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Abstract

Using an inequality due to Ricard and Xu, we give a different proof of Paul Skoufranis’s
recent result showing that the strong convergence of possibly non-commutative random variables
X ) 5 X is stable under reduced free product with a fixed non-commutative random variable
Y. In fact we obtain a more general fact: assuming that the families X*) = {Xl-(k)} and
y (k) = {Yj(k)} are *-free as well as their limits (in moments) X = {X;} and Y = {Y}}, the
strong convergences X (¥) — X and Y(®*) — Y imply that of {X®*) Y} to {X,Y}. Phrased
in more striking language: the reduced free product is “continuous” with respect to strong
convergence. The analogue for weak convergence (i.e. convergence of all moments) is obvious.
Our approach extends to the amalgamated free product, left open by Skoufranis.

By a faithful C*-probability space, we mean a unital C*-algebra equipped with a state for which
the GNS representation is faithful (it suffices for this that the state be faithful). We say that a
family {X,, | m € Z} C A generates A if A is the smallest unital C*-subalgebra of A containing
this family.

Let (A®) $®*)) and (A, ¢) be faithful C*-probability spaces (k > 1). Let {Xr(,f) |meZ}c AW
(resp. {X,, | m € T} C A) be families generating A®) (resp. A).
We say that {X,Sf) | m € Z} tends strongly to {X,,, | m € Z} and we write

(X®) |meI} S {X,, | meT}

if for any polynomial P in the non-commutative variables {x,,,x}, | m € I} (these are called
«-polynomials) we have (ﬁ(k)(P(X,(,ic ))) — ¢(P(Xyn)) (this is called the convergence in *-moments)
and moreover

PN = 1P (X

For Hermitian random matrices, when Z is a singleton, this was called the phenomenon “no
eigenvalues outside (a small neighbourhood of) the support of the limiting distribution” in [2],
where Bai and Silverstein obtained the case of single random covariance (Hermitian) k x k-matrix;
this was continued in [12]. See §5l below for a clarification of the meaning of strong convergence for
a single Hermitian k£ x k-matrix or more generally when the families {Xr(,]f ) | m € Z} are formed of
commuting Hermitian (or normal) operators.

The notion of strong convergence, which was formally introduced in [II], was inspired by
Haagerup and Thorbjgrnsen’s paper [7]. They prove there that if {X,g]f ) (w) | m € I} are indepen-
dent random k x k-matrices the entries of which are all independent complex Gaussian N (0, k1),
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then for almost all w, the random matrices {X*)(w) | m € Z} tend strongly to a *-free circular
family {X,, | m € Z}. More recent examples of strong convergence for infinite families (i.e. when
7 is infinite) are obtained by Collins and Male in [5]: In particular, strong convergence to the
normalized Haar measure on the unit circle also holds almost surely for i.i.d. families of unitary
random matrices of size k when k — oco. Additional examples of strong convergence for families
can be found in Schultz’s [15] (real and symplectic Gaussian random matrices, in other words GOE
and GSE), and in Anderson’s [I] (Wigner matrices). Related error estimates appear in [§].

Strong convergence is also connected to operator space theory, via the so-called “linearization
tricks” from [I3] and [7]. We briefly describe this link in §6l

The results below are motivated by work by Camille Male [I1], who first considered the question
of the stability of strong convergence, and by D. Shlyakhtenko’s proof (see the appendix of [I1])
that the reduced free product with the C*-algebra generated by free creators on the Fock space
satisfies the desired stability property. Very recently, this was generalized by P. Skoufranis [16] to
essentially all reduced free products. In this note we give a different more direct proof based on an
inequality due to E. Ricard and Q. Xu, which is a generalization to arbitrary reduced free products
of results proved previously by Voiculescu, Haagerup and Buchholz (see [14]) for free products of
groups. Our proof yields actually a stronger stability than the one appearing in [16], involving two
limits as described in the abstract, but P. Skoufranis informed us that the original proof of [16]
also yields that improvement. In the final section, we extend our approach to the amalgamated
free product, in answer to a question raised in [16].

1. A rough outline

The main point to prove the result stated in the abstract is this: if we are dealing with P that is
a polynomial in X’s and Y’s that are x-free and we want to compute its norm, we observe that if
P is of (joint) degree at most d then @ = (P*P)™ will be of degree at most 2md.

The Ricard-Xu non-commutative Khintchine inequality ([14]) is

(1.1) (4d)"'kh(P) < ||P|| < (2d +1)% kh(P).

This gives us

(8md)'kh(Q) < QI < (4md + 1) kh(Q)

where kh(Q) is a certain expression (actually a norm depending on md) that we will need to analyse
below.

Fix £ > 0. The last inequality gives us that if m = m(d,¢) is fixed but chosen large enough so that
(max{8md, (4md + 1)2})1/?™ < 1 + ¢ then we have

(1+e) [kA((P*P)™)]2™ < ||P|| < (1 + e)[kh((P*P)™)]/2m.

Thus to show the strong convergence of X*) Y %) to X,V it suffices to show that for m fixed
and Q = (P*P)™ we have

[ER(Q(X®) Yy W)™ — [kh(Q(X, V)],
or merely
(1.2) ER(Q(X™®) | v R))) 5 kh(Q(X,Y)).

But now a closer look at kh(Q(X,Y")) in § will show that this holds.



2. GNS construction and a specific notation

We choose the convention to have all inner products (y, z) linear z and antilinear in y.

In the sequel, we denote by X ® Y the algebraic tensor product of two Banach spaces.

Given Hilbert spaces H,H and C*-subalgebras A C B(H) and B C B(#) we denote as usual by
A ®min B the closure of A ® B in the space B(H ®9 H), and by || - ||min the induced norm.

2.1. Let A be a unital x-algebra, assumed sitting inside some ambient unital C*-algebra. In the
sequel, we always make this assumption for our unital *-algebras. By a state on A we mean a
linear functional such that ¢(1) = 1 and ¢(z*x) > 0 for all x € A. Given this, the classical GNS
construction produces a Hilbert space denoted by Ly(¢) and a *-homomorphism 7y : A — B(La(¢))
equipped with a distinguished cyclic unit vector &4 € La(¢), such that ¢(c) = (4, mp(c)éy) for any
ce A Let m =my and § = & for simplicity. Let A = 7n(A) C B(L2(¢)). Then A is a unital
C*-algebra. Let ¢(a) = (€,7(a)€) for any a € A. Then ¢ is a state on A, Ly(¢) ~ La(¢) and the
representation A C B(La(¢)) can be identified with the result of the GNS construction applied
to (4,¢). We view the original algebra A as acting on Ly(¢) by the correspondence a — m(a).
Although this action may be non injective on A, the resulting GNS representation A C B(La(¢))
is (by definition) faithful on A.

