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PRODUCT RIGIDITY IN VON NEUMANN AND C∗-ALGEBRAS VIA

S-MALLEABLE DEFORMATIONS

DANIEL DRIMBE

Abstract. We provide a new large class of countable icc groups A for which the product rigidity
result from [CdSS15] holds: if Γ1, . . . ,Γn ∈ A and Λ is any group such that L(Γ1×· · ·×Γn) ∼= L(Λ),
then there exists a product decomposition Λ = Λ1 × · · · × Λn such that L(Λi) is stably isomorphic
to L(Γi), for any 1 ≤ i ≤ n. Class A consists of groups Γ for which L(Γ) admits an s-malleable
deformation in the sense of Sorin Popa and it includes all non-amenable groups Γ such that either
(a) Γ admits an unbounded 1-cocycle into its left regular representation, or (b) Γ is an arbitrary
wreath product group with amenable base. As a byproduct of these results, we obtain new examples
of W∗-superrigid groups and new rigidity results in the C∗-algebra theory.

1. Introduction

Every countable group Γ gives rise to the group von Neumann algebra L(Γ) by considering the
weak operator closure of the complex group algebra C[Γ] acting on the Hilbert space ℓ2(Γ) by
left convolution [MvN43]. A main theme in operator algebras is the classification of group von
Neumann algebras which is centered around the following question: what properties of the group
Γ are remembered by L(Γ)? This problem is the most interesting when Γ is icc (i.e., all non-trivial
conjugacy classes of Γ are infinite), which corresponds to L(Γ) being a II1 factor. In the amenable
case, the classification is completed by the work of Connes [Co76] which asserts that any two icc
amenable groups give rise to isomorphic von Neumann algebras. Therefore, besides the amenability
of the group, no information can be recovered from L(Γ) when Γ is icc amenable.

In the non-amenable case the situation is radically different and far more complex. An outstanding
progress has been achieved since the invention of Popa’s deformation/rigidity theory [Po07] and
there have been discovered many instances when various algebraic and analytical properties of a
group Γ can be recovered from L(Γ), see the surveys [Va10a,Io12b,Io17]. Remarkably, Ioana, Popa
and Vaes found in [IPV10] the first class of countable groups Γ that are W∗-superrigid. Roughly
speaking, this means that the group Γ is completely remembered by its von Neumann algebra
L(Γ). Subsequently, several other classes of W∗-superrigid groups have been found [BV12,Be14,
CI17,CD-AD20].

However, in general, one can only expect to recover certain aspects of a group Γ from its von
Neumann algebra L(Γ). We only highlight the following developments. Ozawa showed in [Oz03]
that the group von Neumann algebra of a non-amenable bi-exact icc group is prime, in particular
implying that L(Γ) ≇ L(Γ1 × Γ2), for all infinite groups Γ1 and Γ2. Ozawa and Popa then proved
that any tensor product of II1 factors of non-amenable hyperbolic icc groups admits a unique prime
decomposition into prime factors [OP03]. As a corollary, their result shows that if L(Γ1×· · ·×Γn) ∼=
L(Λ1×· · ·×Λm) for some icc hyperbolic groups Γi’s and infinite groups Λj ’s, then m = n and after a
permutation of indices we have L(Γi) is stably isomorphic to L(Λi), for all 1 ≤ i ≤ n. More recently,
Chifan, de Santiago and Sinclair strengthened the previous corollary of [OP03] by discovering the
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following product rigidity phenomenon: if the groups Γi’s are icc hyperbolic, then any group Λ
such that L(Γ1 × · · · × Γn) ∼= L(Λ) admits a decomposition Λ = Λ1 × · · · × Λn satisfying L(Γi) is
stably isomorphic to L(Λi), for any 1 ≤ i ≤ n [CdSS15]. While a large number of other unique
prime factorization results have been obtained since [OP03] (see, e.g., the introduction of [DHI16]),
the above product rigidity result has been extended to the class of non-amenable bi-exact groups
only very recent [CD-AD20]. Some of the methods from [CD-AD20], including an augmentation
technique, will play an important role in our work as well.

The goal of this paper is to provide a new class of countable groups, denoted Class A, for which
the above product rigidity holds, see Theorem A. A common feature of these groups is that their
von Neumann algebras admit an s-malleable deformation in the sense of Popa [Po01, Po03] (see
Definition 3.1) and a key ingredient of the proof of our first main result is the use of Popa’s spectral
gap principle that was developed in [Po06a,Po06b]. In fact, Theorem A follows from a more general
and conceptual result, see Theorem 5.2.

Class A. We say that a countable non-amenable icc group Γ belongs to Class A if Γ satisfies one
of the following conditions:

(1) Γ admits an unbounded cocycle for some mixing representation π : Γ → O(HR) such that
π is weakly contained in the left regular representation of Γ.

(2) Γ = Γ1 ∗Σ Γ2 is an amalgamated free product group satisfying [Γ1 : Σ] ≥ 2 and [Γ2 : Σ] ≥ 3,
where Σ < Γ is an amenable almost malnormal1 subgroup.

