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W∗-superrigidity for discrete quantum groups

by Milan Donvil1 and Stefaan Vaes2

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 Λ is a discrete group such that the von
Neumann algebras L(G) and L(Λ) are isomorphic, then G ∼= Λ. 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 Γ, including all free groups and all free products
Γ = Γ1 ∗ Γ2 of nontrivial amenable groups with |Γ1| + |Γ2| ≥ 5, the left-right wreath product
group G = (Z/2Z)(Γ) ⋊ (Γ × Γ) 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
Λ is any discrete group such that L(G) is virtually isomorphic to L(Λ), then G must be virtually
isomorphic to Λ. Moreover, it was shown in [DV24a] that W∗-superrigidity even holds for the
cocycle twisted group von Neumann algebras Lµ(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 Λ generate a von Neumann algebra that we might denote as L(Λ). The W∗-
superrigidity theorems mentioned so far do not prevent the existence of a discrete quantum
group Λ such that L(G) ∼= L(Λ) while G 6∼= Λ. Even more so, all the W∗-superrigidity theorems
in [IPV10, BV12, DV24a] are about variants of wreath products G = (Z/2Z)(I) ⋊Γ. As we will
see, for all these wreath product groups G, there exist discrete quantum groups Λ such that
L(G) ∼= L(Λ) and G 6∼= Λ.

The “discrete quantum group von Neumann algebras” L(Λ) 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, MVD98]. These are von Neumann
algebras A equipped with a comultiplication ∆A : 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),∆K) when K is a compact group and (∆K(F ))(k1, k2) = F (k1k2),
and (L(G),∆G) when G is a discrete group and ∆G(ug) = ug ⊗ ug.
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Two compact quantum groups (A,∆A) and (B,∆B) are called isomorphic if there exists a von
Neumann algebra isomorphism π : A → B satisfying ∆B ◦ π = (π ⊗ π) ◦ ∆A. We can then
formalize the discussion above in the following way.

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

We say that a discrete group G is quantum W∗-superrigid if (L(G),∆G) 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(Λ) for any discrete group Λ, then G ∼= Λ. The converse however is not true.
By [BV12, Theorem B], for every countable group Γ in the wide class C (see Section 4.1), the
left-right wreath product group (Z/2Z)(Γ) ⋊ (Γ×Γ) is W∗-superrigid. By Corollary 2.14, none
of these groups are quantum W∗-superrigid.

Whenever Γ is a countable group and Γ yβ (A0,∆0) is an action by quantum group automor-
phisms of a compact quantum group (A0,∆0) with Haar state ϕ0, we consider the co-induced
left-right Bernoulli action Γ×Γ yα (A,ϕ) = (A0, ϕ0)Γ given by α(g,h)(πk(a)) = πgkh−1(βg(a)).
Then the crossed product M = A⋊α (Γ × Γ) has a natural compact quantum group structure
(see Section 2.3).

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

Theorem B. For each of the following actions Γ yβ (A0,∆0), the co-induced left-right
Bernoulli crossed product gives a quantum W∗-superrigid compact quantum group (M,∆).

(i) Take any torsion free amenable icc group Λ. Consider (A0,∆0) = (L(Λ),∆Λ) and let
Γ = Λ ∗ Z act on (A0,∆0) by βg = Adug for g ∈ Λ and βa = id for a ∈ Z.

(ii) Take (A0,∆0) = (L∞(K),∆K) where K = Tn, n ≥ 3, or K is one of the following finite
groups. Define Γ = FAutK as the free group with free generators indexed by AutK, and
define Γ yβ K by βα(a) = α(a) for every α ∈ AutK.

• SL2(Fp) with p prime and p ≥ 5.

• SLn(Fq), or Fnq ⋊ SLn(Fq), with n ≥ 3, q a prime power, (n, q) 6∈ {(3, 2), (3, 4), (4, 2)},

• the canonical double cover Ãn of the alternating group An with n = 5 or n ≥ 8.

Note that the example in Theorem B(i) and the first example in Theorem B(ii) with K = Tn

produce quantum W∗-superrigid discrete groups: (M,∆) ∼= (L(G),∆G). The other examples
in Theorem B(ii) produce quantum W∗-superrigid compact quantum groups (M,∆) 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 q 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
W∗-superrigidity.
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Consider one of the compact quantum groups (M,∆) as in Theorem B.

Part 1. Whenever Ω ∈ M ⊗ M is a unitary satisfying a 2-cocycle relation (see Definition
2.4), the ∗-homomorphism ∆Ω : M → M ⊗M : ∆Ω(a) = Ω∆(a)Ω∗ 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 Ω on (M,∆) and the, in general stronger, property
that the quantum groups (M,∆) and (M,∆Ω) 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,∆) in Theorem B is functorial in Γ yβ (A0, ϕ0). This implies
the following. Assume that Γ yγ (A1, ϕ1) is another action by quantum group automorphisms.
The same co-induced left-right Bernoulli crossed product gives a compact quantum group
(M1,∆1). If now the actions Γ yβ A0 and Γ yγ A1 are conjugate as actions on von Neumann
algebras, forgetting about the quantum group structure, then M ∼= M1 and W∗-superrigidity
may fail. We thus need from the start a rigidity property for (A0, ϕ0), relative to this given
action Γ yβ (A0, ϕ0). Roughly speaking: conjugacy of Γ yβ A0 and Γ yγ A1 as actions on
von Neumann algebras should imply conjugacy as actions on quantum groups. This means
that we should recover the quantum group structure ∆0 on A0 by knowing the von Neumann
algebra A0 and knowing that each automorphism βg 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),∆G) is rigid relative to the action G y (L(G),∆G) 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 SLn(Fq) 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 ∆1 : M → M ⊗ M defines another compact quantum group structure on the same von
Neumann algebra M , then ∆1 : 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 II1 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,∆) and the “canonical form” will say that (M,∆1)
must arise from such other Γ yγ (A1, τ1) 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.

3



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
to a new comultiplication ∆Ω(a) = Ω∆(a)Ω∗, where Ω is a unitary 2-cocycle on (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

∆G : L(G) → L(G) ⊗ L(G) : ∆G(ug) = ug ⊗ ug for all g ∈ G. (2.1)

The canonical tracial state τ on L(G), defined by τ(ug) = 0 for all g 6= e, satisfies the invariance
properties

(id ⊗ τ)∆G(a) = τ(a)1 = (τ ⊗ id)∆G(a) for all a ∈ L(G).

In this way, (L(G),∆G) 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 × K) and define the natural
comultiplication

∆K : L∞(K) → L∞(K) ⊗ L∞(K) : ∆K(F )(k1, k2) = F (k1k2) for all k1, k2 ∈ K. (2.2)

Integration w.r.t. the Haar probability measure on K provides an invariant tracial state on
(L∞(K),∆K), 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
∆G : L(G) → L(G)⊗L(G) by a unitary 2-cocycle Ω ∈ L(G)⊗L(G) will typically only produce
another group (and not quantum group) if Ω is symmetric, meaning that σ(Ω) = Ω where σ 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.
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Definition 2.1 ([Wor87, Wor95]). We call (A,∆) a compact quantum group if A is a von
Neumann algebra, ∆ : A → A ⊗ A is a faithful normal unital ∗-homomorphism that is co-
associative

(∆ ⊗ id)∆ = (id ⊗ ∆)∆ ,

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

(id ⊗ ϕ)∆(a) = ϕ(a)1 = (ϕ⊗ id)∆(a) for all a ∈ A.

Note that such an invariant state is necessarily unique: if also ψ is invariant, we get that
ψ(a) = (ψ ⊗ ϕ)∆(a) = ϕ(a) for all a ∈ A. This unique invariant state is called the Haar state
of (A,∆). If the Haar state is tracial, then (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),∆G) and
(L∞(K),∆K) when G is a discrete group and K is a compact group.

An isomorphism between compact quantum groups (A,∆A) and (B,∆B) is a ∗-isomorphism π :
A→ B satisfying ∆B ◦π = (π⊗π)◦∆A. 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,∆A) as an automorphism α of the von Neumann algebra A satisfying
(α⊗ α) ◦ ∆A = ∆A ◦ α.

A unitary corepresentation of (A,∆) on a Hilbert space K is a unitary X ∈ U(A ⊗ B(K))
satisfying (∆ ⊗ id)(X) = X13X23, 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

′
13 ∈ 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,∆) on a von Neumann algebra Q is a faithful
normal unital ∗-homomorphism β : Q→ A⊗Q satisfying (∆ ⊗ id)β = (id ⊗ β)β. One denotes
by Qβ = {b ∈ Q | β(b) = 1 ⊗ b} the fixed point algebra and says that β is ergodic if Qβ = C1.
A normal state ψ on Q is said to be invariant if (id ⊗ ψ)β(b) = ψ(b)1 for all b ∈ Q. Given any
faithful normal state ψ0 on Q and using the Haar state ϕ, it is easy to check that ψ := (ϕ⊗ψ0)β
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 ϕ, we call (H, ξ0) the GNS-
construction of (A,ϕ) if H is the completion of A given by the scalar product 〈a, b〉 = ϕ(b∗a),
ξ0 ∈ H is given by 1 ∈ A and A is represented on H by left multiplication.

Theorem 2.2 ([Wor87, Wor95]). Let (A,∆) be a compact quantum group of Kac type with
Haar state ϕ and GNS-construction (H, ξ0).
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(i) If β : Q → A ⊗ Q is a coaction with faithful normal invariant state ψ with GNS-
construction (K, η0), there is a unique X ∈ A⊗B(K) satisfying X∗(1⊗bη0) = β(b)(1⊗η0)
for all b ∈ Q. This X is a unitary corepresentation of (A,∆).

(ii) There is a unique W ∈ A ⊗ B(H) satisfying W ∗(1 ⊗ aξ0) = ∆(a)(1 ⊗ ξ0) for all a ∈ A.
This W is a unitary corepresentation of (A,∆).

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

(iv) If X ∈ A⊗Mn(C) is a unitary corepresentation, then X ∈ A⊗Mn(C) defined by (X)ij =
X∗
ij is again a unitary corepresentation, which is called the contragredient of X.

(v) The linear span of all coefficients Xij of finite dimensional unitary corepresentations
X ∈ A⊗Mn(C) is a ∗-strongly dense ∗-subalgebra A ⊂ A.

(vi) If Irr is a complete set of inequivalent unitary corepresentations X ∈ A ⊗Mn(C), where
n = d(X) is the dimension, then {

√
d(X)Xijξ0 | X ∈ Irr, 1 ≤ i, j ≤ d(X)} is an or-

thonormal basis of H.

(vii) There is a unique anti-unitary operator Ĵ : H → H satisfying Ĵ(Xijξ0) = Xjiξ0 for all

finite dimensional unitary corepresentations X ∈ A ⊗Mn(C). Then ĴAĴ = A and the
∗-anti-automorphism S : A → A : S(a) = Ĵa∗Ĵ satisfies S((id ⊗ ω)(Y )) = (id ⊗ ω)(Y ∗)
for every unitary corepresentation Y ∈ A⊗B(K) and all ω ∈ B(K)∗. Also, S2 = id.

(viii) If β : Q → A⊗Q is a coaction with faithful normal invariant state ψ and (σψt )t∈R is the

modular automorphism group of ψ, then β ◦ σψt = (id ⊗ σψt ) ◦ β for all t ∈ R.

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

(x) We have that (A,∆) is co-commutative, meaning that ∆ = σ ◦ ∆ where σ is the flip on
A⊗A, if and only if (A,∆) ∼= (L(G),∆G) for some discrete group G.

Proof. (i) Since (id ⊗ ψ)β(c∗b) = ψ(c∗b)1 for all b, c ∈ Q, there is a unique X ∈ A ⊗ B(K)
satisfying X∗(1⊗ bη0) = β(b)(1⊗η0) for all b ∈ Q. Note that X is a co-isometry, i.e. XX∗ = 1.
Then

(∆ ⊗ id)(X∗)(1 ⊗ 1 ⊗ bη0) = (∆ ⊗ id)(β(b)(1 ⊗ η0)) = (id ⊗ β)β(b)(1 ⊗ 1 ⊗ η0)

= X∗
23(β(b)(1 ⊗ η0))13 = X∗

23X
∗
13(1 ⊗ 1 ⊗ bη0)

for all b ∈ Q, so that (∆ ⊗ id)(X) = X13X23. Since X is a co-isometry, we can define the
projection p = X∗X ∈ A⊗B(K). Then

(∆ ⊗ id)(p) = X∗
23X

∗
13X13X23 = X∗

23p13X23 ≤ X∗
23X23 = 1 ⊗ p . (2.3)

So, 1 ⊗ p− (∆ ⊗ id)(p) ≥ 0. Since

(ϕ⊗ ϕ⊗ id)(1 ⊗ p− (∆ ⊗ id)(p)) = (ϕ⊗ id)(p) − (ϕ⊗ id)(p) = 0

and ϕ is faithful, it follows that (∆ ⊗ id)(p) = 1 ⊗ p. Applying ϕ ⊗ id ⊗ id, we conclude that
p = 1 ⊗ p0, where p0 = (ϕ⊗ id)(p).

In (2.3), we have seen that (∆ ⊗ id)(p) = X∗
23p13X23. Since p = 1 ⊗ p0, we conclude that

1 ⊗ p0 = X∗(1 ⊗ p0)X. Since X is a co-isometry, it follows that X(1 ⊗ p0)X
∗ = 1 ⊗ p0. Since

6



p = 1⊗ p0 is the range projection of X∗, this means that 1 = XX∗ = 1⊗ p0 = p. We conclude
that X is a unitary. We already proved that (∆ ⊗ id)(X) = X13X23, so that X is a unitary
corepresentation.

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

(iii) Fix a unitary corepresentation X ∈ A⊗B(K). Define the coaction β : B(K) → A⊗B(K) :
β(b) = X∗(1 ⊗ b)X for all b ∈ B(K) and denote by Q = B(K)β its fixed point algebra. Since
ϕ is a faithful normal invariant state, the formula E : B(K) → Q : E(b) = (ϕ⊗ id)β(b) defines
a faithful normal conditional expectation of B(K) onto Q. So, Q is discrete and its identity 1
can be written as a sum of minimal projections pk. For every k, we have that X(1 ⊗ pk) is an
irreducible unitary corepresentation on the Hilbert space pkK.

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 q ∈ B(K). By irreducibility, β is ergodic, so that
E(q) is a nonzero multiple α1 of 1. Denote by Tr the trace on B(K). Since ϕ is a trace, we
get that

α Tr(1) = Tr(E(q)) = (ϕ⊗ Tr)β(q) = (ϕ⊗ Tr)(X∗(1 ⊗ q)X) = (ϕ⊗ Tr)(1 ⊗ q) = 1 .

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

(iv) Since X ∈ A⊗Mn(C) is a unitary corepresentation, we have that ∆(Xij) =
∑

kXik⊗Xkj .
It follows that ∆(X∗

ij) =
∑

kX
∗
ik ⊗X∗

kj , meaning that (∆ ⊗ id)(X) = X13X23. So,

(∆ ⊗ id)(X
∗
X) = X

∗
23(X

∗
X)13X23 .

Applying ϕ⊗ id ⊗ id and defining T = (ϕ⊗ id)(X
∗
X) ∈Mn(C), we get that

1 ⊗ T = X
∗
(1 ⊗ T )X . (2.4)

Note that because ϕ is a trace,

Tij =
∑

k

ϕ
(
(X

∗
)ikXkj

)
=

∑

k

ϕ
(
XkiX

∗
kj

)
=

∑

k

ϕ
(
X∗
kjXki

)
= ϕ((X∗X)ji) = δi,j .

So, T = 1 and it follows from (2.4) that X is an isometry. Since A⊗Mn(C) admits a faithful
tracial state, this means that X is a unitary. We already proved that (∆ ⊗ id)(X) = X13X23,
so that X is a unitary corepresentation.

(v) Because we can take direct sums, tensor products and contragredients, A is unital a ∗-
subalgebra of A. Denote by A1 ⊂ A the strong∗-closure of A. We have to prove that A1 = A.
Denote by E1 : A → A1 the unique ϕ-preserving conditional expectation. Choose a ∈ A. We
have to prove that a ∈ A1. Replacing a by a − E1(a), it suffices to prove that every element
a ∈ A satisfying E1(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
ωcξ0,b∗ξ0 ∈ B(H)∗ defined by ωcξ0,b∗ξ0(T ) = 〈Tcξ0, b

∗ξ0〉, it follows from the definition of W
that

(id ⊗ ωcξ0,b∗ξ0)(W ) = (id ⊗ ϕ)(∆(b)(1 ⊗ c)) for all b, c ∈ A.

We conclude that (id ⊗ ϕ)(∆(b)(1 ⊗ c)) ∈ A1 for all b, c ∈ A. Since a is orthogonal to A1, it
follows that

(ϕ⊗ ϕ)((a∗ ⊗ 1)∆(b)(1 ⊗ c)) = 0 for all b, c ∈ A. (2.5)
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Denote by σ : 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 ∆op = σ ◦ ∆ of the compact quantum
group (A,∆op) on A, we find a unitary V ∈ B(H)⊗A satisfying V (bξ0 ⊗ 1) = ∆(b)(ξ0 ⊗ 1) for
all b ∈ A. It follows that the linear span of ∆(b)(1⊗c)(ξ0⊗ξ0) = V (bξ0⊗cξ0), b, c ∈ A, is dense
in H ⊗H. In (2.5), we may thus replace ∆(b)(1 ⊗ c) by a ⊗ 1 and conclude that ϕ(a∗a) = 0,
so that a = 0.

(vi) Take irreducible unitary corepresentations X ∈ A ⊗Mn(C) and Y ∈ A ⊗Mm(C). For
every T0 ∈Mn,m(C), the element T := (ϕ⊗ id)(X∗(1⊗T0)Y ) is an intertwiner between X and
Y . So if X and Y are inequivalent, T = 0 for every choice of T0. This applies in particular to
the matrix unit T0 = eik, from which it follows that the vectors Xijξ0 and Yklξ0 are orthogonal
for all i, j, k, l.

Similarly, (ϕ⊗ id)(X∗(1⊗ T0)X) is a multiple of 1 for every T0 ∈Mn(C). We thus find scalars
α(i, k) such that

(ϕ⊗ id)(X∗(1 ⊗ eik)X) = α(i, k)1 so that ϕ(X∗
ijXkl) = α(i, k) δj,l . (2.6)

Since Y = X∗ is an irreducible unitary corepresentation of (A,∆op), which has the same Haar
state ϕ, we also find scalars β(i, k) such that

β(i, k) δj,l = ϕ(Y ∗
ijYkl) = ϕ(XjiX

∗
lk) = ϕ(X∗

lkXji) = α(l, j) δk,i

for all i, j, k, l. So there exists a single scalar α such that α(i, k) = α δi,k. Since
∑

iX
∗
ijXij = 1

for all j, it follows from (2.6) that α = n−1.

In combination with the previous paragraph, the vectors {
√
d(X)Xijξ0 | 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,∆).
By (vi), there is a unique anti-unitary operator Ĵ : H → H satisfying ĴXijξ0 = Xjiξ0 for all
X ∈ Irr and all 1 ≤ i, j ≤ dimX.

Since every finite dimensional unitary corepresentation is unitarily equivalent to a direct sum
of irreducible unitary corepresentations, the equality ĴXijξ0 = Xjiξ0 holds for all finite dimen-
sional unitary corepresentations X.

Let X ∈ A ⊗Mn(C) and Y ∈ A ⊗Mm(C) be finite dimensional unitary corepresentations.
Denote by Z = X12Y13 the tensor product of X and Y . Then,

ĴX∗
ij Ĵ(Yklξ0) = ĴX∗

ij(Ylkξ0) = Ĵ(Z(i,l),(j,k)ξ0) = Z(j,k),(i,l)ξ0 = X∗
ji(Yklξ0) .

It follows that ĴX∗
ij Ĵ = X∗

ji. So, ĴAĴ = A. By (v), ĴAĴ = A and the ∗-anti-automorphism S :

A→ A : S(a) = Ĵa∗Ĵ satisfies S(Xij) = X∗
ji 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 ⊗ ω)(Y )) = (id ⊗ ω)(Y ∗) for all ω ∈ B(K)∗.

By definition, Ĵ ◦ Ĵ = id, so that S2 = id.

(viii) Denote by (K, η0) the GNS-construction of ψ. Denote by Sψ the modular conjugation of
ψ, i.e. the closed antilinear operator on K defined as the closure of bη0 7→ b∗η0, b ∈ Q. Denote
by X ∈ A⊗B(K) the unitary corepresentation given by (i). By definition,

(ω ⊗ id)(X∗)(bη0) = ((ω ⊗ id)β(b))η0 for all b ∈ Q and ω ∈ A∗.

Since β is a ∗-homomorphism, it follows that (ω⊗ id)(X∗)Sψ ⊂ Sψ(ω⊗ id)(X∗) for all ω ∈ A∗,

where ω(a) = ω(a∗) for all a ∈ A. Taking adjoints, we also find that (ω ⊗ id)(X)S∗
ψ ⊂

S∗
ψ(ω ⊗ id)(X) for all ω ∈ A∗.

8



By (vii), because X is a unitary corepresentation, we have that (µ⊗ id)(X) = (µ ◦S⊗ id)(X∗)
for all µ ∈ A∗. It follows that

(ω ⊗ id)(X)S∗
ψSψ ⊂ S∗

ψ(ω ⊗ id)(X)Sψ = S∗
ψ(ω ◦ S ⊗ id)(X∗)Sψ ⊂ S∗

ψSψ(ω ◦ S ⊗ id)(X∗)

= S∗
ψSψ(ω ⊗ id)(X)

for all ω ∈ A∗. Since the modular operator ∆ψ = S∗
ψSψ is a positive, self-adjoint, nonsingular

operator, it follows that (ω ⊗ id)(X)∆it
ψ = ∆it

ψ(ω ⊗ id)(X) for all ω ∈ A∗ and t ∈ R. So, X

commutes with 1⊗∆it
ψ . Since β(b) = X∗(1⊗b)X for all b ∈ Q, the formula β◦σψt = (id⊗σψt )◦β

follows.

(ix) If (A,∆) ∼= (L∞(K),∆K), it is trivial that A is commutative. Conversely, assume that A
is commutative. Denote by B ⊂ A the operator norm closure of the dense ∗-subalgebra A ⊂ 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 ⊗alg A, we have ∆(B) ⊂ B ⊗min B and find a continuous
map m : K ×K → K such that ∆(F )(g, h) = F (m(g, h)) for all F ∈ B and g, h ∈ K.

In (vii), we defined the ∗-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 ◦ I for all F ∈ B. Since ∆
is co-associative, the multiplication m is associative and we write m(g, h) = g · h. For every
unitary corepresentation X ∈ A⊗Mn(C), we have by definition

Xij(I(g) · g) = ∆(Xij)(I(g), g) =
∑

k

Xik(I(g))Xkj(g) =
∑

k

Xki(g)Xkj(g) = δi,j (2.7)

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 Xij(e) = δi,j for all unitary corepresentations X ∈ A⊗Mn(C).

Evaluating ∆(Xij) =
∑

kXik ⊗ Xkj in (g, e), resp. (e, g), we find that Xij(g · e) = Xij(g) =
Xij(e · g) for all unitary corepresentations X ∈ A⊗Mn(C). So, g · e = g = e · g for all g ∈ K.
We already proved that I(g) · g = e. Since by (vii), S2 = id, also I(I(g)) = g for all g ∈ K. So,
K is a compact group with unit e and inverse g−1 := I(g). By uniqueness of the Haar state,
the identification C(K) = B extends to an identification (L∞(K),∆K) = (A,∆).

(x) If (A,∆) ∼= (L(G),∆G), it is trivial that σ ◦ ∆ = ∆. Conversely, assume that σ ◦ ∆ = ∆.
Define G ⊂ U(A) as the subgroup of unitaries a ∈ A satisfying ∆(a) = a⊗ a. By definition, G
consists of the one dimensional unitary corepresentations of (A,∆). When a ∈ G and a 6= 1, the
one dimensional, irreducible corepresentations a and 1 are inequivalent. So by (vi), we have that
ϕ(a) = 0 for all a ∈ G \ {1}. We thus get a unique normal trace preserving ∗-homomorphism
π : L(G) → A satisfying π(ua) = a for all a ∈ G. By construction, ∆ ◦ π = (π ⊗ π) ◦ ∆G.

It remains to prove that π is surjective. Since the ∗-algebra A ⊂ A defined in (v) is dense,
it suffices to fix an irreducible unitary corepresentation X ∈ A ⊗Mn(C) and prove that X is
one dimensional. Define the linear map θ : A∗ → Mn(C) : θ(ω) := (ω ⊗ id)(X). Since X is
a corepresentation, we get that θ(ω)θ(ω′) = θ(ω ∗ ω′), where ω ∗ ω′ = (ω ⊗ ω′) ◦ ∆. Since ∆
is co-commutative, the image of θ is a commutative subalgebra of Mn(C). Take ω ∈ A∗. It
follows that X(1 ⊗ θ(ω)) = (1 ⊗ θ(ω))X, because applying ω′ ⊗ id to the left or the right hand
side gives the same result for every ω′ ∈ A∗. By irreducibility of X, we conclude that θ(ω) ∈ C1
for all ω ∈ A∗. It follows that X(1⊗T ) = (1⊗T )X for all T ∈Mn(C), because applying ω⊗ id
to the left or the right hand side gives the same result for every ω ∈ A∗. So, Mn(C) = C1, i.e.
n = 1.
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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,∆) on a type I factor B(K) automatically preserves the trace.

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

(i) The trace Tr is invariant: Tr((ω ⊗ id)β(b)) = ω(1) Tr(b) for all b ∈ B(K)+ and ω ∈ A+
∗ .

(ii) The fixed point algebra B(K)β is discrete.

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

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

Let ϕ be the Haar state of (A,∆). By ergodicity, we can define the faithful normal invariant
state ψ on B(K) such that (ϕ⊗ id)β(b) = ψ(b)1 for all b ∈ B(K). Since ψ is a faithful normal
state on B(K), we find a positive trace class operator Q on K such that Q has trivial kernel
and ψ(b) = Tr(bQ) for all b ∈ B(K). Diagonalizing Q, we can write

ψ(b) =

n∑

k=1

αk Tr(pkbpk) for all b ∈ B(K),

where n ∈ {+∞} ∪ {1, 2, 3, . . .}, the αk are strictly decreasing, strictly positive real numbers
and the pk are nonzero finite rank projections summing up to 1. We prove that n = 1.

Assume that n ≥ 2. When b ∈ pkB(K)pr, we have that σψt (b) = (αk/αr)
itb for all t ∈ R.

Since the sequence αk is strictly decreasing, we have that α1/αr ≥ 1 for all r. So the following

statement holds: whenever b ∈ B(K) and 0 < α < 1 satisfy σψt (b) = αitb, we get that p1b = 0.

Fix r ≥ 2 and b ∈ prB(K)p1. Put α = αr/α1, so that 0 < α < 1 and σψt (b) = αitb. By

Theorem 2.2(viii), we have that (id ⊗ σψt )β(b) = β(σψt (b)) = αitβ(b). By the statement in the
previous paragraph, we get that (1 ⊗ p1)β(b) = 0 for all b ∈ prB(K)p1. So, (1 ⊗ p1)β(bc∗) = 0
for all b, c ∈ prB(K)p1. Since pr belongs to the linear span of prB(K)p1B(K)pr, we get that
(1⊗p1)β(pr) = 0 for all r ≥ 2. So, β(pr) ≤ 1⊗(1−p1) for all r ≥ 2, meaning that 1⊗p1 ≤ β(p1).

Since β(p1) − 1⊗ p1 ≥ 0 and (ϕ⊗ψ)(β(p1) − 1⊗ p1) = (ϕ⊗ψ)β(p1) −ψ(p1) = 0, we conclude
that β(p1) = 1⊗p1. Since β is ergodic and p1 is a nonzero projection, we get that p1 = 1. This
means that n = 1, contradicting the assumption that n ≥ 2.

So, we have proven that n = 1. Since p1 is a finite rank projection, K is finite dimensional.
Also, ψ(b) = α1 Tr(b) for all b ∈ B(K). Since ψ is an invariant state, also Tr is invariant.

Next, let β : B(K) → A⊗B(K) be any coaction. Then, b 7→ (ϕ ⊗ id)β(b) is a faithful normal
conditional expectation of B(K) onto B(K)β. So, the fixed point algebra B(K)β is a discrete
von Neumann algebra and we find a family of minimal projections pk ∈ B(K)β such that∑

k pk = 1. By construction, for every k, the restriction of β to pkB(K)pk = B(pkK) defines
an ergodic coaction βk. By the first part of the proof, the trace Trk on B(pkK) is invariant
under βk.

Take b ∈ B(K)+ and ω ∈ A+
∗ . Then,

Tr((ω ⊗ id)β(b)) =
∑

k

Tr(pk(ω ⊗ id)β(b)pk) =
∑

k

Trk((ω ⊗ id)βk(pkbpk))

=
∑

k

ω(1) Tr(pkbpk) = ω(1) Tr(b) .
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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,∆) is a unitary Ω ∈
U(A⊗A) satisfying

(Ω ⊗ 1)(∆ ⊗ id)(Ω) = (1 ⊗ Ω)(id ⊗ ∆)(Ω) .

Two unitary 2-cocycles Ω and Ω′ are said to be cohomologous if there exists a unitary v ∈ U(A)
such that Ω = (v ⊗ v)Ω′∆(v∗). One says that Ω is a coboundary if Ω is cohomologous to 1.
A unitary Ω-corepresentation on a Hilbert space K is a unitary X ∈ U(A ⊗ B(K)) satisfying
(Ω ⊗ 1)(∆ ⊗ 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 Ω is a unitary 2-cocycle on (A,∆), the map ∆Ω : A → A ⊗ A : ∆Ω(a) = Ω∆(a)Ω∗ is again
co-associative. In our next result, we give an elementary proof for [DeC10, Proposition 5.1],
saying that if (A,∆) is of Kac type, then (A,∆Ω) is again a compact quantum group of Kac
type. The nontrivial point is to prove that (A,∆Ω) again admits an invariant state, which may
fail without the Kac type assumption.

If X ∈ A⊗B(K) is a unitary Ω-corepresentation on K, then

β : B(K) → A⊗B(K) : β(b) = X∗(1 ⊗ b)X for all b ∈ B(K),

is a coaction. Note that β 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 Ω-corepresentation for some unitary 2-cocycle Ω. 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,∆) 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 β : B(K) → A ⊗ B(K), there exists a unitary 2-cocycle Ω on (A,∆) and a
unitary Ω-corepresentation X on K such that β(b) = X∗(1 ⊗ b)X for all b ∈ B(K).

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

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

Proof. (i) By Proposition 2.3(ii), the fixed point algebra B(K)β is discrete. Choose a minimal
projection p ∈ B(K)β. The restriction of β 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) ∼= Mn(C) for some
n ≥ 1. Choose a system of matrix units eij for B(K) in such a way that the first eij 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 β(eii), i = 1, . . . , n, are all equivalent via the partial isometries β(eij) and since
they sum up to 1⊗p, we get that EZ(β(e11)) = n−11 = EZ(1⊗e11). So, the projections β(e11)
and 1 ⊗ e11 are equivalent. Choose a partial isometry V ∈ A ⊗ B(K) with V V ∗ = 1 ⊗ e11
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and V ∗V = β(e11). Then, X =
∑

i(1 ⊗ ei1)V β(e1i) is a unitary in A ⊗ B(K) satisfying
β(b) = X∗(1 ⊗ b)X for all b ∈ B(K).

Since β is a coaction, it follows that

(∆ ⊗ id)(X)∗(1 ⊗ 1 ⊗ b)(∆ ⊗ id)(X) = (∆ ⊗ id)β(b) = (id ⊗ β)β(b)

= X∗
23X

∗
13(1 ⊗ 1 ⊗ b)X13X23

for all b ∈ B(K). This means that X13X23 = (Ω ⊗ 1)(∆ ⊗ id)(X) for some unitary Ω ∈ A⊗A.
From this, it follows that Ω is a unitary 2-cocycle on (A,∆), so that X is an Ω-corepresentation.

