and using the equality Zj,r XrjqX;; = ng established above, we find that
Zm’ |1 X:jq — ¢Xril|3 =0. So, X,jq = ¢X,; for all ,j and the lemma is proven. O

In the proof of Theorem 4.4, we used the following elementary result on relative commutants,
which we will also use in the proof of Theorem 4.2 below.

Lemma 4.6. Let G ~ I be an action of a countable group G on a countable set I. Let (By, 1)
be any tracial von Neumann algebra, and consider the tensor power (D,T) = (B, 7o)’ with the
embeddings m; : By — D as the i’th tensor factor. Let G ~\" (D, T) be any trace preserving
action satisfying v4(m;(Bo)) = mg4.i(Bo) for allg € G, i € I.

Let A be a group and for i € {1,2}, let §; : A — G be group homomorphisms such that
3i(A) < G is relatively icc. Let X € D x, G such that Us,y (5) X U5, (5) = w(s)X for all s € A,
where w : A — T is a group homomorphism.

(i) If X # 0, there exists a go € G such that 61 = (Ad gg) o d2.
(i3) If 61 = 02, define I as the set of i € I for which 6,(A) -1 is finite. Then X € (B, 19)"

If in (ii), I; = 0, we interpret (Dg,79)!* = C1. Note that if G; ~% D; := (By, 7o) are actions
as in the lemma, then also the product action of G; X -+ x G on D1 ® - -- ® Dy, fits into the
lemma by taking I = I; LI --- U .

Proof. For x € Dx,G, we denote by x = )

and 37 . [|(2)gll3 = [|[13.

(i) Since (X)g = w(s) (X)s,(s)gsa(s)-1 for all s € A, g € G, the function g — [(X),] is square
summable and invariant under the action of A on G given by g +— d1(s)gda(s)~!. So whenever
(X)g # 0, the set {51(s)gd2(s)™! | s € A} is finite. Since d1(A) < G is relatively icc, this set
must then be equal to {g}, so that §; = (Ad g) o ds.

ge(T)gug its Fourier decomposition, with (z), € D

(ii) From the argument in (i), it already follows that (X), = 0 for all g # e. This means that
X € D. For every finite subset F C I\ Iy, define Hr C L%*(D) as the closed linear span of
(By © (Cl)fBél. Note that if F # F', then Hr | Hz. We denote by Pr the orthogonal
projection of L?(D) onto Hz. For every s € A, we have that Y5,(s)(HF) = Hs,(5).7- So, the
square summable function F ~ ||Pz(X)||3 is &1 (A)-invariant. When F is a finite nonempty
set, by definition, 6;(A) - F is infinite, so that Pr(X) =0. So X € Hy = L?((Bo,7)). O
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4.2 Proof of Theorem 4.2 and Theorem B

Proof of Theorem 4.2. (iii) = (ii). Assume that (Q, Ag) is a compact quantum group, p € M
a nonzero projection and m : pMp — @ a von Neumann algebra isomorphism. It follows that @
admits a faithful normal tracial state. By [Sol06, Proposition A.1], (Q, Ag) is of Kac type. Since
M is a II; factor, 7 is automatically trace preserving. By Lemma 4.5(i), the comultiplication
Ag: Q — Q®Q is a coarse embedding. So, also Ay := (rler 1o Ag o is a coarse
embedding pMp — pMp ® pMp that we amplify to a coarse embedding ¥ : M — q(M ® M)q,
where ¢ is any projection with the same trace as p.

From Theorem 4.4, it follows that ¢ = 1, and thus p = 1. In particular, ¥ = Ay. We have
that (M, A1) is a Kac type compact quantum group and that = : M — @ is, tautologically,
a quantum group isomorphism. Moreover, Theorem 4.4 gives us a unitary Q € M ®@ M, a
character x : I' x I' = C, and faithful symmetric group homomorphisms §;1,d2 : ' x I' = ' x I’
such that QA (7e(A4g))Q* C me(Ag) @ me(Ap), and

QA (ug)Y = x(9)(Us, (g) @ Usy(q)) forallge T x T (4.2)

By Lemma 4.5(ii) and the final part of Theorem 4.4, the d; are symmetric group automorphisms.
Since Ajp is co-associative, we write AgQ) = (A1 ®id) o A; = (id ® Ay) o A;. Applying

Ad(Q?® 1) o (A1 ®id) to (4.2) gives

(Q®1)(A;@id)(Q) AP (uy) (A1 @id)(Q)*(Q*@1) = x(9)x(51(9)) (Us, (51 (9)) ® sy (51 (9) D Uss(g)) -