(3) Γ = Σ ≀G/H G is a generalized wreath product group with Σ amenable, G non-amenable and
H < G is an amenable almost malnormal subgroup.

For any i ∈ 1, 3, if Γ belongs to A satisfying condition (i), then we say that Γ belongs to Ai. Note

that A1 contains all non-amenable icc groups Γ with β
(2)
1 (Γ) > 0.

Theorem A. Let Γ = Γ1 × · · · × Γn be a product of n ≥ 1 countable groups that belong to A and
denote M = L(Γ). Let Λ be any countable group such that M t = L(Λ) for some t > 0.

Then there exist a product decomposition Λ = Λ1×· · ·×Λn, a unitary u ∈ U(M t) and some positive
numbers t1, . . . , tn with t1 . . . tn = t such that uL(Λi)u

∗ = L(Γi)
ti , for any i ∈ 1, n.

Remark that [CdSS15, Theorem A] shows that if the groups Γi’s are non-amenable free groups and
L(Γ1 × · · · × Γn) ∼= L(Λ) for some group Λ, then Λ admits a product decomposition into n infinite
groups. Theorem A strengthens this fact by replacing the groups Γi’s with the more general class
of arbitrary free product groups.

To put our result into a better perspective, we note that Popa’s deformation/rigidity theory led to
striking rigidity results for group von Neumann algebras of wreath product groups. To recall this
results, fix a non-trivial abelian group A. Popa showed in [Po03,Po04] that the group von Neumann
algebras L(A ≀ Γ1) are pairwise non-isomorphic for different icc property (T) groups Γ1. This
result was strengthened by Ioana, Popa and Vaes in [IPV10] by showing that for any icc property
(T) group Γ1, the isomorphism L(A ≀ Γ1) ∼= L(Λ) implies that there exists a semi-direct product
decomposition Λ = B ⋊ Λ1 such that Γ1

∼= Λ1. Several other rigidity results have been obtained
for group von Neumann algebras of (generalized) wreath product groups, including primeness,
unique prime factorization and relative solidity, see [Io06,Po06a,CI08, IPV10,SW11,BV12, IM19].
Theorem A provides on the other hand a new general rigidity result for wreath product groups by
showing that the von Neumann algebra of a product of wreath product groups with amenable base
completely remembers the product structure.

1A subgroup H < G is called almost malnormal if gHg−1 ∩H is finite for any g ∈ G\H.
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Remark 1.1. We also emphasize the following new rigidity phenomenon that Theorem A (more
precisely, Theorem 5.2) leads to. First, we consider the class M0 of all non-amenable II1 factors

M that admit an s-malleable deformation (M̃, (αt)t∈R) with the properties that M ⊂ M̃ is mixing,

ML2(M̃ )⊖ L2(M)M is weakly contained in the coarse bimodule ML2(M) ⊗ L2(M)M and αt does
not converge uniformly on (M)1 (see also Subsection 3.2). In Theorem 5.2 we classify all tensor
product decompositions of any group von Neumann algebra for which the tensor factors belong
to M0. In contrast to the product rigidity result from [CdSS15], the II1 factors from M0 are not
necessarily group von Neumann algebras. For instance, any tracial non-amenable free product
M1 ∗M2 belongs to M0, see Remark 3.6.

Next, we show that Theorem A can be used together with [IPV10] to derive new examples of
W∗-superrigid product groups. First, recall that a countable group Γ is W∗-superrigid if for any
group Λ and any ∗-isomorphism θ : L(Γ)t → L(Λ) for some t > 0, we have t = 1 and there
exist a group isomorphism δ : Γ → Λ, a character ω : Γ → T and a unitary w ∈ L(Λ) such that
θ(ug) = ω(g)wvδ(g)w

∗, for any g ∈ Γ. Here, we denoted by {ug}g∈Γ and {vλ}λ∈Λ the canonical
generating unitaries of L(Γ) and L(Λ), respectively.

The first class of W∗-superrigid product groups has recently been found in [CD-AD20] by consider-
ing products of W∗-superrigid groups from [IPV10] that are bi-exact. As a consequence of Theorem
A we can actually drop the bi-exactness assumption and therefore obtain that all products of W∗-
superrigid groups from [IPV10] are again W∗-superrigid. To illustrate our result, we introduce the
following class of groups that was considered in [IPV10].

Class IPV. We say that a countable group Γ belongs to Class IPV if Γ = (Z/nZ) ≀I G is a
generalized wreath product group that satisfies:

• n ∈ {2, 3} and I = G/H, where H < G is an infinite amenable almost malnormal subgroup.
• G admits an infinite normal subgroup that either has relative property (T) or its centralizer
is non-amenable.

Corollary B. If Γ = Γ1 × · · · × Γn is a product of W∗-superrigid groups that belong to A (e.g.,
Γi ∈ IPV for any i), then Γ is W∗-superrigid.