(ii) Denote by σ ∈ Aut(A ⊗ A) the flip map. Define ∆op = σ ◦ ∆ and Ω̃ = σ(Ω). Applying
2.2(ii) to the compact quantum group (A,∆op), we define the unitary corepresentation W ∈
A⊗ B(H) of (A,∆op) by W∗(1 ⊗ aξ0) = ∆op(a)(1 ⊗ ξ0) for all a ∈ A. Then, W∗ is a unitary
corepresentation of (A,∆). Also, ∆op(a) = W∗(1 ⊗ a)W for all a ∈ A.

We prove that Z = Ω̃W∗ is a unitary Ω-corepresentation of (A,∆). Indeed,

(Ω ⊗ 1)(∆ ⊗ id)(Z) = ((1 ⊗ Ω)(id ⊗ ∆)(Ω))312W
∗
13W

∗
23 = ((Ω ⊗ 1)(∆ ⊗ id)(Ω))312W

∗
13W

∗
23

= Ω̃13((∆op ⊗ id)(Ω)(W∗ ⊗ 1))132W
∗
23 = Ω̃13((W

∗ ⊗ 1)(1 ⊗ Ω))132W
∗
23

= Ω̃13W
∗
13Ω̃23W

∗
23 = Z13Z23 .

Then, β : B(H) → A ⊗ B(H) : β(b) = Z∗(1 ⊗ b)Z defines a coaction of (A,∆) on B(H). By
Proposition 2.3(ii), we can choose a minimal projection p in the fixed point algebra B(H)β. The
restriction of β 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
Ω-corepresentation.

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

(ϕ⊗ ϕ)∆Ω(a) = (ϕ⊗ ϕ)(Ω∆(a)Ω∗) = (ϕ⊗ ϕ)(∆(a)) = ϕ(a) ,

so that (ϕ ⊗ ϕ)∆Ω = ϕ. By Lemma 2.7(i) below, it thus suffices to prove that (A ⊗ 1)∆Ω(A)
and ∆Ω(A)(1 ⊗A) span weakly dense subspaces of A⊗A.

By (ii), we can fix a finite dimensional unitary Ω-corepresentation X ∈ A⊗Mn(C). We denote
by β : Mn(C) → A⊗Mn(C) : β(b) = X∗(1 ⊗ b)X the corresponding coaction. By Proposition
2.3(i), the trace Tr on Mn(C) is invariant under β. So, (id ⊗ Tr)β(eij) = δi,j1, meaning that∑n

k=1X
∗
ikXjk = δi,j1. Defining the element X ∈ A ⊗Mn(C) by X ij = X∗

ij , this means that

X X
∗

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

Since X is an Ω-corepresentation, we have

Ω∆(Xij) =

n∑

k=1

Xik ⊗Xkj .

Taking the adjoint, it follows that (∆ ⊗ id)(X)(Ω∗ ⊗ 1) = X13X23.

So, whenever Y ∈ A⊗Mm(C) is a finite dimensional unitary corepresentation of (A,∆), we can
consider the unitary Z = X12Y13X14 ∈ A⊗Mnmn(C) and note that (∆Ω ⊗ id)(Z) = Z13Z23.

We also note that X12X13 ∈ A⊗Mn2(C) is a unitary corepresentation of (A,∆). Therefore, the
linear span of all the coefficients of the unitaries Z constructed in the previous paragraph form
a ∗-subalgebra Ã ⊂ A. By Theorem 2.2(v), the coefficients of the finite dimensional unitary
corepresentations Y of (A,∆) span a dense ∗-subalgebra A of A. Then also Ã is dense in A.
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Since (∆Ω ⊗ id)(Z) = Z13Z23 and Z is unitary, we get that

n∑

r=1

(Z∗
ri ⊗ 1)∆Ω(Zrj) =

n∑

r,k=1

Z∗
riZrk ⊗ Zkj = 1 ⊗ Zij .

It follows that 1 ⊗ Ã ⊂ span(Ã ⊗ 1)∆Ω(Ã) and thus Ã ⊗ Ã ⊂ span(Ã ⊗ 1)∆Ω(Ã). By density
of Ã in A, we get that (A ⊗ 1)∆Ω(A) spans a weakly dense subspace of A ⊗ A. Similarly,
∆Ω(A)(1 ⊗A) spans a weakly dense subspace of A⊗A.

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

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

(ii) For every n ∈ N and every coaction β : Mn(C) → A ⊗Mn(C), there exists a unitary
corepresentation X ∈ A⊗Mn(C) such that β(b) = X∗(1 ⊗ b)X for all b ∈Mn(C).

(iii) For every n ∈ N and every ergodic coaction β : Mn(C) → A ⊗ Mn(C), there exists a
unitary corepresentation X ∈ A⊗Mn(C) such that β(b) = X∗(1⊗ b)X for all b ∈Mn(C).

Proof. (i) ⇒ (ii). By Proposition 2.5(i), we can take a unitary 2-cocycle Ω on (A,∆) and a
unitary Ω-corepresentation X ∈ A⊗Mn(C) such that β(b) = X∗(1⊗b)X for all b ∈Mn(C). By
the assumption in (i), we can take a unitary v ∈ U(A) such that Ω = (v ⊗ v)∆(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 Ω on (A,∆). By Proposition 2.5(ii), we can choose n ∈ N
and an irreducible unitary Ω-corepresentation X ∈ A⊗Mn(C). Then β : Mn(C) → A⊗Mn(C) :
β(b) = X∗(1 ⊗ b)X is an ergodic coaction of (A,∆) on Mn(C). By the assumption in (iii), we
can choose a unitary corepresentation Y ∈ A ⊗Mn(C) such that β(b) = Y ∗(1 ⊗ b)Y for all
b ∈ Mn(C). Then XY ∗ commutes with 1 ⊗Mn(C) and we find a unitary v ∈ U(A) such that
X = (v ⊗ 1)Y . Since X is an Ω-corepresentation and Y is a corepresentation, it follows that
Ω∆(v) = v ⊗ v, so that Ω is a coboundary.

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 unital faithful normal
∗-homomorphism that is co-associative. Assume that ψ is a faithful normal state on A such
that (ψ ⊗ ψ)∆ = ψ.

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

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

Proof. Fix a ∈ A. Define b = (id⊗ψ)∆(a). Since (ψ⊗ψ)∆ = ψ, we get that (id⊗ψ)∆(b) = b.
From this it follows that

(ψ ⊗ ψ)((∆(b) − b⊗ 1)∗(∆(b) − b⊗ 1)) = (ψ ⊗ ψ)∆(b∗b) − ψ(b∗b) = 0 .

Since ψ ⊗ ψ is faithful, we conclude that ∆(b) = b⊗ 1.

(i) By the introductory paragraph, for all a ∈ A,

(id ⊗ ψ)∆(a) ⊗ 1 = (id ⊗ id ⊗ ψ)(∆ ⊗ id)∆(a) = (id ⊗ (id ⊗ ψ)∆)(∆(a)) .
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This implies that

(ψ ⊗ ψ)((b ⊗ 1)∆(a)) ⊗ 1 = (ψ ⊗ (id ⊗ ψ)∆)((b ⊗ 1)∆(a))

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

We similarly obtain right invariance: (ψ ⊗ id)∆(d) = ψ(d)1 for all d ∈ A. So, (A,∆) is a
compact quantum group with Haar state ψ.

(ii) By the introductory paragraph, whenever b = (id ⊗ ψ)∆(a), we have that ∆(b) = b ⊗ 1.
Let ϕ be the Haar state of (A,∆). Then, ϕ(b)1 = (id⊗ϕ)∆(b) = b. So, b is a multiple of 1 and
thus, b = ψ(b)1. Since ψ(b) = (ψ⊗ψ)∆(a) = ψ(a), we have proven that (id ⊗ψ)∆(a) = ψ(a)1
for all a ∈ A. Applying ϕ, it follows that ϕ(a) = ψ(a) for all a ∈ A.

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),∆G) 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.

If Γ yα (A,∆A) is an action of a discrete group Γ by quantum group automorphisms of (A,∆A),
the crossed product von Neumann algebra B = A⋊α Γ carries a unique comultiplication

∆B : B → B ⊗B : ∆B(aug) = ∆A(a)(ug ⊗ ug) for all a ∈ A and g ∈ Γ.

It is easy to see that ∆B is co-associative. The Haar state ϕA of (A,∆) has a canonical extension
to a faithful normal state ϕB on B satisfying ϕB(aug) = 0 for all a ∈ A and g ∈ Γ \ {e}. It
is easy to check that ϕB is an invariant state on (B,∆B), which thus is a compact quantum
group. Note that (B,∆B) is of Kac type if and only if (A,∆A) is of Kac type.

Proposition 2.8. Let Γ be a discrete group and Γ yα (A,∆) an action of Γ on the Kac type
compact quantum group (A,∆). Denote the crossed product as (B,∆).

(i) For every unitary 2-cocycle Ω on (B,∆), there exists a finite subgroup Λ < Γ such that Ω
is cohomologous to a 2-cocycle Ω0 that belongs to (A⋊ Λ) ⊗ (A⋊ Λ).

(ii) Let Ω1 and Ω2 be unitary 2-cocycles for (A,∆). Then Ω1 is cohomologous with Ω2 as uni-
tary 2-cocycles for (B,∆) if and only if there exists a g ∈ Γ such that Ω1 is cohomologous
with (αg ⊗ αg)(Ω2) as unitary 2-cocycles for (A,∆).

(iii) Nontrivial unitary 2-cocycles for (A,∆), resp. (L(Γ),∆), remain nontrivial as unitary
2-cocycles for (B,∆).

Proof. (i) Let Ω be a unitary 2-cocycle on (B,∆). By Proposition 2.5(ii), we can choose
an irreducible unitary Ω-corepresentation X ∈ B ⊗Mn(C) and define the associated ergodic
coaction β : Mn(C) → B ⊗Mn(C) : β(b) = X∗(1 ⊗ b)X.

Denote by K the Hilbert space Mn(C) on which the scalar product is given by the trace Tr.
By Proposition 2.3(i), the trace Tr is invariant under β. By Theorem 2.2(i), we can define the
unitary corepresentation Z ∈ B ⊗B(K) of (B,∆) by Z∗(1 ⊗ b) = β(b) for all b ∈ K = Mn(C).

Below we analyze which irreducible unitary corepresentations of (B,∆) 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,∆).

Fix a complete set Irr(A,∆) of inequivalent irreducible unitary corepresentations of (A,∆).
For every X ∈ Irr(A,∆) and g ∈ Γ, we have that X(ug ⊗ 1) is a an irreducible unitary
corepresentation of (B,∆). By Theorem 2.2(vi), the coefficients of X ∈ Irr(A,∆) form an
orthogonal basis of the GNS-Hilbert space of (A,ϕ). So, the coefficients of X(ug ⊗ 1), X ∈
Irr(A,∆), g ∈ Γ, form an orthogonal basis of the GNS-Hilbert space of (B,ϕ). By Theorem
2.2(vi), Irr(B,∆) := {X(ug ⊗ 1) | X ∈ Irr(A,∆), g ∈ Γ} must be a complete set of inequivalent
irreducible unitary corepresentations of (B,∆).

Define I ⊂ Irr(B,∆) as the set of Y ∈ Irr(B,∆) such that Y is equivalent to a sub-corepresen-
tation of Z. Since K is finite dimensional, I is a finite set. Note that if Y ∈ Irr(B,∆) is k-
dimensional, then v ∈ B(Ck,K) is an intertwiner between Y and Z if and only if

∑k
i=1 v(ei)⊗ei

belongs to
SY = {S ∈Mn(C) ⊗ Ck | (β ⊗ id)(S) = Y13S23} .

It follows that Y ∈ I if and only if SY 6= {0}. If S ∈ SY , we have that β(S∗S) = 1 ⊗ S∗S, so
that S∗S is a multiple of 1 by ergodicity of Mn(C). We conclude that Y ∈ I if and only if SY
contains an isometry.

If
∑

i Si ⊗ ei belongs to SY , we have that
∑

i S
∗
i ⊗ ei belongs to SY . So, I = I.

If Y, Y ′ ∈ I, of dimensions k, k′, we can choose isometries S ∈ SY and S′ ∈ SY ′ . Then
S′′ := S12S

′
13 ∈Mn(C)⊗Ck⊗Ck

′

is also an isometry. Denote by Y ′′ = Y12Y
′
13 the tensor product

of Y and Y ′. Then, (β⊗id)(S′′) = Y ′′
13S

′′
23. Since Y ′′ can be written as a direct sum of irreducible

unitary corepresentations and S′′ is nonzero, we can find U ∈ Irr(B,∆) of dimension s and an
intertwiner w ∈ B(Ck⊗Ck

′

,Cs) from Y ′′ to U such that T := (1⊗w)S′′ 6= 0. By construction,
T ∈ SU . We have thus proven that for all Y, Y ′ ∈ I, there exists a sub-corepresentation U of
the tensor product of Y and Y ′ with U ∈ I.

For every g ∈ Γ, define Irrg ⊂ Irr(B,∆) as the set of irreducible unitary corepresentations
of the form X(ug ⊗ 1) with X ∈ Irr(A,∆). Since Γ y (A,∆) is an action by quantum
group automorphisms, it is easy to check that Irrg = Irrg−1 and that every irreducible sub-
corepresentation of the tensor product of Y ∈ Irrg and Y ′ ∈ Irrh belongs to Irrgh.

Define the finite subset Λ ⊂ Γ of g ∈ Γ such that Irrg ∩I 6= ∅. Since I = I and Irrg = Irrg−1 ,
we find that Λ = Λ−1. If g, h ∈ Λ, we can choose Y ∈ Irrg ∩I and Y ′ ∈ Irrh ∩I. We have seen
above that there exists an irreducible sub-corepresentation U of the tensor product of Y and
Y ′ that belongs to I. Then also U ∈ Irrgh, so that gh ∈ Λ.

We have thus proven that Λ is a finite subgroup of Γ. Define B0 = B ⋊ Λ. Note that
(B0,∆) is itself a compact quantum group of Kac type. By definition of Λ, all irreducible
sub-corepresentations of Z are unitary corepresentations of (B0,∆). This means that Z ∈
B0 ⊗B(K), so that β(Mn(C)) ⊂ B0 ⊗Mn(C).

By Proposition 2.5(i), there exists a unitary 2-cocycle Ω0 on (B0,∆) and a unitary Ω0-
corepresentation X0 ∈ B0⊗Mn(C) such that β(b) = X∗

0 (1⊗b)X0 for all b ∈Mn(C). Then XX∗
0

commutes with 1⊗Mn(C) and we find a unitary v ∈ U(B) such that X = (v⊗1)X0. Since X is
an Ω-corepresentation, while X0 is an Ω0-corepresentation, it follows that Ω = (v⊗ v)Ω0∆(v∗),
so that Ω is cohomologous to Ω0.

(ii) First assume that Ω1 is cohomologous with Ω2 as unitary 2-cocycles for (B,∆). Take a
unitary v ∈ B such that Ω1∆(v) = (v ⊗ v)Ω2. Denote by v =

∑
g∈Γ agug, with ag ∈ A, the

Fourier decomposition of v ∈ A⋊ Γ. Since Ω1∆(v) = (v ⊗ v)Ω2, we get that

∑

g∈Γ

Ω1∆(ag)(ug ⊗ ug) =
∑

g∈Γ

(v ⊗ agug)Ω2 =
∑

g∈Γ

(v ⊗ ag)(id ⊗ αg)(Ω2)(1 ⊗ ug) .

15



Consider the Fourier decomposition in the second component of the tensor product, it follows
that

Ω1∆(ag)(ug ⊗ 1) = (v ⊗ ag)(id ⊗ αg)(Ω2) for all g ∈ Γ.

This means that
Ω1∆(ag)(αg ⊗ αg)(Ω

∗
2) = vu∗g ⊗ ag for all g ∈ Γ.

Fix a g ∈ Γ such that ag 6= 0. By the previous equality, vu∗g ⊗ ag ∈ A⊗ A. Since ag 6= 0, this
means that vu∗g ∈ A. We denote this unitary as v0 ∈ U(A). We have proven that v = v0ug.
Since Ω1 = (v ⊗ v)Ω2∆(v∗), this implies that

Ω1 = (v0 ⊗ v0)(αg ⊗ αg)(Ω2)∆(v∗0) . (2.8)

So, Ω1 is cohomologous with (αg ⊗ αg)(Ω2) as unitary 2-cocycles for (A,∆).

Conversely, if Ω1 is cohomologous with (αg ⊗ αg)(Ω2) as unitary 2-cocycles for (A,∆), we can
take a unitary v0 ∈ A such that (2.8) holds. Defining v = v0ug, we have found a unitary v ∈ B
such that Ω1 = (v ⊗ v)Ω2∆(v∗), so that Ω1 and Ω2 are cohomologous as unitary 2-cocycles for
(B,∆).

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

By Proposition 2.5(ii), we can choose a unitary Ω-corepresentation X ∈ L(Γ)⊗Mn(C). Denote
by β : Mn(C) → L(Γ) ⊗ Mn(C) : β(b) = X∗(1 ⊗ b)X the associated coaction. Since Ω
is a coboundary as a unitary 2-cocycle for (B,∆), we can take a unitary v ∈ B such that
Ω = (v∗ ⊗ v∗)∆(v). Write Y = (v ⊗ 1)X ∈ B ⊗Mn(C). Then Y is a unitary corepresentation
of (B,∆) and β(b) = Y ∗(1 ⊗ b)Y for all b ∈Mn(C).

Denote by A ⊂ A the ∗-algebra given by Theorem 2.2(v), spanned by the coefficients of the
finite dimensional unitary corepresentations of (A,∆). We similarly define B ⊂ B and note
that B equals the algebraic crossed product B = A ⋊alg Γ. Denote by ε : A → C the co-unit,
i.e. the unique ∗-homomorphism satisfying ε(Zij) = δi,j for every unitary corepresentation
Z ∈ A ⊗ Mk(C) of (A,∆). Then denote by ψ : B → C[Γ] the unique ∗-homomorphism
satisfying ψ(aug) = ε(a)ug for all a ∈ A, g ∈ Γ. Note that (ψ ⊗ ψ) ◦ ∆ = ∆ ◦ ψ on B. Since
Y ∈ B ⊗Mn(C), we get that Z := (ψ ⊗ id)(Y ) is a well-defined unitary corepresentation of
(L(Γ),∆).

Since we can view β as a unitary corepresentation on the Hilbert space Mn(C), we have that
β(Mn(C)) ⊂ C[Γ]⊗Mn(C). Then (ψ⊗ id)(β(b)) = β(b) for all b ∈Mn(C) and applying ψ⊗ id
to the equality β(b) = Y ∗(1⊗ b)Y , we conclude that β(b) = Z∗(1⊗ b)Z for all b ∈Mn(C). This
means that Z = (w ⊗ 1)X, where w ∈ L(Γ) is a unitary. Since Z is a corepresentation, while
X is an Ω-corepresentation, it follows that Ω = (w∗ ⊗ w∗)∆(w), so that Ω is a coboundary in
(L(Γ),∆).

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

(A,ϕ) = ⊗k(Ak, ϕk) .

For every k, we have the canonical embedding πk : Ak → A as the k’th tensor factor. There
is a unique comultiplication ∆ : A → A⊗ A satisfying ∆ ◦ πk = (πk ⊗ πk) ◦ ∆k for all k. It is
easy to check that (A,∆) is again a compact quantum group with Haar state ϕ.
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In the following proposition, we characterize when for such a tensor product quantum group
(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 (Ak,∆k), k ∈ J , be a finite or infinite family of Kac type compact
quantum groups. Denote by (A,∆) their direct product, as above. Then every unitary 2-cocycle
on (A,∆) is a coboundary if and only if the following holds.

(i) For every k ∈ J , every unitary 2-cocycle on (Ak,∆k) is a coboundary.

(ii) If k, l ∈ J are distinct and Z ∈ U(Ak ⊗Al) is a bicharacter, meaning that

(∆k ⊗ id)(Z) = Z13Z23 and (id ⊗ ∆l)(Z) = Z13Z12 ,

then Z = 1.

Proof. First assume that conditions (i) and (ii) hold. Let β : Mn(C) → A ⊗ Mn(C) be a
coaction. By Corollary 2.6, it suffices to construct a unitary corepresentation X ∈ A⊗Mn(C)
such that β(b) = X∗(1 ⊗ b)X for all b ∈Mn(C).

Denote by ϕk the Haar state on (Ak,∆k). Choose a complete set Irrk of inequivalent irreducible
unitary corepresentations of (Ak,∆k). By Theorem 2.2(vi), the coefficients Xij , X ∈ Irrk form
an orthogonal basis for the GNS Hilbert space of (Ak, ϕk). Denote by Ak ⊂ Ak the linear span
of all Xij , X ∈ Irrk. If k1, . . . , ks ∈ J are distinct and Xt ∈ Irrkt has dimension nt, then

(πk1 ⊗ id)(X1)12 (πk2 ⊗ id)(X2)13 · · · (πks ⊗ id)(Xs)1,s+1 ∈ A⊗Mn1···ns(C)

is an irreducible corepresentation of (A,∆). By construction, the coefficients of these irreducible
corepresentations form an orthogonal basis of the GNS Hilbert space of (A,∆). By Theorem
2.2(vi), these irreducible corepresentations of (A,∆) form a complete set of irreducible unitary
corepresentations of (A,∆). We conclude that the dense ∗-subalgebra A ⊂ A spanned by the
coefficients of all finite dimensional unitary corepresentations of (A,∆) is generated by πk(Ak),
k ∈ J , meaning that A is the algebraic tensor product of the ∗-algebras Ak.

As in the beginning of the proof of Proposition 2.8, we may view β as a unitary corepresentation
of (A,∆) of dimension n2. This means that β(Mn(C)) ⊂ A⊗Mn(C).

For every k ∈ J , denote by εk : Ak → C the co-unit, i.e. the unique ∗-homomorphism satisfying
εk(Xij) = δi,j for all X ∈ Irrk. Since A is the algebraic tensor product of the Ak, we can
uniquely define the ∗-homomorphisms θk : A → Ak satisfying θk(πs(a)) = εs(a)1 for all s 6= k,
a ∈ As, and θk(πk(a)) = a for all a ∈ Ak.

Note that ∆k ◦ θk = (θk ⊗ θk) ◦ ∆ on A. So, βk = (θk ⊗ id) ◦ β is a well-defined coaction
of (Ak,∆k) on Mn(C). By condition (i) and Corollary 2.6, we find unitary corepresentations
Xk ∈ Ak ⊗Mn(C) such that βk(b) = X∗

k(1 ⊗ b)Xk for all b ∈Mn(C) and k ∈ J .

We prove that for distinct k, l ∈ J , the unitaries (πk ⊗ id)(Xk) and (πl⊗ id)(Xl) in A⊗Mn(C)
commute. Denote by σ : Al⊗algAk → Ak⊗algAl the flip isomorphism. Note that (θk⊗θl)∆(a) =
σ((θl ⊗ θk)∆(a)) for all a ∈ A. Therefore,

(id ⊗ βl)βk = (θk ⊗ θl ⊗ id)(∆ ⊗ id)β = (σ ⊗ id)(θl ⊗ θk ⊗ id)(∆ ⊗ id)β = (σ ⊗ id)(id ⊗ βk)βl .

This means that (X∗
l )23(X∗

k)13(1 ⊗ 1 ⊗ b)(Xk)13(Xl)23 = (X∗
k)13(X∗

l )23(1 ⊗ 1 ⊗ b)(Xl)23(Xk)13
for all b ∈Mn(C). There thus exists a unitary Z ∈ Ak ⊗alg Al such that

(Z ⊗ 1)(Xk)13(Xl)23 = (Xl)23(Xk)13 .
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Applying ∆k ⊗ id⊗ id, it follows that (∆k ⊗ id)(Z) = Z13Z23. Applying id⊗∆l ⊗ id, it follows
that (id⊗∆l)(Z) = Z13Z12. By condition (ii), Z = 1. So, (Xk)13 commutes with (Xl)23, which
is the same as saying that (πk ⊗ id)(Xk) and (πl ⊗ id)(Xl) commute in A⊗Mn(C).

Since Mn(C) is finite dimensional and β(Mn(C)) ⊂ A ⊗Mn(C), we can take a finite subset
J0 ⊂ J such that β(Mn(C)) ⊂ AJ0 ⊗Mn(C), where AJ0 is the algebraic tensor product of all
Xk, k ∈ J0. Since the unitaries (πk ⊗ id)(Xk), k ∈ J0, all commute, their product is a unitary
corepresentation X ∈ A⊗Mn(C). By construction, β(b) = X∗(1 ⊗ b)X for all b ∈Mn(C).

Conversely assume that every unitary 2-cocycle on (A,∆) is a coboundary. To prove that (i)
holds, by Corollary 2.6, it suffices to show that for every k ∈ J , every coaction βk : Mn(C) →
Ak ⊗Mn(C) is implemented by a unitary corepresentation of (Ak,∆k). As above, note that
βk(Mn(C)) ⊂ Ak ⊗Mn(C). Viewing βk as a coaction of (A,∆), by Corollary 2.6, we find a
unitary corepresentation X ∈ A ⊗Mn(C) satisfying βk(b) = X∗(1 ⊗ b)X for all b ∈ Mn(C).
With the notation of the first part of the proof, Xk := (θk⊗id)(X) is a unitary corepresentation
for (Ak,∆k) and βk(b) = X∗

k(1 ⊗ b)Xk for all b ∈Mn(C).

Finally, take an element Z as in condition (ii). By Lemma 2.10 below, we find n ∈ N and
unitary corepresentations Xk ∈ Ak ⊗Mn(C) and Xl ∈ Al ⊗Mn(C) of (Ak,∆k), resp. (Al,∆l),
such that

(Z ⊗ 1)(Xk)13(Xl)23 = (Xl)23(Xk)13 . (2.9)

Define the coactions βk(b) = X∗
k(1 ⊗ b)Xk and βl(b) = X∗

l (1 ⊗ b)Xl. Denoting by σ the flip
isomorphism, it follows from (2.9) that (id ⊗ βl)βk = (σ ⊗ id)(id ⊗ βk)βl. Using the natural
embedding Ak ⊗Al → A, we may thus view (id ⊗ βl)βk as a coaction of (A,∆) on Mn(C).

By Corollary 2.6, we find a unitary corepresentation X ∈ A ⊗ Mn(C) of (A,∆) such that
β(b) = X∗(1 ⊗ b)X for all b ∈Mn(C). Define the unitary corepresentation X ′

k := (θk ⊗ id)(X)
of (Ak,∆k). Similarly define X ′

l . Applying θk⊗θl⊗ id, resp. θl⊗θk⊗ id, to the corepresentation
property of X, we get that (X ′

k)13 commutes with (X ′
l)23.

Since both Xk and X ′
k are unitary corepresentations that implement the same coaction βk, we

can take a unitary vk ∈ Ak satisfying Xk = (vk ⊗ 1)X ′
k. We similarly find a unitary vl ∈ Al

satisfying Xl = (vl⊗1)X ′
l . Since (X ′

k)13 commutes with (X ′
l )23, it follows that (Xk)13 commutes

with (Xl)23. By (2.9), it follows that Z = 1.

Lemma 2.10. Let (A1,∆1) and (A2,∆2) be compact quantum groups of Kac type. Let Z ∈
U(A1 ⊗A2) be a bicharacter:

(∆1 ⊗ id)(Z) = Z13Z23 and (id ⊗ ∆2)(Z) = Z13Z12 .

There then exist n ∈ N and unitary corepresentations Xi ∈ Ai⊗Mn(C) of (Ai,∆i) for i = 1, 2,
such that

(Z ⊗ 1)(X1)13(X2)23 = (X2)23(X1)13 .

In particular, if Ai ⊂ Ai are the ∗-algebras spanned by the coefficients of the finite dimensional
unitary corepresentations, we have that Z ∈ A1 ⊗alg A2.

Proof. We denote by (Hi, ξi) the GNS construction for (Ai, ϕi), where ϕi is the Haar state on
(Ai,∆i). Applying Theorem 2.2(ii) to (Ai,∆

op
i ), we can define unitaries Wi ∈ Ai⊗B(Hi) such

that W∗
i (1 ⊗ aξi) = ∆op

i (a)(1 ⊗ ξi) for all a ∈ Ai. Then W∗
i is a unitary corepresentation of

(Ai,∆i) on Hi. Also, ∆op
i (a) = W∗

i (1 ⊗ a)Wi for all a ∈ Ai.

Note that in A2 ⊗A1 ⊗B(H2), we have the equalities

Z23W
∗
2,13Z

∗
23 = Z23((id ⊗ ∆op

2 )(Z∗))213W
∗
2,13 = Z∗

21W
∗
2,13 .
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Since W∗
2,13 is a unitary corepresentation of (A2,∆2) on H1 ⊗ H2, it follows that also Y2 :=

Z∗
21W

∗
2,13 ∈ A2 ⊗B(H1 ⊗H2) is a unitary corepresentation of (A2,∆2) on H1 ⊗H2.

Next, Y1 := W∗
1,12 is a unitary corepresentation of (A1,∆1) on H1 ⊗H2. Note that

Z12 W
∗
1,13 Z

∗
32W

∗
2,24 = Z12 ((∆op

1 ⊗ id)(Z∗))132 W
∗
1,13 W

∗
2,24 = Z∗

32 W
∗
1,13W

∗
2,24 = Z∗

32W
∗
2,24W

∗
1,13 .

This says that the unitary corepresentations Y1 and Y2 commute up to Z. Therefore, the
coactions

βi : B(H1 ⊗H2) → Ai ⊗B(H1 ⊗H2) : βi(b) = Y ∗
i (1 ⊗ b)Yi

satisfy (id ⊗ β1)β2 = (σ ⊗ id)(id ⊗ β2)β1, where σ denotes the flip isomorphism.

Denote by (A,∆) the tensor product of (A1,∆1) and (A2,∆2). Then β := (id⊗β2)β1 defines a
coaction of (A,∆) on B(H1 ⊗H2). By Proposition 2.3(ii), we can choose a minimal projection
p ∈ B(H1 ⊗ H2)

β and restrict β to an ergodic coaction on pB(H1 ⊗ H2)p = B(p(H1 ⊗H2)).
By Proposition 2.3(iii), p(H1 ⊗H2) is finite dimensional.

We claim that βi(p) = 1 ⊗ p for all i = 1, 2. Since β = (id ⊗ β2)β1 and β(p) = 1 ⊗ 1 ⊗ p, the
element a := (ϕ1 ⊗ id)β1(p) satisfies β2(a) = 1 ⊗ p. Then,

1 ⊗ β2(p) = (id ⊗ β2)β2(a) = (∆2 ⊗ id)β2(a) = (∆2 ⊗ id)(1 ⊗ p) = 1 ⊗ 1 ⊗ p ,

so that β2(p) = 1 ⊗ p. By symmetry, also β1(p) = 1 ⊗ p. Defining Xi = Yi(1 ⊗ p), we have
found the required finite dimensional unitary corepresentations of (Ai,∆i) that commute up
to Z.

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 Ω is a unitary
2-cocycle for (L(G),∆G) that is symmetric, in the sense that σ(Ω) = Ω, where σ is the flip
automorphism of L(G) ⊗ L(G), then Ω is a coboundary.

Proof. By Proposition 2.5(ii), we can choose an irreducible finite dimensional unitary Ω-
corepresentation X ∈ L(G) ⊗Mn(C). This means that

X13X23 = (Ω ⊗ id)(∆G ⊗ id)(X) . (2.10)

The right hand side of (2.10) is invariant under σ ⊗ id. So also the left hand side is invariant
under σ ⊗ id, which means that X13 commutes with X23. So, 1 ⊗ (µ⊗ id)(X) commutes with
X for every µ ∈ L(G)∗.