2.2. Let H = Ly(¢). For any z € B(H) we denote by 'z € B(H*) the adjoint operator. Let
A denote the opposite of A i.e. the same as A but with reverse multiplication (i.e. we set
a-b = ba). We then define % : A’ — B(H*) by 7°?(a) = ‘n(a) € B(H*). Note that 7 is a
x-homomorphism on A%. Let £ € H* denote the linear form on H defined by

Vhe H ¢P(h) = (€, h).

Note that £ € H* could be identified with ¢ € H. Moreover, 7° can be viewed as the GNS
representation associated to ¢ viewed as a state on AP, with cyclic vector £°P.

Notation. In the sequel we will work with a dense x-subalgebra A C A . It will be convenient to
use the following notation valid for all x € A, but used mostly for all z in A:

(2.1) m(x)§ = x€ and 7P (x){P = P

2.3. (A notation for further reference) Fix an integer d > 1. Consider a linear subspace X C A.
Let X®? denote the algebraic tensor product. Let 0 < 7 < d. We define a linear mapping

t,: X® 5 Ho H

by
Vi=a1 ® - ®ag € X% t.(z)=a1-a, & @EPapy1--aq.

In the extreme cases r = 0 or r = d, we mean
to(x) =E@E&%Par---aq and tg(x) =ag - agsf @ EP.

This definition is extended to the whole of X®? by linearity.



2.4.  (More notation) Assume now that the linear subspace X C A is included in the direct sum of
two subspaces X1, Xo C A, so that X C X;+ X5 and we have a linear embedding J : X — X; P Xo.
For further reference, we define for any 1 < r < d a linear mapping

s X' 5 He H ® (X, ® X2)
by setting
Vi=a1® - Qag € X® sp(z) =a1 - ar1E @ EPays1 - aqg @ J(ay).
In the extreme cases » = 1 or r = d, we mean
s1(2) =€®@E&Pag---ag® J(a1) and sg(x) =ay---ag_1£ ®EP ® J(ag).

This definition is extended to the whole of X®? by linearity.

3. Background on ultraproducts

It will be convenient to use ultraproducts, but we only need the very basic and elementary facts
that are recalled below.

3.1. Let U be a non trivial ultrafilter on N. Given a sequence (X(*)) of Banach spaces, their
ultraproduct is usually denoted by
11 x%/u.

keN

We will more often denote it by X (see e.g. [9] for more background information). The elements
x € XY are equivalence classes of bounded sequences (x(k)) with z*) € X% for all k. By definition,
two such sequences (z(®)) | (y*)) are equivalent if limy ||z*) — y*)|| = 0. We will sometimes
write z = [®];; to denote that (z(*)) is a representative of . Whenever this holds we have
]| e = Timgy [[®) ]

3.2.  Let (X%), (Y®) be sequences of Banach spaces (resp. unital C*-algebras). Let T®*)
X&) — Y *) be a bounded sequence of linear mappings (resp. unital *-homomorphisms) then the
mapping T : XY — Y¥ defined whenever z = [2(F)]; by TY(z) = [T®) (2®)],; is bounded (resp.
a unital *-homomorphism) with ||TY|| = limy, | 7).

3.3. Asis well known, when all the spaces in (X (%)) are Hilbert spaces X is also a Hilbert space.
It may be worthwhile to remind the reader that if (Y (*)) is another family of Hilbert spaces, we
have a canonical isometric embedding

X v" c [Tx™ e y®u,
keN

taking [z @ [y® ]y to [z*) @ y®];,. Of course this extends to an arbitrary finite number of
factors. Moreover, if sup; dim (X (k)) < 00, then this embedding is an isomorphism.



3.4. Let (H®) be a sequence of Hilbert spaces. We have then an isometric identification

Uu* _ k)*
H _erNH() JU.

Let H® @ H®™ ¢ B(H®) be the usual embedding (taking  ® f to the mapping h — zf(h)).
Then, for any sequence t*) ¢ H*®) @ H (k)" with ranks uniformly bounded by some number NV,
associated, as in B3] to some t € HY @ HY" (of rank at most N) we have

(3.1) limy, ||t(k)||B(H(k)) = [Itl p(zee)-

More explicitly, let ¢t = Ziv hia) @ £(a) € HY @ HY", *Assume h(a) = [A¥(a)]y and &(a) =
(€8 (@) Let t®) = SN p®) (0) @ €*) (o) € H®) @ H®)™. Then (1)) holds.

For the convenience of the reader, let us sketch a quick and instructive verification of (B.I).
Let E C HY and F ¢ HY" be N-dimensional subspaces such that t € E® F. Let (&) = (e(-k))

(3

and (f;) = (f](k)) be orthonormal bases of £ and F. We can then write t = ) ajje; ® f; and

tk) = Zaijegk) ® f](k). By an elementary perturbation, we may assume that (e(k)) and (f](k)) are

orthonormal in H®) and H®" for all k large enough. Then ||t(k)||B(H(k)) = |Itll By = llaiz]llmy
for all k large enough.

3.5.  Let (£®) be a sequence of Hilbert spaces. Let S®*) € B(#(*)) be a bounded sequence. Let
SY ¢ B(HY) be the associated operator. By 3.2, we already know that ||SY|| = limy, ||S*)].

More generally, let NV be a fixed integer and H a Hilbert space. We denote by My (B(H)) the space
of N x N matrices with entries in B(H) with the usual norm.

Let [al(-;?)] € Myn(B(H®*)) be a bounded sequence. Note that if K*) = H®) @ ... H*) (N-times),
there is a natural identification K¥ = HY @ ... @ HY (N-times). Then clearly

(3.2) 1@ ary sy =l 1@l s sy
Consider now C*-subalgebras B*) ¢ B(H®*)), and their ultraproducts BY ¢ B(HY). Let
s= 3" hia) @ £(0) ® Bla) € BY @ HY" @ B,
Assume h(a) = [M¥)(a)ly, &(a) = (€M (a)ly and B(a) = [8*)(a)ly. Then let
58 = 3 10 (@) @ €9 (a) © W () € HW @ HO" & BY),
We claim that
(3.3) HSHB(HM)®mi,,BU = limy, Hs(k)HB(H(k))@)minB(k)-

Arguing as in [3.4] we can find orthonormal systems (el(-k)) and ( f](k)) of length N in H® and H®)"
with respect to which we may write s*) = Zij el(-k) ® f ;k) ® al(-f). We have then

k
”S(k)HB(Hw))@mmB(’c) = Hs(k)HB(H(k))@)minB(H(k)) = ”[az('j)]HMN(B(H(k)))7
and similarly [|s||ppuye,.8v = I8l w2 By = H[a%]HMN(B(H“))- Now the claim follows

from (B:2]).