The problem of proving that the W∗-superrigid property is closed with respect to direct products is
notoriously hard and remains open. In Corollary B (see also Theorem 5.2) we make some progress
on this problem, by showing that within the class of generalized wreath product groups with almost
malnormal stabilizers, the W∗-superrigidity property is preserved by taking direct products.

Finally, we will discuss some applications of Theorem A to the C∗-algebra theory. In contrast to
the von Neumann algebra setting, the classification of reduced C∗-algebras is not governed by an
amenable/non-amenable dichotomy in the sense that the reduced group C∗-algebra C∗

r (Γ) of an
amenable group Γ does not provide the same striking lack of rigidity as its von Neumann algebra
L(Γ). In fact, any torsion free abelian group Γ is C∗-superrigid [Sc74, Theorem 1], which roughly
means that C∗

r (Γ) completely remembers the group Γ. By building upon the result of [Sc74], several
other classes of amenable C∗-superrigid groups have been found, see the introduction of [ER18]. In
the non-amenable case, the only examples of C∗-superrigid groups are obtained in [CI17,CD-AD20]
via Popa’s deformation/rigidity theory using their von Neumann algebraic superrigid behavior
combined with the unique trace property [BKKO14] of their reduced C∗-algebra. In a similar
way, the von Neumann rigidity result from Theorem A can be transferred to a product rigidity in
C∗-algebras.

Corollary C. Let Γ = Γ1 × · · · × Γn be a product of n ≥ 1 countable non-amenable icc groups

such that β
(2)
1 (Γi) > 0 or Γi ∈ A2, for any i ∈ 1, n. Let Λ be any countable group satisfying

C∗
r (Γ) = C∗

r (Λ).
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Then Λ = Λ1 × · · · × Λn admits a product decomposition into infinite groups such that L(Λi) is
stably isomorphic to L(Γi), for any i ∈ 1, n.

We note that the above product rigidity has already been obtained for icc hyperbolic groups
[CdSS15] and extended to infinite direct sums of icc hyperbolic property (T) groups [CU18]. Fi-
nally, it would be interesting to show that in certain cases the conclusion of Corollary C can be
strengthened to derive that the C∗-algebras of the factors C∗

r (Γi) and C∗
r (Λi) are isomorphic for

any i ∈ 1, n.

Outline of the proof of Theorem A. We outline briefly and informally the proof of our main
result, which is Theorem A. Let Γ = Γ1 × · · · × Γn be a product of n ≥ 1 countable groups that

belong to Class A; to better illustrate the proof, we assume that β
(2)
1 (Γi) > 0, for any i ∈ 1, n.

Denote Mi = L(Γi), for any i ∈ 1, n and let M = L(Γ).

Our goal is to show that for any group von Neumann algebra decompositionM t = L(Λ), where t > 0
and Λ is a countable group, the underlying group is a product group Λ = Λ1×· · ·×Λn. To simplify
notation, we assume t = 1. In order to attain this goal, we use a number of techniques from Popa’s
deformation/rigidity theory. Following [PV09], we define the ∗-homomorphism ∆ : M → M⊗̄M
by letting ∆(vλ) = vλ ⊗ vλ, for any λ ∈ Λ.

Throughout the proof we repeatedly use Popa’s spectral gap rigidity principle together with the s-
malleable deformation constructed by Sinclair [Si10] for all L(Γi)’s. Their first combined application
shows that

(1.1) ∀i ∈ 1, n, ∃ti ∈ 1, n such that ∆(Mî) ≺ M⊗̄Mt̂i
.

Here, P ≺ Q denotes that a corner of P embeds into Q inside the ambient algebra, in the sense of
Popa [Po03] and Mî = ⊗̄j 6=iMj . Next, by combining Ioana’s ultrapower technique [Io11] with some
recent techniques in the framework of von Neumann algebras without property Gamma [BMO19,
IM19], we are able to upgrade (1.1) to

(1.2) ∆(MI) ≺ M⊗̄MI , for any I ⊂ 1, n,

We also derive that for any subset I ⊂ 1, n there exists a subgroup ΣI < Λ with non-amenable
centralizer CΛ(Σ) such that

(1.3) L(ΣI) ≺ MI and MI ≺ L(ΣI).

Here, we denoted by MI = ⊗̄i∈IMi. This is achieved in Section 4. Next, by using some general
recent results on s-malleable deformations [dSHHS20] and an augmentation technique developed
in [CD-AD20] we are able to use (1.2) and (1.3) to show that there exists a non-zero projection
e ∈ L(Σn̂)

′ ∩M such that

(1.4) L(Σn̂)e ≺s Mn̂ and Mn̂ ≺ L(Σn̂)e.

Here, we denoted by P ≺s Q to indicate that Pp′ ≺ Q for any non-zero projection in the relative
commutant of P . Relation (1.3) shows in particular that

(1.5) L(Σn) ≺ Mn and Mn ≺ L(Σn).

Finally, by building upon some results from [DHI16], we show that (1.4) and (1.5) imply that there
exists a product decomposition Λ = Λn̂ × Λn such that Mn̂ = L(Λn̂) and Mn = L(Λn), modulo
unitary conjugacy and amplifications. The result follows now by induction.