Applying Ad(1 ® Q) o (id ® A1) to (4.2), we similarly get that

(102 AL)(Q) AP (ug) (Ao A Q) (10Q*) = X(9)X(82(9)) (s, () ©Us, (52(9)) ©Usa(52(s)) -

Define the unitary X = (1 ® Q)(id ® A1)(Q2)(A; ®1id)(2*)(2* @ 1). It follows that

X x(61(9)) (us, (5,(g)) @ Usy(51(g)) @ Usa(g)) = X(02(9)) (Us, (g) ® Us, (52(g)) D Usa(5a(g))) X  (4.3)

for all g € I' x T". Since I" x I is icc, by Lemma 4.6(i), the automorphisms d; and J, are inner.
So after modifying €2, we may assume that 0; = d = id. It then follows from (4.3) and Lemma
4.6(ii) that X € T1. By Lemma 2.12, X = 1 and 2 is a unitary 2-cocycle for the Kac type
quantum group (M, Ay).

By Proposition 2.5(iii), defining ®(a) = QA;(a)Q* for all a € M, we obtain the new Kac type
compact quantum group (M, ®). By construction, ®(u,) = x(g)(ug ®ugy) for all g € I' xI', and
‘1)(7'('6(140)) - 7T6(A0) @7’(’6(140).

Since ®(me(Ap)) C me(Ap) @ me(Ap), we define ®¢ : Ag — Ay ® Ap such that (m. @ 7)) 0 g =
® o .. By construction, (Ao, ®o) is a Kac type compact quantum group. Since ®(u(gq)) =
xX(9,9)(u(g,g) @ u(gq)) for all g € T', the automorphisms (8,)ger are also quantum group au-
tomorphisms of (Ap, ®y). By assumption c), there exists a trace preserving automorphism g
of Ag such that 7y : (Ag, Ag) = (Ag, Do) is a quantum group isomorphism, and a §y € AutT’
satisfying mp o By = fB5,(4) © 7o for all g € T".

Define 7 as the unique automorphism of M satisfying m o m. = 7 o mp and mi(ugp)) =
X(00(9),00(h)) w(sy(9),50(n)) for all g, h € I'. By construction, the equality ® o7y = (m ®@71)0 A
holds on m.(Ap) and on wu ), so that it holds everywhere and 71 : (M,A) — (M, ®) is a
quantum group isomorphism.

Since Q* is a unitary 2-cocycle for (M, ®), we get that (71 ® 71)~1(Q*) is a unitary 2-cocycle
for (M, A). By assumptions a) and b), together with Propositions 2.8(i) and 2.9, this unitary
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2-cocycle for (M, A) is a coboundary. It follows that Q* is a coboundary as a unitary 2-cocycle
for (M, ®), so that Q is a coboundary as a unitary 2-cocycle for (M, A;). We thus find a
unitary w € M such that Adw : (M, ®) — (M, A;) is a quantum group isomorphism. Writing
v = 7(w), we have found a unitary v € @ such that (Adv)omom : (M,A) = (Q,Aq) is a
quantum group isomorphism. This concludes the proof of (iii) = (ii).

(II) = (I). We follow the proof of (iii) = (ii), but we replace condition c) by the stronger
condition that (Ag, Ag) is strictly rigid relative to B(I") < Aut(Ag, Ap). So in that proof, at the
point where we observe that the automorphisms () ger are also quantum group automorphisms
of (Ag, Py), we apply Definition 3.1(i) to the identity isomorphism id of Ay and conclude that
id = mp o m, ! where 7 is at the same time a quantum group isomorphism 7 : (Ag, Ag) —
(Ag, ®o) and a left translation automorphism of (Ag, Ag) given by a B(I')-invariant character
of (Ag, Ap). In particular, mg o B4 = B4 o m for all g € I', and the automorphism ¢y appearing
in the proof of (iii) = (ii) equals the identity.

Denote by Ay C Ay the dense x-subalgebra given by Theorem 2.2(v), spanned by the coefficients
of the finite dimensional unitary representations of (Ag, Ag). As explained in Section 2.5, we
more concretely get a unital *-homomorphism wg : Ag — C such that wgo By, =wp for all g € T’
and mp(a) = (wo ® id)Ag(a) for all a € Ay.

In the proof of Proposition 2.9, we explained that the canonical dense x-subalgebra of (A, A)
is the algebraic tensor product ®21§F.A0. By the discussion in the proof of Proposition 2.8, the
canonical dense x-subalgebra M of (M, A) then is the algebraic crossed product with I' x T,
i.e. the x-algebra generated by m.(Ap) and w(gpy, g,h € I'. We can thus uniquely define the
*-homomorphism w : M — C such that w(me(a)) = wo(a) and w(ugpny) = x(g, h) for all a € Ag
and g, h € I'. By construction, the quantum group isomorphism = : (M, A) — (M, ®) that we
constructed in the proof of (iii) = (ii), then satisfies m(b) = (w ® id)A(b) for all b € M. This
means that 7 is also a translation automorphism of (M, A).