3.6. Given a sequence of states ¢*) on a unital x-algebra A, let (W(k), H®), §(k)) be the associated

GNS construction and let A = 7(*k)(A) ¢ B(H®) be the associated C*-algebra. Let 7 : A —
B(HY) be the representation defined for any z = [2¥)],; € HY and b € A by

Obviously,
|7 ()] = Timg, || *) ()]].

Let ¢ = limy, ¢ relative to pointwise convergence on A, let m: A — B(Ly(¢)) be the associated
GNS representation and let £ = £4. Let also Y = [¢()]y;. Then

I 0)€* = iy [| 7™ (D)™ * = limgy ™) (%) = $(b°D) = |l (B)E .
Similarly, using the identity H¥" =[], .y HW®)” Jif (see 3], we have for any b € A

74P )€ 3 = Ty ) P P2 = Timeg ) (00) = H0B") = [P (BT 2.

It is natural to extend the notation (2.1) by setting

(3.4) w(k)(b)g(k) — bg(k) and 7® op(b)g(k) op _ g(k)g%
(3.5) (b)Y = be and 7 P (b)EH P = b,

3.7.  Therefore, the correspondence b¢ — b€ extends to an isometric isomorphism from Lso(¢)
onto the subspace K¥ ¢ HY that is the closure of {b¢¥ | b € A}. More precisely, the restriction of
7t to KU ie. b ﬂ“(b)‘Ku € B(KY), is unitarily equivalent to the representation 7 = T
Similarly, £°Pb — &4 °Ph extends to an isometric isomorphism from Lo (¢)* onto a subspace of H' u*
which can be identified isometrically, via y — Yjgu with KY*.

3.8. Now let us assume moreover that ¢ = limy ¢®) strongly. This means (see below) that
|7 (b)]| = limy |[7®)(B)|| = [|7“(b)|| for any b € A. Then the mapping 7(b) — 7%(b) defines an
isometric (and automatically completely isometric) embedding of C*-algebras

¢: A=n(A) — B(HY).
3.9. Let (H;,&)icr be a family of Hilbert spaces, each equipped with a distinguished unit vector.
Let (H,&) = *jer(H;, &) be their free product in the sense of [I7]. This is defined as

(H,&) = (Ho ® ®a>1Ha, §)
where Hy = C with unit vector £ = 1¢ (viewed as sitting in H) and

Hy = ®i1yia) [Hi1) © C&i)] @2 -+ @2 [Hyg) © C&(q))-

It is natural to wonder whether this free product commutes with utraproducts. Let (H i(k),éi(k))ie I
be a sequence of such families (indexed by k € N). Let (H®) ¢®) = *ieI(HZ.(k),fi(k)) . Going
back to the definition of the free product, a moment of thought (recall B3] shows that we have a
canonical isometric embedding

(3.6) X : *ierHY ¢ HY



that respects the distinguished vectors.
Assuming I = {1,2}, the mapping x can be described like this: First we have x(¢) = &, then
whenever we consider an element z; in HYN{&/}+ (resp. HYN{&}1) we can choose representatives

(xgk)) of x; with azgk) in H£k) N {dk)}L (resp. Hz(k) N {§§k)}l), so that given an element z =

T1® - ® x4 of degree d in *;c;HY , with alternating factors in H}k) N {dk)}l and Hék) N {fék)}{
we then define x(z) as the element of HY admitting as representative the sequence (z(*)) with
) = xgk) Q- ® xék). However, it is easy to see that this embedding x is not surjective.

4. Main result

We now turn to a more formal description of our main result.
A more abstract (but equivalent) version of the statement in the abstract can be given in terms of
convergence of states. We use the notation in [2.11

Definition 4.1. Let ¢ (resp. ¢(*), (k € N)) be states on a unital *-algebra A (assumed included
in some C*-algebra) with associated GNS Hilbert spaces denoted by La(¢) (resp. La(¢*))). Let
7 (resp. 7T(k)) be the associated GNS representations of A on these Hilbert spaces. We say that
#®) tends to ¢ strongly and we write ¢¥) > ¢ if ¢¥) tends to ¢ pointwise on A and moreover if
|7®) ()| = ||z(c)| for any ¢ in A.

In [17] the notion of free product of a family of states is defined. It can be described as follows.
Consider a family of states {¢; | i € I} with GNS Hilbert space H; = La(¢;), GNS representation
m A = B(La(¢;)) and distinguished unit vector &. Let A; C B(La(¢;)) be the associated
C*-algebra. We denote by 7; : A; — B(L2(¢;)) the inclusion map. Let A = x;c1.A; be the
(algebraic) free product of unital x-algebras. Following Voiculescu (see [17]) one defines a Hilbert
space free product (H, &) = %jer(H;, &) and a representation 7 of A acting on (H,€). Let ¢; (resp.
$) be the vector state on A; (resp. m(A)) associated to & (resp. €). The unital C*-subalgebra
A =m(A) C B(H), equipped with ¢, is called the reduced free product of (A, éi)ig. Note that,
by [6], 6 is faithful on A if each ¢; is faithful on A;.

We will denote by ¢ = *;c1¢; the vector state on A defined by ¢(b) = (£, w(b)§). We call it the
free product of the states {¢; | i € I'}. Then we can reformulate the main result like this:

Theorem 4.2. Let A; (i € I) be a family of unital x-algebras. Let {QSZ(-k) | i eI} (ke N)bea

sequence of families of states, each qﬁl(-k) being a state on A;. Assume that we have states ¢; on A;
such that, for each i € I, when k — oo we have

o % ¢

Then i
*iel¢z(- ) > *ie i

4.1. The analogue of the preceding statement for pointwise convergence of states is obvious from
the definition of the reduced free product in [17].