Organization of the paper. Besides the introduction there are four other sections in the paper.
In Section 2 we review Popa’s intertwining-by-bimodules techniques and some other tools. In
Section 3 we recall some general properties of s-malleable deformations and some structural results
for L(Γ), when Γ ∈ A. Next, in Section 4 we review Ioana’s ultrapower technique and present
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an important corollary which, besides being of independent interest, will be used in the proof of
Theorem A . Finally, in Section 5 we prove our main results.

Acknowledgments. I am grateful to Adrian Ioana for helpful comments and to the anonymous
referees for their many remarks which greatly improved the exposition of the paper.

2. Preliminaries

2.1. Terminology. In this paper we consider tracial von Neumann algebras (M, τ), i.e. von Neu-
mann algebras M equipped with a faithful normal tracial state τ : M → C. This induces a norm on
M by the formula ‖x‖2 = τ(x∗x)1/2, for all x ∈ M . We will always assume that M is a separable
von Neumann algebra, i.e. the ‖ · ‖2-completion of M denoted by L2(M) is separable as a Hilbert
space. We denote by Z(M) the center of M and by U(M) its unitary group. For two von Neumann
subalgebras P1, P2 ⊂ M , we denote by P1 ∨P2 = W ∗(P1 ∪P2) the von Neumann algebra generated
by P1 and P2.

All inclusions P ⊂ M of von Neumann algebras are assumed unital. We denote by EP : M → P
the unique τ -preserving conditional expectation from M onto P , by eP : L2(M) → L2(P ) the
orthogonal projection onto L2(P ) and by 〈M,eP 〉 the Jones’ basic construction of P ⊂ M . We
also denote by P ′ ∩M = {x ∈ M |xy = yx, for all y ∈ P} the relative commutant of P in M and
by NM (P ) = {u ∈ U(M)|uPu∗ = P} the normalizer of P in M . We say that P is regular in M
if the von Neumann algebra generated by NM(P ) equals M . Next, we define the quasi-normalizer
QNM (P ) as the subgroup of all elements x ∈ M for which there exist x1, ..., xn ∈ M such that
Px ⊂ ∑

i xiP and xP ⊂ ∑
i Pxi (see [Po99, Definition 4.8]).

The amplification of a II1 factor (M, τ) by a number t > 0 is defined to be M t = p(B(ℓ2(Z))⊗̄M)p,
for a projection p ∈ B(ℓ2(Z))⊗̄M satisfying (Tr⊗τ)(p) = t. Here Tr denotes the usual trace on
B(ℓ2(Z)). Since M is a II1 factor, M t is well defined. Note that if M = P1⊗̄P2, for some II1 factors

P1 and P2, then there exists a natural identification M = P t
1⊗̄P

1/t
2 , for every t > 0.

For a countable group Γ and for two subsets S, T ⊂ Γ, we denote by CS(T ) = {g ∈ S|gh =
hg, for all h ∈ T} the centralizer of T in S. Given a group inclusion Σ < Γ, the quasi-normalizer
QNΓ(Σ) is the group of all g ∈ Γ for which exists a finite set F ⊂ Γ such that Σg ⊂ FΣ and
gΣ ⊂ ΣF ; equivalently, g ∈ QNΓ(Σ) if and only if [Σ : gΣg−1 ∩ Σ] < ∞ and [Σ : g−1Σg ∩ Σ] < ∞.

Finally, for a positive integer n, we denote by 1, n the set {1, . . . , n}. For any subset S ⊂ 1, n we

denote its complement by Ŝ = 1, n\S. If S = {i}, we will simply write î instead of {̂i}. Also, given
any product group G = G1 × · · · ×Gn and any tensor product M1⊗̄ . . . ⊗̄Mn, we will denote their
subproduct supported on S by GS = ×i∈SGi and MS = ⊗̄i∈SMi, respectively.

2.2. Intertwining-by-bimodules. We next recall from [Po03, Theorem 2.1 and Corollary 2.3]
the powerful intertwining-by-bimodules technique of S. Popa.

Theorem 2.1 ([Po03]). Let (M, τ) be a tracial von Neumann algebra and P ⊂ pMp,Q ⊂ qMq be
von Neumann subalgebras. Let U ⊂ U(P ) be a subgroup such that U ′′ = P .

Then the following are equivalent:

(1) There exist projections p0 ∈ P, q0 ∈ Q, a ∗-homomorphism θ : p0Pp0 → q0Qq0 and a
non-zero partial isometry v ∈ q0Mp0 such that θ(x)v = vx, for all x ∈ p0Pp0.

(2) There is no sequence (un)n ⊂ U satisfying ‖EQ(xuny)‖2 → 0, for all x, y ∈ M .

If one of the equivalent conditions of Theorem 2.1 holds true, we write P ≺M Q, and say that a
corner of P embeds into Q inside M .
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Notation 2.2. Throughout the paper we will use the following notation.

• If Pp′ ≺M Q for any non-zero projection p′ ∈ P ′ ∩ pMp, then we write P ≺s
M Q.