Since X is irreducible, it follows that (µ⊗ id)(X) is a multiple of 1 for every µ ∈ 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 Ω = (v ⊗ v)∆G(v∗), so that Ω is a coboundary.

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 ∆ : M → M ⊗M a unital, normal,
co-associative ∗-homomorphism. Let Ω ∈M ⊗M be a unitary and ν ∈ T satisfying

(Ω ⊗ 1)(∆ ⊗ id)(Ω) = ν(1 ⊗ Ω)(id ⊗ ∆)(Ω) . (2.11)

Then ν = 1.
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Proof. We write ∆(2) = (∆⊗ id)∆ = (id⊗∆)∆. Applying ∆⊗ id⊗ id to (2.11) and multiplying
at the left with Ω ⊗ 1 ⊗ 1, we get that

((Ω ⊗ 1)(∆ ⊗ id)(Ω) ⊗ 1)(∆(2) ⊗ id)(Ω) = ν(Ω ⊗ Ω)(∆ ⊗ ∆)(Ω) . (2.12)

Using four times (2.11), the left hand side of (2.12) equals

ν(1 ⊗ Ω ⊗ 1)(id ⊗ ∆ ⊗ id)
(
(Ω ⊗ 1)(∆ ⊗ id)(Ω)

)

= ν2(1 ⊗ Ω ⊗ 1)(1 ⊗ (∆ ⊗ id)(Ω))(id ⊗ ∆(2))(Ω)

= ν3(1 ⊗ 1 ⊗ Ω)(id ⊗ id ⊗ ∆)
(
(1 ⊗ Ω)(id ⊗ ∆)(Ω)

)

= ν2(1 ⊗ 1 ⊗ Ω)(id ⊗ id ⊗ ∆)
(
(Ω ⊗ 1)(∆ ⊗ id)(Ω)

)

= ν2(Ω ⊗ Ω)(∆ ⊗ ∆)(Ω) .

Comparing with the right hand side of (2.12), we get that ν2 = ν, so that ν = 1.

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, G0 < G a subgroup and Ω0 ∈ L(G0) ⊗ L(G0) a
nontrivial unitary 2-cocycle for (L(G0),∆0). View Ω0 as a unitary 2-cocycle Ω for (L(G),∆).
Then, ∆Ω is not symmetric.

In particular, Ω0 remains nontrivial as a 2-cocycle on (L(G),∆), we have that (L(G),∆Ω) 6∼=
(L(G),∆) and (L(G),∆G) is not quantum W∗-superrigid.

Proof. Denote by σ : L(G) ⊗ L(G) → L(G) ⊗ L(G) : σ(a ⊗ b) = b ⊗ a the flip map. Assume
that σ ◦ ∆Ω = ∆Ω. We prove that Ω0 is a coboundary as a 2-cocycle for (L(G0),∆0).

Define X = Ω∗σ(Ω). Since σ ◦ ∆ = ∆, we find that X commutes with ∆(L(G)). So, X
commutes with all unitaries ug ⊗ ug, g ∈ G. Since G is icc, we find µ ∈ T such that X = µ1.
So, σ(Ω) = µΩ. Since Ω = Ω0, we also get that σ(Ω0) = µΩ0 as unitaries in L(G0) ⊗ L(G0).
By [IPV10, Theorem 3.3] (see also Lemma 2.12 and Proposition 2.11), we get that µ = 1 and
that Ω0 is a coboundary as a 2-cocycle for (L(G0),∆0).

Corollary 2.14. If G is an icc group that admits a finite abelian subgroup G0 < G such that
H2(Ĝ0,T) 6= 1, then G is not quantum W∗-superrigid: there exists a Kac type compact quantum
group (B,∆) such that B ∼= L(G), but (B,∆) 6∼= (L(G),∆).

In particular, none of the W∗-superrigid groups of the form G = (Z/2Z)(I)⋊Γ as considered in
[IPV10, BV12, DV24a] remain W∗-superrigid in the larger category of discrete quantum groups,
because H2(Z/2Z× Z/2Z,T) 6= 1.

Proof. Take a 2-cocycle ω0 ∈ Z2(Ĝ0,T) that is not a coboundary. Under the isomorphism
L∞(Ĝ0) = L(G0), we may view ω0 as a unitary 2-cocycle Ω0 for (L(G0),∆0) that is not a
coboundary as a 2-cocycle for (L(G0),∆0). The result then follows from Proposition 2.13.

For the formulation of the next proposition, recall that a trace preserving group action Γ y
(A,ϕ) is called weakly mixing if the diagonal action Γ y A⊗A is ergodic.
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Proposition 2.15. Let Γ be an icc group and Γ yα (A,∆) an action of Γ by quantum group
automorphisms of the Kac type compact quantum group (A,∆). Denote the crossed product as
(B,∆), as defined before Proposition 2.8. Assume that the action Γ yα A is weakly mixing.
Assume that for every automorphism θ of the von Neumann algebra B = A⋊α Γ, there exists
a unitary v ∈ B, an automorphism δ ∈ Aut Γ and a character ω : Γ → T such that vθ(ug)v

∗ =
ω(g)uδ(g) for all g ∈ Γ.

If (A,∆) or (L(Γ),∆) admits a nontrivial unitary 2-cocycle, there exists a unitary 2-cocycle Ω
on (B,∆) such that (B,∆Ω) 6∼= (B,∆). In particular, (B,∆) is not quantum W∗-superrigid.

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

Assume that θ : B → B is an isomorphism satisfying (θ⊗ θ) ◦∆ = ∆Ω ◦ θ. By our assumption,
there exists a unitary v ∈ B, an automorphism δ ∈ Aut Γ and a character ω : Γ → T such
that vθ(ug)v

∗ = ω(g)uδ(g) for all g ∈ Γ. Replacing θ by (Ad v) ◦ θ and replacing Ω by the
cohomologous 2-cocycle (v ⊗ v)Ω∆(v∗), we may assume that θ(ug) = ω(g)uδ(g) for all g ∈ Γ.
Then,

ω(g) Ω(uδ(g) ⊗ uδ(g))Ω
∗ = Ω∆(θ(ug))Ω

∗ = ∆Ω(θ(ug)) = (θ ⊗ θ)∆(ug)

= θ(ug) ⊗ θ(ug) = ω(g)2 uδ(g) ⊗ uδ(g) ,

for all g ∈ Γ. It follows that

(ug ⊗ ug)Ω
∗(u∗g ⊗ u∗g) = ω(δ−1(g))Ω∗ for all g ∈ Γ.

Since Γ is icc and Γ yα A is weakly mixing, it follows that Ω = ν · 1 for some ν ∈ T. But then
Ω is the coboundary of ν · 1.

2.5 Characters and translation automorphisms of compact quantum groups

The group like isomorphisms π : L(G) → L(Λ) between group von Neumann algebras L(G)
and L(Λ) are the isomorphisms of the form π = πδ ◦πω where δ : G→ Λ is a group isomorphism
and πδ(ug) = uδ(g), and where ω : G→ T is a character and πω(ug) = ω(g)ug.

When we consider more generally Kac type compact quantum groups (A,∆A) and (B,∆B),
the part πδ precisely corresponds to the quantum group isomorphisms, i.e. the isomorphisms
π1 : A→ B satisfying ∆B ◦ π1 = (π1 ⊗ π1) ◦ ∆A. The automorphisms πω precisely correspond
to the translation automorphisms of (A,∆A) that we define in this section.

First note that characters on a group G precisely correspond to unital ∗-homomorphisms
C[G] → C. When A ⊂ A is the dense ∗-subalgebra defined in Theorem 2.2(v), we thus define
Char(A,∆) as the set of unital ∗-homomorphisms ω : A → C. For every ω ∈ Char(A,∆), we
define the left translation automorphism λω : A→ A, formally as λω = (ω⊗id)∆A and more pre-
cisely as the unique von Neumann algebra automorphism satisfying λω(Xij) =

∑
k ω(Xik)Xkj

whenever X ∈ A⊗Mn(C) is a unitary corepresentation. Using the orthonormal basis of Theo-
rem 2.2(vi), it is easy to see that λω uniquely extends to a Haar state preserving automorphism
of A.

Definition 2.16. Let (A,∆A) and (B,∆B) be Kac type compact quantum groups. We call a
von Neumann algebra isomorphism π : A → B quantum group like if π is of the form π0 ◦ λω,
where π0 : (A,∆A) → (B,∆B) is a quantum group isomorphism and λω ∈ AutA is the left
translation automorphism given by a character ω ∈ Char(A,∆).
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Since ∆A need not be symmetric, every ω ∈ Char(A,∆) similarly gives rise to a right translation
automorphism ρω : A → A defined by ρω(a) = (id ⊗ ω)∆A(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(A,∆) is a group with product ω ·ω′ := (ω⊗ω′) ◦∆, inverse ω−1 := ω ◦S,
where S is the antipode given by Theorem 2.2(vii), and identity element given by the co-
unit ε : A → C satisfying ε(Xij) = δi,j for every finite dimensional unitary corepresentation
X ∈ A⊗Mn(C). Since (ω ⊗ ω−1)∆(a) = ε(a) for all a ∈ A, we get that πω := λω ◦ ρω−1 is a
quantum group automorphism, for every ω ∈ Char(A,∆). So, we can switch between left and
right translation automorphisms by composing with a quantum group automorphism.

When α ∈ Aut(A,∆) is a quantum group automorphism, we have α(A) = A, so that for every
ω ∈ Char(A,∆), also ω ◦ α ∈ Char(A,∆). We say that ω is α-invariant if ω ◦ α = ω. Noting
that λω ◦ α = α ◦ λω◦α, we get that ω is α-invariant if and only if λω commutes with α.

Remark 2.17. In the commutative case, when (A,∆A) = (L∞(K),∆K), the left translation
automorphisms are precisely the automorphism of the form F (·) 7→ F (k1·) for some k1 ∈ K,
which justifies the terminology. This can be seen as follows. First, if k1 ∈ K, then ω : A →
C : ω(Xij) = Xij(k1) is a well-defined character and the corresponding λω is given by left
translation by k1. Conversely, if ω ∈ Char(L∞(K),∆K), then λω is a normal automorphism of
L∞(K) satisfying λω(A) = A. Taking the norm closure, we find that λω is an automorphism of
the C∗-algebra C(K) and thus of the form λω(F (·)) = F (θ(·)) where θ is a homeomorphism of
K. Since ∆K ◦λω = (λω⊗id)◦∆K , the homeomorphism θ commutes with all right translations.
It must therefore be a left translation: there exists a k1 ∈ K such that θ(k) = k1k for all k ∈ K.
Then also ω(Xij) = Xij(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 Γ yβ (A0,∆0) by quantum group automorphisms of a compact
quantum group (A0,∆0). 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 A0 from the von Neumann algebra A0 and the extra knowledge
that each of the von Neumann algebra automorphisms βg, g ∈ Γ, 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,∆A) be a Kac type compact quantum group with Haar state ϕA. Let
G < Aut(A,∆A) be a subgroup or, more generally, let G yα (A,∆A) be an action of a group
G by quantum group automorphisms.

(i) We say that (A,∆A) is strictly rigid relative to G < Aut(A,∆A) if the following holds:
if (B,∆B) is any Kac type compact quantum group with Haar state ϕB and π : A →
B is a state preserving von Neumann algebra isomorphism such that π ◦ α ◦ π−1 is a
quantum group automorphism for all α ∈ G, then π can be written as π = π0 ◦ λω, where
π0 : (A,∆A) → (B,∆B) is a quantum group isomorphism and λω ∈ AutA is the left
translation automorphism given by a G-invariant character ω (see Section 2.5).
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We also need the following weaker notion.

(ii) We say that (A,∆A) is rigid relative to G yα (A,∆A) if the following holds: if (B,∆B)
is any Kac type compact quantum group with its Haar state, G yβ (B,∆B) is an action
by quantum group automorphisms and π : A → B is a state preserving von Neumann
algebra isomorphism such that βg ◦π = π ◦αg for all g ∈ G, there exists a quantum group
isomorphism π0 : (A,∆A) → (B,∆B) and a group automorphism ζ : G → G such that
βζ(g) ◦ π0 = π0 ◦ αg for all g ∈ G.

One could of course define a notion of strict rigidity relative to G yα (A,∆A), but this would
anyway only depend on the image α(G) < Aut(A,∆A). While the notion of rigidity relative
to an action may depend on the precise choice of action G yα (A,∆A), for strict rigidity the
following natural property holds.

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

Proof. Take a Kac type compact quantum group (B,∆B), equip A and B with the respec-
tive Haar states, and assume that π : A → B is a state preserving von Neumann algebra
isomorphism such that π ◦ α ◦ π−1 ∈ Aut(B,∆B) for all α ∈ G′. Since (A,∆A) is strictly
rigid relative to G, we can write π = π0 ◦ λω, where π0 : (A,∆A) → (B,∆B) is a quantum
group isomorphism and ω ∈ Char(A,∆). Since π0 is a quantum group isomorphism, we get
that λω ◦ α ◦ λ−1

ω ∈ Aut(A,∆A) for every α ∈ G′. Since λω ◦ α ◦ λ−1
ω = α ◦ λ(ω◦α)ω−1 , also

λ(ω◦α)ω−1 ∈ Aut(A,∆A) for every α ∈ G′. To conclude the proof of the lemma, it thus suffices
to prove the following statement: if µ ∈ Char(A,∆A) and λµ ∈ Aut(A,∆A), then µ = ε.

By the definition of λµ, we get that ∆A ◦ λµ = (λµ ⊗ id) ◦ ∆A. If λµ ∈ Aut(A,∆A), we also
have that ∆A ◦ λµ = (λµ ⊗ λµ) ◦ ∆A. it follows that (id ⊗ λµ) ◦ ∆A = ∆A. This implies that
µ = ε.

Remark 3.3. Let (A,∆A) be a Kac type compact quantum group that is strictly rigid relative
to G < Aut(A,∆A). If the co-unit ε is the only G-invariant character on (A,∆A), then every
von Neumann algebra isomorphism π 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 SLn(Z) y Kn

0 whenever n ≥ 3
and K0 is a connected compact abelian group, e.g. K0 = T, while in Theorem 3.6, we prove this
for (L(G),∆G) relative to the inner automorphisms (Adug)g∈G whenever G is an icc group.

In both cases, these compact quantum groups are co-commutative, meaning that σ ◦ ∆ = ∆,
where σ 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),∆G) is quantum
W∗-superrigid in the sense of Definition A.

In order to give examples of genuine quantum groups (M,∆) 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 T is a compact second countable group, we denote by Autgr(T ) the group of continuous
group automorphisms of T and we denote by Autpmp(T ) 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 Autpmp(T ) is a Polish group and Autgr(T ) < Autpmp(T )
is a closed subgroup.

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

n) defined by

(A · a)i =

n∏

j=1

a
Aij

j for all A ∈ SL(n,Z) and a ∈ Kn. (3.1)

(i) The compact group Kn is strictly rigid relative to SL(n,Z) < Autgr(K
n).

(ii) If π ∈ Autpmp(Kn) commutes with SL(n,Z), there exists a δ ∈ Autgr(K) such that
π = δ × · · · × δ a.e.

Proof. (i) Write G = SL(n,Z). For A ∈ G, we denote the automorphism a 7→ A · a on
Kn by αA. Since e is the only element of Kn 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 T is a compact second countable group and π : Kn → T is a pmp
isomorphism such that for all A ∈ G, π ◦ αA ◦ π−1 is a.e. equal to a group automorphism of T ,
then π itself is a.e. equal to a group isomorphism.

Define G1
∼= SL(n − 1,Z) as the subgroup of matrices A such that A11 = 1 and A1i = 0 = Ai1

for all i ≥ 2. The group G1 acts naturally on Kn−1 and the restriction of the action G y Kn

to G1 is the product G1 y K × Kn−1 of the trivial action on K and the natural action on
Kn−1. Note that the Pontryagin dual K̂ is torsion free, because K is connected. Dualizing
G1 y Kn−1 gives an action G1 y K̂n−1, which has infinite orbits because K̂ is torsion free and
n ≥ 3. So, the action G1 y Kn−1 is weakly mixing.

Denote by B1 ⊂ L∞(Kn) the von Neumann subalgebra of functions that only depend on the
first variable. By the discussion in the previous paragraph, B1 = L∞(Kn)G1 . Also, w.r.t. the
diagonal action G1 y Kn ×Kn, we get that L∞(Kn ×Kn)G1 = B1 ⊗B1.

For every A ∈ G, we define βA ∈ Autgr(T ) such that βA = π ◦ αA ◦ π−1 a.e. We also consider
the von Neumann algebra isomorphism π∗ : L∞(Kn) → L∞(T ) : π∗(F ) = F ◦ π−1. By
construction, π∗ ◦ αA = βA ◦ π∗ for all A ∈ G. Define D1 = π∗(B1). Then, D1 = L∞(T )βG1 .
Denote by ∆T : L∞(T ) → L∞(T × T ) the comultiplication of the compact group T . Since
every βA is a group automorphism, using the diagonal β-action on L∞(T × T ), we get that

∆T (D1) ⊂ L∞(T × T )βG1 = (π∗ ⊗ π∗)(L
∞(Kn ×Kn)αG1 ) = D1 ⊗D1 .

By Lemma 3.5 below, we find a compact group T and a quotient homomorphism θ1 : T → T
such that D1 = {F ◦ θ1 | F ∈ L∞(T )}. So, we find a pmp isomorphism δ : K → T such that
θ1(π(a)) = δ(a1) for a.e. a ∈ Kn.

Fix i ≥ 2 and define σi ∈ G such that

(σi · a)k =





ai if k = 1,

a−1
1 if k = i,

ak if k 6∈ {1, i}.

Since βσi is a group automorphism of T , θi := θ1 ◦ βσi : T → T is a quotient homomorphism.
Since βσi ◦ π = π ◦ ασi a.e., we get that θi(π(a)) = δ(ai) for a.e. a ∈ Kn.
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Since the tautological map a 7→ (a1, . . . , an) is a pmp isomorphism, also the continuous group
homomorphism θ : T → T n : θ(b) = (θ1(b), . . . , θn(b)) induces a pmp isomorphism. This
implies that θ is an isomorphism of compact groups. By construction, θ ◦ π = δ × · · · × δ a.e.

We prove that δ is a.e. equal to a group isomorphism K ∼= T . Since also θ is a group isomor-
phism, it then follows that π is a.e. equal to a group isomorphism.

Define η ∈ G such that (η·a)1 = a1a2 and (η·a)i = ai for all i ≥ 2. We then define φ ∈ Autgr(T
n)

such that φ is a.e. equal to (θ ◦ π) ◦ αη ◦ (θ ◦ π)−1. Since θ ◦ π = δ × · · · × δ a.e., it follows that
for a.e. b ∈ T n,

φ(b)1 = δ(δ−1(b1)δ−1(b2)) and φ(b)i = bi for all i ≥ 2.

By continuity of φ, we get that φ(b)i = bi for all b ∈ T n and all i ≥ 2. By a similar continuity
argument, the map b 7→ φ(b)1 only depends on the coordinates b1, b2. We thus find pmp
homeomorphisms φb of T such that

φ(b) = (φb2(b1), b2, . . . , bn) for all b ∈ T n.

In particular, the map (b, c) 7→ φc(b) is continuous. By construction,

φc(b) = δ(δ−1(b)δ−1(c)) for a.e. (b, c) ∈ T 2. (3.2)

Since φ is a group automorphism, we get that

φc1c2(b1b2) = φc1(b1)φc2(b2) for all (b1, c1), (b2, c2) in T 2. (3.3)

In particular, φe ∈ Autgr(T ). Taking c2 = b1 = e, and next taking c1 = b2 = e, we find that

φc(b) = φc(e)φe(b) and φc(b) = φe(b)φc(e) for all b, c ∈ T .

We write ψ(c) := φc(e) and note that ψ(c) belongs to the center of T for all c ∈ T . Since
φc(b) = ψ(c)φe(b) = φe(b)ψ(c) and φe is a group automorphism, it follows from (3.3) that
ψ : T → Z(T ) is a continuous group homomorphism.

By (3.2),
φe(δ(a))ψ(δ(b)) = φδ(b)(δ(a)) = δ(ab) for a.e. (a, b) ∈ K2. (3.4)

Since K is abelian, δ(ab) = δ(ba) and we conclude that φe(a)ψ(b) = φe(b)ψ(a) for a.e. a, b ∈ T .
By continuity, the equality holds for all a, b ∈ T . Taking b = e, it follows that φe(a) = ψ(a) for
all a ∈ T . So, T is abelian and ψ = φe.

Then consider the group automorphism φ2 = φ ◦ φ of T n. On the one hand,

φ2(b) = φ(φe(b1)φe(b2), b2, . . . , bn) = (φ2e(b1)φ2e(b2)φe(b2), b2, . . . , bn) .

Since (η2 · a)1 = a1a
2
2 and (η2 · a)i = ai for all i ≥ 2, we have on the other hand that

φ2(δ(a1), . . . , δ(an)) = (δ(a1a
2
2), δ(a2), . . . , δ(an))

for a.e. a ∈ Kn. It follows that

φ2e(δ(a))φ2e(δ(b))φe(δ(b)) = δ(ab2) for a.e. (a, b) ∈ K2. (3.5)

We claim that K → K : b 7→ b2 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 ω ∈ K̂ such that ω(b2) = 1 for all b ∈ K. Writing the group
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operation in K̂ additively, this means that ω + ω = 0, contradicting the fact that K̂ is torsion
free, because K is connected.

Since by (3.4), δ(ab) = φe(δ(a))φe(δ(b)) for a.e. (a, b) ∈ K2 and since b 7→ b2 is a measure pre-
serving factor map, we get that δ(ab2) = φe(δ(a))φe(δ(b

2)) for a.e. (a, b) ∈ K2. In combination
with (3.5), this means that

φ2e(δ(a))φ2e(δ(b))φe(δ(b)) = φe(δ(a))φe(δ(b
2))

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 c = φe(δ(b

2))(φ2e(δ(b))φe(δ(b)))
−1, we get that φ2e(δ(a)) = φe(δ(a))c for

a.e. a ∈ K. By continuity, this implies that φ2e(a) = φe(a)c for all a ∈ T . Taking a = e, we find
that c = e. We next conclude that φe = id.

We have thus proven that δ(ab) = δ(a)δ(b) for a.e. (a, b) ∈ K2, which means that δ is a.e. equal
to a group isomorphism K ∼= T .

(ii) Assume that π ∈ Autpmp(Kn) commutes with G. Repeating the first paragraphs of the
proof of (i), we find a pmp isomorphism δ : K → K such that π(a) = (δ(a1), . . . , δ(an)) for a.e.
a ∈ Kn. Expressing that π commutes with the element η ∈ G that we used in the proof of (i),
it follows that δ(ab) = δ(a)δ(b) for a.e. (a, b) ∈ K2. So, δ 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 ∆K : A → A ⊗ A. If B ⊂ A is a von Neumann subalgebra satisfying
∆(B) ⊂ B ⊗B, there is a unique closed normal subgroup T ⊳K such that B = L∞(K/T ).

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

Since B ⊂ L∞(K), every π ∈ J can be viewed as an irreducible unitary corepresentation of
(L∞(K),∆K), and thus as an irreducible unitary representation of K. Define the closed normal
subgroup T < K as T =

⋂
π∈J Kerπ. By construction, B ⊂ 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 π ∈ 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.

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),∆G),
where ∆G(ug) = ug ⊗ ug for all g ∈ G. We equip L(G) with the Haar tracial state τ .

If G < Aut(G) is a countable subgroup that contains all inner automorphisms, then (L(G),∆G)
is strictly rigid relative to the corresponding G < Aut(L(G),∆G).
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Proof. We only need to prove the following statement: if (A,∆) is a Kac type compact quantum
group with Haar state ϕ and π : L(G) → A is a state preserving von Neumann algebra
isomorphism such that π ◦ Adug ◦ π

−1 ∈ Aut(A,∆) for all g ∈ G, there exists a quantum
group isomorphism π0 : L(G) → A and a character ω : G → T such that π = π0 ◦ πω, where
πω(ug) = ω(g)ug for all g ∈ G.

Define vg = π(ug) and βg = Ad vg. By assumption, βg ∈ Aut(A,∆) for all g ∈ G. Since π is
state preserving, ϕ is tracial and (A,∆) is of Kac type. Denote by E : A ⊗ A → ∆(A) the
unique trace preserving conditional expectation. Denote E = ∆−1 ◦ E : A⊗A→ A.

Fix g ∈ G. Since (vg ⊗ vg)∆(a) = ((βg ⊗ βg)∆(a))(vg ⊗ vg) = ∆(βg(a))(vg ⊗ vg), we find that
the element dg ∈ A defined by dg := E(vg ⊗ vg) satisfies dga = βg(a)dg 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 ηg ∈ C such that dg = ηgvg.

Fix a complete set Irr of inequivalent irreducible unitary corepresentations X of (A,∆) and
denote by d(X) their dimension. By Theorem 2.2(vi), {d(X)1/2Xij | X ∈ Irr, 1 ≤ i, j ≤ d(X)}
is an orthonormal basis of the GNS Hilbert space of (A,ϕ). Every element a ∈ A can thus be
uniquely written as

a =
∑

X∈Irr

d(X)∑

i,j=1

(a)XijXij ,

with convergence in the 2-norm given by ϕ. Note that (a)Xij = d(X)ϕ(aX∗
ij ). Define the

matrices PXg ∈Md(X)(C) as (PXg )ij = (vg)
X
ij .

We thus find that

ηg (PXg )ij = (dg)
X
ij = d(X)ϕ(E(vg ⊗ vg)X

∗
ij) = d(X) (ϕ ⊗ ϕ)((vg ⊗ vg)∆(X∗

ij))

= d(X)

d(X)∑

k=1

ϕ(vgX
∗
ik)ϕ(vgX

∗
kj) = d(X)−1

d(X)∑

k=1

(PXg )ik (PXg )kj .

This means that
(PXg )2 = d(X)ηg P

X
g for all g ∈ G and X ∈ Irr. (3.6)

By Theorem 2.2(vii), the compact quantum group (A,∆) of Kac type has the antipode S :
A→ A, which is a ∗-anti-automorphism of A that, by construction, commutes with all quantum
group automorphisms. In particular, βg(S(a)) = S(βg(a)) for all g ∈ G, a ∈ A. Since S is a
∗-anti-automorphism, it follows that AdS(v∗g) = Ad(vg) for all g ∈ G. There thus exist νg ∈ T
such that S(v∗g) = νgvg for all g ∈ G.

Since S(Xij) = X∗
ji, we find that (PXg )ji = νg (PXg )ij . This means that (PXg )∗ = νgP

X
g . In

combination with (3.6), we get that

d(X)νgηg P
X
g = (PXg )∗ PXg for all g ∈ G and X ∈ Irr. (3.7)

If for some g ∈ G, ηg = 0, it follows that PXg = 0 for all X ∈ Irr, so that vg = 0, which is
absurd because vg is a unitary. So, ηg 6= 0 for all g ∈ G. Since the right hand side of (3.7) is
self-adjoint, while (PXg )∗ = νgP

X
g , we also get that ηg = νgηg.

It then follows that QXg = d(X)−1η−1
g PXg is a self-adjoint projection in Md(X)(C). Take distinct

g, h ∈ G. Since τ(ugu
∗
h) = 0 and π is state preserving, we find that

0 = ϕ(vgv
∗
h) =

∑

X∈Irr

d(X)−1 Tr(PXg (PXh )∗) = ηgηh
∑

X∈Irr

d(X) Tr(QXg Q
X
h ) .
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Since ηg 6= 0 and ηh 6= 0, we conclude that
∑

X∈Irr d(X) Tr(QXg Q
X
h ) = 0. Since QXg and QXh

are orthogonal projections, Tr(QXg Q
X
h ) ≥ 0 for all X ∈ Irr. We conclude that

QXg Q
X
h = 0 for all g 6= h and X ∈ Irr. (3.8)

In particular, for every X ∈ Irr, {QXg | g ∈ G} is a commuting family of orthogonal projections,
whose linear span thus forms an abelian ∗-subalgebra DX ⊂ Md(X)(C). Fix X ∈ Irr. Define

the normal linear map EX : A → Md(X)(C) : (EX(a))ij = (a)Xij . By construction, DX equals
the linear span of {EX(vg) | g ∈ G}. By normality, DX = EX(A). Since EX is surjective, we
conclude that DX = Md(X)(C) for all X ∈ Irr. Because DX is abelian, it follows that d(X) = 1
for all X ∈ Irr. This means that (A,∆) is the dual of a discrete group.

More precisely, Irr is a subgroup of U(A) that generates A, such that ∆(X) = X ⊗X for all
X ∈ Irr and ϕ(X) = 0 if X is not the trivial corepresentation.

Fix g ∈ G. We claim that there is a unique X ∈ Irr such that PXg 6= 0. Since vg 6= 0, there

is at least one X ∈ Irr such that PXg 6= 0. Assume that X 6= Y and that both PXg 6= 0

and P Yg 6= 0. Since X and Y are 1-dimensional, this means that QXg = 1 and QYg = 1. It

follows from (3.8) that QXh = 0 and QYh = 0 for all h ∈ G \ {g}. Define the normal linear map
E1 : A→ CX +CY : E1(a) = (a)XX + (a)Y Y . Since E1(vh) = 0 for all h ∈ G \ {g}, the image
of E1 is at most 1-dimensional. But E1 is surjective. So the claim is proven.

By the claim, for every g ∈ G, there is a unique δ(g) ∈ Irr and ω(g) ∈ T such that π(ug) =
ω(g)δ(g). Since π is a ∗-isomorphism, it follows that ω : G→ T is a character. Then π = π0◦πω,
where the ∗-isomorphism π0 : L(G) → A satisfies π0(ug) = δ(g) for all g ∈ G. It follows that
π0 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 Tn. In Theorem 3.9, we prove relative rigidity for the
symmetric groups Sn, the alternating groups An and their double cover Ãn. Before doing that,
we prove in Theorem 3.8 that the groups SL2(Fp) are relatively rigid, where Fp = Z/pZ.

In Theorem 3.12, we prove relative rigidity for the groups SLn(Fq) and PSLn(Fq) when n ≥ 3,
as well as for the groups Fnq ⋊ SLn(Fq) when n ≥ 2, where Fq is the finite field of order q = pk.
In Proposition 3.14, we analyze when a direct product of Tn 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 H2(K,T) is trivial. For that
reason, we also include the double cover Ãn of An ; cf. Section 3.5.

Lemma 3.7. Let K be a finite group.

(i) K is rigid relative to AutK if and only if the following holds: whenever Λ is a group and
π : K → Λ is a bijection satisfying π ◦α◦π−1 ∈ Aut Λ for all α ∈ AutK, we have Λ ∼= T .

(ii) If K is rigid relative to AutK, if every automorphism of AutK is inner and if Λ is a
group and π : K → Λ a bijection such that π ◦ α ◦ π−1 ∈ Aut Λ for all α ∈ AutK,
there exists a group isomorphism φ : K → Λ such that π ◦ α ◦ π−1 = φ ◦ α ◦ φ−1 for all
α ∈ AutK.

28



Proof. (i) One implication being obvious, assume that the second statement holds. Let Λ be
a finite group, π : K → Λ a bijection and AutK yβ Λ an action such that βα ◦ π = π ◦ α for
all α ∈ AutK. By assumption, there exists a group isomorphism θ : Λ → K. Write π̃ = θ ◦ π.
Then π̃ is a permutation of the set K and it suffices to prove that (Ad π̃)(AutK) = AutK as
subgroups of the permutation group of the set K. By construction, (Ad π̃)(AutK) ⊂ AutK.
Since K is finite, AutK is finite and this inclusion must be an equality.