4.2.  Let A; be associated to (A;, ¢;) by the GNS construction as above. We view each A; as a
subalgebra of the reduced free product A = *;c7A;. Let

Ai= {z € A | giz) = 0},



By a monomial of degree d we mean a product of the form z;---x4 with x; effij such that
i1 # g # -+ # iq. By a homogeneous element of degree d in A = x;c7A; we mean a finite sum of
monomials of degree d. An element is called of degree < d if it is a sum of homogeneous elements
each of degree < d. Note that the elements of finite degree are dense in A.

Let us denote by Wy (resp. W<4) the space of homogeneous elements of degree d (resp. < d)
in the preceding sense. We also set Wy = C1 and denote by W the closure of Wy in A. Then the
Ricard-Xu inequality we will use is this (note that, by our convention in 21l the assumption in
[14] that all the GNS constructions are faithful is here automatic): There are constants ¢ > 0 and
8 > 0 such that

(4.1) Vd Yz e Wy (dd®) kh(z) < |z|| < ddPkh(x),
where we set

(4.2) kh(x) = maX{Olgggd [tr (@)1, max, [[sr (@)1},

and where t,(z), s,(x) are defined as follows: We assume I = {1,2} for notational simplicity. Let

X =A; + AyC A. We have obviously an embedding denoted by z — [z] of Wy into X®¢. So
following 2.2] we may set for any = € Wy

tr(x) = t,([x]).

We will identify an element ) z; ® y; € H ® H* with the linear map T' € B(H) defined by
T(z) = > x; ®yj(2). In this way we will view t,(x) as an element of B(H), and we denote by
||t,(z)] its norm.

Let X =A1 4+ Ag, X; = A; and J : A1 + As— A1 & As be the canonical embedding. Following
2.4 we set

sp(x) =s([z]) €e HR H* @ (A1 & As).

We then denote by ||s,(z)] its norm in the minimal tensor product B(H) ®muin [A1 & As]. Equiva-
lently, if we are given isometric representations v; : A; — B(H;) (j = 1,2) this is the maximum
of two norms, one in B(H) ®min A1 (induced by B(H ® Hy)) and one in B(H) ®min A2 (induced
by B(H ® Hj)).

4.3. (On recentering) For any i € I, let A;= {z € A; | ¢;(xr) = 0}. The elements of A; are
sometimes called “centered” (with respect to ¢;). Let Ay = C1. By elementary (free) algebra, one
can show that the algebraic free product A is linearly isomorphic to the direct sum

(4.3) Ao © ©a>1,iy##ig A1, -+ 5 i)

where the subspaces A(iq,- -+ ,iq) (d > 1, i; #i9 # ---) are formed of all products of the form

(4.4) Ty ceexy, with @z €A V1< j<d

d

Recall that, for each k, we are given a state gbl(k) on A;. We will denote by vgk) A — A
(k)

)

More precisely, o) is defined by vgk)(l) =1 and Va E.,éoli vl-(k) (a) =a— gbgk)(a)l . Using the above

)

the linear mapping that transforms centering with respect to ¢ into centering with respect to ¢



direct sum decomposition of A, and viewing A; C A we can extend the mappings vl-(k) to a single

mapping on A. More precisely, using the freeness of the product, there is a unique linear map
v®) : A — A that coincides with v§k) on A; for each i € I and is such that for any element of the
form ([@4]) we have

k k
(4.5) o (@, i) = 0 (@) 0l ().
We note that if we equip A with the maximal C*-norm then, since gbgk) — ¢;, we clearly have
(4.6) Yoe A o™ (b) -] — 0.

Let us denote by P, the linear projection (relative to (£3])) from A to the subspace W, C A defined
by

Wa = iy zorig A, -+ 5ia).-
Fix k. Again let Wy = C1 and W<q =Wy +--- + Wjy.
Suppose now that we replace ¢ by gbz(k) so that we have a direct sum decomposition as above but
now associated to qbgk). This leads to subspaces Wc(lk) C A defined exactly like W; but with respect
to qﬁgk). Let Pc(lk) denote the linear projection from A to the subspace thk) C A in the said direct

sum decomposition relative to qﬁgk). It is easy to check that we have for any k
(4.7) VWP = PPy®),

4.4. By [14], Cor. 3.3] P4 extends by density to a completely bounded projection from ;e A; to
W,, that we will still denote abusively by Py satisfying:

|Palles < max{1,4d}.
Obviously this implies

(43) (max{1,4})~" max {[Pa(@)} < 2] < (d+ 1) max {[Pa@)]]}

-1
0<d<

It will be convenient for us to extend the above definition of kh as follows: for any D and any
x € W<p we define

(4.9) kh(x) = 0<S(111£>D kh(Py(z)).

Combining (4.8) with (£1I) we now obtain that there are constants ¢ > 0 and « > 0 such that

(4.10) Vd Ve € Weq  (cd®)'kh(z) < ||l2|| < cd®kh(z).

4.5. Returning to the situation of Theorem [4.2] let H i(k) = Lg(qﬁgk)) with distinguished vector £Z-(k),

GNS representation ng) A — Agk) C B(Hi(k)) with AZ(-k) = 7'('2-(k) (A;). We define A*) = *ieIAZ(k),
HK®) = *ieIHz.(k) and let 7%) : A — *ie[AZ(k) C B(H(k)) be the corresponding representation. Let
HY (resp. HY) denote the ultraproduct of (H®)) (resp. (Hz(k)))
We will use when ¢ = %;c1¢; and o) = *i61¢§k). We denote by 7 : A = *;c1 A; — B(H) the
GNS representation relative to ¢. We have natural identifications

(La(9).£4) = xier(H &) and  (La(6®), €ym) = wier (HY, ).

9



If we assume that ¢ k) _, ¢; pointwise, then ¢ — ¢ pointwise on A and of course ¢ = ¢/ on A.
Therefore the correspondence b¢ — b = [b{ ]u is isometric from H to HY (see B.1). Similarly,
the correspondence £Pb +— ¥b = [€®)b]y, is isometric from from H* to HY" (see BT). We will
denote respectively by V : H — HY and W : H* — HY" these isometric embeddings, so that we
have for any b € A

(4.11) V(be) = bWy € HY  and W (¢b) = [¢Wb)y, € HY,

Assume now that gbl(k) > ¢;. Then (see B.8) we also have an isometric embedding
¢ o Ay — AY C B(HY)

such that 1;(m; (b)) = 7 (b) for any b € A;.

Proof of Theorem [I.3, Let ¢ = *;cr¢; and ¢*) = *i€,¢§’“). Recall A = x;c1.A; (algebraic free
product). Note that A = UgW<g. The pointwise convergence on A of #*) to ¢ is obvious by
definition of the free product of states. To show the strong convergence it suffices to show that
limg ||7®) (b)|| = ||« (b)]| for any b € A and any non trivial ultrafilter & on N.