• If P ≺M Qq′ for any non-zero projection q′ ∈ Q′ ∩ qMq, then we write P ≺s′

M Q.

• If both P ≺s
M Q and P ≺s′

M Q hold, then we write P ≺s,s′

M Q.

2.3. From tensor decompositions to group product decompositions. In this subsection we
review how some intertwining relations and a tensor product decomposition in a group von Neumann
algebra can be used to deduce a direct decomposition of the underlying group, see Theorem 2.3.
The result is actually a mild generalization of [DHI16, Theorem 6.1]. The proof follows the same
idea, but for the convenience of the reader we include all the details.

Theorem 2.3 ([DHI16]). Let M = L(Γ) be the II1 factor of an icc group Γ and assume M = P1⊗̄P2.
Let Σ1,Σ2 < Γ be subgroups and e ∈ L(Σ1)

′ ∩M a non-zero projection such that

(1) L(Σ1)e ≺s
M P1 and P1 ≺M L(Σ1)e,

(2) L(Σ2) ≺M P2 and P2 ≺M L(Σ2).

Then there exist a decomposition Γ = Γ1 × Γ2, a decomposition M = P t1
1 ⊗̄P t2

2 for some t1, t2 > 0

with t1t2 = 1 and a unitary u ∈ M such that P ti
i = uL(Γi)u

∗, for any i ∈ 1, 2.

We first need the following two lemmas inspired by [DHI16, Section 6]. Lemma 2.5 bellow can also
be seen as an extension of [Dr19, Lemma 2.6].

Lemma 2.4. Let M = L(Γ) be the II1 factor of an icc group Γ and assume M = P1⊗̄P2. Let Σ < Γ
be a subgroup and e ∈ L(Σ)′ ∩M a non-zero projection such that L(Σ)e ≺s

M P1 and P1 ≺M L(Σ)e.

Then QNΓ(Σ) < Γ has finite index.

Proof. We first use [DHI16, Lemma 2.4] and derive that there exists a non-zero projection f ∈
Z(L(Σ)′ ∩M) satisfying f ≤ e and

(2.1) L(Σ)f ≺s
M P1 and P1 ≺s′

M L(Σ)f.

Note that NM (L(Σ)′ ∩M)′ ∩M ⊂ L(Σ)′ ∩M . Hence, by passing to relative commutants in (2.1)
it follows from [Va08, Lemma 3.5] and [DHI16, Lemma 2.4] that

(2.2) P2 ≺s′

M (L(Σ)′ ∩M)f and (L(Σ)′ ∩M)f ≺s
M P2.

By repeating the same argument, we deduce that ((L(Σ)′∩M)′∩M)f ≺s
M P1. In combination with

(2.2) we derive that Z((L(Σ)′ ∩M))f ≺s
M P1 and Z((L(Σ)′ ∩M))f ≺s

M P2. Therefore, by [DHI16,
Lemma 2.8(2)] we further obtain that Z((L(Σ)′ ∩M))f ≺s

M C1, and hence, there exists a non-zero
projection f1 ∈ Z((L(Σ)′ ∩M)) with f1 ≤ f such that Z((L(Σ)′ ∩M))f1 = Cf1.

By letting Q = L(Σ)∨ (L(Σ)′∩M), it follows that Q′∩M ⊂ Z(L(Σ)′∩M), and therefore, (Qf1)
′∩

f1Mf1 = Cf1. Using relations (2.1) and (2.2) we have P1 ≺M Qf1 and P2 ≺M Qf1. Therefore, we
can apply [Dr19, Lemma 2.6] and derive that M ≺M Q. Let Ω = {g ∈ Γ| OΣ(g) is finite}, where
OΣ(g) = {hgh−1| h ∈ Σ} is the orbit of g under conjugation by Σ. Note that Ω is normalized by
Σ and L(Σ)′ ∩ M ⊂ L(Ω). Since ΩΣ < QNΓ(Σ), it follows that Q ⊂ L(QNΓ(Σ)). Altogether, it
follows that M ≺M L(QNΓ(Σ)), which proves the lemma by using [DHI16, Lemma 2.5(1)]. �

Lemma 2.5. Let Γ y B be a trace preserving action and denote M = B⋊Γ. Let Σ1 < Σ2 < Γ be
subgroups such that L(QNΓ(Σ1))

′ ∩M = C1.

Let P1, P2 ⊂ pMp be von Neuman subalgebras such that there exist commuting subalgebras P̃0, P̃1,
P̃2 ⊂ M satisfying P1 ⊂ P̃1, P2 ⊂ P̃2 and P̃0 ∨ P̃1 ∨ P̃2 = M .

If Pi ≺M B ⋊ Σi, for any i ∈ 1, 2, then P1 ∨ P2 ≺M B ⋊ Σ2.
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Proof. Since P1 ≺M B⋊Σ1 and P2 ≺M B⋊Σ2, it follows that there exist projections p1 ∈ P1, p2 ∈
P2 and non-zero elements v1 ∈ p1M,v2 ∈ Mp2 such that

(2.3) (p1P1p1)1v1 ⊂ v1(B ⋊ Σ1)1 and v2(p2P2p2)1 ⊂ (B ⋊ Σ2)1v2.