(ii) Since K is rigid relative to AutK, we first find a group isomorphism θ : Λ → K. As
explained in the proof of (i), Ad(θ ◦ π) defines an automorphism of the group AutK. By as-
sumption, we find an automorphism θ1 ∈ AutK such that Ad(θ◦π) = Ad θ1 as automorphisms
of AutK. Then φ = θ−1 ◦ θ1 has the required property.

Theorem 3.8. For every prime p, the groups SL2(Fp), PSL2(Fp) and PGL2(Fp) are rigid
relative to their automorphism group.

Proof. We start with the exceptional case p = 2, in which SL2(F2) ∼= PSL2(F2) ∼= PGL2(F2) ∼=
S3. The group S3 has order 6 and the only other group of order 6 is Z/6Z. The inner
automorphisms give S3 < AutS3 (which is of course an equality), while the automorphism
group of Z/6Z has order 2. So there is no bijection π : S3 → Z/6Z such that π ◦ α ◦ π−1 ∈
AutZ/6Z for all α ∈ AutS3. Therefore for p = 2, relative rigidity follows.

For i 6= j, we denote by Eij the matrix with 1 in position (i, j) and 0 elsewhere and denote by
I2 the 2 × 2 identity matrix. We denote by e1, e2 the standard basis vectors F2

p.

Recall that for each of the groups SL2(Fp), PSL2(Fp) and PGL2(Fp), the automorphism group
is naturally identified with PGL2(Fp) acting by the automorphisms AdA. For PSL2(Fp), this
is proven in [SVdW28]. Then the result can be easily deduced for SL2(Fp) because every of its
automorphisms must act as the identity on the center {±I2} of order 2, while for PGL2(Fp),
every of its automorphisms must globally preserve its unique index 2 subgroup PSL2(Fp).

For the rest of the proof, assume that p ≥ 3. Let K be one of the groups SL2(Fp), PSL2(Fp)
or PGL2(Fp). Let Λ be a group and π : K → Λ a bijection such that π ◦ α ◦ π−1 ∈ Aut Λ for
every α ∈ AutK. By Lemma 3.7, it suffices to prove that Λ ∼= K.

Denote by Γ < Λ the subgroup generated by all p-Sylow subgroups of Λ. By construction, Γ
is a characteristic subgroup of Λ. We denote by Φ : Aut Λ → Aut Γ : γ 7→ γ|Γ the restriction
homomorphism. We then consider the group homomorphism Θ : AutK → Aut Γ : Θ(α) =
Φ(π ◦ α ◦ π−1). The main step in the proof is to show the following two statements.

(i) Φ(Aut Λ) = Θ(AutK).

(ii) Θ is faithful and the group S := {s ∈ Λ | Φ(Ad s) = id} satisfies |S| | p− 1.

As we will explain below, once (i) and (ii) are proven, the homomorphism Λ → PGL2(Fp) :
s 7→ Θ−1(Φ(Ad s)) writes Λ as an extension of degree at most 2 of PSL2(Fp) or PGL2(Fp), and
then the conclusion will follow easily.

We first prove (i) and (ii) in the case where K = SL2(Fp). Note that SL2(Fp) has order p(p2−1).

For every A ∈ GL2(Fp), define βA = π ◦ (AdA) ◦ π−1 ∈ Aut Λ. Since {±I2 + xE12 | x ∈ Fp}
is the fixed point subgroup of Ad(I2 + E12) in K, its image {π(±I2 + xE12) | x ∈ Fp} in Λ is
the fixed point subgroup of βI2+E12

, and thus a subgroup of Λ. Denote by P 1 the projective
line, i.e. the set of 1-dimensional subspaces of F2

p. Since every V ∈ P 1 is of the form B(Fpe1)
for some B ∈ GL2(Fp), conjugating with AdB implies that for every V ∈ P 1,

KV := {A ∈ K | ∃ε ∈ {±1},∀v ∈ V : A · v = εv}
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is the fixed point subgroup of Ad(B(I2 + E12)B−1), so that its image π(KV ) is a subgroup of
Λ. Note that |KV | = 2p, so that π(KV ) is a group of order 2p. Since p is odd, π(KV ) has a
unique p-Sylow subgroup, which we denote as ΛV . Note that |ΛV | = p and that every element
of order p in π(KV ) is contained in ΛV .

Also note that for every B ∈ GL2(Fp) and V ∈ P 1, we have that (AdB)(KV ) = KB(V ), so
that βB(π(KV )) = π(KB(V )) and thus βB(ΛV ) = ΛB(V ).

When V,W ∈ P 1 are distinct, KV ∩ KW = {±I2}. So, ΛV ∩ ΛW ⊂ π({±I2}). Since every
nontrivial element in ΛV has order p, we conclude that ΛV ∩ΛW = {e}. Since |P 1| = p+ 1, we
have found p + 1 p-Sylow subgroups (ΛV )V ∈P 1 in Λ. We claim that these are all the p-Sylow
subgroups of Λ. Assume the contrary. Denote by np the number of p-Sylow subgroups of Λ.
Since np ≡ 1 modulo p and, by assumption, np > 1 + p, we can write np = 1 + (k + 1)p with
k ≥ 1. Since |Λ| = |K| = p(p2 − 1), we have that np | p

2 − 1 and we write p2 − 1 = anp with
a ≥ 1. Thus, (p + 1)(p − 1) = p2 − 1 = anp = 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,

p2 − 1 = anp = a(p + 1) + akp > a(p+ 1) + p2 > p2 ,

which is absurd. We therefore conclude that np = p+ 1 and that (ΛV )V ∈P 1 is the complete list
of p-Sylow subgroups of Λ.

We deduce statement (i) above from the following two results that we prove first. Let γ ∈ Aut Λ
be any automorphism. Recall that we defined Γ < Λ as the subgroup generated by all p-Sylow
subgroups of Λ.

(a) There exists A ∈ GL2(Fp) such that the automorphism γ0 = βA ◦ γ satisfies γ0(Λ0) = Λ0

for every p-Sylow subgroup Λ0 < Λ.

(b) If γ ∈ Aut Λ satisfies γ(Λ0) = Λ0 for every p-Sylow subgroup Λ0 < Λ, then γ(s) = s for
all s ∈ Γ.

Proof of (a). Consider the distinct p-Sylow subgroups Λi := ΛFpei with i = 1, 2. Define
N2 = NΛ(Λ2) as the normalizer of Λ2 < Λ. Since np = p+ 1 and |Λ| = p(p+ 1)(p − 1), we get
that |N2| = p(p − 1). Since N2/Λ2 has order p − 1, every element of order p in N2 belongs to
Λ2. In particular, Λ1 ∩N2 = {e}. It follows that the subgroups (sΛ2s

−1)s∈Λ1
are all distinct.

Note that for s ∈ Λ1, we also have that sΛ2s
−1 6= Λ1, because otherwise Λ2 = s−1Λ1s = Λ1.

We conclude that the p+1 p-Sylow subgroups of Λ are precisely given by Λ1 and (sΛ2s
−1)s∈Λ1

.

To prove (a), it thus suffices to find A ∈ GL2(Fp) such that the automorphism γ0 = βA ◦ γ
satisfies γ0(s) = s for all s ∈ Λ1 and γ0(Λ2) = Λ2.

Since γ(Λ1) and γ(Λ2) are distinct p-Sylow subgroups of Λ, we can take distinct V1, V2 ∈ P 1

such that γ(Λi) = ΛVi for i = 1, 2. Take nonzero vectors vi ∈ Vi. Since V1 6= V2, the vectors
v1, v2 are linearly independent and we can define B ∈ GL2(Fp) by B(vi) = ei for i = 1, 2. Then,
B(Vi) = Fpei, so that βB(ΛVi) = ΛFpei = Λi. Write γ1 := βB ◦ γ.

Since V1 = Fpe1, we have that KV1 = {±I2 + xE12 | x ∈ Fp}. Take ε1 ∈ {±1} and x1 ∈ Fp
such that s1 := π(ε1I2 +x1E12) ∈ Λ1 \{e}. Since Λ1 intersects trivially the subgroup π({±I2})
of order 2, we must have that x1 6= 0. For every α ∈ F×

p , define the matrix A(α) := αE11 +
E22. Denote βα := βAdA(α). Since (AdA(α))(±I2 + xE12) = ±I2 + αxE12, we have that
(AdA(α))(KV1) = KV1 and thus βα(Λ1) = Λ1. Since βα(π(ε1I2 + x1E12)) = π(ε1I2 +αx1E12),
we conclude that π(ε1I2 +xE12), x ∈ F×

p , are precisely the elements of Λ1 \{e}. Since γ1(s1) ∈
Λ1, we can thus choose α ∈ F×

p such that βα(γ1(s1)) = s1. Define γ0 = βα ◦ γ1. Since Λ1 is
generated by s1, we get that γ0(s) = s for all s ∈ Λ1. In particular, γ0(Λ1) = Λ1.
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Since γ0(Λ2) = βα(Λ2) = ΛA(α)(Fpe2) = ΛFpe2 = Λ2, we then also find that γ0(sΛ2s
−1) =

γ0(s)Λ2γ0(s)−1 = sΛ2s
−1 for all s ∈ Λ1. Since the p-Sylow subgroups of Λ are Λ1 and

(sΛ2s
−1)s∈Λ1

, statement (a) is proven.

Proof of (b). Choose arbitrary distinct p-Sylow subgroups Λ1,Λ2 < Λ. It suffices to prove
that γ(s) = s for all s ∈ Λ1. As in the proof of (a), we get that Λ1 and (sΛ2s

−1)s∈Λ1
precisely

are the p-Sylow subgroups of Λ. Fix s ∈ Λ1. Since γ globally preserves every p-Sylow subgroup
of Λ, we have that γ(sΛ2s

−1) = sΛ2s
−1. On the other hand, γ(sΛ2s

−1) = γ(s)γ(Λ2)γ(s)−1 =
γ(s)Λ2γ(s)−1. We thus find that sΛ2s

−1 = γ(s)Λ2γ(s)−1. Since γ(s) ∈ Λ1, it follows that
γ(s) = s.

Proof of (i). Take γ ∈ Aut Λ. By (a), we can take A ∈ GL2(Fp) such that γ0 := βA ◦ γ
satisfies γ0(Λ0) = Λ0 for every p-Sylow subgroup Λ0 < Λ. By (b), we get that γ0(s) = s for all
s ∈ Γ. This means that Φ(γ) = Θ(AdA−1) ∈ Θ(AutK).

Proof of (ii). Take A ∈ GL2(Fp) such that Θ(AdA) = id. We have to prove that AdA = id.
As in the proof of (a) above, take ε1 ∈ {±1} and x1 ∈ F×

p such that π(ε1I2 + x1E12) ∈ Λ1 < Γ.
Since Θ(AdA) = id, we get that

π(ε1I2 + x1E12) = βA(π(ε1I2 + x1E12)) = π(A(ε1I2 + x1E12)A−1) .

It follows that A commutes with ε1I2 + x1E12, which forces A ∈ KFpe1 . We similarly find that
A ∈ KFpe2 , so that A ∈ {±I2} and AdA = 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 Γ in Λ. Fix two distinct p-Sylow subgroups Λ1,Λ2 < Λ and denote
by Ni = NΛ(Λi) the normalizer of Λi. Since S centralizes Λ1, we have S < N1. Denote by
θ : N1 → N1/Λ1 the quotient homomorphism. Since |N1/Λ1| has order p − 1, it suffices to
prove the restriction of θ to S is faithful. Take s ∈ S with θ(s) = e. Then, s ∈ Λ1. Since s
commutes with Γ, s commutes with Λ2. So, s ∈ N2. We have seen before that Λ1 ∩N2 = {e},
so that s = e.

End of the proof. We proved statements (i) and (ii) when K = SL2(Fp). First note that
statements (i) and (ii) remain valid in the cases where K = PSL2(Fp) or PGL2(Fp): the proof
is identical and even becomes a bit easier because now the image of {I2 + xE12 | x ∈ Fp} in
PGL2(Fp) is the fixed point subgroup of Ad(I2 + E12).

Write c = p − 1 when K = SL2(Fp) or K = PGL2(Fp), and write c = (p − 1)/2 when
K = PSL2(Fp). Then, Λ is a group of order p(p + 1)c. By statements (i) and (ii), Ψ :=
Θ−1 ◦ Φ : Aut Λ → PGL2(Fp) is a surjective group homomorphism. Since the order of the
subgroup S < Λ in statement (ii) divides p− 1, we get that |S| | c, so that Ψ(Ad Λ) is a normal
subgroup of PGL2(Fp) whose order is a multiple of p(p+ 1).

When p ≥ 5, the group PSL2(Fp) is simple and the only normal subgroups of PGL2(Fp) are the
trivial subgroup, PSL2(Fp) and the entire group. When p = 3, by Lemma 3.11, PGL2(F3) ∼= S4.
The normal subgroups of S4 are the trivial subgroup, A4, S4 and the extra subgroup of order 4
given by {e, (12)(34), (13)(24), (14)(23)}. Since Ψ(Ad Λ) has order at least p(p + 1), it follows
in all cases that Ψ(Ad Λ) is equal to PSL2(Fp) or PGL2(Fp).

In the case where K = PSL2(Fp), looking at the order of Λ, it already follows that s 7→ Ψ(Ad s)
must be an isomorphism Λ ∼= PSL2(Fp). So, the theorem is proven in this case.

In the other cases, if Ψ(Ad Λ) = PGL2(Fp), the same order argument implies that Λ ∼=
PGL2(Fp). If Ψ(Ad Λ) = PSL2(Fp), it follows that s 7→ Ψ(Ad s) has a kernel of order 2,
so that Λ is a central extension 0 → Z/2Z → Λ → PSL2(Fp) → e. By e.g. [Kar93, Theorem
3.2 in Chapter 16], it follows that either Λ ∼= SL2(Fp), or Λ ∼= SL2(Fp) × Z/2Z. To conclude
the proof in the remaining cases, it thus suffices to show that between two distinct groups K1
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and K2 among SL2(Fp), PGL2(Fp) and PSL2(Fp) × Z/2Z, there is no bijection π : K1 → K2

satisfying π ◦ α ◦ π−1 ∈ AutK2 for all α ∈ AutK1.

From the discussion in the beginning of the proof, we know that all these groups have the same
automorphism group PGL2(Fp). As in Lemma 3.7(ii), it thus suffices to prove that there is no
bijection π : K1 → K2 satisfying π ◦AdA = AdA ◦ π for all A ∈ PGL2(Fp). We will show this
by counting the number of fixed points of AdA, for specific matrices A.

When A =
(
1 0
0 −1

)
, the number of fixed points of AdA in resp. SL2(Fp), PGL2(Fp) and

PSL2(Fp)×Z/2Z is p−1, 2(p−1) and 2(p−1). On the other hand, the number of points fixed
by all AdB is resp. equal to 2, 1 and 2. So we have distinguished the three groups.

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

(ab) = (ba) , (ab)2 = e , (ab)(bc)(ab) = (ac) if a, b, c are distinct. (3.9)

Note that if n ≥ 4 and a, b, c, 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 (cd) = (ac)(ad)(ac)
and since we can conjugate each of the three factors with (ab), we get that (ab)(cd)(ab) =
(bc)(bd)(bc) = (cd).

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

z is central, z2 = e ,

[ab] = z[ba] , [ab]2 = e , [ab][bc][ab] = z[ac] if a, b, c distinct.
(3.10)

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 θ : S̃n → Sn defined by
θ(z) = e and θ([ab]) = (ab) for all distinct a, b. By universality, it is easy to check that the
kernel of θ equals {e, z}. It is nontrivial that z 6= e, see e.g. [Kar93, Theorem 2.2 in Chapter
12]. It then follows that 0 → Z/2Z → S̃n → Sn → e is a central extension and one checks
easily that for n ≥ 4, it is not split.

We denote by ε : Sn → {±1} the sign of a permutation: ε(ab) = −1 for all distinct a, b.
Then the alternating group An is the kernel of ε, and we define Ãn as the kernel of ε ◦ θ. By
construction, we get the central extension 0 → Z/2Z → Ãn → An → 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 Sn and the alternating group An for every n ≥ 2.

(ii) The 2-fold cover Ãn of An if n ≥ 4 and n 6= 6.

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

Automorphism groups of An, Sn and Ãn. Every σ ∈ Sn defines automorphisms of An and
Sn by conjugation, and an automorphism of S̃n given by z 7→ z and [ab] 7→ [σ(a)σ(b)]. Assume
that n ≥ 4. Since every automorphism of Ãn preserves its center {e, z}, it must be the identity
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on {e, z}, so that we identify Aut Ãn = AutAn. We have Sn < AutAn and Sn < AutSn by
conjugation and when n 6= 6, these are equalities.

The groups An and Sn if n ∈ {2, 3, 4, 5}. The groups Ãn if n = 4, 5. Since S2 ∼= Z/2Z,
A2

∼= {e} and A3
∼= Z/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 A6. Assume that Λ is a group and π : A6 → Λ a bijection such that βα :=
π ◦ (Adα)◦π−1 ∈ Aut Λ for all α ∈ S6 < AutA6. Consider the transposition α1 = (56). Define
the subgroup K1 < A6 as the fixed point subgroup of Adα1. Note that K1 consists of the
permutations of the form µ (56)ε(µ) where µ ∈ S4. In particular, K1

∼= S4.

Define the subgroup Λ1 < Λ as the fixed point subgroup of βα1
. Then, π(K1) = Λ1. Denote by

π1 the restriction of π to K1. We view S4 < S6 as the subgroup of permutations of {1, 2, 3, 4}
that fix 5 and 6. Note that (Adα)(K1) = K1 for all α ∈ S4. Since every α ∈ S4 commutes
with α1 = (56), also βα restricts to an automorphism of Λ1 for all α ∈ S4. By construction,
π1 ◦ (Adα) ◦ π−1

1 equals the restriction of βα to Λ1, for all α ∈ S4.

Since S4 is rigid relative to its automorphism group and since every automorphism of S4 is inner,
by Lemma 3.7(ii), we find a group isomorphism φ : S4 → Λ0 such that βα ◦ φ = φ ◦ (Adα) for
all α ∈ S4. Whenever a, b, c ∈ {1, 2, 3, 4} are distinct, we denote σ(abc) = φ(abc) ∈ Λ. Since φ
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 βα(σ(abc)) = σ(abc) whenever α ∈ S6 fixes a, b, c pointwise and a, b, c ∈
{1, 2, 3, 4} are distinct. By symmetry, it suffices to consider σ(123). By construction, σ(123) is
fixed by βα when α = (123) and when α = (56). So, π−1(σ(123)) ∈ A6 commutes with (123)
and with (56). This forces π−1(σ(123)) ∈ {e, (123), (321)}, so that π−1(σ(123)) commutes with
every α ∈ S6 that fixes 1, 2, 3 pointwise. From this, the claim follows.

When α ∈ S6 globally preserves {1, 2, 3, 4}, either α ∈ S4, or α is the composition of an
element of S4 with (56). So by construction, βα(σ(abc)) = σ(α(a)α(b)α(c)). Together with
the claim from the previous paragraph, we can thus unambiguously define σ(abc) ∈ Λ for all
distinct a, b, c ∈ {1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6} such that βα(σ(abc)) = σ(α(a)α(b)α(c)) for all α ∈ S6 and all
distinct a, b, c. Whenever a, b, c, d ∈ {1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6} are distinct, we can choose σ ∈ S6 such
that σ(1) = a, σ(2) = b, σ(3) = c and σ(4) = d. Since the relations in Lemma 3.10(ii) hold
for distinct elements of {1, 2, 3, 4} and since βσ is an automorphism of Λ, they thus hold for
a, b, c, d.

By Lemma 3.10 and the simplicity of A6, we find a faithful group homomorphism A6 → Λ.
Since |Λ| = |A6|, it follows that Λ ∼= A6.

The group An for n ≥ 7. We note that A4 < An is precisely the centralizer of the
permutation group of {5, 6, . . . , n}. We then reason in the same way as for A6.

The group Sn for n ≥ 6. We note that S3 < Sn is precisely the centralizer of the permutation
group of {4, 5, . . . , n}. We reason in the same way as for A6, using the rigidity of S3 and using the
relations (3.9) for Sn, which only involve three elements a, b, c of {1, . . . , n}. By construction,
the resulting homomorphism φ : Sn → Λ is faithful on S3 < Sn and thus faithful on Sn.

The group Ãn for n ≥ 7. The group Sn acts by automorphisms on Ãn. Then Ã4 < Ãn
precisely is the fixed point subgroup of the permutation group of {5, 6, . . . , n}. We again reason
in the same way as for A6, now using the rigidity of Ã4 and the relations in Lemma 3.10(i) for
Ãn. By construction, the resulting homomorphism φ : Ãn → Λ is faithful on Ã4 < Ãn and thus
faithful on Ãn.

Lemma 3.10. Let n ≥ 4 be an integer.
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(i) Via the map s(abc) 7→ [ab][bc] and z 7→ z, the group Ãn 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, z2 = e , s(abc) = s(bca) , s(abc)3 = e ,

s(abc)−1 = s(cba) , s(cbd)s(bad)s(abc) = z for all distinct a, b, c, d.

The canonical central extension 0 → Z/2Z → Ãn → An → e is not split. If n ≥ 5, the
group Ãn is perfect.

(ii) Via the map σ(abc) 7→ (ab)(bc), the group An is isomorphic to the universal group with
generators σ(abc), for all distinct a, b, c ∈ {1, . . . , n}, and relations

σ(abc) = σ(bca) , σ(abc)3 = e , σ(abc)−1 = σ(cba) , σ(cbd)σ(bad)σ(abc) = 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 φ of I given by the cycle (abc). We prove that

s(abc)s(xyz)s(abc)−1 = s(φ(x)φ(y)φ(z)) for all distinct x, y, z ∈ I. (3.11)

When the sets {a, b, c} and {x, y, z} coincide, (3.11) follows from the cyclic invariance relation
s(xyz) = s(yzx) = s(zxy) for all distinct x, y, z ∈ I. When the intersection of {a, b, c} and
{x, y, z} consists of two points, after cyclically permuting a, b, c and x, y, z, it suffices to consider
the cases (xyz) = (abd) and (xyz) = (bad), with a, b, c, d distinct. Since s(abd) = s(bad)−1, it
actually suffices to consider (xyz) = (bad). Then the required relation s(abc)s(bad)s(abc)−1 =
s(cbd) follows because by our given relation,

s(abc)s(bad) = zs(adc) = zs(cad) and s(cbd)s(abc) = s(cbd)s(bca) = zs(cad) .

To prove (3.11) when the sets {a, b, c} and {x, y, z} have one point in common, after a cyclic
permutation, we may assume that (xyz) = (cdf) with a, b, c, 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, c in common,
we get that

s(abc)s(cdf)s(abc)−1 = zs(abf)s(bad) = s(adf) ,

so that again (3.11) follows. When finally {a, b, c} and {x, y, z} are disjoint, we write s(xyz) =
zs(xaz)s(axy). We know how to conjugate s(xaz) and s(axy) by s(abc) and get that

s(abc)s(xyz)s(abc)−1 = zs(xbz)s(bxy) = s(xyz) .

So, (3.11) holds in full generality.

Denote by G̃n and Gn the two universal groups defined in the lemma. We have the natural
homomorphism G̃n → Gn given by z 7→ e. By construction, the kernel is {e, z}. We also have
the natural surjective homomorphisms G̃n → Ãn and Gn → An as stated in the lemma. All
these arrows commute and it thus suffices to prove that Gn → An is faithful.

In [Kar93, Theorem 1.2 in Chapter 12], a presentation of An is given. It thus suffices to
check that the relations of this presentation hold in Gn. So, we define t1 = σ(123) and for all
2 ≤ i ≤ n− 2, ti = σ(1, i + 1, 2)σ(i + 1, i+ 2, 1). Since t31 = e, it remains to check that

t2i = e and (ti−1ti)
3 = e if 2 ≤ i ≤ n− 2,

(tjtk)2 = e if 1 ≤ j ≤ k − 2 and k ≤ n− 2.
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Each of these follow easily from our defining relations and (3.11).

If θ : An → Ãn would be a splitting homomorphism, we must have θ(σ(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 Ãn is perfect, assume that ω : K → T is a group homo-
morphism. Take distinct a, b, c ∈ {1, . . . , n} and write ω0 := ω(s(abc)). Since s(abc)3 = e,
ω3
0 = 1. Since n ≥ 5, we can pick distinct d, x that also differ from a, b, c. By (3.11),
s(cdx)s(abc)s(cdx)−1 = s(abd), so that ω(s(abd)) = ω0. Taking the inverse, ω(s(bad)) = ω−1

0 .
Similarly, s(adx)s(abc)s(adx)−1 = s(dbc), so that s(cbd) = ω−1

0 . Since s(cbd)s(bad)s(abc) = z,
we conclude that ω(z) = ω−1

0 . Taking the square, ω−2
0 = 1. Since ω3

0 = 1, we conclude that
ω0 = 1. Since a, b, c were arbitrary, ω = 1.

The following lemma gathers a few well known exceptional isomorphisms.

Lemma 3.11. We have S3 ∼= SL2(F2). When n = 4, resp. n = 5, the sequence Ãn → An →֒ Sn
is isomorphic with SL2(Fp) → PSL2(Fp) →֒ PGL2(Fp) for p = 3, resp. p = 5.

Proof. For the isomorphisms S3 ∼= SL2(F2), A4
∼= PSL2(F3) and A5

∼= PSL2(F5), we refer to
[Kar93, Theorem 2.5 in Chapter 16]. Taking the automorphism groups, we get that for n = 4, 5,
An < Sn is isomorphic with PSL2(Fp) < PGL2(Fp) for p = 3, 5.

The isomorphism A4
∼= PSL2(F3) is very explicit, because the projective line on which PSL2(F3)

acts has 4 points. This immediately lifts to an isomorphism between Ã4 → A4 and SL2(F3) →
PSL2(F3), determined by s(123) 7→

(
1 1
0 1

)
, s(124) 7→

(
1 0
1 1

)
and z 7→ −I2.

By [Kar93, Theorem 3.2 in Chapter 12], the Schur multiplier M(A5) has order 2 (see discussion
before Lemma 3.17) and A5 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 → A5 → e. So all non split central
extensions of A5 by Z/2Z are isomorphic, which implies that Ã5 → A5 is isomorphic with
SL2(F5) → PSL2(F5).

We now prove relative rigidity for some of the finite linear groups.

Theorem 3.12. Let q = pk be a prime power and Fq the unique field of order q.

(i) The additive group K = Fq is rigid relative to F×
q < AutK.

(ii) If n ≥ 2, the additive group K = Fnq is strictly rigid relative to GLn(Fq) < AutK.

(iii) If n ≥ 3, the groups K = SLn(Fq) and K = PSLn(Fq) are rigid relative to AutK.

(iv) If n ≥ 2, the group K = Fnq ⋊ SLn(Fq) is rigid relative to AutK.

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 K0 < K is the fixed
point subgroup of G0 < AutK if K0 = {k ∈ K | ∀α ∈ G0 : α(k) = k}. Throughout the proof,
we use the following straightforward observation. If Λ is another finite group and π : K → Λ a
bijection such that βα := π ◦ α ◦ π−1 ∈ Aut Λ for all α ∈ G0, then the image π(K0) of the fixed
point subgroup K0 of G0 is a subgroup of Λ. Indeed, π(K0) = {s ∈ Λ | ∀α ∈ G0 : βα(s) = s},
which is a subgroup of Λ.

Automorphism groups of SLn(Fq), SLn(Fq)/D and PSLn(Fq). By [SVdW28, Satz
1], for every integer n ≥ 2, the automorphism group of PSLn(Fq) is generated by the auto-
morphisms of the form AdA0 with A0 ∈ PGLn(Fq), the automorphisms given by applying a
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field automorphism ζ ∈ Autfield Fq to every component of a matrix, and the automorphism
δ : A 7→ (AT )−1, which is only needed when n ≥ 3 because it is inner when n = 2.

Write C = {a ∈ F×
q | an = 1}. Then Z := {aIn | a ∈ C} is the center of SLn(Fq). Every

automorphism α of SLn(Fq) globally preserves the center Z and thus induces an automorphism
η(α) of PSLn(Fq). If η(α) = id, we find that α(A) = ω(A)A for all A ∈ SLn(Fq), where
ω : SLn(Fq) → C is a group homomorphism. By e.g. [Kar93, Theorem 2.3 in Chapter 16], the
group SLn(Fq) is generated by the elementary matrices, which have order p, while the order of
C divides q−1. So, ω = 1 and α = id. The homomorphism η : Aut SLn(Fq) → Aut PSLn(Fq) is
thus faithful. From the above description of the automorphisms of PSLn(Fq), it follows that η
is also surjective. We conclude that the automorphism group of SLn(Fq) has exactly the same
description as the one of PSLn(Fq).

When D < Z is a subgroup, we similarly define η0 : Aut SLn(Fq)/D → Aut PSLn(Fq), which
is a faithful homomorphism. Making a similar analysis as in the previous paragraph, an au-
tomorphism α of PSLn(Fq) belongs to the image of η0 if its unique lift to an automorphism
α̃ of SLn(Fq) satisfies α̃(D) = D. It follows that Aut SLn(Fq)/D is generated by AdA0 with
A0 ∈ PGLn(Fq), field automorphisms ζ ∈ Autfield Fq with ζ(D) = D, and the automorphism
A 7→ (AT )−1.

Finally observe that it follows that Ad PSLn(Fq) is a normal subgroup of Aut SLn(Fq)/D and
that the quotient is a subgroup of F×

q /M ⋊ Autfield(Fq) × Z/2Z, where M = {an | a ∈ F×
q } is

the subgroup of n-th powers. Since Autfield(Fq) ∼= Z/kZ, this quotient is thus solvable.

Throughout the proof of Theorem 3.12, we denote by Eij the matrix with 1 in position (i, j)
and 0 elsewhere. We denote by In the n × n identity matrix. We denote by ei the standard
basis elements of Fnq .

Proof of Theorem 3.12(i): the groups Fq. Assume that Λ is a finite group and π : Fq → Λ
is a bijection such that π(αx) = βα(π(x)) for all α ∈ F×

q and x ∈ Fq, where βα ∈ Aut Λ. Since

|Λ| = |Fq| = pk, Λ is a finite p-group, so that the center Z(Λ) is nontrivial. Since the action
(βα)α∈F×

q
is transitive on Λ \ {e}, it follows that Z(Λ) = Λ, so that Λ is abelian and of order q.

Since Λ is abelian, we write the group operation in Λ additively and consider the ring End Λ
of group homomorphisms Λ → Λ. Since the action (βα)α∈F×

q
is transitive on Λ \ {0} and since

|Λ \ {0}| = |F×
q |, the action is also free.

We claim that the subset F′ := {0} ∪ {βα | α ∈ F×
q } of End Λ is a subfield of End Λ. The

only nontrivial point is to prove that βα + βα′ ∈ F′ for all α,α′ ∈ F×
q . Fix a nonzero element

s1 ∈ Λ \ {0}. If (βα + βα′)(s1) = 0, we apply βγ for γ ∈ F×
q , use that F×

q is commutative
and that the action (βα)α∈F×

q
is transitive on Λ \ {0} to conclude that βα + βα′ = 0 ∈ F′. If

(βα + βα′)(s1) 6= 0, by transitivity, we can choose α′′ ∈ F×
q such that (βα + βα′)(s1) = βα′′(s1).

By the same reasoning as above, βα + βα′ = βα′′ ∈ F′.

By freeness of the action, |F′| = q. Since there is only one field of order q, we can choose a field
isomorphism φ : Fq → F′. Then, φ(α) = βζ(α) for all α ∈ F×

q , where ζ ∈ Aut(F×
q , ·). Define

the bijection π0 : Fq → Λ by π0(0) = 0 and π0(α) = φ(α)(s1) = βζ(α)(s1). By construction, π0
is a group isomorphism between (Fq,+) and Λ and π0(αx) = βζ(α)(π0(x)) for all α ∈ F×

q and
x ∈ Fq. We have thus proven that (Fq,+) is rigid relative to F×

q < Aut(Fq,+).