The main point is that, by the Ricard-Xu inequality, there are constants ¢ > 0 and « > 0 such
that

(4.12) Vb e Wey  (cd®) ™ limy |7 0)|| < |7 (b)]| < ed® limy, ||[7*) (b)]].
If we accept this result, the proof is immediate: we just note that (b*b)™ is of degree at most 2md,
therefore (c(2md)®)™ 1hmu I EY (D)™ < Iw (D)™ | = () *™ < e(2md)* limg |75 ((67b)™) |
and [|[7®) ((6*b)™)|| = ||7*)(b)]>™. So we find

(c(2md)®) ™1 /#™ Timy 7™ (b)|| < 7 (B)] < (c(2md)*)!/*™ limy, =™ (b))

and letting m — oo yields the equality limy [|7®) (b)|| = |7 (b)]|.
We now turn to the proof of (412). By the Ricard-Xu inequality (4.I0]), we have

(4.13) VK > 1,¥b € Wege  (ed®) " kh(r(b)) < ||n(b)]| < cd®kh(r(b)).

and
(cd®) ™M limyy kh(x®) (b)) < limy [|[7%) ()| < ed® limgy kR (x®) (b)).

Thus to conclude, it suffices to show that limy kh(7*¥) (b)) = kh(n (b)) for any b € W< and any
K >1.
Let b = Zo bq and b = Zo ) be the decomposition of W< into its homogeneous parts

relative respectively to ¢ and ¢*). More precisely, bg = Py(b) and bfi ) = P(k)( b). By (&) we have
v®pg = Pc(lk) (v®p)
and hence by (4.0))

(4.14) [v® by — 58| = 0

with respect to the maximal C*-norm on A.
Let us denote by tS«k), sS«k) the mappings t,, s, relative to the free product ¢*).
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By (42)) and (£9) to conclude it obviously suffices to show
. k : k
Jim (19 @) = [ (ba)| and - lim [[s@ 0G| = s, (b
— 00 k—o00

By (@I4), it actually suffices to show

(4.15) lim (|87 (0®™ba)|| = [[t(ba)l| and lim_ [|s®) (v®bg)]| = |5, (ba)l-
k—o0 k—o0

Fix d. We may assume that b, is a finite sum of the form by = fovzl b(ar) with b(«) of the form

bla) = z1() - - - xgq(cr) where z1 () €A;y, -+, xq(er) €A;, and iy # dg # -+ # igq.
We remind the reader that £ denotes the distinguished unit vector in H = %;c;H;, and

to(ba) =) wi(a) - 2,(a)E @ Expya(a) -+ wa(a) € H H

is viewed as an element of B(H). Moreover, in the case I = {1,2}, s,(bg) € B(H) ® [A1 & Aj].
By (4.5), we have

(4.16) v (bg) =Y oW(@i(a)- i) = v (21(a)) - oW (@g(e)
and also for any 1 < j < d we have v®)(z;(a)) = z;(a) — $*) (z;(a))1 and hence
(4.17) lo® (zj(a)) = 2j(e)]| =0

where the norm is (say) the maximal C*-norm on A.
Recall that HY denotes the Hilbert space ultraproduct of the free products defined by (H (k) 13 (k)) =

*ieI(Hi(k),ﬁfk)). We should compare t,(b;) with tgk) (v(k)bd) cH® g g®" By (4I6) and (4.17)

we have

(4.18) [[£5) (0*)g) — Za 21(e) - 2 ()™ @ Wi () - 2a(@)]| gy = 0.

Let
T,«(k) = Za zi(a)--- xr(a)f(k) ® f(k)xrﬂ(a) - za(a),

T= [1(@)- 2,(@)W]y © [(Warii(a) - za(@)lu.
By 31 we have
(4.19) 1Tl ey =Yg | T gy -
Consider now (see E5) the isometries V : H — HY and W : H* — HY". We have then, by (@II)

(V@ W)(t(ba)) =T,

from which [T, || g(guy = [It-(ba)|| B(zry follows. Now by (@.I8) and ({.I9) we conclude that

It (ba) |l 3y = limgy |68 (0®)ba) || oy -

So far we used only the pointwise convergence.
Similarly, assuming I = {1,2} for simplicity, we should compare s,(b;) with s&k)(v(k)bd). We
set
St = Z 21(a) - 21 ()P @ Wz () - wg(e) @ TP TE R (1. (),

a
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Sr=_ [er(@) - 21 (@)W ® €Wz () - a(@)ly © [TV W0 (@ () .

By (4I6) and (4I7) we have

st (v bg) — Sﬁk)HB(H(M)®min(A§k>@Aék)) — 0,
and hence
(4.20) limg | s(*) (U(k)bd)”B(H(’f))®min(A§k)@A;’“)) = limy || S ”B(H(’f))®min(A§k)€9A§k))'
By B.3)
(4.21) 1501 (1) @i (At 4y = limyg IS¢ ||B(H(k))®min(Agk)@Aék))'

Now since we assume strong convergence, as explained in we have isometric embeddings
1/11: A1—>Azl/{ andz/ng A2—>A22/{

such that
Sp= (VW) ® 1 @ ](sr(ba))

from which ||.S;|| = ||sr(ba)]| follows. Thus, by (£20) and (£.21]), we obtain (£I5]), and this concludes
the proof. O

We now turn to the situation considered in the abstract.

Corollary 4.3. Let (Agk), (ﬁgk)), (Agk), (ﬁgk)), (A1, ¢1) and (Az, ¢2) be faithful C*-probability spaces.
Let {X¥ |meTyc AP, (v\" | ne g} c AP and {X,, |m € T} C Ay, {Y, | n € T} C Ay be
families of non-commutative random variables, generating respectively Agk),Aék),Al,Ag. Assume
{Xr(,lf) |meZ} > (X, |meI} and{YrEk) IlneJy > {Y,|neJ} when k — co. Assume
moreover that, for each k, {X,Sf) | meZ} and {Yrgk) | n e J} are x-free and also that {X,, | m € T}
and {Y, | n € J} are x-free. Then the joint family {Xr(,]f),YrEk) | meZ,ne J} viewed as sitting
in the free product (Agk), gk)) * (Agk),gbgk)) tends strongly to { X, Y, | m € Z,n € J}, viewed as
sitting in the free product (A1, ¢1) * (Ag, ¢2).