We continue by showing that there exists g ∈ QNΓ(Σ1) such that v1ugv2 6= 0. If this is not the
case, we derive that v1zv2 = 0, for all z ∈ U(L(QNΓ(Σ1))) and hence, v1zv2v

∗
2z

∗ = 0. By letting
a = ∨z∈U(L(QNΓ(Σ1)))zv2v

∗
2z, it follows that v1a = 0. Since a ∈ L(QNΓ(Σ1))

′ ∩M = C1, we derive
that v1 = 0 or v2 = 0, contradiction.

Next, we consider g ∈ QNΓ(Σ1) such that v1ugv2 6= 0. This implies that there exist some elements
g1, . . . , gn ∈ Γ such that (B ⋊ Σ1)1ug ⊂ ∑n

j=1 ugj (B ⋊ Σ1)1. Using (2.3), we derive that

(2.4) U(p1P1p1)(v1ugv2)U(p2P2p2) ⊂
n∑

i=1

v1ugj(B ⋊ Σ2)1v2.

Now, we assume by contradiction that p1P1p1 ∨ p2P2p2 ⊀M B ⋊ Σ2. Hence, there exist two
sequence of unitaries (an)n ⊂ U(p1P1p1) and (bn)n ⊂ U(p2P2p2) such that ‖EB⋊Σ2

(xanbny)‖2 → 0,

for all x, y ∈ M . Since P1 ⊂ P̃1, P2 ⊂ P̃2 and P̃0 ∨ P̃1 ∨ P̃2 = M , we further derive that
‖EB⋊Σ2

(xan(v1zv2)bny)‖2 → 0, for all x, y ∈ M .

For any subset F ⊂ Γ, we denote by PF the orthogonal projection onto the closed linear span of
{Bug|g ∈ F} and notice that ‖PGΣ2H(x)‖22 ≤ ∑

g∈G,h∈H ‖EB⋊Σ2
(u∗gxu

∗
h)‖22, for all finite subsets

G,H ⊂ Γ and x ∈ M . Hence, the previous paragraph implies that ‖PGΣ2H(an(v1zv2)bn)‖2 → 0,
for all finite subsets G,H ⊂ Γ. By using Kaplansky’s density theorem, this contradicts (2.4) and
therefore ends the proof of the lemma. �

Proof of Theorem 2.3. From assumption we have L(Σ1) ≺M L(Σ2)
′ ∩ M . By applying [DHI16,

Theorem 6.2] we obtain that there exist finite index subgroups Θ1 < kΣ1k
−1 and Θ2 < Σ2 for

some k ∈ Γ such that the commutator subgroup [Θ1,Θ2] is finite. Denote by Θ < Γ the subgroup
generated by Θ1 and Θ2.

By Lemma 2.4 we have [Γ : QNΓ(Σ1)] < ∞. Since Γ is icc, we derive that L(QNΓ(Θ1))
′ ∩M = C1.

Therefore, by Lemma 2.5 we derive that M ≺M L(Θ), which shows that [Γ : Θ] < ∞. In particular,
Θ is icc. Since [Θ1,Θ2] is a finite normal subgroup of Θ, it must be trivial. Therefore, Θ1 and Θ2

are commuting subgroups of Γ such that Θ1 ∩Θ2 = 1 and [Γ : Θ1Θ2] < ∞.

Finally, by applying verbatim the second part of the proof of [DHI16, Theorem 6.1] (or the second
part of the proof of [CdSS15, Theorem 4.14]), we obtain the conclusion of the theorem. �

2.4. An augmentation technique for intertwining. An essential tool for the proof of our main
result, Theorem A, is the augmentation technique developed in [CD-AD20]; this was also crucial
for the recent work [CD-AD21]. One place where the augmentation technique is used in our paper
is in the following result.

Proposition 2.6. Let Γ be a countable icc group and let M = L(Γ). Let Σ,Θ < Γ be subgroups
and M = P ⊗̄Q a tensor product decomposition. Let G0 < G be countable groups and let G y A be
a trace preserving action such that Q = A⋊G. Assume that the following two conditions hold:

• P ≺M L(Σ) and L(Σ) ≺M P .
• Q ≺M L(Θ) and L(Θ) ≺M P ⊗̄(A⋊G0).

Then [G : G0] < ∞.
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Proof. Following the augmentation technique from [CD-AD20, Section 3], we consider a Bernoulli
action Γ y D with abelian base. Denote M = D ⋊ Γ and let Ψ : M → M⊗̄M be the ∗-
homomorphism given by Ψ(dug) = dug ⊗ ug, for all d ∈ D and g ∈ Γ.