Proof of Theorem 3.12(ii): the groups Fn
q with n ≥ 2. We put K = (Fnq ,+), let Λ be a

group and π : K → Λ a bijection such that βA := π ◦ A ◦ π−1 is a group automorphism of Λ
for every A ∈ GLn(Fq). We prove that π is a group isomorphism.

Since |Λ| = |K| = pkn and since the action of SLn(Fq) is transitive on K \ {e}, by the same
argument as in the beginning of the proof of (i), we get that Λ is abelian. For every subset
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I ⊂ {1, . . . , n}, we have the natural subgroup FIq ⊂ Fnq . For every I, the subgroup FIq is a
fixed point subgroup, under the automorphisms In +E1i ∈ GLn(Fq) for all i 6∈ I. We thus find
the subgroups ΛI < Λ such that π(FIq) = ΛI . In particular, we write Λi := Λ{i} and get that
π(Fqei) = Λi.

For every α ∈ F×
q and i ∈ {1, . . . , n}, define Ai(α) ∈ GLn(Fq) by Ai(α) = αEii + (In − Eii).

Define βi,α ∈ Aut Λ by βi,α = π ◦ Ai(α) ◦ π−1. Since A1(α)(Fqe1) = Fqe1, we get that β1,α
restricts to an automorphism of Λ1, for all α ∈ F×

q . We can then apply (i) to the restriction of
π to Fqe1. There thus exists a group isomorphism φ1 : Fq → Λ1 and ζ ∈ Aut(F×

q , ·) such that
φ1(ζ(α)x) = β1,α(φ1(x)) for all x ∈ Fq and α ∈ F×

q .

We view any permutation σ of {1, . . . , n} as a permutation matrix in GLn(Fq) and consider

βσ = π ◦ σ ◦ π−1 ∈ Aut Λ. Since σ(FIq) = F
σ(I)
q , we get that βσ(ΛI) = Λσ(I). In particular, we

denote for i ≥ 2 by σi the flip of 1 and i, so that Λi = βσi(Λ1). Define φi = βσi ◦ φ1. Since Λ
is abelian and ΛI ∩ΛJ = ΛI∩J , it follows that φ : Fnq → Λ : φ(x) = φ1(x1)φ2(x2) · · · φn(xn) is a

group isomorphism and φ(FIq) = ΛI for all I ⊂ {1, . . . , n}.

Define the permutation φ0 of Fq such that π(xe1) = φ1(φ0(x)) for all x ∈ Fq. Since 0 is the only
element of Fnq that is fixed under all the automorphisms of GLn(Fq), we have that φ0(0) = 0.
By construction, φ0(αa) = ζ(α)φ0(a) for all α ∈ F×

q and a ∈ Fq.

For the rest of the proof of (i), we replace a few times π with its composition with a group
isomorphism, up to the point where π becomes the identity homomorphism. At that moment,
it is proven that the initial π was a group isomorphism. As a first step, we replace π by φ−1 ◦π.
So from now on, Λ = K and the bijection π satisfies π(aei) = φ0(a)ei for all i ∈ {1, . . . , n} and
a ∈ Fq. We also get that π(FIq) = FIq for every I ⊂ {1, . . . , n}.

So after this replacement, βi,α is an automorphism of Fnq that satisfies βi,α(bej) = bej for all
b ∈ Fq if j 6= i, and βi,α(bei) = ζ(α)bei for all b ∈ Fq. This means that βi,α = Ai(ζ(α)). With
a similar reasoning, we find that βσi = σi.

We now determine the automorphisms βx = π ◦ (In + xE12) ◦ π−1 whenever x ∈ Fq. Since
(In + xE12)(bei) = bei when i 6= 2 and π(bei) = φ0(b)ei, also βx(dei) = dei whenever i 6= 2 and
d ∈ Fq. Write W = Fqe1 +Fqe2. Since (In+xE12)(W ) = W and π(W ) = W , also βx(W ) = W .
Since βx is an automorphism of (Fnq ,+), we thus find Ax ∈ Aut(Fq,+) and Bx ∈ End(Fq,+)
such that βx(be2) = Bx(b)e1 +Ax(b)e2 for all b ∈ Fq.

For α ∈ F×
q , write Tα = α(E11 + E22) + (In − E11 − E22) and denote γα = π ◦ Tα ◦ π−1. In

the same way as with βi,α, we get that γα = Tζ(α) for all α ∈ F×
q . Since Tα commutes with

In + xE12, it follows that γα commutes βx. So, βx commutes with Tζ(α) for all α ∈ F×
q . We

conclude that Bx(αb) = αBx(b) and Ax(αb) = αAx(b) for all α ∈ F×
q and x, b ∈ Fq. This means

that Ax ∈ F×
q and Bx ∈ Fq, viewed as multiplication homomorphisms on Fq.

Since In + xE12 has order p, also βpx = id. It follows that Apx = 1 and thus Aqx = 1. But
Aqx = Ax, so that Ax = 1. Since (In +xE12)(In + yE12) = In + (x+ y)E12, also βx ◦βy = βx+y.
It follows that Bx+y = Bx +By for all x, y ∈ Fq.

Finally note that (In + xE12)A2(α) = A2(α)(In + αxE12), so that βx ◦ β2,α = β2,α ◦ βαx for all
α ∈ F×

q and x ∈ Fq. Since β2,α = A2(ζ(α)), we conclude that Bαx = ζ(α)Bx. When x = 1,

we have that β1 6= id, so that B1 6= 0. We find that ζ(α) = B−1
1 Bα for all α ∈ F×

q . Since
Bx+y = Bx + By for all x, y ∈ Fq, it thus follows that ζ is the restriction to F×

q of a field
automorphism of Fq that we still denote by ζ.

Replacing π by (ζ × · · · × ζ)−1 ◦ π, we may assume that ζ = id. Since φ0(αa) = ζ(α)φ0(a), we
conclude that φ0(a) = ac0 for all a ∈ Fq, and some c0 ∈ F×

q . We also get that Bx = b0x for
all x ∈ Fq, where b0 = B1 ∈ F×

q . So, π ◦ (In + xE12) ◦ π−1 = βx = In + b0xE12 for all x ∈ Fq.
Conjugating with βσ2 = σ2, we also get that π ◦ (In + xE21) ◦ π−1 = In + b0xE21.
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Define η ∈ GLn(Fq) by η = E12 −E21 + (In −E11 −E22). Since π(aei) = ac0ei, it follows that
βη = π ◦η ◦π−1 equals η. A direct computation shows that (In+E12)(In−E21)(In +E12) = η.
Conjugating with π, it follows that (In + b0E12)(In − b0E21)(In + b0E12) = η. This is only
possible if b0 = 1. We have thus proven that

π ◦ (In + xE12) ◦ π−1 = In + xE12 for all x ∈ Fq. (3.12)

Since βσi = σi for every i, we get that π◦σ◦π−1 = σ for every permutation matrix σ ∈ GLn(Fq).
Whenever i 6= j, we can choose a permutation σ such that σ(1) = i and σ(2) = j. Conjugating
(3.12) with βσ = σ, it follows that π ◦ (In + xEij) ◦ π

−1 = In + xEij whenever i 6= j. Since the
elementary matrices generate SLn(Fq), it follows that π ◦ A = A ◦ π for all A ∈ SLn(Fq).

We have seen above that π(aei) = ac0ei. Replacing π(·) by c−1
0 π(·), we get moreover that

π(e1) = e1. So, π(A · e1) = A · π(e1) = A · e1 for all A ∈ SLn(Fq). Since SLn(Fq) acts
transitively on Fnq \ {0}, we have proven that π = id. So (ii) is proven.

Proof of Theorem 3.12(iii): the groups SLn(Fq) and PSLn(Fq). Fix n ≥ 3. In the
first steps of the proof, we consider the case k = 1, i.e. K = SLn(Fp) where p is prime.
Let Λ be a finite group and π : K → Λ a bijection such that βα := π ◦ α ◦ π−1 ∈ Aut Λ for all
α ∈ AutK.

Define the subgroup C < F×
p by C = {a ∈ F×

p | an = 1}. Note that the center of K is given by
Z(K) = {aIn | a ∈ C}. Being the fixed points of AdA for all A ∈ GLn(Fp), we see that Z(K)
is a fixed point subgroup, so that ΛZ := π(Z(K)) is a subgroup of Λ. Write c := |C| and note
that c | p− 1.

Note that K12 = {aIn + xE12 | a ∈ C, x ∈ Fp} is the fixed point subgroup of Ad(In +Eij) with
i 6= 2, j 6= 1 and i 6= j. So π(K12) is a subgroup of order cp of Λ. Since the number np of
p-Sylow subgroups of π(K12) is congruent to 1 modulo p and divides c, which divides p− 1, we
get that np = 1. So, π(K12) has a unique p-Sylow subgroup Λ12, which is normal in π(K12) and
has order p. So, Λ12

∼= Fp. Also, every element of order p in π(K12) belongs to Λ12. Choose a
generator s12 ∈ Λ12. Note that s12 is an element of order p.

Whenever i 6= j, we similarly define the fixed point subgroupKij = {aIn+xEij | a ∈ C, x ∈ Fp}.
Whenever σ is a permutation of {1, . . . , n}, we view σ as a permutation matrix in GLn(Fp)
and consider the automorphism βσ = π ◦ (Adσ) ◦π−1 of Λ. Since σKijσ

−1 = Kσ(i)σ(j), we find
that βσ(π(Kij)) = π(Kσ(i)σ(j)).

If σ(1) = 1 and σ(2) = 2, σ commutes with K12, so that βσ acts as the identity on π(K12). We
can thus unambiguously define generators sij for the unique p-Sylow subgroup Λij of π(Kij)
such that βσ(sij) = sσ(i)σ(j) for all i 6= j. The main result in the first part of the proof of (iii)

is to show that for some f ∈ F×
p , the elements sfij satisfy the defining relations of SLn(Fp), i.e.

the same relations as the elementary matrices In + Eij .

Commutation of sik and sjk and commutation of sij and sik. Define K1 = {aIn +
xE13 + yE23 | a ∈ C, x, y ∈ Fp}. Note that K1 is the fixed point subgroup of Ad(In + Eij)
with i 6= 3 and j 6∈ {1, 2}. So, π(K1) is a subgroup of Λ of order cp2. By the same reasoning
as above, π(K1) has a unique p-Sylow subgroup Λ1, which is normal in π(K1) and contains all
elements of order p of π(K1). Since Λ1 is a group of order p2, Λ1 is abelian. Since K13 and
K23 are subgroups of K1 and s13, s23 have order p, it follows that s13, s23 ∈ Λ1. In particular,
s13 commutes with s23. Applying an arbitrary βσ , we conclude that sik commutes with sjk
whenever i 6= k and j 6= k. For later use, we also note that, because s23 6∈ π(K13), the elements
s13 and s23 generate Λ1.

By symmetry, we also find that sij commutes with sik whenever i 6= j and i 6= k.
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Commutation of sij and srt if i, j, r, t are distinct. When n ≥ 4, we prove that s13
commutes with s24. This is slightly more delicate, especially when p = 2. For every a ∈ C and
X ∈ F2×2

p , define the matrix

ψa(X) =




aI2 X 0

0 aI2 0

0 0 aIn−4


 ∈ SLn(Fp) .

Note that S := {ψa(X) | a ∈ C,X ∈ F2×2
p } is the fixed point subgroup of Ad(In + Eij) with

i 6∈ {3, 4} and j 6∈ {1, 2}. Then π(S) is a subgroup of Λ of order cp4. By the same reasoning
as above, it has a unique p-Sylow subgroup T < π(S), which is normal in π(S), contains all
elements of order p in π(S), and has order p4.

For all A,B ∈ GL2(Fp), define βA,B ∈ Aut Λ by βA,B = π ◦Ad(A⊕B⊕ In−4) ◦π
−1. Note that

Ad(A⊕ B ⊕ In−4)(ψa(X)) = ψa(AXB
−1). So, βA,B(π(S)) = π(S) and thus, βA,B(T ) = T for

all A,B ∈ GL2(Fp).

The orbits of the action of GL2(Fp) × GL2(Fp) on F2×2
p by (A,B) ·X = AXB−1 are {0}, the

matrices of rank 1, and GL2(Fp), which have respectively 1, (p−1)(p+ 1)2 and p(p−1)2(p+ 1)
elements. Since T is a finite p-group, the center Z(T ) is nontrivial. So, the order of Z(T ) is pr

with r ∈ {1, 2, 3, 4}. Since βA,B(T ) = T , also βA,B(Z(T )) = Z(T ) for all A,B ∈ GL2(Fp).

Since T is a p-group and |π(Z(K))| = c | p − 1, we have that T ∩ π(Z(K)) = {e}. So all
orbits of the action by βA,B on Z(T ) \ {e} have size (p − 1)(p + 1)2 or p(p − 1)2(p + 1). The
number of elements of Z(T )\{e} is pr−1, which is not divisible by p and thus, not divisible by
p(p− 1)2(p+ 1). We conclude that there must be at least one orbit of size (p− 1)(p+ 1)2. We
thus find a0 ∈ C such that for every rank 1 matrix X ∈ F2×2

p , we have π(ψa0(X)) ∈ Z(T )\{e}.

Taking X11 = 1 and Xij = 0 when (i, j) 6= (1, 1), we find that π(a0In + E13) ∈ Z(T ) \ {e}. In
particular, π(a0In +E13) has order p and also belongs to π(K13), so that it generates Λ13. We
conclude that Λ13 ⊂ Z(T ). We similarly find that Λ24 ⊂ Z(T ). Since Z(T ) is abelian, we get
that s13 commutes with s24. Applying an arbitrary βσ, it follows that sij commutes with srt
whenever i, j, r, t are all distinct.

For some f ∈ F×

p , we have [sf
12
, sf

23
] = sf

13
. Note that

H =








a x z
0 a−n+1 y 0
0 0 a

0 aIn−3




∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
a ∈ F×

p , x, y, z ∈ Fp





(3.13)

is the fixed point subgroup of Ad(In + Eij) with i 6∈ {2, 3} and j 6∈ {1, 2}. Then π(H) is a
subgroup of Λ of order (p− 1)p3. By the same reasoning as before, π(H) has a unique p-Sylow
subgroup ΛH , which is a normal subgroup of π(H) of order p3 that contains all elements of
order p of π(H).

Since K12, K23 and K13 are all subgroups of H, we thus find that Λ12, Λ23 and Λ13 are all
subgroups of ΛH . Above we have seen that Λ13 and Λ23 commute and that they generate the
unique p-Sylow subgroup Λ1 of π(K1), where K1 = {aIn + zE13 + yE23 | a ∈ C, z, y ∈ Fp}.

Since Λ12 ∩ Λ1 ⊂ π(K12 ∩ K1) = π(Z(K)) and π(Z(K)) has order c | p − 1, we get that
Λ12 ∩Λ1 = {e}. Since Λ1 has order p2 and ΛH has order p3, we conclude that ΛH is generated
by Λ12 and Λ1.

We now prove that Λ1 is a normal subgroup of ΛH . Note that Λ13 commutes with Λ12, Λ13 and
Λ23. So, Λ13 ⊂ Z(ΛH). It follows that ΛH/Λ13 is a group of order p2, which is thus abelian.
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In particular, Λ1/Λ13 is normal in ΛH/Λ13, so that Λ1 is normal in ΛH . We retain that Λ12

normalizes Λ1.

We claim that Λ12 does not commute with Λ1. Assume the contrary. Let σ0 be the flip of 1
and 2. Note that σ0K1σ

−1
0 = K1, so that βσ0(π(K1)) = π(K1) and thus βσ0(Λ1) = Λ1. Since

we assumed that Λ12 commutes with Λ1, applying βσ0 gives us that also Λ21 commutes with
Λ1.

Define the subgroup U = {A ⊕ bIn−2 | A ∈ GL2(Fp), b ∈ F×
p , b

n−2 detA = 1} of K. When
p 6= 2 or n ≥ 4, note that U is the fixed point subgroup of Ad(aI2 ⊕ B) with a ∈ F×

p and
B ∈ GLn−2(Fp). When p = 2 and n = 3, consider the automorphism δ of K given by
δ(A) = (AT )−1. Define the matrix Σ = E12 + E21 in SL2(F2). Then U is the fixed point
subgroup of Ad(Σ ⊕ I1) ◦ ζ in SL3(F2).

Denote by R < Λ the subgroup generated by Λ12 and Λ21. By definition, R is a subgroup of
π(U). By our assumptions, R commutes with Λ1. Define Q < Λ as the subgroup generated by
R and Λ1. Since R ∩ Λ1 ⊂ π(U ∩K1) = π(Z(K)) and since Λ1 has order p2, while π(Z(K))
has order c | p − 1, we find that R ∩ Λ1 = {e}. So, Q ∼= R × Λ1 and we can define a group
homomorphism θ : Q→ Λ1 such that θ(s) = s for all s ∈ Λ1 and Ker θ = R.

Since the order of U divides |GL2(Fp)| (p− 1) = p(p− 1)3(p+ 1), we get that p2 ∤ |R|. We will
reach a contradiction by constructing a surjective group homomorphism from R to F2

p.

Define α1 = Ad(In + E23) and denote β1 = π ◦ α1 ◦ π−1 ∈ Aut Λ. Since α1 acts as the
identity on K21, also β1 acts as the identity on Λ21. With H defined by (3.13), we have
α1(H) = H. So, β1(π(H)) and thus β1(ΛH) = ΛH . Since ΛH is generated by Λ12 and Λ1,
and since β1(Λ21) = Λ21, it follows that β1 globally preserves the subgroup generated by Λ12,
Λ1 and Λ21, which is precisely Q. So, β1 restricts to an automorphism of Q that acts as the
identity on Λ21.

Note that β1(Λ12) 6⊂ R. Indeed, we otherwise find that

β1(Λ12) = β1(Λ12) ∩R ⊂ β1(π(K12)) ∩ π(U) = π(α1(K12) ∩ U) = π(Z(K)) .

Since π(Z(K)) is a subgroup of Λ with order c | p − 1 and β1(Λ12) is a subgroup of order p,
this is absurd.

Define ψ1 : R → Λ1 : ψ1(r) = θ(β1(r)). Then ψ1 is a group homomorphism, ψ1(s21) = e and
ψ1(s12) 6= e because β1(s12) 6∈ R = Ker θ. By symmetry, we also find a group homomorphism
ψ2 : R → Λ1 such that ψ2(s21) 6= e and ψ2(s12) = e. Recall that Λ1

∼= F2
p. So, the image of

the homomorphism ψ1 ⊕ψ2 : R→ Λ1 × Λ1
∼= F4

p is isomorphic to Fmp for 2 ≤ m ≤ 4. It follows
that F2

p is a quotient of R, which is absurd. So, the claim that Λ12 does not commute with Λ1

is proven.

We proved above that Λ1 is a normal subgroup of ΛH . So, Ad s12 defines an automorphism
of Λ1. Since Λ12 does not commute with Λ1, this automorphism is not the identity. We
also know that Λ1 is generated by Λ13 and Λ23. We thus find a unique group isomorphism
ρ : Λ1 → F2

p satisfying ρ(s13) = e1 and ρ(s23) = e2, where e1 = (1, 0) and e2 = (0, 1). Then
γ = ρ ◦ (Ad s12) ◦ ρ

−1 is an automorphism of F2
p and γ 6= id. Since s12 commutes with s13, we

have that γ(e1) = e1. Since γ is an automorphism of F2
p, we get that γ(e2) = be1 + ae2 for

some b ∈ Fp and a ∈ F×
p . Since s12 has order p, also γp = id. It follows that ap = 1 in Fp,

which means that a = 1. Since γ 6= id, we get that b 6= 0. We have thus found b ∈ F×
p such

that (Ad s12)(s23) = sb13s23.

When f ∈ F×
p and using that s12 commutes with s13, we get that (Ad sf12)(s23) = sbf13s23. Taking

the power f of this expression, gives us that (Ad sf12)(s
f
23) = sbf

2

13 s
f
23. Applying this with the

specific choice f = b−1, we find that (Ad sf12)(s
f
23) = sf13s

f
23.
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We replace all sij by sfij. We still have that sij generates Λij and that βσ(sij) = sσ(i)σ(j)
for all i 6= j and permutations σ. We now also have that the commutator [s12, s23] equals s13.
Applying βσ for an arbitrary permutation σ, it follows that

[sij, sjk] = sik for all distinct i, j, k. (3.14)

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

[sij, skr] = e whenever i 6= j, k 6= r, j 6= k and i 6= r, and spij = e if i 6= j. (3.15)

By e.g. [Kar93, Theorem 1.16 in Chapter 16], because n ≥ 3, the group K = SLn(Fp) is the
universal group with generators sij for i 6= j and relations (3.14) and (3.15). We could use this
to finish the proof of (iii) for SLn(Fp), but for efficiency, we now turn to SLn(Fq) when q is a
prime power.

The general case K = SLn(Fq): finding copies of Fq in Λ. From now, we write K =
SLn(Fq) and assume that Λ is a group, π : K → Λ is a bijection and βα := π ◦α ◦ π−1 ∈ Aut Λ
for all α ∈ AutK.

Define the subgroup C < F×
q by C = {a ∈ F×

q | an = 1}. Note that the center of K is given by
Z(K) = {aIn | a ∈ C}. Being the fixed points of AdA with A ∈ GLn(Fq), we see that Z(K)
is a fixed point subgroup, so that ΛZ := π(Z(K)) is a subgroup of Λ. Write c := |C| and note
that c | q − 1.

Similarly as above, define the subgroup K1 = {aIn + xE13 + yE23 | a ∈ C, x, y ∈ Fq}. Note
that K1 consists of the fixed points of Ad(In +Eij) for all i 6= j with j 6∈ {1, 2} and i 6= 3. So,
L1 := π(K1) is a subgroup of Λ. An important part of the proof consists in realizing F2

q as a
subgroup of L1. Contrary to the case q = p, it is not immediately clear that L1 has a unique
p-Sylow subgroup, neither that this would be abelian.

We view every field automorphism ζ ∈ Autfield(Fq) as an automorphism of K by applying ζ to
every component of a matrix. Since Fp ⊂ Fq is a Galois extension, SLn(Fp) < SLn(Fq) is the
subgroup of elements fixed by all ζ ∈ Autfield(Fq), so that SLn(Fp) is a fixed point subgroup of
K. Then also K1 ∩ SLn(Fp) is a fixed point subgroup, so that π(K1 ∩ SLn(Fp)) is a subgroup
of L1 of order c0p

2, where c0 = |{a ∈ F×
p | an = 1}|. First choosing a p-Sylow subgroup

of π(K1 ∩ SLn(Fp)), we can next fix a p-Sylow subgroup Λ1 < L1 such that the intersection
Λ1 ∩ π(K1 ∩ SLn(Fp)) is nontrivial (actually, has order p2).

Since ΛZ < L1 is a subgroup of order c | q − 1, while Λ1 is a subgroup of order q2, and
gcd(c, q2) = 1, we first conclude that ΛZ ∩ Λ1 = {e}, and then conclude that L1 = ΛZΛ1.
Define Λ0 := {s ∈ ΛZ | sΛ1s

−1 = Λ1}. Since all p-Sylow subgroups of L1 are conjugate and
L1 = ΛZΛ1, it follows that s 7→ sΛ1s

−1 defines a bijection between ΛZ/Λ0 and the set of
p-Sylow subgroups of L1.

For A ∈ GL2(Fq), we define βA = π◦Ad(A⊕In−2)◦π
−1 ∈ Aut Λ. Since Ad(A⊕In−2)(K1) = K1,

also βA(L1) = L1. Since automorphisms of L1 permute the p-Sylow subgroups of L1, we find
an action η of GL2(Fq) by permutations of ΛZ/Λ0 such that

βA(sΛ1s
−1) = (ηA(sΛ0))Λ1(ηA(sΛ0))

−1 for all s ∈ ΛZ .

On the other hand, Ad(A⊕In−2) acts as the identity on Z(K), so that βA(s) = s for all s ∈ ΛZ .
Choosing sA ∈ ΛZ such that βA(Λ1) = sAΛ1s

−1
A , we find that βA(sΛ1s

−1) = sβA(Λ1)s
−1 =

ssAΛ1s
−1
A s−1. We conclude that ηA(sΛ0) = ssAΛ0 for all s ∈ ΛZ . In particular, sA belongs

to the normalizer NΛZ
(Λ0), so that GL2(Fq) → NΛZ

(Λ0)/Λ0 : A 7→ sAΛ0 is a well-defined
group homomorphism. The order of the group at the right hand side divides |ΛZ | = c and
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thus divides q− 1. The subgroup SL2(Fq) < GL2(Fq) is generated by the elementary matrices,
which have order p. It follows that sAΛ0 = Λ0, meaning that βA(Λ1) = Λ1 for all A ∈ SL2(Fq).

Since the intersection of Λ1 with π(K1 ∩ SLn(Fp)) is nontrivial, we can choose a1 ∈ F×
p with

an1 = 1 and x1, y1 ∈ Fp such that π(a1In + x1E13 + y1E23) is a nontrivial element of Λ1. Since
Λ1 ∩ ΛZ = {e}, it follows that (x1, y1) 6= (0, 0). For all (x, y) ∈ F2

q \ {(0, 0)}, denote λ(x, y) =
a1In+xE13+yE23 ∈ K1 and φ(x, y) = π(λ(x, y)). Since Ad(A⊕In−2)(λ(x, y)) = λ(A·(x, y)) for
all A ∈ GL2(Fq) and (x, y) ∈ F2

q \{(0, 0)}, also βA(φ(x, y)) = φ(A · (x, y)). Since φ(x1, y1) ∈ Λ1,
βA(Λ1) = Λ1 for all A ∈ SL2(Fq) and SL2(Fq) acts transitively on F2

q \ {(0, 0)}, we conclude
that φ(x, y) ∈ Λ1 \ {e} for all (x, y) ∈ F2

q \ {(0, 0)}. Since F2
q has q2 elements, complementing

with φ(0, 0) = e, we have found a bijection φ : F2
q → Λ1 satisfying βA ◦ φ = φ ◦ A for all

A ∈ GL2(Fq).

In (ii), we proved that F2
q is strictly rigid relative to GL2(Fq) < Aut(F2

q,+). Using Remark 3.3,
it follows that φ : F2

q → Λ1 is an isomorphism of groups.

Construction of the generators tij(x) of Λ. As explained above, SLn(Fp) is a fixed point
subgroup of K, fixed by all the field automorphisms. By the description of all automorphisms
of SLn(Fp), we get that each such automorphism α can be extended to an automorphism α̃ of
K. It follows that π ◦ α ◦ π−1 is an automorphism of π(SLn(Fp)) for every α ∈ Aut SLn(Fp).
So, we can apply the first part of the proof to the restriction of π to SLn(Fp).

For i 6= j, denote as above Kij = {aIn + xEij | a ∈ C, x ∈ Fq}. Again view every permutation
σ as a permutation matrix and write βσ = π ◦ (Adσ) ◦ π−1. By the first part of the proof,
we find elements sij ∈ π(Kij ∩ SLn(Fp)) that generate the unique p-Sylow subgroup Λij of
π(Kij ∩ SLn(Fp)). Moreover, Λij contains all elements of order p of π(Kij ∩ SLn(Fp)) and the
relations (3.14) and (3.15) hold. Also, βσ(sij) = sσ(i)σ(j) for all i 6= j and all permutations σ.

Since φ : F2
q → Λ1 is an isomorphism of groups, φ(1, 0) is an element of order p in Λ1. By

definition, φ(1, 0) = π(a1In + E13). So, φ(1, 0) is an element of order p in π(K12 ∩ SLn(Fp)).
By the discussion above, φ(1, 0) ∈ Λ13 so that φ(Fp, 0) = Λ13. Take x1 ∈ F×

p such that
s13 = φ(x1, 0) = π(a1In + x1E13). We then define the group homomorphism t13 : Fq → Λ :
t13(x) = φ(x1x, 0). By definition,

t13(x) = π(a1In + x1xE13) for all x ∈ F×
q , and t13(1) = s13 . (3.16)

For every i and every a ∈ F×
q , we define βi,a ∈ Aut Λ by βi,a = π ◦ Ad(aEii + (In −Eii)) ◦ π

−1.
Note that

Ad(aEii + (In − Eii))(a1In + x1xE13) =





a1In + ax1xE13 if i = 1,

a1In + a−1x1xE13 if i = 3,

a1In + x1xE13 if i 6∈ {1, 3}.

It then follows from (3.16) that

β1,a(t13(x)) = t13(ax) , β3,a(t13(x)) = t13(a−1x) and

βi,a(t13(x)) = t13(x) if i 6∈ {1, 3}.
(3.17)

If a permutation σ satisfies σ(1) = 1 and σ(3) = 3, then (Adσ)(a1In+x1xE13) = a1In+x1xE13.
So, by (3.16), βσ(t13(x)) = t13(x). It follows that we can unambiguously define, for all i 6= j,
group homomorphisms tij : Fq → Λ such that βσ ◦ tij = tσ(i)σ(j) for every permutation σ and
all i 6= j.

Whenever i 6= j, we can choose a permutation σ such that σ(1) = i and σ(3) = j. We conclude
that

tij(1) = βσ(t13(1)) = βσ(s13) = sij .
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Applying an arbitrary βσ to the equalities in (3.17), we find that for all i 6= j, all k, a ∈ F×
q

and x ∈ Fq,

βi,a(tij(x)) = tij(ax) , βj,a(tij(x)) = tij(a
−1x) and

βk,a(tij(x)) = tij(x) if k 6∈ {i, j}.
(3.18)

Acting with βi,a ◦ βk,b−1 on (3.14), it follows that

[tij(a), tjk(b)] = tik(ab) for all distinct i, j, k and all a, b ∈ Fq. (3.19)

When i, j, k are distinct, acting with βi,a◦βj,b on [sik, sjk] = e implies that [tik(a), tjk(b)] = e for
all a, b ∈ Fq. We similarly get that [tij(a), tik(b)] = e for all distinct i, j, k and a, b ∈ Fq. When
i, j, k, r are all distinct, we act with βi,a ◦ βk,b on [sij, skr] = e and get that [tij(a), tkr(b)] = e
for all a, b ∈ Fq. Summarizing, we have proven that

[tij(a), tkr(b)] = e whenever i 6= j, k 6= r, j 6= k and i 6= r, and for all a, b ∈ Fq. (3.20)

Since tij is a group homomorphism, we have

tij(x+ y) = tij(x)tij(y) whenever i 6= j, and for all x, y ∈ Fq. (3.21)

By e.g. [Kar93, Theorem 1.16 in Chapter 16], because n ≥ 3, the group K = SLn(Fq) is the
universal group with generators tij(x) for i 6= j, x ∈ Fq, and relations (3.19), (3.20) and (3.21).

Construction of a subgroup P < Λ with P ∼= K/D. Define P < Λ as the subgroup
generated by all tij(x), i 6= j, x ∈ Fq. Since the homomorphisms tij are faithful, the group
P is a nontrivial quotient of K. By e.g. [Kar93, Theorem 1.12 in Chapter 16], the group
PSLn(Fq) 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
ψ : P → K/D satisfying ψ(tij(x)) = (In + xEij)D for all i 6= j and x ∈ Fq.

The subgroup ΛZ = π(Z(K)) normalizes t12(Fq). As above, we consider the subgroup
ΛZ = π(Z(K)) = π({aIn | a ∈ C}). We claim that ΛZ normalizes the subgroup t12(Fq). If
q = 2, we have that ΛZ = {e} and there is nothing to prove. So we assume that q ≥ 3.
By construction, ΛZ and t12(Fq) are subgroups of π(K12) of order c, resp. q, while π(K12)
has order cq. Since gcd(c, q) = 1, we get that ΛZ ∩ t12(Fq) = {e}. We then conclude that
π(K12) = ΛZt12(Fq) = t12(Fq)ΛZ .