Proof. Let Ay (resp. As) be the unital x-algebra generated by non-commutative (i.e. algebraically
free) variables {x,,,x}, | m € I} (resp. {yn,vy) | n € J}). We define the associated state ¢;
on A; by ¢1(P) = ¢(P(Xm,X,,,)) and similarly for ¢ on As. Repeating this for each k, this
leads to states qSZ(k) on A; for ¢ = 1,2. We may identify the free product A; x Ay with the unital
x-algebra generated by non-commutative variables {zp, ), yn, vy | m € Z,n € J}. Since the GNS
representations are assumed isometric, the Corollary appears as a particular case of the preceding
Theorem. O

Remark 4.4. If a state ¢ is faithful on A, then its associated GNS representation is faithful. More-
over, the GNS representation associated to the restriction of ¢ to any unital C*-subalgebra of A is
still faithful, so the requirement that the variables generate the C*-algebras can be dispensed with
if we assume all states faithful. Moreover, if ¢ is faithful on A, then for any x € A we have

Imo(@)| = lim 1 (&((a"2)7))/*.
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4.6.  With the notation of the Corollary, whenever X*) = {Xﬁf),Xﬁf)* | m € T} on (AR k)
converges in moments to {X,,, X;,* | m € Z} on (A, ¢), it is well known that for any non-trivial
ultrafilter & and any polynomial P, we have

(4.22) IP(X)]| < Timgy | P(X®))]].
Indeed, for any € > 0 there are polynomials @, R with unit norm in Lo(¢) so that
IPCO)] =& < $(P(X)QX)R(X))| = limy [¢) (P(X ) QXW)R(XW))| < limy |P(XP)],

from which ([@.22) follows. The converse inequality is the essence of strong convergence.

5. Commutative case. Random matrices

With the same notation as [4.6] if the variables X = {X,,, X,,” | m € T} all commute i.e. we
are dealing with a family {X,, | m € Z} of commuting normal operators in B(H), then the
(commutative) C*-algebra A they generate in B(H) is isometric to the C*-algebra C'(K) of all
continuous functions on a compact set K, namely the spectrum of A. Moreover, ¢ corresponds
to a probability measure on K. Assume Z finite for simplicity. Then the situation reduces to the
following: We have a probability measure p with support a compact set X C C* and X,, € C(K)
is defined by X,,(\) = A, for all X = (\,;,) € K. For any a € A, ¢(a) = [ adp and mg(a) is the
operator of multiplication by a on La(p). When the family (X,,) is reduced to a single normal
operator X, K is the spectrum of X.

Similarly, if all {Xr(,lf ) xk ) | m € T} commute, we may reduce consideration to A*) = C(K®*))
with ¢®) = u®) for some K®*) < CZ and some probability p*) with support K*) and again
XE(A) = A, for all X € K®),

Then X*®) 5 X implies that for any polynomial f in Ap, A we have

(5.1) sup |f(A)[ = sup [f(A)].
e K (k) AeK

Taking f(\) = A\, we see that the sets Uy K*) € C and K are all included in some compact set
L c C*. By the Stone-Weierstrass theorem on L, (5.I) remains valid for any continuous function
on L. Applying this to f(A) = d(\, K) we find

(5.2) lim sup d(\ K)=0.
k—oo AeK(F)

The mere convergence in moments X *) =X is equivalent (by Stone-Weierstrass on L) to the
weak convergence p®)— . In the language of probability, the latter means that X*) —X “n
distribution”, or “in law”. Thus X®*) 2 X iff 4*) = weakly and (5.2)) holds.

Wigner’s classical theorem about the convergence of the eigenvalues of Gaussian random ma-
trices was strengthened in [7] as follows: let X (¥)(w) be a random k x k-matrix the entries of which
are independent complex Gaussian N (0,57 !), then for almost all w, the nonnormal random ma-
trices X (¥)(w) tend strongly to a circular random variable. A similar result is valid for the classical
Gaussian Wigner Hermitian (and hence normal) matrices (model for the so-called GUE) now with
a semi-circular limit. In the latter case, if x(*)(w) is the spectral probability distribution of the
eigenvalues of X*)(w), with support K *)(w), then u*)(w) tends weakly to the “circular” proba-
bility measure on K = [—2,2] and (5.2]) holds for almost all w. A similar result holds for random
unitary k x k-matrices. In that case the limit y is the uniform Haar probability on the unit circle.
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In Random Matrix Theory, (5.2]) for the spectra of random matrices, is viewed as a result on “the
edge of the spectrum”, while mere weak convergence deals with “the bulk of the spectrum?”.
See [7, 5, 8, [15], 1] for more general results.

6. Strong convergence and operator spaces

Let (A, ¢) and (A®) | ¢(¥)) be C*-probability spaces, with ¢ and ¢(*) all faithful. For any N > 1, we
equip My (A) with the faithful state ¢ ® 7y where 7 is the normalized trace on My (and similarly
for My (A®)). Let {X,, |m €Z} C A and {X,(f) |meT}c Ak,

If {X,(,ff) |m eI} {X,,|meI}, then for any N, any a € My and any finitely supported family
{am | m € T} C My, we have

(6.1) 1®a+sz§j§)®ami>1®a+Zme®am.
In particular we have for any such N, a, a,, and for any non trivial U

(6.2) lim |1 @ a+ Zm XE) & amllpryavny = 1 @ a+ Zm Xon ® @ ary (4)-

Indeed, the strong convergence implies that the mapping u : P(X,,) — P(XY) is an isometric, and

hence completely isometric, *-homomorphism. Therefore if we restrict u to the linear span, denoted

by E, of the unit and {X,, | m € Z} then we obtain (6.2). Let S = 1®a+)_,, X;n®an,, and let P be

a polynomial in noncommuting variables z,z*. Then P(S) =1®d' +)_,, P (Xm)®aj, for some -

polynomials (P,,) and some d’,al,, € My. Clearly if (ng)) % (X,n) then (Pm(X,(f))) 2 (P (X))

Therefore, (6.2)) applied with (Pm(Xy(,ff))) and (P, (X)) in place of x¥ and X, gives us (6.1]).
In the converse direction, we have the following two “linearization tricks” :

Proposition 6.1 ([13]). If the operators {Xr(,lf) | m € I} converge in moments and are all unitary,
then (6.2) implies {Xy(,ff) lm eI} > {X,,|meT}.