Since we have shown above that 6§ := (Adv) o 7 o7 is a quantum group isomorphism from
(M,A) to (Q,Aq), we have thus written 7 = (Adv*) 0 o ]!, where 6 is a quantum group
isomorphism and 7; * is a translation automorphism. This concludes the proof of (IT) = (I).

(ii) = (i). This is trivial.

(i) = (iii). By [PV21, Proposition 3.7] (or a variant of Theorem 4.4), every automorphism of
the von Neumann algebra M is unitarily conjugate to an automorphism 6 satisfying 6(ug) €
Tuggy for all g € T' x T, where § € Aut(I' x I'). Since we assume that (M,A) is quantum

W*-superrigid, it follows from Proposition 2.15 that all unitary 2-cocycles on (A4, A) and on
(L(T' x I'), A) are a coboundary.

If Cy < I' is a nontrivial finite abelian subgroup, because H 2(6\0 X 6'\0, T) is nontrivial and T is
icc, it follows from Proposition 2.13 that (L(I' x I'), A) admits a unitary 2-cocycle that is not
a coboundary. So, I' has no nontrivial finite abelian subgroups, i.e. a) holds.

Since every unitary 2-cocycle on (A4,A) is a coboundary, it follows from Proposition 2.9 that
b) holds.

To prove c), assume that I' A% (A;, A;) is an action by quantum group automorphisms and
that m : Ag — A; is a Haar state preserving von Neumann algebra isomorphism such that
mofy =040 for all g € I'. Since the Haar state of (Ag,Ap) is a trace, the same holds for
the Haar state of (A;,A;), which is thus of Kac type. We have to prove that there exists a
quantum group isomorphism g : (Ag, Ag) — (A1,4A1) and an automorphism J§y € AutI' such
that m o /Bg = 050(9) o g for all gel.

Using I' ~? (A1, A1), we consider a similar co-induced left-right Bernoulli action and construct
the compact quantum group (M7, A1) with underlying von Neumann algebra M; = (Ay, ;)"
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(I' x I'). By definition, Aj ome = (me ® me) 0 Ay and Aq(ug) = ug ® ug for all g € I' x I'. Then
7 induces a von Neumann algebra isomorphism IT: M — M;. Since we assume that (i) holds,
we find a quantum group isomorphism Iy : (M, A) — (M7, Ay).

By [PV21, Proposition 3.7] (or a variant of Theorem 4.4), there exists a unitary v € M, a
symmetric automorphism 6 € Aut(I' x I') and a character x on I' x I such that vIIy(ug)v* =
X(9)us(g) for all g € T' x I'. We denote by dy the automorphism of I' such that § = dp x dg or
d =00 (dy x d). Since Iy is a quantum group isomorphism, we get for all g € I' x I" that

X(9) us(g) ® usg) = A1(x(9)us(g)) = A1(vo(ug)v™) = A1(v) (Tl ® o) A(ug) Ay (v™)
= x(9)* A1 (v)(v* @ v*) (ug(g) ® Us(y)) (V@ V) A1 (V) .

By Lemma 4.6(i), this commutation property first forces Aj(v)(v* ® v*) to be a scalar and
then x = 1. Since Aj(v)(v* ® v*) is a scalar, Adv is a quantum group automorphism of
(M, Ay). We may thus replace Iy by (Ad v)olly and have found a quantum group isomorphism
Mo : (M, A) — (M1, Ay) satisfying Tlo(uy) = us(g for all g € ' x T

In particular, Io(u(g g)) = U(sy(q),50(g)) for all g € I'. Considering the relative commutant of the
unitaries u(g gy, g € I', it follows from Lemma 4.6(ii) that Ho(me(Ao)) = me(A1). Since Il is a
quantum group isomorphism, we find a quantum group isomorphism 7 : (Ag, Ag) — (A1, A1)
such that Ig o 7, = 7, o mo. Since Ilo(ug,g)) = Us,(g),60(9)) for all g € T', we get that m o 5y =
650(g) o for all gel.