Fix g ∈ ΛZ and x ∈ Fq. We can then uniquely write gt12(x) = t12(y)h with y ∈ Fq and h ∈ ΛZ .
We apply β1,a to this equality, with a ∈ F×

q . Since aE11 + (In−E11) commutes with Z(K), we
have that β1,a acts as the identity on ΛZ . Using (3.18), we find that gt12(ax) = t12(ay)h. So,

gt12((a− 1)x)g−1 = gt12(ax)(gt12(x))−1 = t12(ay)hh−1t12(y)−1 = t12((a− 1)y) .

It follows that gt12((a − 1)x)g−1 ∈ t12(Fq) for all g ∈ ΛZ , a ∈ F×
q and x ∈ Fq. Since q ≥ 3, we

can take a ∈ F×
q with a− 1 6= 0 and the claim that ΛZ normalizes t12(Fq) is proven.

Construction of field automorphisms ζg for every g ∈ ΛZ . For every g ∈ ΛZ , define
ζg ∈ Aut(Fq,+) such that gt12(x)g−1 = t12(ζg(x)) for all x ∈ Fq. Since every permutation
matrix σ commutes with Z(K), we get that βσ(g) = g for all g ∈ ΛZ . Applying βσ, we find
that gtij(x)g−1 = tij(ζg(x)) for all i 6= j and x ∈ Fq. Conjugating the relation (3.19) by g, it
follows that ζg(a)ζg(b) = ζg(ab) for all a, b ∈ Fq. So, ζg ∈ Autfield(Fq) for all g ∈ ΛZ .

Proof that ζg(D) = D for all g ∈ ΛZ and ζg = id for all g ∈ P ∩ ΛZ . Since
(Ad g)(tij(x)) = tij(ζg(x)), we get that (Ad g)(P ) = P for all g ∈ ΛZ , so that µg := ψ◦(Ad g)|P ◦
ψ−1 are automorphisms of K/D satisfying µg((In+xEij)D) = (In+ζg(x)Eij)D whenever i 6= j
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and x ∈ Fq. It follows that ζg(D) = D and that µg equals the field automorphism of K/D
given by ζg. When g ∈ P ∩ΛZ , we get that µg = Adψ(g) is inner. This forces ζg = id, so that
µg = id and thus ψ(g) ∈ Z(K/D). We thus find a subgroup D1 < Z(K) such that D < D1

and ψ(P ∩ ΛZ) = D1/D.

Proof that Λ = ΛZP and ψ(P ∩ΛZ) = Z(K)/D. To prove these statements, note that

|K| = |Λ| ≥ |ΛZP | =
|ΛZ | |P |

|P ∩ ΛZ |
=

|Z(K)| (|K|/|D|)

|D1|/|D|
=

|Z(K)|

|D1|
|K| ≥ |K| .

It follows that all inequalities must be equalities, so that Λ = ΛZP and D1 = Z(K).

For every A ∈ PGLn(Fq), βA = π ◦ (AdA) ◦ π−1 satisfies βA(P ) = P . Since AdA
acts as the identity on Z(K), we get that βA(g) = g for all g ∈ ΛZ . It thus suffices to prove
that an arbitrary automorphism β ∈ Aut Λ with β(g) = g for all g ∈ ΛZ , satisfies β(P ) = P .

Define the normal subgroup Λζ < ΛZ as the kernel of the homomorphism ΛZ → Autfield(Fq) :
g 7→ ζg constructed above. We proved above that P ∩ ΛZ < Λζ . Since Autfield(Fq) ∼= Z/kZ,
the quotient ΛZ/Λζ is abelian. Since ΛZ normalizes P and since Λ = ΛZP , we get that
P is a normal subgroup of Λ and we denote by ν : Λ/P → ΛZ/(P ∩ ΛZ) the canonical
identification. Then, P → ΛZ/Λζ : a 7→ ν(β(a)P )Λζ is a well-defined group homomorphism.
Since P ∼= K/D is a perfect group, this homomorphism must be trivial. That means that
ν(β(a)P ) ∈ Λζ/(P ∩ ΛZ) for all a ∈ P .

When g ∈ Λζ , we have that g commutes with P and β(g) = g. So, ν(β(a)P ) belongs to the
center of Λζ/(P ∩ΛZ) for every a ∈ P . Again using that P is a perfect group, we conclude that
ν(β(a)P ) = P ∩ΛZ and thus, β(a) ∈ P , for all a ∈ P . So, β(P ) ⊂ P , implying that β(P ) = P .

Replacing ψ by ψ̃ such that ψ̃ ◦ (βA)|P = (AdA) ◦ ψ̃. Define for every A ∈ PGLn(Fq),
the automorphism γA ∈ Aut(K/D) by γA = ψ ◦ (βA)|P ◦ ψ−1. By construction, A 7→ γA
is a faithful group homomorphism. It follows from our description of the automorphisms of
K/D that Ad PSLn(Fq) is a normal subgroup of Aut(K/D) and that the quotient is solvable.
Since the group PSLn(Fq) is perfect, it follows that γA ∈ Ad PSLn(Fq) for all A ∈ PSLn(Fq).
We may thus view the restriction γ0 of γ to PSLn(Fq) as an automorphism of PSLn(Fq).
From our description of the automorphisms of PSLn(Fq), it follows that γ0 lifts uniquely to an

automorphism ρ of K. Defining D̃ = ρ−1(D) and ψ̃ = ρ−1 ◦ ψ, we get that ψ̃ : P → K/D̃ is
a group isomorphism. We get that ψ̃ ◦ (βA)|P = γ̃A ◦ ψ̃ for all A ∈ PGLn(Fq), where A 7→ γ̃A
is a faithful group homomorphism from PGLn(Fq) to Aut(K/D̃) satisfying γ̃A = AdA for all
A ∈ PSLn(Fq). When A ∈ PGLn(Fq), it follows that (AdA−1) ◦ γ̃A is an automorphism of
K/D that commutes with all automorphisms AdB, B ∈ PSLn(Fq). So, (AdA−1) ◦ γ̃A = id

and we have proven that ψ̃ ◦ (βA)|P = (AdA) ◦ ψ̃ for all A ∈ PGLn(Fq).

End of the proof. It suffices to show that D̃ = {In}. Indeed, it then follows that ψ̃(P ∩ΛZ) =
Z(K). Since |Z(K)| = |ΛZ |, this implies that ΛZ ⊂ P . Then, Λ = P and P ∼= K, so that
Λ ∼= K.

For every A ∈ PGLn(Fq), we denote by FixK(AdA) the fixed point subgroup of AdA in K.
We similarly denote by FixΛ(βA) the fixed point subgroup of the corresponding automorphism
βA ∈ Aut Λ. Since βA = π ◦ (AdA) ◦ π−1, we get that |FixK(AdA)| = |FixΛ(βA)| for all
A ∈ PGLn(Fq).

On the other hand, βA acts as the identity on ΛZ and satisfies ψ̃ ◦ (βA)|P = (AdA) ◦ ψ̃. Also,
because ψ̃(P ∩ ΛZ) = Z(K)/D̃,

|ΛZ/(P ∩ ΛZ)| =
|ΛZ |

|P ∩ ΛZ |
=

|Z(K)|

|Z(K)|/|D̃|
= |D̃| .
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We conclude that

|FixΛ(βA)| = |Fix
K/D̃

(AdA)| |ΛZ/(P ∩ ΛZ)| = |D̃| |Fix
K/D̃

(AdA)| .

So, |FixK(AdA)| = |D̃| |Fix
K/D̃

(AdA)| for all A ∈ PGLn(Fq). Since D̃ < Z(K), we have

D̃ < FixK(AdA) and thus FixK(AdA)/D̃ ⊂ Fix
K/D̃

(AdA). We just proved that both sets

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

FixK(AdA)/D̃ = Fix
K/D̃

(AdA) for all A ∈ PGLn(Fq). (3.22)

As explained above, it only remains to show that D̃ = {In}. Assume the contrary. We can then
take d0 ∈ F×

q such that d0 6= 1, dn0 = 1 and d0In ∈ D̃. Define A0 ∈ GLn(Fp) as the diagonal

matrix A0 =
∑n

i=1 d
i−1
0 Eii. Define the element X ∈ K by

X = (−1)n+1En,1 +
n−1∑

k=1

Ek,k+1 .

We have that AXA−1 = d−1
0 X. Then XD̃ is an element of FixK/D̃(AdA) that does not belong

to FixK(AdA)/D̃, contradicting (3.22). This concludes the proof of the rigidity of K = SLn(Fp)
relative to AutK.

The proof of the rigidity of PSLn(Fp) 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 Fn
q ⋊ SLn(Fq). Fix n ≥ 2 and q = pk. Put K1 =

Fnq ⋊ SLn(Fq). Let Λ1 be a group and π : K1 → Λ1 a bijection such that π ◦ α ◦ π−1 ∈ Aut Λ1

for all α ∈ AutK1.

We denote the elements of K1 as (a,A) with a ∈ Fnq and A ∈ SLn(Fq). The product is given
by (a,A) · (b,B) = (a + A · b,AB), where we view a as a column matrix. We view Fnq and
SLn(Fq) as subgroups of K1, identifying a with (a, In) and A with (0, A). We also view K1

as a subgroup of Fnq ⋊ GLn(Fq), so that conjugation AdA with A ∈ GLn(Fq) is a well-defined
automorphism of K1. For the intuition behind some of the computations in the proof, it is
useful to see K1 as a subgroup of SLn+1(Fq) by identifying (a,A) with the matrix

(
A a
0 1

)
.

We denote by ei ∈ Fnq the standard basis elements. As in the proof of (iii), we denote by Eij
the matrix that has 1 in position (i, j) and 0 elsewhere. For every A ∈ GLn(Fq), we denote
βA = π ◦ (AdA) ◦ π−1 ∈ Aut Λ1. We in particular use the notation βσ when σ ∈ GLn(Fq) is a
permutation matrix.

Note that Fnq is the fixed point subgroup of the automorphisms Ad ei for all i. We can thus
define the subgroup N1 = π(Fnq ) of Λ1. For every A ∈ GLn(Fq), we have that (AdA)(Fnq ) = Fnq ,
and the equality π|Fn

q
◦ AdA = βA ◦ π|Fn

q
holds on Fnq . By (ii), the restriction π|Fn

q
is a group

isomorphism π : Fnq → N1. Throughout the proof, we use without mentioning that π|Fn
q

is a
group homomorphism.

The exceptional case n = 2, q = 2. We claim that F2
2 ⋊ SL2(F2) ∼= S4. To prove this

claim, it suffices to observe that (12)(34) 7→ e1, (14)(23) 7→ e2, together with (12) 7→
(
1 1
0 1

)
and

(123) 7→
(
0 1
1 1

)
concretely defines an isomorphism S4 → F2

2 ⋊ SL2(F2). By Theorem 3.9(i), the
isomorphism F2

2 ⋊ SL2(F2) ∼= Λ1 follows.

But for later use, we remark that we get more: using Lemma 3.7(ii), we find a group isomor-
phism ρ : K1 → Λ1 such that ρ ◦α ◦ ρ−1 = π ◦ α ◦ π−1 for all α ∈ AutK1. Looking at the fixed
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point subgroup of Ad e1, Ad e2, it follows that N1 = ρ(F2
2). Since ρ is a group isomorphism,

the centralizer of N1 in Λ1 equals N1 ; a fact that we will use below.

For the rest of the proof, we may thus assume that (n, q) 6= (2, 2).

Reduction to the subgroup K = Fn
p ⋊ SLn(Fp). If ζ ∈ Autfield(Fq), applying ζ to

every component induces an automorphism αζ of K1. The fixed point subgroup of these field
automorphisms is K := Fnp ⋊ SLn(Fp), and we define the subgroup Λ = π(K) of Λ1. We write
N = π(Fnp ) and note that N is a subgroup of Λ. The main part of the proof consists in showing
that the elements π(In + Eij) normalize N and define a nontrivial automorphism of N by
conjugation.

The elements π(In+E12) and π(e1) commute. We note that {(ae1, In+bE12) | a, b ∈ Fp}
is the fixed point subgroup of K of the automorphisms Ad ei and Ad(In + E1j) for all i 6= 2
and j ≥ 2. So its image is a subgroup of Λ of order p2, which is therefore abelian. Since this
subgroup contains π(e1) and π(In + E12), it follows that these two elements commute.

If n ≥ 3, the elements π(In + E13) and π(e2) commute. For every matrix X =
( x a
y b

)

in F2×2
p , define ψ(X) ∈ K by ψ(X) = (ae1 + be2, In + xE13 + yE23). Note that ψ(F2×2

p ) is the
fixed point subgroup of K of Ad ei and Ad(In + E1j) for all i 6= 3 and j ≥ 3. We define the
subgroup L = π(ψ(F2×2

p )) of Λ.

For every A ∈ GL2(Fp) and c ∈ Fp, we have that

Ad(ce3, A⊕ In−2)(ψ(X)) = ψ
(
AX

(
1 −c
0 1

))
.

So, βA,c := π ◦Ad(ce3, A⊕ In−2)◦π
−1 restricts to an action of GL2(Fp)×Fp by automorphisms

of L. Since L is a group of order p4, 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(Fp) × Fp on F2×2

p \ {0} by
(A, c) ·X = AX

(
1 −c
0 1

)
has the following three orbits:

{(
0 a
0 b

) ∣∣ (a, b) ∈ F2
p \ {(0, 0)}

}
,

{(
x dx
y dy

) ∣∣ (x, y) ∈ F2
p \ {(0, 0)}, d ∈ Fp

}
, GL2(Fp) .

The number of elements in these orbits are p2−1, p(p2−1) and p(p−1)2(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 π

(
ψ
(
0 a
0 b

))
∈ Z(L) for all a, b ∈ Fp. We get that π(e2) belongs to the center

of L. Since π(In + E13) belongs to L, it follows that π(In + E13) commutes with π(e2).

The element π(In + E12) normalizes the subgroup π(Fpe1 + Fpe2). Note that

T = {(ze1 + ye2, In + xE12) | x, y, z ∈ Fp} (3.23)

is the fixed point subgroup of K of the automorphisms Ad ei and Ad(In + E1j) for all i 6= 2
and j ≥ 3. So, π(T ) is a subgroup of Λ of order p3. Also, N0 := π(Fpe1 + Fpe2) is a subgroup
of π(T ) of order p2 and π(In + E12) 6∈ N0. So, π(T ) is generated by π(In + E12) and N0. We
have proven above that π(In + E12) commutes with π(Fpe1). Since π(Fpe1) < N0 and N0 is
abelian, it follows that π(Fpe1) is a subgroup of order p of the center of π(T ). It follows that
π(T )/π(Fpe1) is a group of order p2, which is therefore abelian. In particular, N0/π(Fpe1) is a
normal subgroup, so that N0 is normal in π(T ). We get that π(In + E12) normalizes N0.

The element π(In +E12) does not commute with π(e2). This is the hardest statement
to prove, especially when q = 2. Assume by contradiction that π(In + E12) commutes with
π(e2). Since we have seen above that π(In +E12) commutes with π(e1) and also with π(ei) for
all i ≥ 3, we get that π(In+E12) commutes with N . Applying βσ for an arbitrary permutation
σ, it follows that sij := π(In + Eij) commutes with N for all i 6= j. We derive a contradiction
on a case by case basis: first for q ≥ 3, and then for q = 2 with resp. n ≥ 4 or n = 3.
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Case 1: q ≥ 3. We repeat an argument that we already used in the proof of (iii). Because
q ≥ 3, the subgroup U := {A ⊕ In−2 | A ∈ SL2(Fp)} is the fixed point subgroup of K of
Ad(aI2 ⊕ bIn−2) and Ad ei for all a, b ∈ F×

q and i ≥ 3. Then π(U) is a subgroup of Λ of order
|SL2(Fp)| = p(p2− 1). We define the subgroup R < π(U) generated by s12 and s21, so that |R|
divides p(p2 − 1). By assumption, R commutes with N . Since R ∩N ⊂ π(U) ∩N = {e}, the
subgroupQ generated by R and N is isomorphic with R×N and we find a group homomorphism
θ : Q→ N such that Ker θ = R and θ(g) = g for all g ∈ N .

Consider the automorphism β2 = π ◦ Ad e2 ◦ π−1 of Λ. Define the fixed point subgroup T
as in (3.23). Since e2 ∈ T , we have that β2(π(T )) = π(T ). Since (Ad e2)(0, In + E12) =
(−e1, In + E12), we get that β2(s12) 6∈ π(U). Since e2 commutes with In + E21, we get that
β2(s21) = s21. We observed above that π(T ) is generated by π(Fpe1 + Fpe2) and s12. So
altogether β2(Q) = Q, β2(s12) 6∈ R and β2(s21) = s21. Then, ψ2 : R → N : ψ2(g) = θ(β2(g)) is
a group homomorphism satisfying ψ2(s12) 6= e and ψ2(s21) = e. By symmetry, we also find a
group homomorphism ψ1 : R → N satisfying ψ1(s12) = e and ψ1(s21) 6= e. Since N ∼= Fnp , the
image of the group homomorphism ψ1⊕ψ2 is a group of order pm with m ≥ 2. This contradicts
the fact that p2 does not divide the order of R.

Case 2: q = 2 and n ≥ 4. Note that K0 := {(ae1 + be2, A⊕ In−2) | a, b ∈ F2, A ∈ SL2(F2)}
is the fixed point subgroup of Ad(I2 ⊕B) for all B ∈ SLn−2(F2). Since K0

∼= F2
2 ⋊ SL2(F2), it

follows from the exceptional case (n, q) = (2, 2) studied in the beginning of the proof that the
centralizer of π(F2e1 + F2e2) in π(K0) equals π(F2e1 + F2e2). So, s12 ∈ N , which is absurd.

Case 3: q = 2 and n = 3. Recall that for every A ∈ SL3(F2), we define the automorphism
βA := π ◦ AdA ◦ π−1. Since (AdA)(F3

2) = F3
2, we get that βA(N) = N . We define G as the

subgroup of Λ generated by N and the elements βA(s12) for all A ∈ SL3(F2). By construction,
βA(G) = G for all A ∈ SL3(F2). Since s12 is assumed to commute with N , also βA(s12)
commutes with N , so that N is a central subgroup of G. We define Γ = G/N . To reach a
contradiction, we prove that the order of Γ is not a power of 2 and we also construct a family
of group homomorphisms ψa : Γ → N whose kernels have a trivial intersection.

We first prove the following statement: if B ∈ SL3(F2) and π(B) ∈ s12N , then B = I3 + E12.
We start by proving that s32 6∈ s12N . Note that this is not a triviality since we do not know if
s12π(a) = π(a, I3 + E12) for all a ∈ F3

2. We already mentioned above that

T1 := {(ae1, I3 + xE12) | a, x ∈ F2} (3.24)

is the fixed point subgroup of Ad ei and Ad(I3 + E1j) for i = 1, 3 and j = 2, 3. Also T2 :=
{(be2+ce3, I3+yE32) | b, c, y ∈ F2} is the fixed point subgroup of Ad e1, Ad e3 and Ad(I3+E31).
By definition, T1∩T2 = {e}. Assume that s32 = s12π(ae1+be2+ce3) with a, b, c ∈ F2. Since π|F3

2

is a group homomorphism, we get that s32π(be2 + ce3) = s12π(ae1). Since s32 and π(be2 + ce3)
belong to π(T2) and π(T2) is a subgroup, the left hand side belongs to π(T2). Similarly, the
right hand side belongs to π(T1). Since π(T1) ∩ π(T2) = {e}, we conclude that s12π(ae1) = e.
So, π(I3 +E12) = s12 = π(ae1), which is absurd.

Since Ad(I3+E13)(I3+E32) = I3+E12+E32, while Ad(I3+E13)(I3+E12) = I3+E12, applying
the automorphism π ◦Ad(I3 +E13) ◦π

−1 to s32 6∈ s12N implies that π(I3 +E12 +E13) 6∈ s12N .
Since s12 = π(I3 + E12) 6∈ N , we have thus proven that π(I3 + xE12 + yE32) 6∈ s12N if
(x, y) ∈ F2

2 \ {(1, 0)}.

Finally assume that π(B) ∈ s12N . Note that C := {(a, I3 + xE12 + yE32) | a ∈ F3
2, x, y ∈ F2}

is the fixed point subgroup of Ad e1 and Ad e3. Since s12 ∈ π(C), N ⊂ π(C) and π(C) is a
subgroup, also s12N ⊂ π(C). It follows that (0, B) ∈ C. So, B = I3 + xE12 + yE32 for certain
x, y ∈ F2. Since π(B) ∈ s12N , it follows from the previous paragraph that x = 1 and y = 0, so
that B = I3 + E12. Thus, the statement above is proven.
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Define the subset R0 ⊂ SL3(F2) as the orbit R0 := {A(I3 +E12)A−1 | A ∈ SL3(F2)}. We claim
that if B,B′ ∈ R0 and B 6= B′, then π(B)N 6= π(B′)N . Since we can use the automorphisms
βA = π◦AdA◦π−1, it suffices to note that π(B)N 6= π(I3+E12)N if B ∈ R0 and B 6= I3+E12.
But this follows from the statement above.

Denote by θ : G→ Γ = G/N the quotient homomorphism. For every B = A(I3+E12)A
−1 ∈ R0,

we have that π(B) = βA(s12) belongs to G. By construction, π(B) 6∈ N . So by the previous
paragraph, the elements θ(π(B)), B ∈ R0, are distinct elements of Γ \ {e}. It follows that
|Γ| ≥ 1 + |R0|. Since |SL3(F2)| = 23 · 3 · 7 and the centralizer of I3 + E12 has order 8, we
get that |R0| = 21. So, |Γ| ≥ 22. On the other hand, N < G < K, so that |Γ| divides
|SL3(F2)| = 23 · 3 · 7. Both together imply that at least one of the primes 3 or 7 divides |Γ|.
We have thus proven that |Γ| is not a power of 2.

We next construct a faithful family of group homomorphisms ψa : Γ → N . For every a ∈ F3
2,

define the automorphism βa = π ◦Ad a ◦π−1 of Λ. Since (Ad a)(0, I3 +E12) = (a2e1, I3 +E12),
we get that βa(π(I3 + E12)) = π(a2e1, I3 + E12). We observed above that with T1 defined by
(3.24), the subgroup π(T1) is generated by s12 and π(e1), so that π(T1) < G. We conclude that
βa(s12) ∈ G for all a ∈ F3

2.

Acting with βA and using that βA ◦ βa = βA·a ◦ βA, it follows that βa(βA(s12)) ∈ G for all
A ∈ SL3(F2). Since βa(g) = g for all g ∈ N , we conclude that βa(G) = G.

We next claim that θ(βa(g)) = θ(g) for all g ∈ G. Since βa(g) = g for all g ∈ N and since
we can act with βA, it suffices to prove that βa(s12) ∈ s12N . We already mentioned above
that βa(s12) = π(a2e1, I3 + E12). We again use the fixed point subgroup T1 defined by (3.24).
Then π(T1) is a group of order 4. It is thus abelian and π(T1)/π(F2e1) has only one nontrivial
element. Since π(a2e1, I3+E12) 6∈ π(F2e1), it follows that βa(s12)π(F2e1) is a nontrivial element
of π(T1)/π(F2e1) and thus equal to s12π(F2e1). This means that βa(s12) ∈ s12π(F2e1) and the
claim is proven.

By construction, we have a central extension e → N → G → Γ → e, with quotient homomor-
phism θ : G→ Γ. Choose a map ϕ : Γ → G satisfying θ ◦ ϕ = id. Fix a ∈ F3

2. Since θ ◦ βa = θ,
we can uniquely define for every g ∈ Γ, the element ψa(g) ∈ N such that βa(ϕ(g)) = ϕ(g)ψa(g).
Since βa(k) = k for all k ∈ N , it follows that ψa(gh) = ψa(g)ψa(h) for all g, h ∈ Γ. So, every
ψa : Γ → N is a group homomorphism.

To reach the desired contradiction, we claim that if g ∈ Γ and ψa(g) = e for all a ∈ F3
2, then

g = e. For such an element g ∈ Γ, we have by definition that βa(ϕ(g)) = ϕ(g) for all a ∈ F3
2.

But N is the fixed point subgroup of the automorphisms βa, a ∈ F3
2. So, ϕ(g) ∈ N , meaning

that g = e. We have thus finally proven that π(In + E12) does not commute with π(e2).

End of the proof. Define the automorphism γ12 of Fnp such that π◦γ12 = (Ad s12)◦π. We thus
know that γ12(ei) = ei for all i 6= 2, that γ12(e2) ∈ Fpe1+Fpe2 and that γ12 6= id. Using the fixed

point subgroup T1 defined by (3.24), we also know that sp
2

12 = e, so that γp
2

12 = id. Altogether,
this implies that γ12(e2) = b0e1 + e2 for some b0 ∈ F×

p . So, s12π(e2)s−1
12 = π(b0e1 + e2).

We now turn back to the larger groups K1 = F2
q⋊SLn(Fq) and Λ1. For every a ∈ F×

q , we define
as before βi,a = π ◦ Ad(aEii + (In − Eii)) ◦ π

−1. Applying the appropriate βi(a), as well as βσ
for permutations σ, it follows that the elements tij(a) := π(In + aEij) satisfy: tij(a) commutes
with π(bek) whenever j 6= k and a, b ∈ Fq, while (Ad tij(a))(π(bej)) = π(ab0bei + bej) for all
a, b ∈ Fq and i 6= j.

Define G < Λ1 as the subgroup generated by N1 and the elements tij(a). Denote by π0 the
restriction of π to Fnq , so that π0 : Fnq → N1 is a group isomorphism. By the previous paragraph,

N1 is a normal subgroup of G and π−1
0 ◦ Ad tij(a) ◦ π0 = In + ab0Eij in AutFnq = GLn(Fq).

Since SLn(Fq) is generated by the elementary matrices, we find that Ψ : G → SLn(Fq) : Ψ(g) =
π−1
0 ◦ Ad g ◦ π0 is a surjective group homomorphism.
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By definition, N1 < Ker Ψ. So,

|SLn(Fq)| = | Im Ψ| = |G|/|Ker Ψ| ≤ |G|/|N1| ≤ |Λ1|/|N1| = |K1|/|F
n
q | = |SLn(Fq)| .

It follows that all inequalities are equalities. Thus, G = Λ1 and Ker Ψ = N1. In particular, N1

is a normal subgroup of Λ1 and we get the extension e→ N1 → Λ1 → SLn(Fq) → e.

Choose a map ϕ : SLn(Fq) → Λ1 such that Ψ ◦ ϕ = id. By definition, ϕ(A)π0(a)ϕ(A)−1 =
π0(A · a) for all A ∈ SLn(Fq) and a ∈ Fnq .

When q ≥ 3, we have that SLn(Fq) is the fixed point subgroup of K1 of Ad aIn for all a ∈ F×
q .

Then π(SLn(Fq)) is a subgroup of Λ1 whose intersection with N1 is trivial. Then the restriction
of Ψ to π(SLn(Fq)) is an isomorphism. We can thus choose ϕ as the inverse of this isomorphism
and conclude that (a,A) 7→ π0(a)ϕ(A) defines an isomorphism K1

∼= Λ1.

Next assume that q = 2, so that n ≥ 3. We claim that the group Out Λ1 := Aut Λ1/ Inn Λ1

is abelian. Define B1 = {β ∈ Aut Λ1 | ∀a ∈ N1 : β(a) = a}. It then suffices to prove that
B1 is abelian and that for every automorphism β ∈ Aut Λ1, there exists a g ∈ Λ1 such that
(Ad g) ◦ β ∈ B1.

Take β ∈ B1. We prove that Ψ(β(h)) = Ψ(h) for all h ∈ Λ1. To prove this statement, define
A,B ∈ SLn(F2) by A = Ψ(h) and B = Ψ(β(h)). Then, hπ0(a)h−1 = π0(A · a) for all a ∈ Fn2 .
Applying β and using that β acts as the identity on N1, we get that β(h)π0(a)β(h)−1 = π0(A·a)
for all a ∈ Fn2 . But the left hand side equals π0(B · a). We thus find that B = A and we have
proven that Ψ◦β = Ψ. It follows that β(ϕ(g)) = µ(β, g)ϕ(g) for certain elements µ(β, g) ∈ N1.

Take β, β′ ∈ B1. Since N1 is abelian and β, β′ act as the identity on N1, it follows that
(β ◦ β′)(ϕ(g)) = (β′ ◦ β)(ϕ(g)) for all g ∈ SLn(F2). Since β ◦ β′ and β′ ◦ β both act as the
identity on N1, we get that β ◦ β′ = β′ ◦ β, so that B1 is abelian.

Next take any β ∈ Aut Λ1. Since Ψ(β(N1)) is an abelian normal subgroup of SLn(F2) and
since SLn(F2) = PSLn(F2) is simple because n ≥ 3, we get that β(N1) = N1. Since GLn(F2) =
SLn(F2), we can take A ∈ SLn(F2) such that β(π0(a)) = π0(A ·a) for all a ∈ Fn2 . It follows that
(Adϕ(A)−1) ◦ β ∈ B1. So the claim is proven.

We now consider the group homomorphism Φ : K1 → Aut Λ1 : g 7→ π ◦ Ad g ◦ π−1, which is
faithful because K1 has trivial center. Since n ≥ 3, the group K1 is perfect. We have proven
above that Out Λ1 is abelian. It follows that Φ(K1) < Inn Λ1. Since SLn(F2) has trivial center
and since its action on Fn2 has 0 as the only fixed point, we get that the center of Λ1 is trivial.
We thus find a unique group homomorphism η : K1 → Λ1 such that Φ(g) = Ad η(g). Since Φ is
faithful, also η is faithful. Since |K1| = |Λ1|, it follows that η is surjective, so that Λ1

∼= K1.

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 AutK ?

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 K0 be a second countable connected compact abelian group and n ≥ 3 an
integer. Consider K1 = Kn

0 and take any countable group Γ such that SLn(Z) < Γ < Autgr(K1),
as in Theorem 3.4. Let K2 be any finite group that is rigid relative to AutK2.
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(i) If K2 is generated by {ζ(s)s−1 | s ∈ K2, ζ ∈ AutK2}, then K1 × K2 is rigid relative to
Γ × AutK2 < Aut(K1 ×K2).

(ii) If k ≥ 2, the group K1 × Sk is not rigid relative to any action G y K1 × Sk.

Note that the generating property of ζ(s)s−1 holds in particular when K2 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 Tn × Ãk with n ≥ 3 and k ≥ 4 and k 6= 6, as well as
Tn × SLk(Fq) with n, k ≥ 3 and q a prime power, or n ≥ 3, k = 2 and q ≥ 5 prime, are rigid
relative to the natural groups of automorphisms.

Proof. (i) We denote by αg ∈ AutK1, g ∈ Γ, the given automorphisms. Let T be a second
countable compact group, π : K1 × K2 → T a pmp isomorphism and assume that we have
commuting group automorphisms βg ∈ Autgr(T ) and βζ ∈ Autgr(T ), for all g ∈ Γ and ζ ∈
AutK2, such that

(βg ◦ βζ) ◦ π = π ◦ (αg × ζ) a.e., whenever g ∈ Γ and ζ ∈ AutK2. (3.25)

Since the action Γ yα K1 is weakly mixing, by the same reasoning as in the beginning of
the proof of Theorem 3.4, we find a finite group Λ2 and a continuous surjective group ho-
momorphism θ : T → Λ2 such that L∞(T )βΓ = {F ◦ θ | F ∈ ℓ∞(Λ2)}. Since we have that
L∞(K1 ×K2)

αΓ×id = 1 ⊗ ℓ∞(K2), we find a bijection π2 : K2 → Λ2 such that

θ(π(k, s)) = π2(s) for a.e. (k, s) ∈ K1 ×K2. (3.26)

Since βg and βζ commute, the group automorphisms βζ leave L∞(T )βΓ globally invariant. We
thus find an action (γζ)ζ∈AutK2

by automorphisms of Λ2 such that γζ ◦ θ = θ ◦βζ . Using (3.26)
and (3.25), it follows that γζ ◦ π2 = π2 ◦ ζ for all ζ ∈ AutK2. Since K2 is rigid relative to
AutK2, we may thus assume that Λ2 = K2 and that ζ 7→ γζ is an automorphism of AutK2.