Proof. Indeed, by [13, Prop.1.7], if u|p is completely contractive, then u : P(Xy,) P(XY) is
contractive. By [4.6] since we assume convergence in moments, u is isometric. ]

Proposition 6.2 ([7]). If the operators {Xy(,ff) | m € I} converge in moments and are all Hermitian,
then (6.1]) restricted to Hermitian matrices a, a,, implies that {Xr(,lf) |meZ} > {Xn|meT}.

Proof. Tndeed, let S®) = 1@a+3", x¥ @@y, If S$) is Hermitian, and S®*) % S then (5.2) holds,
K® and K being the spectra of S®*) and S. This implies that the spectrum of S¥ is included in
that of S. Thus the Proposition follows from [7, Th.2.2] (recalling [4.0]). O

7. Amalgamated free products

Since the Ricard-Xu version of the Khintchine inequalities extends to reduced free products with
amalgamation (see [14, §5]), it is not surprising that the preceding approach also does, as was
kindly pointed out to the author independently by Eric Ricard and Paul Skoufranis.

We should first define what is meant by strong convergence in this framework.

Let A be a unital C*-algebra, with a unital C*-subalgebra D C A. Let ¢ : A — D be a
conditional expectation. As in [4, p. 138] we denote by La(¢) the right Hilbert D-module obtained
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by the classical GNS construction. We refer to [10] [3] for more information on Hilbert C*-modules.
The D-valued inner product of two elements a,b of Lo(¢) associated to a,b € A is defined by
(a,b) = ¢(a*h). We have lallr, gy = ||(d,d>\|}3/2. We will denote by 7y : A — B(La(¢)) the
associated representation of A in the C*-algebra B(La(¢)) of adjointable maps on La(¢), so that
ms(a)b = ab. Let & = 1 € La(e) so that a = my(a)és. Then m4(A)Es is dense in La(e), and
o(a) = (€, mp(a)ly). We will denote simply my(a)éy = a&y.

We say that a conditional expectation ¢ is nondegenerate if 7, is faithful (i.e. isometric).
We should warn the reader that although this (well established) notation does not reflect it, the
preceding notions obviously all depend on D.

Let H = Ly(¢). By definition any adjointable T : H — H admits an adjoint 7% : H — H

such that, as usual, (T*y, z) = (y, Tz).
Let H* = B(H, D). Clearly, H* is antilinearly isomorphic to H, via the correspondence h € H
tp, € H* defined by t;(y) = (h,y). The space H* is equipped with the left Hilbert D-module
structure defined by d - tj, = tp4+, and D-valued inner product (tg,tp) = (h,k) (h,k € H). Let
€? € H* be defined by {P(h) = (§,h) = ¢(h). We have a natural embedding A°? C H* that we
will write as a — £°Pa, with the notation (fa)(x) = f(ax) when f € H*, x € H, a € A. Then

€%l = [|¢(aa®)[|})7,

and £°PA is dense in H*.
We have a natural representation m° : A% — B(H*), defined as before: "(a) is the transpose of
the adjointable map 74 (a), i.e. W;p(a) = 'my(a), in the following sense: The operator T : H* — H*
is characterized by the identity 'T'(¢%Pa)(z) = ¢(aT(z)) (a € A,z € H).
Moreover [|'T|lgg+) = |Tllg(z)- Equivalently, if we define h € H* by h(z) = (h,z), i.e. we set
h = tp,, then we may write

'T(h) = T*(h).

Let A be a dense unital x-subalgebra of a C*-algebra B such that D C A C B. We will say that
a mapping ¢ : A — D is a conditional expectation if it extends to a conditional expectation on B
with range D. The GNS construction produces a Hilbert D-module H = Lo(¢) with distinguished
unit vector {4 and a *-homomorphism 7y : A — B(H) such that ¢(z) = (£, m¢(x)Ep) for any
x e A
Let A = m4(A). Then for any d € D, m4(d) is the left action of d on H. Thus 74(D) is a copy of
Din Aand ¢ : x — my((£4,2€4)) is a conditional expectation from A onto 74(D) ~ D.

We will say that a sequence ¢*) : A — D (k € N) of conditional expectations tends strongly
to ¢ : A — D, if it converges pointwise to ¢ and if moreover we have ||7,u) (a)|| — [|7(a)| for any

a € A. We denote this again by ¢*) 3 ¢.

Let B; (i € I) be a family of unital C*-algebras. Let 4; C B; be dense x-subalgebras, each A;
containing a unital copy of a fixed C*-algebra D, given with conditional expectations ¢; : A; — D.
Let A denote the x-algebra that is the algebraic free product, amalgamated over D, of the family
(A;)ier- The free product of the family of conditional expectations ¢; : A; — D will be defined
below as a conditional expectation ¢ : A — D, but we need more notation to make this clear, in
part because the free product requires nondegenerate conditional expectations.

Let H; = Lo(¢s) and & = &y,. Let A; = my,(A) C B(H;). Then D can be identified with
g, (D) C A; isometrically, and v;(x) = mg, ((&,2&)) is a nondegenerate conditional expectation
from A; onto 7y, (D) ~ D.

We refer the reader to [4, p. 138] for the precise definition of the reduced free product A =
xp(A;,1;) of the family (A;);cr with respect to nondegenerate conditional expectations (1;);cr: One
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first introduces the right Hilbert D module that is the free product (H,¢) of the family (H;,&;),
and the s-homomorphism 7 : A — B(H) associated to the algebraic free product of the family of
morphisms 74, : A; — A; (acting on H on the left). Let A = n(A) C B(H). Lastly *;cr¢; : A — D
is defined by

(rier9i)(a) = (€, m(a)S).

This is a conditional expectation extending each ¢;.

Theorem 7.1. Let D C A; (i € 1) be a family of unital C*-algebras, as above. Let {gbl(k) |iel}

(k € N) be a sequence of families of mappings, each qSZ(k) being a conditional expectation from A;
onto D. Assume that we have conditional expectations ¢; : A; — D such that, for each i € I,
qﬁl(-k) > #; when k — co. Then

k) s
*iel¢,(- ) — i1 P

In the amalgamated case, (4.2]) remains valid provided the norms of s, and ¢, are interpreted
as follows. Assume I = {1, 2} for simplicity. As before A = UzW<4 with the same meaning of W<q
or W,.