From [DHI16, Lemma 2.4(2)] we get that P ≺s
M L(Σ), and hence, P ≺s,s′

M D ⋊ Σ. By using

[DHI16, Remark 2.2] and [Dr19, Lemma 2.3] we further obtain that Ψ(P ) ≺s,s′

M⊗̄M M⊗̄L(Σ). Using

L(Σ) ≺M P and [Dr19, Lemma 2.4(2)], we get Ψ(P ) ≺s
M⊗̄M M⊗̄P . In the same way, we derive that

Ψ(Q) ≺s
M⊗̄M M⊗̄P ⊗̄(A⋊G0). Using [BV12, Lemma 2.3] we get that Ψ(M) ≺M⊗̄M M⊗̄P ⊗̄(A⋊

G0). Since Ψ(x) = x ⊗ 1, for all x ∈ D, we deduce that Ψ(M) ≺M⊗̄M M⊗̄P ⊗̄(A ⋊ G0). By

[IPV10, Lemma 10.2] we obtain that M ≺M P ⊗̄(A ⋊G0). Since QN (1)
M (M) = M , we derive that

M ≺M P ⊗̄(A⋊G0), which implies from [DHI16, Lemma 2.5(1)] that [G : G0] < ∞. �

2.5. Relative amenability and weak containment of bimodules. A tracial von Neumann
algebra (M, τ) is amenable if there exists a positive linear functional Φ : B(L2(M)) → C such that
Φ|M = τ and Φ is M -central, meaning Φ(xT ) = Φ(Tx), for all x ∈ M and T ∈ B(L2(M)). By
Connes’ breakthrough classification of amenable factors [Co76], it follows that M is amenable if
and only if M is approximately finite dimensional.

Next, we recall the notion of relative amenability introduced by Ozawa and Popa in [OP07]. Let
(M, τ) be a tracial von Neumann algebra. Let p ∈ M be a projection and P ⊂ pMp,Q ⊂ M be
von Neumann subalgebras. Following [OP07, Definition 2.2], we say that P is amenable relative
to Q inside M if there exists a positive linear functional Φ : p〈M,eQ〉p → C such that Φ|pMp = τ
and Φ is P -central. Note that P is amenable relative to C inside M if and only if P is amenable.
We say that P is strongly non-amenable relative to Q if Pp′ is non-amenable relative to Q for any
non-zero projection p′ ∈ P ′ ∩ pMp.

LetM,N be tracial von Neumann algebras. AnM -N bimodule MHN is a Hilbert spaceH equipped
with a ∗-homomorphism πH : M⊙Nop → B(H) that is normal onM and Nop, whereM⊙Nop is the
algebraic tensor product between M and the oposite von Neumann algebra Nop of N . For two M -N
bimodules MHN and MKN , we say that MHN is weakly contained in MKN if ‖πH(x)‖ ≤ ‖πK(x)‖,
for any x ∈ M ⊙ Nop. Examples of bimodules include the trivial bimodule ML2(M)M and the
coarse bimodule ML2(M)⊗ L2(N)N .

Finally, ifQ ⊂ M are tracial von Neumann algebras, then ML2(〈M,eQ〉)M ∼=M (L2(M)⊗QL
2(M))M .

Also, a subalgebra P ⊂ pMp is amenable relative to Q if and only if PL
2(pM)M is weakly contained

in PL
2(〈M,eQ〉)M .

2.6. Mixing inclusion of von Neumann algebras. An important tool in the intertwining-by-
bimodules techniques is the mixing notion relative to a subalgebra (see [Po05, Definition 2.9], [PS09,
Definition 2.3] and [Bo14, Definition A.4.2]).

Definition 2.7. Let A ⊂ M ⊂ M̃ be an inclusion of tracial von Neumann algebras. We say that
M ⊂ M̃ is mixing relative to A if for any sequence (un)n ⊂ (M)1 satisfying ‖EA(xuny)‖2 → 0, for

all x, y ∈ M , we have ‖EM (x̃unỹ)‖2 → 0, for all x̃, ỹ ∈ M̃ ⊖M .

In Definition 2.7, if A = C1 we simply say that M ⊂ M̃ is mixing. We record the following well
known lemmas and include the proof of the first one only for the convenience of the reader; the
second one can be proven in a similar way.

Lemma 2.8. Let Σ < Γ be countable groups and denote I = Γ/Σ. Let A0 ⊂ B0 be tracial von

Neumann algebras and denote M = AI
0 ⋊ Γ and M̃ = BI

0 ⋊ Γ. Note that M ⊂ M̃ .

Then M ⊂ M̃ is mixing relative to AI
0 ⋊ Σ.
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Proof. Let (wn)n ⊂ U(M) be a sequence of unitaries such that ‖EAI
0
⋊Σ(xwny)‖2 → 0, for all

x, y ∈ M . We have to show that ‖EM (x̃wnỹ)‖2 → 0, for all x̃, ỹ ∈ M̃ ⊖M . By Kaplansky’s density
theorem, it is enough to assume x̃ = b ∈ (B0 ⊖ A0)

hΣ and ỹ = c ∈ (B0 ⊖ A0)
kΣ for some h, k ∈ I.