(I) = (II). In the proof of (i) = (iii), we have to reach the stronger conclusion that 7 can be
written as m = mg o w1, where g : (Ag, Ag) = (A1,4Aq) is a quantum group isomorphism and
71 € Aut Ay is a left translation automorphism of (Ag, Ag) given by a §(I')-invariant character
on (Ao, Ao)

As in the proof of (i) = (iii), we construct the compact quantum group (M;,A;) and the von
Neumann algebra isomorphism IT : M — M; satisfying Il o 7. = 7, o 7 and II(u,) = u, for
all g € T' x I'. Since (I) holds, we can decompose II = (Adw) o IIy o 1Ty where w € M is a
unitary, Ip : (M, A) — (M1,A;) is a quantum group isomorphism and II; is a left translation
automorphism of (M, A).

In the proof of (i) = (iii), we analyzed how an arbitrary quantum group isomorphism Il :
(M,A) — (M, A1) may look like. We thus find a symmetric automorphism 6 € Aut(I" x I'),
either of the form & = dy x Jp or of the form § = o o (dy X dy), and a unitary v € M,
such that after replacing w by wv* and IIy by (Adwv) o Iy, we may assume that the quantum
group isomorphism Il : (M, A) — (My,Aq) satisfies Tlp(uy) = us( for all g € ' x I' and
Iy(me(Ap)) = me(A1). We define the quantum group isomorphism mg : (Ag, Ao) — (A1, A1)
such that Il o m, = 7, 0 7.

In the proof of (II) = (I), we described the canonical dense -subalgebra M C M as the
x-algebra generated by m.(Ap), where Ay C Ay is the canonical dense x-subalgebra, and the
unitaries ug, g € I' X I'. Since II; is a left translation automorphism of (M, A), we can take a
unital *-homomorphism w : M — C such that II; (b) = (w ® id)A(b) for all b € M. Define the
character x : I'xI" = T by x(g) = w(ug). Also define the unital *-homomorphism w; : Ay — C
by wi = wome. For every g € I' and a € Ap, we have that U(gy)we(a)uz‘gy) = 7e(Bq(a)).
Applying w, it follows that the character w; is B(I')-invariant. Define the left translation
automorphism 7 of (Ag,Ag) by mi(a) = (w1 ® id)Ag(a) for all a € Ay. By construction,
Iy ome = me oy and I (ug) = x(g)ug for all g € I' x I

We have thus found that (Tlp oIy )(ug) = x(9)usy) and Il(uy) = u, for all g € I' x T, while also
IT = (Adw)oIlpoll;. It follows that the symmetric automorphism 4 is inner, i.e. 5o = Ad s for
some s € ' and § = §y X dy, and then also that w is a multiple of uzks 5) Restricting the equality
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II=(Adw

)oIlpoIl; to me(Aop), it follows that m = (f,-1 0mp) omy. Since ,-1 omg is a quantum

group isomorphism from (Ag, Ag) to (A1,A1) and 71 is a left translation automorphism of
(Ao, Ag), the proof of (I) = (II) is complete. O

Finally, Theorem B follows from Theorem 4.2 and the following list of concrete examples
satisfying all the assumptions of that theorem.

Examples 4.7. In the following cases, all assumptions of Theorem 4.2(iii) are satisfied, so
that by Theorem 4.2, the co-induced left-right Bernoulli crossed product construction gives
Kac type compact quantum groups (M, A) that are quantum W*-superrigid. In (i) and (ii.a),
we even have that (M, A) is strictly quantum W*-superrigid.

(i) Take

(Ao, Ag) = (L(A),Ap), where A is any torsion free amenable icc group. Take

I' = A Z and the action given by 3, = Adwu, for g € A and , = id for a € Z. This
follows from Lemma 3.17(ii) and Theorem 3.6.

(i) Take

(Ag, Ag) = (L>®(K),Ak). Let G < Aut K be one of the following countable sub-

groups. Define I' = Fg as the free group with free generators indexed by G, and let I' act

on K
a)

by Ba(a) = a(a) for every a € G.

K = K with n > 3, K( a nontrivial abelian compact connected second countable
group and SL(n,Z) < G < Aut K. This follows from Theorem 3.4 and Lemma
3.17(i).

K = SLy(F,) with p prime and p > 5, with G = Aut K. This follows from Theorem
3.8 and Lemma 3.17(i).

K = SL,(F;), or K = Fy x SL,(F,) with n > 3, ¢ a prime power, and (n,q) ¢
{(3,2),(3,4),(4,2)}, with G = Aut K. This follows from Theorem 3.12 and Lemma
3.17(i).

K = gn, the canonical double cover of the alternating group A, with n = 5 or
n > 8, with G = Aut K. This follows from Theorem 3.9 and Lemma 3.17(i).

A direct product K7 x Ko with K7 being one of the groups in a) and Ks one of the
groups in b) or c), relative to G x Aut Ko. This follows from Proposition 3.14 and
Lemma 3.17(i).
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