Let b € A. Let b= by be its decomposition into homogeneous terms. Fix d. We may assume
that by is a finite sum of the form by = fovzl b(aw) with b(«) of the form b(a) = z1(a) - - - x4(r) We
then set as before

(7.1) tr(bg) = Za 21() - 2o ()€ @ E%Pxpy1(a) - zq(a) € H® H

and

(7.2)  s.(bg) = Za z1(@) - 2p1(a)E @ EPx, () - 24(0) @ J(z,) € H® H* @ [A; & Ag).

Then ||¢,(bg)] is the norm in B(H) and ||s,(bg)]| is its norm in B(H) Qmin [A1 & As).

With this reinterpretation, (ILI]) remains valid (see [14], §5]). Thus, with the obvious extension
of the previous notation, the proof of Theorem [Tl boils down to check that we still have (@I5]).
One difficulty is that Hilbert modules do not necessarily admit orthonormal bases, so that we
cannot argue as we did above to check ([3.1]). Instead, following Ricard and Xu in [I4], we restrict
without loss of generality to the case of separable C*-algebras and a countable set of indices I.
To justify this reduction to the separable case, observe that for any countable subset S C A in
a unital C*-algebra A equipped with a conditional expectation ¢ : A — D, there are separable
unital C*-subalgebras A C Aand D C DN A such that o i is a conditional expectation onto D.
Using this, we may assume all our Hilbert modules countably generated and, as in [14], we can
use Kasparov’s absorption Theorem, for which we refer to [I0, p. 60]. The latter says that for any
countably generated Hilbert module H there exists a (contractive and D-modular) factorization of
the identity of H through the standard (column) module formed of sequences = = (z,,) € DN* such
that the series Y z)z, converges in norm in D, equipped with the D-valued inner product such
that (z,z) = > 2} x,. We denote this module by C(D). Let C,(D) be the submodule formed of
all x = (z,,) € DN+ supported in [1,n]. Then the union U,,C,,(D) is norm dense in C(D). It follows
that there is a sequence of contractive module mappings F,, : H — C,, (D) and Gy, : Cn(D) — H
such that

(7.3) GnF,(x) = x for any z € H and (G, F,)"(y) — y for any y € H*.

We will apply this to H = La(¢). Recall that the algebraic free product A is such that A€ is dense in
H. We may assume that ||F,,|| < 1 and |G| < 1. Then by an elementary approximation argument
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we may assume that, for each n, there are {p} [ 1 <j <n} C Aand {¢] [1 <j <n} C Asuch
that

Vo € H ¥(cj) € Cp(D)  Fy(x) = ((p] ")) and Gy Z qj ;€.

Note that
[ Fnll = IIZ PP pI)|Y? and |G, || = IIZ o(qrq)| M2

By the pointwise convergence ¢, — ¢, for any fixed n we have
hmku H Z ¢ p?*p? ”1/2 <1 and limk,u H Zj ¢(k q"q]"*)Hl/Q < 1.

Equivalently, if we define J2URRN ; (OJN Cn(D) and el Cn(D) — H® by
P (x£®)) = () (pj*x)) and G,(qk)((cj)) =3, q;‘cjﬁ(k). Then for all k large enough we have

(7.4) IE g ooy < 1T and |G lg(c, oy, m®y = IG P llame o mye) < 1
Lemma 7.2. Fize >0 and N > 1. Let x(a),y(a) € A (1 < a < N), Then there is an n such that
(7.5)  Va <N |z(2) - GuFrz(a)lln <& and [[€Py(a) — (GnFn)EPy(a)|[m- < e
and moreover such that for all k large enough we have
l2(@)€®| gy < (1 + ) e(@)éllm , 1EFPy(@)]l g < (1+ )Py (@) -
lz()¢® = G FP2()¢ M| o < & and [|€PPy(a) — (G FEP)PEDPy(a)]| g+ < e
Proof. For any x € A, and any n we have
GpFx€ = Zq]"qﬁ ) and G F(k zEW) = Zq;%(k
Therefore
(76)  lim|lag®™ — GPEP2e® | oy = o€ — GuForgllm and lim 6™ o = [|2€]| -

By (3)), we can choose an n large enough such that (5] holds. Then the other conditions can be
achieved using (7.6]). O

Proof of Theorem [7.1 By the above observations, it suffices to check that we still have (4.I5]).
We may assume t,(bg) = >, z(@)€ ® Py(a), so that

(Fo @ Gt (ba)] = ) Fulz(a)€) ® G (E7y(a) € Ca(D) @ Cu(D)".

The latter defines a mapping in B(C,, (D)) defined by

(dj) — (Zj aijdy);

(7.7) Q5 = Za (ﬁ(p?*x(a))(ﬁ(y(a)q;‘).

17



By Lemma there is an n such that
[tr(ba) lB(ery < (1 +€)[[(Gnfh) ® (GnFn)op[tr(bd)]”B(H)
and such that for all k large enough (recall that, by (4.4]), v k)pg is just a perturbation of bq)
119 (0ba) 5y < (1 + )G EP) @ (G EP) PP (00 b0)] 15 -

Since F),, G, are contractions

(7.8) Itr(ba)llemy < (1+e)l[(Fn @ GP)Itr (ba)llle(c, (py) < (1 + )lltr(ba) B -
and using (7.4])
(7.9)

18 (0®ba) g 709 < (1 + )IEF @ GPP) [t WP ba)llsic(pyy < 1+ )lE (00 ba)llp(zr00)-

But now assuming t,(bg) = Y., z(a)¢ @ £Py(a), then (F, @ Gi¥)[t,(bs)] acts on Cy(D) as the
matrix a = [a;;] € My, (D) defined by (7). Thus we have by (78]

[tr(ba) By < (1 +€)llaijlllar, oy < (1 + )l (ba)llBa

Let
o =3 6® @ W (@)])6® ([ Py()a)).

Then by (7.9)
168 (0 ®ba) [0y < (14 )0y Naz(py < (A + IR @) [ r0y-

But since ¢*) — ¢ pointwise on A, we have limyy, agf)

the last two equivalences we obtain

= a;; and hence passing to the limit in % in

7 (ba) iy < (1 4+ &) Timgy |68 (0B ba) g0y < (14 €)?[ltr (ba)l[a

Since € > 0 is arbitrary, this establishes the first part of (£15)).

The second part can be checked by a similar argument: Using F),, G, we are led to compare the
norm of s,(by) in Ho ®@pp [A1 @ As] @pp (H*)g (as described in [14] Prop. 5.1]) with the norm
in C,(D) ®pp [A1 ® A2] @pp Cr(D)*, but the latter is isometric to M, (A; @ Az). We skip the
remaining details. O
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