Define the open subgroup S < T as S = Ker θ. By definition of θ, we have that θ ◦ βg = θ
for all g ∈ Γ, so that βg restricts to a group of automorphisms β1g of S. Define s2 ∈ K2 by

s2 = π−1
2 (e). By (3.26), the map π1 : K1 → S : π1(k) = π(k, s2) is a pmp isomorphism. By

construction, for every g ∈ Γ, we have that β1g ◦ π1 = π1 ◦ αg a.e. By Theorem 3.4(i) and
Remark 3.3, it follows that π1 is a.e. equal to a group isomorphism K1 → S. Modifying π on a
set of measure zero, we may thus assume that π1 : K1 → S is a group isomorphism satisfying
βg(π1(k)) = π1(αg(k)) for all g ∈ Γ and k ∈ K1.

Fix s ∈ K2. By (3.26), π restricts to a pmp isomorphism between K1 × {s} and θ−1(π2(s)).
Choose a map ψ : K2 → T such that θ ◦ ψ = π2. We then find a pmp automorphism πs of
K1 such that π(k, s) = π1(πs(k))ψ(s) for a.e. k ∈ K1. Since θ ◦ βg = θ, we can uniquely define
νg(s) ∈ K1 such that βg(ψ(s)) = π1(νg(s))ψ(s). Since βg ◦ π = π ◦ (αg × id) and since βg is an
automorphism of T , it follows that for all g ∈ Γ and s ∈ K2,

αg(πs(k))νg(s) = πs(αg(k)) for a.e. k ∈ K1.

Define the pmp automorphism π′s : K1 ×K1 → K1 × K1 by π′s(a, b) = (πs(a)πs(b)
−1, b). We

conclude that π′s ◦ (αg × αg) = (αg × αg) ◦ π
′
s a.e.

Applying Theorem 3.4(i) and Remark 3.3 to K1 × K1 = (K0 × K0)n, we find that π′s is a.e.
equal to a group automorphism θs of K1 ×K1. By definition, the second component of θs(a, b)
is equal to b for a.e. (a, b) ∈ K1 × K1. By continuity, this equality holds everywhere and we
conclude that θs(a, b) = (θs,b(a), b) for all a, b ∈ K1, where every θs,b is a group automorphism
of K1. Using the Fubini theorem, there exists a b ∈ K1 such that πs(a) = θs,b(a)πs(b) for a.e.
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a ∈ K1. We only retain that πs is a.e. equal to a homeomorphism of K1. Modifying π on a set
of measure zero, we may thus assume that π : K1 ×K2 → T is a homeomorphism, so that the
equalities (3.25) and (3.26) now hold everywhere.

The fixed point subgroup of (αg × id)g∈Γ equals {e} ×K2. So, π({e} ×K2) equals the set of
fixed points of (βg)g∈Γ and is thus equal to a subgroup R < T . It then follows from (3.26) that
θ|R : R → K2 is a group isomorphism. Since the automorphisms βζ commute with βg, we have
that βζ(R) = R. So, θ ◦ βζ |R = γζ ◦ θ|R.

Fix ζ ∈ AutK2. We prove that βζ acts as the identity on S = Ker θ. We defined above
s2 = π−1

2 (e). Since γζ ◦ π2 = π2 ◦ ζ, it follows that ζ(s2) = s2. Since S = π(K1 × {s2}) and
βζ ◦ π = π ◦ (id × ζ), it follows that βζ(k) = k for all k ∈ S.

We finally prove that R commutes with S. Define the group isomorphism ϕ : K2 → R by
ϕ = (θ|R)−1. Note that βζ ◦ ϕ = ϕ ◦ γζ for every ζ ∈ AutK2. Since S < T is a normal
subgroup, we define for every r ∈ K2, the automorphism ηr ∈ AutS by ηr(s) = ϕ(r)sϕ(r)−1

for all s ∈ S. Take ζ ∈ AutK2. Since βζ acts as the identity on S, applying βζ to the definition
of ηr(s) implies that ηγζ(r) = ηr, so that ηγζ(r)r−1 = id for all ζ ∈ AutK2 and r ∈ R. Since

ζ 7→ γζ is an automorphism of AutK2 and since {ζ(r)r−1 | r ∈ K2, ζ ∈ AutK2} generates K2,
it follows that ηr = id for all r ∈ R, so that S and R commute.

We conclude that π′ : K1 × K2 → T : π′(k, s) = π1(k)ϕ(s) is a group isomorphism. By
construction, (βg ◦ βζ) ◦ π

′ = π′ ◦ (αg × γζ) for all g ∈ Γ and ζ ∈ AutK2. Since ζ 7→ γζ is an
automorphism of AutK2, it follows that K1 ×K2 is rigid relative to Γ × AutK2.

(ii) Denote by ε : Sk → {±1} the sign of a permutation. Since the kernel of ε equals the
commutator subgroup of Sk, we have that ε ◦ ζ = ε for every ζ ∈ AutSk. For the same reason,
(ψ(s))2 = e for every homomorphism ψ : Sk → K1, because K1 is abelian.

Define the group T = K1 ⋊η Sk, where ηs(k) = kε(s). Denote by π : K1 × Sk → T the
canonical bijection. Since K1 is connected, every automorphism of K1 × Sk leaves K1 globally
invariant and is thus of the form (k, s) 7→ (α(k)ψ(s), ζ(s)) where α ∈ AutK1, ζ ∈ AutSk
and ψ : Sk → K1 is a group homomorphism. Since for every s ∈ Sk, (ψ(s))2 = e, also
ηs′(ψ(s)) = ψ(s) for all s, s′ ∈ Sk. Furthermore, ηζ(s) = ηs for all s ∈ Sk. We conclude that all
the maps (k, s) 7→ (α(k)ψ(s), ζ(s)) also define automorphisms of the group T .

Note however that T 6∼= K1 × Sk. Indeed, defining L < K1 by {k ∈ K1 | k2 = e}, the group L
is totally disconnected. Since the center of T is contained in L× Sk, it is totally disconnected,
while the center of K1 × Sk contains K1 as a connected subgroup. So, K1 × Sk is not rigid
relative to any action by automorphisms.

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

More precisely, there exists a nontrivial totally disconnected group L and a pmp isomorphism
π : K → K×L such that for every α ∈ AutK, we have that π ◦α ◦π−1 is a.e. equal to a group
automorphism of K × L.

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⋊AutK and consider the action θ of G on K by pmp automorphisms θ(z,α)(k) = zα(k).
We construct a pmp isomorphism π : K → K × L such that π ◦ θg ◦ π

−1 = θg × id a.e., for all
g ∈ G.

As discussed before [HM23, Proposition 6.59], the subgroup InnK of inner automorphisms of
K has finite index in AutK. Identifying InnK = K/Z, we turn InnK into a compact Lie
group. We then turn G into a compact Lie group such that {e} × InnK 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 < AutK as A := {α ∈ AutK | α(T ) = T}.
Define G1 := Z ⋊ A and note that the action G yθ K restricts to an action G1 yψ T . By
definition, InnK ∩ A is isomorphic with the Weyl group (see e.g. [HM23, Definition 6.22]),
which is a finite group. Since InnK < G has finite index, InnK ∩ A has finite index in G1, so
that the image Λ = ψG1

is a finite group of pmp automorphisms of T .

Take an integer n ≥ 1 such that T ∼= Tn. We equip T ∼= Tn with the Lebesgue measure λT .
We denote by T̂ the Pontryagin dual of T . Since T ∼= Tn, for every ω ∈ T̂ \ {1}, the kernel
Kerω = {t ∈ T | ω(t) = 1} has measure zero. So, T1 := T \

⋃
ω∈T̂\{1}

Kerω is a conull Borel

set of T . When t ∈ T1, every character ω ∈ T̂ 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 ∈ T1. Since Z < T is
a finite subgroup, also T2 :=

⋂
z∈Z zT1 is a conull Borel subset of T .

By construction, β(T2) = T2 for every β ∈ Λ. Define Fix β = {t ∈ T2 | β(t) = t}. Since T = Tn,
if β 6= id, Fix β has measure zero. It follows that T3 := T2 \

⋃
β∈Λ\{id} Fix β is a conull Borel set

of T . By construction, for every β ∈ Λ, we have that β(T3) = T3 and the action of the finite
group Λ on T3 is free. We can thus choose a Borel subset T0 ⊂ T3 that meets each orbit of this
action in exactly one point.

We equip K and G with their respective Haar probability measures λK and λG . We claim that
the map ϕ : G/Kerψ×T0 → K : (g, t) 7→ θg(t) is an injective Borel map whose image is conull
in (K,λK) and that satisfies ϕ∗(λG × λT ) ∼ λK .

To prove that ϕ is injective, it suffices to prove the following: if s, t ∈ T0 and (z, α) ∈ G
are such that zα(t) = s, then α ∈ A, ψ(z, α) = id and t = s. Since t, s ∈ T0, we get that
t ∈ T2 and z−1s ∈ T2, so that the closed subgroups generated by t, resp. z−1s, are equal to T .
Since α(t) = z−1s ∈ T and α−1(z−1s) = t, we conclude that α(T ) = T . So, (z, α) ∈ G1 and
β := ψ(z, α) belongs to Λ. Since β(t) = s and s, t ∈ T0, it follows that β = id and t = s.

By considering the derivative, it follows that K/T × T → K : (k, t) 7→ ktk−1 is locally a
diffeomorphism. It follows that also Φ : G/Kerψ × T → K : (g, t) 7→ θg(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 Φ is surjective. It then follows that the image of ϕ is conull and that
ϕ∗(λG × λT ) ∼ λK .

Since λK is invariant under the action G yθ K, the measure (ϕ−1)∗(λK) on G/Ker π × T0 is
invariant under translation by G in the first variable. It is therefore equal to λG × µ0 for a
probability measure µ0 on T0. Since by the claim above, it is also equivalent to λG × λT , we
find that µ0 ∼ λT . In particular, µ0 is nonatomic.

Take any compact second countable group L with Haar probability measure λL. Since (T0, µ0)
is a standard nonatomic probability space, we can choose a pmp isomorphism π0 : (T0, µ0) →
(T0 ×L, µ0 × λL). Then, π := (ϕ× id) ◦ (id× π0) ◦ϕ

−1 defines a pmp isomorphism between K
and K × L such that π ◦ θg ◦ π

−1 = θg × 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 K0, a connected simply connected compact simple Lie group
K1, a nonempty finite or countably infinite set J and a closed subgroup D < Z(K0)×Z(K1)J

such that K ∼= (K0 × KJ
1 )/D and such that K1/Z(K1) is not a quotient of K0. Moreover,

combining [HM23, Theorems 9.76(iv) and 9.86], for every α ∈ AutK, there exists a permutation
σα of the set J , an automorphism α0 ∈ AutK0 and, for every j ∈ J , an automorphism
βj ∈ AutK1 such that the associated automorphism α0 × (σα ◦ (

∏
j βj)) of K0 ×KJ

1 globally
preserves D and defines α 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 G1 = Z(K1) ⋊ AutK1 and consider the action G1 yθ K1 : θ(z,α)(k) =
zα(k) by pmp automorphisms. By the first part of the proof, we find a pmp isomorphism
π1 : K1 → K1 × L1 such that π1 ◦ θg = (θg × id) ◦ π1 a.e., for all g ∈ G1.

Define the pmp isomorphism π2 : K0 ×KJ
1 → K0 × (K1 × L1)J by π2 = id × πJ1 . Denote by η

the natural action of G := (Z(K0) ⋊ AutK0) × (Z(K1) ⋊ AutK1)J on K0 ×KJ
1 . Identifying

K0× (K1×L1)
J = (K0×K

J
1 )×LJ1 , we get that for every g ∈ G, we have π2 ◦ηg = (ηg× id)◦π2

a.e. This holds in particular for all g ∈ D < Z(K0) × Z(K1)J < G. We can thus take the
quotient by D and define the pmp isomorphism π : K → K × LJ1 .

Every permutation σ of J defines an automorphism of K1 and an automorphism of L1. By
construction, π2 ◦ σ = (id× σ× σ) ◦ π2. From the description that we gave above for arbitrary
automorphisms α ∈ AutK, it now follows that π◦α = (α×σα)◦π a.e. So, for every α ∈ AutK,
we have that π ◦ α ◦ π−1 is a.e. equal to the group automorphism α× σα of K × L.

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 (A0,∆0) that are rigid relative
to an action Γ yβ (A0,∆0) and that have the following vanishing of 2-cohomology: every
unitary 2-cocycle on (A0,∆0) must be a coboundary and every unitary bicharacter on (A0,∆0)
(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),∆K) are precisely the measurable 2-cocycles Ω : K × K → T. So, every unitary
2-cocycle on (L∞(K),∆K) is a coboundary if and only if Moore’s measurable 2-cohomology
H2(K,T) is trivial (see [Moo61]).

We next notice that every unitary bicharacter on (L∞(K),∆K) is 1 if and only if K has no open
normal subgroup K0 such that K/K0 is a nontrivial abelian group. Indeed, by Lemma 2.10,
every unitary bicharacter in U(A⊗A) is given by a continuous map ω : K ×K → T such that
for all k ∈ K, the maps ω(k, ·) and ω(·, k) belong to the discrete abelian group Hom(K,T) of
continuous group homomorphisms K → T. So, ω 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 ω 6= 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
θ : K → Z/pZ. Then, ω(x, y) = exp((2πi/p)θ(x)θ(y)) defines a unitary bicharacter that is not
equal to 1.

When K is a finite group, H2(K,T) ∼= H2(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),∆K) 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,∆), every unitary 2-
cocycle is a coboundary and every unitary bicharacter is equal to 1.

(i) (A,∆) = (L∞(K),∆K), 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∈ {6, 7}, the double cover K = Ãn of the alternating
group An.
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c) For every integer n ≥ 2 and prime power q with (n, q) 6∈ {(2, 2), (2, 3), (2, 4), (2, 9),
(3, 2), (3, 4), (4, 2)}, the group K = SLn(Fq).

d) For every integer n ≥ 3 and prime power q with (n, q) 6∈ {(3, 2), (3, 4), (4, 2)}, the
group K = Fnq ⋊ SLn(Fq).

e) A direct product of the groups above.

(ii) (A,∆) = (L(G),∆G), 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
ϕ
→ K

π
→ K → 1, where K is a compact second countable group and the

morphisms are continuous group homomorphisms, is split.

We choose a Borel map θ : K → K such that π ◦ θ = id. Since K is abelian, the formula
θ(a)θ(b) = ϕ(ω(a, b))θ(b)θ(a) defines a Borel bicharacter ω : K × K → T. Because K is
connected and by Remark 3.16, ω(a, b) = 1 for a.e. (a, b) ∈ K×K. It follows that K is abelian.

We thus obtain the exact sequence 0 → K̂
π̂
→ K̂

ϕ̂
→ Z → 0. Choosing any lift of 1 ∈ Z, it follows

that this sequence is split. We can then also define a group homomorphism θ̂ : K̂ → K̂ such
that θ̂ ◦ π̂ = id. Its dual θ : K → K is a continuous group homomorphism satisfying π ◦ θ = id.

(i.b) For the proofs of (b), (c) and (d), we make use of Remark 3.16. Take n ≥ 5 with n 6∈ {6, 7}
and denote K = Ãn. 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 = Fnq ⋊ SLn(Fq). To prove that K is perfect, fix a homomorphism ω : K → T.
As mentioned in (i.c), SLn(Fq) is perfect. So, ω is equal to 1 on SLn(Fq). Fix a group
homomorphism ψ0 : (Fq,+) → (T, ·) satisfying ψ0(1) = exp(2πi/p). Then every homomorphism
µ : Fq → T is of the form µ(a) = ψ0(a1a) for a unique a1 ∈ Fq. We thus find a unique column
matrix a0 ∈ Fnq such that ω(a) = ψ0(aT0 a) for all a ∈ Fnq . Since the restriction of ω to Fnq is

SLn(Fq)-invariant, it follows that AT · a0 = a0 for all A ∈ SLn(Fq). So, a0 = 0 and ω = 1,
implying that K is perfect.

To prove that H2(K,T) = 1, it suffices to prove that every central extension 1 → T →
K

π
→ K → 1 is split. Choose a lift ζ0 : Fnq → K. Because Fnq is abelian, we can define

the map Ω : Fnq × Fnq → T by ζ0(a)ζ0(b) = Ω(a, b)ζ0(b)ζ0(a) for all a, b ∈ Fnq . Then Ω is a
bihomomorphism: for all a, b ∈ Fnq , the maps Ω(·, b) and Ω(a, ·) are group homomorphisms.
Fix b ∈ Fnq . Since Ω(·, b) is a group homomorphism, we find a unique element D(b) ∈ Fnq such

that Ω(a, b) = ψ0(a
TD(b)). Since Ω(a, ·) is a group homomorphism, we get that D : Fnq → Fnq

is an additive group homomorphism.

Conjugating the defining relation of Ω by a lift of A ∈ SLn(Fq), it follows that Ω(A ·a,A ·b) = 1
for all a, b ∈ Fnq . This means that D(A · b) = η(A) ·D(b) for all b ∈ Fnq , where η(A) = (AT )−1.
Consider the basis vector e1 ∈ Fnq and define the subgroup Γ1 < SLn(Fq) of matrices A satisfying
A · e1 = e1. Since n ≥ 3, 0 is the only element of Fnq that is fixed by η(A) for all A ∈ Γ1. So,
D(e1) = 0. It follows that D(A · e1) = 0 for all A ∈ SLn(Fq). This means that D(b) = 0 for
all b ∈ Fnq \ {0}. Since also D(0) = 0, we get that D = 0 and Ω = 1. So, ζ(a) commutes with
ζ(b) for all a, b ∈ Fnq . Since every element of T has a p’th root, we may thus assume that the
lift ζ0 : Fnq → K is a homomorphism.

As mentioned in (i.c), the group SLn(Fq) has a trivial Schur multiplier. We may thus also
choose a homomorphic lift ζ1 : SLn(Fq) → K. We then define γ : SLn(Fq) × Fnq → T by
ζ1(A)ζ0(a) = γ(A, a)ζ0(A · a)ζ1(A). It follows that for every A ∈ SLn(Fq), the map γ(A, ·) :
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Fnq → T is a group homomorphism. We can thus uniquely define a map µ : SLn(Fq) → Fnq such

that γ(A, a) = ψ0(µ(A)T a).

From the definition of γ, we also get that γ(AB, a) = γ(A,B · a)γ(B, a), so that µ(AB) =
BT · µ(A) + µ(B) for all A,B ∈ SLn(Fq). Then, c(A) := A · µ((AT )−1) defines a 1-cocycle
c : SLn(Fq) → Fnq as in Lemma 3.18. By that lemma, we find a0 ∈ Fnq such that c(A) =

a0 − A · a0 for all A ∈ SLn(Fq). Replacing ζ0 by the homomorphism a 7→ ψ0(aT0 a)ζ0(a), the
homomorphisms ζ0 and ζ1 now satisfy ζ1(A)ζ0(a) = ζ0(A · a)ζ1(A) for all A ∈ SLn(Fq) and
a ∈ Fnq . They thus combine into a homomorphism Fnq ⋊ SLn(Fq) → 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 × G are torsion free, it follows from Proposition 2.8(i) that every
unitary 2-cocycle on (L(G),∆G) and (L(G ×G),∆G×G) is a coboundary. By Proposition 2.9,
it follows that all unitary bicharacters on (L(G),∆G) are trivial.

Lemma 3.18. Let n ≥ 3 be an integer and q a prime power with (n, q) 6= (3, 2). If c :
SLn(Fq) → Fnq is a map satisfying c(AB) = c(A) +A · c(B) for all A,B ∈ SLn(Fq), there exists
an a0 ∈ Fnq such that c(A) = A · a0 − a0 for all A ∈ SLn(Fq).

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 6= j and a ∈ Fq, write cij(a) = c(In + aEij). Denote by ei ∈ Fnq the standard
basis elements. We claim that it is sufficient to prove that there exist elements aj ∈ Fq such
that cij(a) = aajei for all i 6= j and a ∈ Fq. Indeed, next defining a0 =

∑n
j=1 ajej, it follows

that c(In + aEij) = (In + aEij) · a0− a0 for all i 6= j and a ∈ Fq. Since the elementary matrices
generate SLn(Fq), we then conclude that c(A) = A · a0 − a0 for all A ∈ SLn(Fq).

Note that the 1-cocycle relation implies that c(In) = 0 and c(A−1) = −A−1 · c(A). If i, j, k are
distinct, applying the 1-cocycle relation to [In + aEij, In + bEjk] = In + abEik gives

cik(ab) = −b(aEik + Ejk) · cij(a) + a(Eij − bEik) · cjk(b) (3.27)

for all distinct i, j, k and a, b ∈ Fq. It follows from (3.27) that cik(a) ∈ Fqei + Fqej whenever
i, j, 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 cik(a) belongs to both Fqei + Fqej and Fqei + Fqer. Thus,
cik(a) ∈ Fqei. We define the maps Aik : Fq → Fq such that cik(a) = Aik(a)ei. Then (3.27)
says that Aik(ab) = aAjk(b) whenever i, j, k are distinct and a, b ∈ Fq. Defining ajk ∈ Fq
by ajk = Ajk(1), it follows that Aik(a) = aaik and that aik = ajk when i, j, k are distinct.
The latter implies the existence of elements ak ∈ Fq such that aik = ak for all i 6= k, so that
cik(a) = aakei, and the lemma is proven in this case.

Next assume that n = 3. Since cjk(a) ∈ Fqej + Fqei whenever i, j, k are distinct, one of the
terms in (3.27) is zero and we get that

cik(ab) = −b(aEik + Ejk) · cij(a) + aEij · cjk(b) (3.28)

for all distinct i, j, k and a, b ∈ Fq. Write q = pm. We first consider the case where p is odd.
Since cik(a) ∈ Fqei + Fqej , we get that Eik · cik(a) = 0 for all i 6= k and a ∈ Fq. So, applying
the 1-cocycle relation to the equality (In + aEik)(In + bEik) = In + (a+ b)Eik, it follows that
cik(a + b) = cik(a) + cik(b) for all a, b ∈ Fq and i 6= k. In particular, cik(da) = dcik(a) for all
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d ∈ Fp, a ∈ Fq and i 6= k. We use this in (3.28) with b = 1 and da instead of a with d ∈ F×
p

and a ∈ Fq. Dividing by d, we find that

cik(a) = −(daEik + Ejk) · cij(a) + aEij · cjk(1)

for all distinct i, j, k, a ∈ Fq and d ∈ F×
p . In particular, the term daEik · cij(a) does not depend

on d ∈ F×
p . Since p ≥ 3, it follows that aEik · cij(a) = 0 for all distinct i, j, k and a ∈ Fq. Since

cij(0) = 0, we have proven that cij(a) ∈ Fqei for all i 6= j and a ∈ Fq. Then (3.28) with b = 1
says that cik(a) = aEij · cjk(1) for all distinct i, j, k and a ∈ Fq. With aik := cik(1), it follows
that cik(a) = aikei and aik = ajk for all distinct i, j, k. We thus find unique elements ak ∈ Fq
such that aik = ak and thus cij(a) = aajei for all i 6= j and a ∈ Fq. Again the lemma is proven
in this case.

Finally assume that n = 3 and p = 2. So, Fq has characteristic 2. Since we excluded (n, q) =
(3, 2), we get that q ≥ 4. Since cij(a) ∈ Fqei + Fqek, we define the functions Aij : Fq → Fq and
Bij : Fq → Fq such that cij(a) = Aij(a)ei +Bij(a)ek, where k ∈ {1, 2, 3} is the unique element
such that {i, j, k} = {1, 2, 3}. Multiplying (3.28) with Eii and Ejj, it follows that

Aik(ab) = abBij(a) + aAjk(b) and Bik(ab) = bBij(a) (3.29)

for all distinct i, j, k and a, b ∈ Fq. By the second equation, we find elements bi ∈ Fq such that
Bij(a) = abi for all i 6= j and a ∈ Fq. We define aij ∈ Fq by aij := Aij(1). Applying (3.29)
with b = 1, we conclude that Aik(a) = a2bi + aajk for all distinct i, j, k and a ∈ Fq. With this
expression, (3.29) becomes

a2b2bi + abajk = a2bbi + ab2bi + abaik for all distinct i, j, k and a, b ∈ Fq.

When a, b ∈ F×
q , we can divide by ab and find that abbi + ajk = abi + bbi + aik. Taking a = b,

we conclude that a2bi = aik +ajk for all distinct i, j, k and a ∈ F×
q . So, a2bi does not depend on

a ∈ F×
q . Since q ≥ 4, it follows that bi = 0 for all i. So also Bij(a) = 0 for all i 6= j and a ∈ Fq.

We get as well that aik = ajk for all distinct i, j, k. We thus find elements ak ∈ Fq such that
aik = ak whenever i 6= k. Going back to (3.29) with b = 1, we have proven that Aik(a) = aak,
so that cij(a) = aajei for all i 6= j and a ∈ Fq. This concludes the proof of the lemma.

Remark 3.19. In case (n, q) = (3, 2), the conclusion of Lemma 3.18 fails. Indeed, define the
elements cij ∈ F3

2 by

c12 = e3 , c23 = e1 + e2 , c31 = e2 , c13 = e2 , c32 = e1 + e3 , c21 = e2 + e3 .

By e.g. [Kar93, Theorem 1.16 in Chapter 16], the group SL3(F2) is the universal group with
generators sij = I3 + Eij for all distinct i, j in {1, 2, 3} and relations

s2ij = e , [sik, sjk] = e = [sij, sik] , [sij, sjk] = sik for all distinct i, j, k.

It is straightforward to check that the assignment In + Eij 7→ cij respects these relations, so
that there is a unique 1-cocycle c : SL3(F2) → F3

2 satisfying c(I3 + Eij) = cij for all i 6= j. If
a0 = (a1, a2, a3) ∈ F3

2 would satisfy c(A) = A ·a0−a0 for all A ∈ SL3(F2), we get that cij = ajei
for all i 6= j, which is not the case.

So, the 1-cohomology of the action SL3(F2) y F3
2 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 F2
q ⋊ SL2(Fq) is nontrivial .
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Proof. When q = 2, we observed at the start of the proof of Theorem 3.12(iv) that F2
2 ⋊

SL2(F2) ∼= S4. By e.g. [Kar93, Theorem 2.2 in Chapter 12], the Schur multiplier of S4 is
nontrivial. We may thus assume that q 6= 2.

As in the proof of statement d) of Lemma 3.17(i), choose a group homomorphism ψ0 : (Fq,+) →
(T, ·) such that ψ0(1) = exp(2πi/p). Define the bihomomorphism ω : F2

q ×F2
q → T by ω(a, b) =

ψ0(a1b2 − a2b1). First, ω(A · a,A · b) = ω(a, b) for all A ∈ SL2(Fq) and a, b ∈ F2
q, so that

Ω((a,A), (b,B)) = ω(a,A · b) defines a T-valued 2-cocycle on F2
q ⋊ SL2(Fq).

It suffices to prove that Ω is not a coboundary. Write q = pm for a prime p. When p is odd, we
find that Ω((a, I2), (b, I2)) Ω((b, I2), (a, I2)) is not identically 1, so that Ω is not a coboundary.

For the rest of the proof, assume that p = 2 and thus q ≥ 4, since we are assuming that q 6= 2.
Denote by 1 → T → G → F2

q ⋊ SL2(Fq) → e the central extension given by Ω, with a lift
ϕ : F2

q ⋊ SL2(Fq) → G satisfying ϕ(a,A)ϕ(b,B) = Ω((a,A), (b,B))ϕ(a + A · b,AB). It follows
that γ : F2

q → G : γ(a) = ψ0(a1a2)ϕ(a, I2) is a group homomorphism.

Assume that Ω is a coboundary. There then exists a homomorphic lift ζ : F2
q → G such that

ϕ(0, A)ζ(a)ϕ(0, A)−1 = ζ(A · a) for all a ∈ F2
q and A ∈ SL2(Fq). Since γ is a homomorphic lift,

we find a group homomorphism η : F2
q → T such that ζ(a) = η(a)γ(a) for all a ∈ F2

q. Take
b1, b2 ∈ Fq such that η(a) = ψ0(b1a1 +b2a2) for all a ∈ F2

q. Define the map Ψ : F2
q → T : Ψ(a) =

ψ0(a1a2 + b1a1 + b2a2). We have thus shown that ζ(a) = Ψ(a)ϕ(a, I2).

Since ϕ(0, A)ϕ(a, I2)ϕ(0, A)−1 = ϕ(A · a, I2), we get that Ψ(A · a) = Ψ(a) for all A ∈ SL2(Fq)
and a ∈ F2

q. Since the action of SL2(Fq) on F2
q \ {(0, 0)} is transitive, we find ε ∈ T such that

Ψ(a) = ε for all a ∈ F2
q \ {(0, 0)}. Fix a1 ∈ F×

q . Since Ψ(a1, 0) = ε, we get that ψ0(b1a1) = ε.
It follows that ψ0((a1 + b2)a2) = 1 for all a2 ∈ Fq. This implies that a1 + b2 = 0. We have thus
proven that every nonzero element of Fq is equal to b2, which is absurd since q ≥ 4.

4 Quantum W∗-superrigidity

As explained in the introduction, a discrete group G is called W∗-superrigid if for every discrete
group Λ with L(G) ∼= L(Λ), we have that G ∼= Λ. In the most rigid situations, e.g. already in
[IPV10, Theorem 1.1], we moreover have that any isomorphism L(G) → L(Λ) is automatically
the composition of an inner automorphism and a group like isomorphism given by combining
a group isomorphism G → Λ 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,∆A) is strictly quantum W∗-
superrigid if the following holds: if (B,∆B) is any compact quantum group and π : A → B is
any von Neumann algebra isomorphism, there exists a unitary v ∈ B and a quantum group like
isomorphism π0 : (A,∆A) → (B,∆B), in the sense of Definition 2.16, such that π = (Ad v)◦π0.

To formulate our main quantum W∗-superrigidity theorem, we fix a Kac type compact quantum
group (A0,∆0) with Haar state τ0 and we assume that A0 is an amenable von Neumann algebra.
Note that by [Rua95, Theorem 4.5], the amenability of the tracial von Neumann algebra (A0, τ0)
is equivalent with every variant of amenability of the discrete dual quantum group of (A0,∆0),
as well as with every variant of co-amenability of (A0,∆0).

Take a group Γ in class C. Let Γ yβ (A0,∆0) be an action by quantum group automorphisms.
This means that ∆0 ◦ βg = (βg ⊗ βg) ◦∆0 for all g ∈ Γ. Assume that the kernel of β is infinite.
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As in Section 4.1, we consider the co-induced left-right Bernoulli action Γ × Γ yα (A, τ) =
(A0, τ0)Γ. As before, we denote by πk : A0 → A the embedding as the k’th tensor factor
and we recall that α(g,h)(πk(a)) = πgkh−1(βg(a)). The tensor product (A, τ) naturally is a
compact quantum group; see the discussion before Proposition 2.9. Note that all α(g,h) are
quantum group automorphisms. So also the crossed product M = A ⋊α (Γ × Γ) naturally
becomes a compact quantum group (M,∆), as explained before Proposition 2.8. By definition
∆(ug) = ug ⊗ ug for all g ∈ Γ × Γ and ∆ ◦ πe = (πe ⊗ πe) ◦ ∆0.

Theorem 4.2. Define (M,∆) as above. The following statements are equivalent.

(i) (M,∆) is quantum W∗-superrigid in the sense of Definition A.

(ii) (M,∆) satisfies the following stronger quantum W∗-superrigidity property: if (Q,∆Q) 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,∆) ∼= (Q,∆Q) as compact quantum groups.

(iii) Our initial data satisfy the following properties.

a) The group Γ is torsion free.

b) Every unitary 2-cocycle of (A0,∆0) is a coboundary and every unitary bicharacter
on (A0,∆0) is equal to 1 (see Proposition 2.9).

c) (A0,∆0) is rigid relative to Γ yβ (A0,∆0), in the sense of Definition 3.1(ii).

Also the following two statements are equivalent.

(I) The compact quantum group (M,∆) is strictly quantum W∗-superrigid in the sense of
Definition 4.1.

(II) Conditions (iii.a) and (iii.b) hold and (A0,∆0) is strictly rigid relative to the subgroup
β(Γ) of Aut(A0,∆0), 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),∆G) or compact quantum group von Neumann
algebra (M,∆) carries another compact quantum group structure, this provides another co-
multiplication embedding ψ : M → M ⊗M . We use Popa’s deformation/rigidity theory to
prove that, essentially, ψ and ∆ 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 q in Theorem B(ii). When
(n, q) ∈ {(3, 2), (3, 4), (4, 2)}, it follows from [Kar93, Theorem 3.2 in Chapter 16] that SLn(Fq)
has a nontrivial Schur multiplier. Then the same holds for Fnq ⋊ SLn(Fq). When n = 6, 7, the

same holds for Ãn by [Kar93, Theorem 3.2 in Chapter 12]. When n = 4, the group A4 is not
perfect and therefore, also Ã4 is not perfect.

When n = 2, it follows from Lemma 3.20 that F2
q ⋊ SL2(Fq) 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,∆) is not quantum W∗-superrigid.

It remains to discuss what happens if we take K = SL2(Fq). When q = 2 or q = 3, the group
K is not perfect. When q = 4 or q = 9, the Schur multiplier of K is nontrivial. When q is
prime and q ≥ 5, W∗-superrigidity holds. For all other values of q, i.e. prime powers that are
not prime and not equal to 4 or 9, the group K = SL2(Fq) 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 ψ : 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

ψ(M)L
2(M ⊗M)M ⊗ 1 and ψ(M)L

2(M ⊗M)1⊗M are coarse.

A key ingredient in the proof of W∗-superrigidity is to provide a complete classification of all
possible coarse embeddings ψ : M → M ⊗M when M is a II1 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 Γ is said to belong to class C if Γ
is nonamenable, weakly amenable, biexact, and every nontrivial element of Γ has an amenable
centralizer. This class of groups contains all torsion free hyperbolic groups, all free groups Fn
with 2 ≤ n ≤ ∞, and all free products Γ1 ∗ Γ2 of nontrivial amenable groups with |Γ2| ≥ 3.

In [DV24a, Theorem 5.11], we classified coarse embeddings M → M1 ⊗ · · · ⊗Mk when the
II1 factors M and Mi are left-right Bernoulli crossed products (A0, τ0)Γ ⋊ (Γ × Γ) with Γ 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 Γ yβ

(A0, τ0). The usual left-right Bernoulli action corresponds to taking the trivial action β = 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 Γ and a trace preserving action Γ yβ (B, τ), we thus define (A, τ) =
(B, τ)Γ, with the embeddings πk : B → A as the k’th tensor factor. We then consider Γ×Γ yα

(A, τ) via
α(g,h)(πk(a)) = πgkh−1(βg(a)) for all (g, h) ∈ Γ and a ∈ B.

This is the co-induced left-right Bernoulli action associated with Γ yβ (B, τ). Exactly as in
[DV24a], we say that a group homomorphism δ : Γ × Γ → Γ1 × Γ1 is symmetric if δ is of the
form δ = δ1 × δ1, or of the form δ = σ ◦ (δ1 × δ1) where σ is the flip map, and δ1 : Γ → Γ1 is a
group homomorphism.

Theorem 4.4 (Variant of Theorem 5.11 in [DV24a]). For 0 ≤ i ≤ 2, let Γi be countable groups
in class C, (Bi, τi) nontrivial amenable tracial von Neumann algebras and Γi y

βi (Bi, τi) trace
preserving actions. Consider the co-induced left-right Bernoulli action Γi × Γi y

αi (Ai, τi) :=
(Bi, τi)

Γi . Set Mi = Ai ⋊αi
(Γi × Γi). Assume that Ker β0 is infinite.

If ψ : M0 → p(M1 ⊗M2)p a coarse embedding for some projection p, then p = 1 and after
a unitary conjugacy, ψ(πe(B0)) ⊂ πe(B1) ⊗ πe(B2) and ψ(ur) = ω(r)uδ1(r) ⊗ uδ2(r) for all
r ∈ Γ0 × Γ0, where δi : Γ0 × Γ0 → Γi × Γi are faithful symmetric homomorphisms and ω :
Γ0 × Γ0 → T is a character.

Also, if there is no irreducible infinite index subfactor P ⊂M1 such that ψ(M0) can be unitarily
conjugated into P ⊗M2, then δ1 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 Λ := Ker β0. Since Γ0 belongs to class C
and Λ is a nontrivial normal subgroup of Γ0, we get that Λ is a nonamenable icc group. Note
that the von Neumann subalgebra N0 := (B0, τ0)Λ ⋊α0

(Λ × Λ) of M0 is an ordinary left-right
Bernoulli crossed product, precisely because Λ = Ker β0.

We can then literally repeat the first 7 steps of the proof of [DV24a, Theorem 5.11], applied
to the restriction of ψ to N0, and arrive at the following point: p = 1 and, after a unitary
conjugacy, ψ(πe(B0)) ⊂ πe(B1) ⊗ πe(B2) and

ψ(ur) ∈ T(uδ1(r) ⊗ uδ2(r)) for all r ∈ Λ0 × Λ0, (4.1)

59



where Λ0 ⊳ Λ is a finite index normal subgroup and δi is either of the form γi × γi, or of the
form σ ◦ (γi × γi), where γi : Λ0 → Γi is a faithful group homomorphism.

We first claim that γi uniquely extends to a group homomorphism Λ → Γi. By symmetry, it
suffices to consider i = 1. Since Λ0 is nonamenable and Γi belongs to class C, the subgroup
γ1(Λ0) < Γ1 is relatively icc. Assume that γ1 does not uniquely extend to a homomorphism
Λ → Γ1. Consider the left-right action Γ1 ×Γ1 y Γ1 and define the subgroup Sk < Λ0 ×Λ0 by
Sk = {(g, k−1gk) | g ∈ Λ0}. By [DV24a, Lemma 2.6(iii)], δ1(Sk) · s is infinite for all s ∈ Γ1.

Since δ1(Sk) < Γ1×Γ1 is relatively icc and since ψ(πk(B0)) commutes with ψ(ur) for all r ∈ Sk,
it then follows from (4.1) and Lemma 4.6(ii) that ψ(πk(B0)) ∈ 1⊗A2. Conjugating with ψ(ur)
for r ∈ Λ0 × Λ0, it follows that ψ(BΛ0k

0 ) ⊂ 1 ⊗A2, which contradicts the coarseness of ψ.

So γi uniquely extends to a group homomorphism Λ → Γi that we still denote by γi. We still
write δi = γi × γi, resp. δi = σ ◦ (γi × γi). Take g ∈ Λ. Since Λ0 is a normal subgroup of Λ, it
follows from (4.1) that ψ(ug)

∗(uδ1(g) ⊗ uδ2(g)) commutes up to a scalar with uδ1(r) ⊗ uδ2(r) for
all r ∈ Λ0 × Λ0. By Lemma 4.6(ii), this forces ψ(ug)

∗(uδ1(g) ⊗ uδ2(g)) to be a scalar. We have
thus shown that (4.1) actually holds for all r ∈ Λ.

Since Λ is a normal subgroup of Γ, we can repeat the same argument and find that γi : Λ → Γi
uniquely extends to a group homomorphism Γ0 → Γi that we still denote as γi. Extending
accordingly δi = γi × γi, resp. δi = σ ◦ (γi × γi), the same argument shows that (4.1) remains
valid for all r ∈ Γ0 × Γ0.

To prove that δi : Γ0 ×Γ0 → Γi×Γi is faithful, assume the contrary. Since Γ0 is icc, the kernel
of δi is infinite. Then (4.1) contradicts the coarseness of ψ.

Finally assume that δ1 : Γ0 × Γ0 → Γ1 × Γ1 is not surjective. Define T1 := γ1(Γ0). The form
of ψ implies that ψ(M0) ⊂ P ⊗M2, where P = (B1, τ1)

T1 ⋊α1
(T1 × T1). If T1 6= Γ1, P is an

irreducible infinite index subfactor of M1.

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,∆) be a Kac type compact quantum group.

(i) The embedding ∆ : A→ A⊗A is coarse.

(ii) If P ⊂ A is a von Neumann subalgebra and ∆(A) ≺A⊗A A⊗ P , then A ≺A P .

Proof. We denote by ϕ the Haar state on (A,∆). Denote by L2(A) its GNS Hilbert space.

(i) By Theorem 2.2(ii), there is a unitary W : L2(A⊗A) → L2(A⊗A) such that W ∗(b⊗ a) =
∆(a)(b ⊗ 1) for all a, b ∈ M . Then W defines a unitary equivalence between the bimod-
ule ∆(A)L

2(A⊗A)A⊗ 1 and a coarse A-A-bimodule. By symmetry, also ∆(A)L
2(A⊗A)1⊗A is

coarse, so that ∆ : A→ A⊗A is a coarse embedding.

(ii) Denote by N := 〈A, eP 〉 the basic construction for the inclusion P ⊂ A. So, N ⊂ B(L2(A))
is the commutant of the right action of P on L2(A). Also, N is generated by the left action
of A and the orthogonal projection eP of L2(A) onto L2(P ). Recall that N has a canonical
semifinite faithful trace Tr satisfying Tr(aeP b) = ϕ(ab) for all a, b ∈ A.

Since we can view A ⊗ N as the basic construction for the inclusion A ⊗ P ⊂ A ⊗ A, by the
assumption that ∆(A) ≺A⊗A A⊗ P , we find a positive element p ∈ ∆(A)′ ∩ A⊗N such that
0 < (ϕ⊗Tr)(p) < +∞. Define q ∈ N by q = (ϕ⊗ id)(p). Then q is a positive element of N and
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0 < Tr(q) < +∞. We prove that q commutes with A. Once this is proven, the intertwining
A ≺A P follows.

By Theorem 2.2(v), the coefficients of the finite dimensional unitary corepresentations of (A,∆)
form a dense ∗-subalgebra of A. It thus suffices to take a unitary corepresentation X ∈
A⊗Mn(C) and prove that Xijq = qXij for all i, j.

We also use the notation Tr to denote the non normalized trace on Mn(C). Since p ⊗ 1 =
(∆ ⊗ id)(X)(p ⊗ 1)(∆ ⊗ id)(X)∗, applying ϕ⊗ id ⊗ Tr gives us

nq =
∑

i,j,r,s

(ϕ⊗ id)
(
(Xir ⊗Xrj) p (Xis ⊗Xsj)

∗
)

=
∑

i,j,r,s

(ϕ⊗ id)
(
(X∗

isXir ⊗Xrj) p (1 ⊗X∗
sj)

)

=
∑

j,r

(ϕ⊗ id)
(
(1 ⊗Xrj) p (1 ⊗X∗

rj)
)

=
∑

j,r

XrjqX
∗
rj .

Since

‖Xrjq − qXrj‖
2
2 = ϕ

(
(Xrjq − qXrj)(qX

∗
rj −X∗

rjq)
)

= ϕ(Xrjq
2X∗

rj) + ϕ(qXrjX
∗
rjq) − ϕ(qXrjqX

∗
rj) − ϕ(XrjqX

∗
rjq)

= ϕ(q2X∗
rjXrj) + ϕ(qXrjX

∗
rjq) − ϕ(qXrjqX

∗
rj) − ϕ(XrjqX

∗
rjq) ,

summing over r, j and using the equality
∑

j,rXrjqX
∗
rj = nq established above, we find that∑

r,j ‖Xrjq − qXrj‖
2
2 = 0. So, Xrjq = qXrj for all r, j and the lemma is proven.

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 Gy I be an action of a countable group G on a countable set I. Let (B0, τ0)
be any tracial von Neumann algebra, and consider the tensor power (D, τ) = (B0, τ0)

I with the
embeddings πi : B0 → D as the i’th tensor factor. Let G yγ (D, τ) be any trace preserving
action satisfying γg(πi(B0)) = πg·i(B0) for all g ∈ G, i ∈ I.

Let Λ be a group and for i ∈ {1, 2}, let δi : Λ → G be group homomorphisms such that
δi(Λ) < G is relatively icc. Let X ∈ D ⋊γ G such that uδ1(s)Xu

∗
δ2(s)

= ω(s)X for all s ∈ Λ,
where ω : Λ → T is a group homomorphism.

(i) If X 6= 0, there exists a g0 ∈ G such that δ1 = (Ad g0) ◦ δ2.

(ii) If δ1 = δ2, define I1 as the set of i ∈ I for which δ1(Λ) · i is finite. Then X ∈ (B0, τ0)I1.

If in (ii), I1 = ∅, we interpret (D0, τ0)I1 = C1. Note that if Gj y
γj Dj := (B0, τ0)

Ij are actions
as in the lemma, then also the product action of G1 × · · · ×Gk on D1 ⊗ · · · ⊗Dk fits into the
lemma by taking I = I1 ⊔ · · · ⊔ Ik.

Proof. For x ∈ D⋊γG, we denote by x =
∑

g∈G(x)gug its Fourier decomposition, with (x)g ∈ D

and
∑

g∈G ‖(x)g‖
2
2 = ‖x‖22.

(i) Since (X)g = ω(s) (X)δ1(s)gδ2(s)−1 for all s ∈ Λ, g ∈ G, the function g 7→ |(X)g| is square
summable and invariant under the action of Λ on G given by g 7→ δ1(s)gδ2(s)−1. So whenever
(X)g 6= 0, the set {δ1(s)gδ2(s)−1 | s ∈ Λ} is finite. Since δ1(Λ) < G is relatively icc, this set
must then be equal to {g}, so that δ1 = (Ad g) ◦ δ2.

(ii) From the argument in (i), it already follows that (X)g = 0 for all g 6= e. This means that
X ∈ D. For every finite subset F ⊂ I \ I1, define HF ⊂ L2(D) as the closed linear span of
(B0 ⊖ C1)FBI1

0 . Note that if F 6= F ′, then HF ⊥ HF ′ . We denote by PF the orthogonal
projection of L2(D) onto HF . For every s ∈ Λ, we have that γδ1(s)(HF ) = Hδ1(s)·F . So, the
square summable function F 7→ ‖PF (X)‖22 is δ1(Λ)-invariant. When F is a finite nonempty
set, by definition, δ1(Λ) · F is infinite, so that PF (X) = 0. So X ∈ H∅ = L2((B0, τ0)

I1).

61



4.2 Proof of Theorem 4.2 and Theorem B

Proof of Theorem 4.2. (iii) ⇒ (ii). Assume that (Q,∆Q) is a compact quantum group, p ∈M
a nonzero projection and π : pMp→ Q a von Neumann algebra isomorphism. It follows that Q
admits a faithful normal tracial state. By [Sol06, Proposition A.1], (Q,∆Q) is of Kac type. Since
M is a II1 factor, π is automatically trace preserving. By Lemma 4.5(i), the comultiplication
∆Q : Q → Q ⊗ Q is a coarse embedding. So, also ∆1 := (π−1 ⊗ π−1) ◦ ∆Q ◦ π is a coarse
embedding pMp→ pMp⊗ pMp that we amplify to a coarse embedding Ψ : M → q(M ⊗M)q,
where q is any projection with the same trace as p.

From Theorem 4.4, it follows that q = 1, and thus p = 1. In particular, Ψ = ∆1. We have
that (M,∆1) is a Kac type compact quantum group and that π : M → Q is, tautologically,
a quantum group isomorphism. Moreover, Theorem 4.4 gives us a unitary Ω ∈ M ⊗ M , a
character χ : Γ × Γ → C, and faithful symmetric group homomorphisms δ1, δ2 : Γ × Γ → Γ × Γ
such that Ω∆1(πe(A0))Ω∗ ⊂ πe(A0) ⊗ πe(A0), and

Ω∆1(ug)Ω
∗ = χ(g)(uδ1(g) ⊗ uδ2(g)) for all g ∈ Γ × Γ. (4.2)

By Lemma 4.5(ii) and the final part of Theorem 4.4, the δi are symmetric group automorphisms.

Since ∆1 is co-associative, we write ∆
(2)
1 = (∆1 ⊗ id) ◦ ∆1 = (id ⊗ ∆1) ◦ ∆1. Applying

Ad(Ω ⊗ 1) ◦ (∆1 ⊗ id) to (4.2) gives

(Ω⊗1)(∆1⊗id)(Ω) ∆
(2)
1 (ug) (∆1⊗id)(Ω)∗(Ω∗⊗1) = χ(g)χ(δ1(g)) (uδ1(δ1(g))⊗uδ2(δ1(g))⊗uδ2(g)) .

Applying Ad(1 ⊗ Ω) ◦ (id ⊗ ∆1) to (4.2), we similarly get that

(1⊗Ω)(id⊗∆1)(Ω) ∆
(2)
1 (ug) (id⊗∆1)(Ω)∗(1⊗Ω∗) = χ(g)χ(δ2(g)) (uδ1(g)⊗uδ1(δ2(g))⊗uδ2(δ2(g))) .

Define the unitary X = (1 ⊗ Ω)(id ⊗ ∆1)(Ω)(∆1 ⊗ id)(Ω∗)(Ω∗ ⊗ 1). It follows that

X χ(δ1(g)) (uδ1(δ1(g)) ⊗ uδ2(δ1(g)) ⊗ uδ2(g)) = χ(δ2(g)) (uδ1(g) ⊗ uδ1(δ2(g)) ⊗ uδ2(δ2(g)))X (4.3)

for all g ∈ Γ × Γ. Since Γ × Γ is icc, by Lemma 4.6(i), the automorphisms δ1 and δ2 are inner.
So after modifying Ω, we may assume that δ1 = δ2 = id. It then follows from (4.3) and Lemma
4.6(ii) that X ∈ T1. By Lemma 2.12, X = 1 and Ω is a unitary 2-cocycle for the Kac type
quantum group (M,∆1).

By Proposition 2.5(iii), defining Φ(a) = Ω∆1(a)Ω∗ for all a ∈M , we obtain the new Kac type
compact quantum group (M,Φ). By construction, Φ(ug) = χ(g)(ug⊗ug) for all g ∈ Γ×Γ, and
Φ(πe(A0)) ⊂ πe(A0) ⊗ πe(A0).

Since Φ(πe(A0)) ⊂ πe(A0) ⊗ πe(A0), we define Φ0 : A0 → A0 ⊗ A0 such that (πe ⊗ πe) ◦ Φ0 =
Φ ◦ πe. By construction, (A0,Φ0) is a Kac type compact quantum group. Since Φ(u(g,g)) =
χ(g, g)(u(g,g) ⊗ u(g,g)) for all g ∈ Γ, the automorphisms (βg)g∈Γ are also quantum group au-
tomorphisms of (A0,Φ0). By assumption c), there exists a trace preserving automorphism π0
of A0 such that π0 : (A0,∆0) → (A0,Φ0) is a quantum group isomorphism, and a δ0 ∈ Aut Γ
satisfying π0 ◦ βg = βδ0(g) ◦ π0 for all g ∈ Γ.

Define π1 as the unique automorphism of M satisfying π1 ◦ πe = πe ◦ π0 and π1(u(g,h)) =
χ(δ0(g), δ0(h))u(δ0(g),δ0(h)) for all g, h ∈ Γ. By construction, the equality Φ ◦π1 = (π1 ⊗π1) ◦∆
holds on πe(A0) and on u(g,h), so that it holds everywhere and π1 : (M,∆) → (M,Φ) is a
quantum group isomorphism.

Since Ω∗ is a unitary 2-cocycle for (M,Φ), we get that (π1 ⊗ π1)
−1(Ω∗) is a unitary 2-cocycle

for (M,∆). By assumptions a) and b), together with Propositions 2.8(i) and 2.9, this unitary
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2-cocycle for (M,∆) is a coboundary. It follows that Ω∗ is a coboundary as a unitary 2-cocycle
for (M,Φ), so that Ω is a coboundary as a unitary 2-cocycle for (M,∆1). We thus find a
unitary w ∈M such that Adw : (M,Φ) → (M,∆1) is a quantum group isomorphism. Writing
v = π(w), we have found a unitary v ∈ Q such that (Ad v) ◦ π ◦ π1 : (M,∆) → (Q,∆Q) 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 (A0,∆0) is strictly rigid relative to β(Γ) < Aut(A0,∆0). So in that proof, at the
point where we observe that the automorphisms (βg)g∈Γ are also quantum group automorphisms
of (A0,Φ0), we apply Definition 3.1(i) to the identity isomorphism id of A0 and conclude that
id = π0 ◦ π

−1
0 , where π0 is at the same time a quantum group isomorphism π0 : (A0,∆0) →

(A0,Φ0) and a left translation automorphism of (A0,∆0) given by a β(Γ)-invariant character
of (A0,∆0). In particular, π0 ◦ βg = βg ◦ π0 for all g ∈ Γ, and the automorphism δ0 appearing
in the proof of (iii) ⇒ (ii) equals the identity.

Denote by A0 ⊂ A0 the dense ∗-subalgebra given by Theorem 2.2(v), spanned by the coefficients
of the finite dimensional unitary representations of (A0,∆0). As explained in Section 2.5, we
more concretely get a unital ∗-homomorphism ω0 : A0 → C such that ω0 ◦βg = ω0 for all g ∈ Γ
and π0(a) = (ω0 ⊗ id)∆0(a) for all a ∈ A0.

In the proof of Proposition 2.9, we explained that the canonical dense ∗-subalgebra of (A,∆)

is the algebraic tensor product ⊗alg
k∈ΓA0. By the discussion in the proof of Proposition 2.8, the

canonical dense ∗-subalgebra M of (M,∆) then is the algebraic crossed product with Γ × Γ,
i.e. the ∗-algebra generated by πe(A0) and u(g,h), g, h ∈ Γ. We can thus uniquely define the
∗-homomorphism ω : M → C such that ω(πe(a)) = ω0(a) and ω(u(g,h)) = χ(g, h) for all a ∈ A0

and g, h ∈ Γ. By construction, the quantum group isomorphism π1 : (M,∆) → (M,Φ) that we
constructed in the proof of (iii) ⇒ (ii), then satisfies π1(b) = (ω ⊗ id)∆(b) for all b ∈ M. This
means that π1 is also a translation automorphism of (M,∆).

Since we have shown above that θ := (Ad v) ◦ π ◦ π1 is a quantum group isomorphism from
(M,∆) to (Q,∆Q), we have thus written π = (Ad v∗) ◦ θ ◦ π−1

1 , where θ is a quantum group
isomorphism and π−1

1 is a translation automorphism. This concludes the proof of (II) ⇒ (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 θ satisfying θ(ug) ∈
Tuδ(g) for all g ∈ Γ × Γ, where δ ∈ Aut(Γ × Γ). Since we assume that (M,∆) is quantum
W∗-superrigid, it follows from Proposition 2.15 that all unitary 2-cocycles on (A,∆) and on
(L(Γ × Γ),∆) are a coboundary.

If C0 < Γ is a nontrivial finite abelian subgroup, because H2(Ĉ0 × Ĉ0,T) is nontrivial and Γ is
icc, it follows from Proposition 2.13 that (L(Γ × Γ),∆) admits a unitary 2-cocycle that is not
a coboundary. So, Γ has no nontrivial finite abelian subgroups, i.e. a) holds.

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

To prove c), assume that Γ yθ (A1,∆1) is an action by quantum group automorphisms and
that π : A0 → A1 is a Haar state preserving von Neumann algebra isomorphism such that
π ◦ βg = θg ◦ π for all g ∈ Γ. Since the Haar state of (A0,∆0) is a trace, the same holds for
the Haar state of (A1,∆1), which is thus of Kac type. We have to prove that there exists a
quantum group isomorphism π0 : (A0,∆0) → (A1,∆1) and an automorphism δ0 ∈ Aut Γ such
that π0 ◦ βg = θδ0(g) ◦ π0 for all g ∈ Γ.

Using Γ yθ (A1,∆1), we consider a similar co-induced left-right Bernoulli action and construct
the compact quantum group (M1,∆1) with underlying von Neumann algebra M1 = (A1, ϕ1)Γ⋊
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(Γ × Γ). By definition, ∆1 ◦ πe = (πe ⊗ πe) ◦ ∆1 and ∆1(ug) = ug ⊗ ug for all g ∈ Γ × Γ. Then
π induces a von Neumann algebra isomorphism Π : M →M1. Since we assume that (i) holds,
we find a quantum group isomorphism Π0 : (M,∆) → (M1,∆1).

By [PV21, Proposition 3.7] (or a variant of Theorem 4.4), there exists a unitary v ∈ M1, a
symmetric automorphism δ ∈ Aut(Γ × Γ) and a character χ on Γ × Γ such that vΠ0(ug)v

∗ =
χ(g)uδ(g) for all g ∈ Γ × Γ. We denote by δ0 the automorphism of Γ such that δ = δ0 × δ0 or
δ = σ ◦ (δ0 × δ0). Since Π0 is a quantum group isomorphism, we get for all g ∈ Γ × Γ that

χ(g)uδ(g) ⊗ uδ(g) = ∆1(χ(g)uδ(g)) = ∆1(vΠ0(ug)v
∗) = ∆1(v) (Π0 ⊗ Π0)∆(ug) ∆1(v∗)

= χ(g)2 ∆1(v)(v∗ ⊗ v∗) (uδ(g) ⊗ uδ(g)) (v ⊗ v)∆1(v
∗) .

By Lemma 4.6(i), this commutation property first forces ∆1(v)(v∗ ⊗ v∗) to be a scalar and
then χ = 1. Since ∆1(v)(v∗ ⊗ v∗) is a scalar, Ad v is a quantum group automorphism of
(M1,∆1). We may thus replace Π0 by (Ad v)◦Π0 and have found a quantum group isomorphism
Π0 : (M,∆) → (M1,∆1) satisfying Π0(ug) = uδ(g) for all g ∈ Γ × Γ.

In particular, Π0(u(g,g)) = u(δ0(g),δ0(g)) for all g ∈ Γ. Considering the relative commutant of the
unitaries u(g,g), g ∈ Γ, it follows from Lemma 4.6(ii) that Π0(πe(A0)) = πe(A1). Since Π0 is a
quantum group isomorphism, we find a quantum group isomorphism π0 : (A0,∆0) → (A1,∆1)
such that Π0 ◦ πe = πe ◦ π0. Since Π0(u(g,g)) = u(δ0(g),δ0(g)) for all g ∈ Γ, we get that π0 ◦ βg =
θδ0(g) ◦ π0 for all g ∈ Γ.

(I) ⇒ (II). In the proof of (i) ⇒ (iii), we have to reach the stronger conclusion that π can be
written as π = π0 ◦ π1, where π0 : (A0,∆0) → (A1,∆1) is a quantum group isomorphism and
π1 ∈ AutA0 is a left translation automorphism of (A0,∆0) given by a β(Γ)-invariant character
on (A0,∆0).

As in the proof of (i) ⇒ (iii), we construct the compact quantum group (M1,∆1) and the von
Neumann algebra isomorphism Π : M → M1 satisfying Π ◦ πe = πe ◦ π and Π(ug) = ug for
all g ∈ Γ × Γ. Since (I) holds, we can decompose Π = (Adw) ◦ Π0 ◦ Π1 where w ∈ M1 is a
unitary, Π0 : (M,∆) → (M1,∆1) is a quantum group isomorphism and Π1 is a left translation
automorphism of (M,∆).

In the proof of (i) ⇒ (iii), we analyzed how an arbitrary quantum group isomorphism Π0 :
(M,∆) → (M1,∆1) may look like. We thus find a symmetric automorphism δ ∈ Aut(Γ × Γ),
either of the form δ = δ0 × δ0 or of the form δ = σ ◦ (δ0 × δ0), and a unitary v ∈ M1,
such that after replacing w by wv∗ and Π0 by (Ad v) ◦ Π0, we may assume that the quantum
group isomorphism Π0 : (M,∆) → (M1,∆1) satisfies Π0(ug) = uδ(g) for all g ∈ Γ × Γ and
Π0(πe(A0)) = πe(A1). We define the quantum group isomorphism π0 : (A0,∆0) → (A1,∆1)
such that Π0 ◦ πe = πe ◦ π0.

In the proof of (II) ⇒ (I), we described the canonical dense ∗-subalgebra M ⊂ M as the
∗-algebra generated by πe(A0), where A0 ⊂ A0 is the canonical dense ∗-subalgebra, and the
unitaries ug, g ∈ Γ × Γ. Since Π1 is a left translation automorphism of (M,∆), we can take a
unital ∗-homomorphism ω : M → C such that Π1(b) = (ω ⊗ id)∆(b) for all b ∈ M. Define the
character χ : Γ×Γ → T by χ(g) = ω(ug). Also define the unital ∗-homomorphism ω1 : A0 → C
by ω1 = ω ◦ πe. For every g ∈ Γ and a ∈ A0, we have that u(g,g)πe(a)u∗(g,g) = πe(βg(a)).

Applying ω, it follows that the character ω1 is β(Γ)-invariant. Define the left translation
automorphism π1 of (A0,∆0) by π1(a) = (ω1 ⊗ id)∆0(a) for all a ∈ A0. By construction,
Π1 ◦ πe = πe ◦ π1 and Π1(ug) = χ(g)ug for all g ∈ Γ × Γ.

We have thus found that (Π0 ◦Π1)(ug) = χ(g)uδ(g) and Π(ug) = ug for all g ∈ Γ×Γ, while also
Π = (Adw) ◦Π0 ◦Π1. It follows that the symmetric automorphism δ is inner, i.e. δ0 = Ad s for
some s ∈ Γ and δ = δ0×δ0, and then also that w is a multiple of u∗(s,s). Restricting the equality

64



Π = (Adw)◦Π0 ◦Π1 to πe(A0), it follows that π = (θs−1 ◦π0)◦π1. Since θs−1 ◦π0 is a quantum
group isomorphism from (A0,∆0) to (A1,∆1) and π1 is a left translation automorphism of
(A0,∆0), the proof of (I) ⇒ (II) is complete.

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,∆) that are quantum W∗-superrigid. In (i) and (ii.a),
we even have that (M,∆) is strictly quantum W∗-superrigid.

(i) Take (A0,∆0) = (L(Λ),∆Λ), where Λ is any torsion free amenable icc group. Take
Γ = Λ ∗ Z and the action given by βg = Adug for g ∈ Λ and βa = id for a ∈ Z. This
follows from Lemma 3.17(ii) and Theorem 3.6.

(ii) Take (A0,∆0) = (L∞(K),∆K). Let G < AutK be one of the following countable sub-
groups. Define Γ = FG as the free group with free generators indexed by G, and let Γ act
on K by βα(a) = α(a) for every α ∈ G.

a) K = Kn
0 with n ≥ 3, K0 a nontrivial abelian compact connected second countable

group and SL(n,Z) < G < AutK. This follows from Theorem 3.4 and Lemma
3.17(i).

b) K = SL2(Fp) with p prime and p ≥ 5, with G = AutK. This follows from Theorem
3.8 and Lemma 3.17(i).

c) K = SLn(Fq), or K = Fnq ⋊ SLn(Fq) with n ≥ 3, q a prime power, and (n, q) 6∈
{(3, 2), (3, 4), (4, 2)}, with G = AutK. This follows from Theorem 3.12 and Lemma
3.17(i).

d) K = Ãn, the canonical double cover of the alternating group An with n = 5 or
n ≥ 8, with G = AutK. This follows from Theorem 3.9 and Lemma 3.17(i).

e) A direct product K1 ×K2 with K1 being one of the groups in a) and K2 one of the
groups in b) or c), relative to G × AutK2. This follows from Proposition 3.14 and
Lemma 3.17(i).
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