If we let wn =
∑

g∈Γ w
g
nug ∈ AI

0 ⋊ Γ, note that EM (bwg
nσg(c)) = 0 if g /∈ hΣk−1 and hence

‖EM (x̃wnỹ)‖2 ≤ ‖b‖‖c‖‖
∑

g∈hΣk−1

wg
nug‖2 = ‖b‖‖c‖‖EAI

0
⋊Σ(uh−1wnuk)‖2 → 0,

by the assumption. �

Lemma 2.9. Let M̃ = M1 ∗AM2 be an amalgamated free product of tracial von Neumann algebras.
Then M1 ⊂ M̃ is mixing relative to A.

3. Two classes of von Neumann algebras that admit s-malleable deformations

3.1. Malleable deformations. In [Po01,Po03] Popa introduced the notion of an s-malleable de-
formation of a von Neumann algebra. In the framework of his powerful deformation/rigidity tech-
niques, this notion has led to a remarkable progress in the theory of von Neumann algebras, see the
surveys [Po07,Va10a,Io12b,Io17]. See also [dSHHS20] for a comprehensive overview on s-malleable
deformations and for recent developments.

Definition 3.1. Let (M, τ) be a tracial von Neumannn algebra. A pair (M̃ , (αt)t∈R) is called an
s-malleable deformation of M if the following conditions hold:

• (M̃, τ̃ ) is a tracial von Neumann algebra such that M ⊂ M̃ and τ = τ̃|M .

• (αt)t∈R ⊂ Aut(M̃ , τ̃) is a 1-parameter group with limt→0 ‖αt(x)− x‖2 = 0, for any x ∈ M̃.

• There exists β ∈ Aut(M̃ , τ̃) that satisfies β|M = IdM , β2 = IdM̃ and βαt = α−tβ, for any
t ∈ R.

• αt does not converge uniformly to the identity on (M)1 as t → 0.

Theorem 3.2 ([dSHHS20]). Let (M̃ , (αt)t∈R) be an s-malleable deformation of a tracial von Neu-

mann algebra M . Let A ⊂ M and Q ⊂ qMq be some von Neumann subalgebras such that M ⊂ M̃
is mixing relative to A, αt → id uniformly on (Q)1 and Q ⊀M A. Then the following hold:

(1) αt → id uniformly on (Q ∨ (Q′ ∩ qMq))1.
(2) Let Q = Q1 ⊂ Q2 ⊂ · · · ⊂ qMq be an ascending sequence of von Neumann subalgebras with

αt → id uniformly on (Qi)1, for all i ≥ 1. Then αt → id uniformly on (
∨

i≥1 Qi)1.

Proof. Part (1) follows from [dSHHS20, Corollary 6.7(ii)]. For part (2), by using [dSHHS20, Lemma

6.3] it follows that Q′ ∩ qM̃q ⊂ qMq and the conclusion follows from [dSHHS20, Theorem 3.5]. �

We will also need the following result from [dSHHS20, Proposition 5.6].

Proposition 3.3 ([dSHHS20]). Let (M̃ , (αt)t∈R) be an s-malleable deformation of a tracial von
Neumann algebra M . Let Q ⊂ qMq be a von Neumann subalgebra and let q0 ∈ Q be a non-zero
projection such that αt → id uniformly on (q0Qq0)1.

Then αt → id uniformly on (Qz)1, where z is the central support of q0 in Q.

3.2. Class M. We say that a non-amenable II1 factor M is in Class M if there exists an s-malleable
deformation (M̃, (αt)t∈R) of M and an amenable subalgebra A ⊂ M satisfying:

(1) The inclusion M ⊂ M̃ is mixing relative to A.
(2) For any tracial von Neumann algebra N and for any subalgebra P ⊂ p(M⊗̄N)p such that

P ′ ∩ p(M⊗̄N)p is strongly non-amenable relative to 1⊗N , it follows that:
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(i) αt ⊗ id → id uniformly on (P )1.
(ii) If P ≺M⊗N A⊗N, then P ≺M⊗N 1⊗N.

While this class of II1 factors seems somewhat technical, it actually contains all group von Neumann
algebras L(Γ) with Γ ∈ A and all non-trivial tracial free products M1 ∗ M2, see Proposition 3.4
bellow and its proof. Note also that if A = C1, then condition (2) is simply reflecting Popa’s
spectral gap principle.

Proposition 3.4. If Γ ∈ A, then L(Γ) ∈ M.

Proof. If Γ ∈ A1 we recall that Sinclair constructed in [Si10, Section 3] an s-malleable deformation

(M̃, (αt)t∈R) in the sense of Definition 3.1; see also [Va10b, Section 3.1] and [Io11, Section 2]. We

will prove that M ∈ M with A = C1. Note first that M ⊂ M̃ is mixing since π is a mixing
representation. Next, Lemma 3.5 bellow shows that condition (2) of Class M is satisfied.

Next, if Γ = Γ1 ∗Σ Γ2 ∈ A2, we recall that [IPP05, Section 2.2] shows that M = L(Γ) admits an s-

malleable deformation (M̃, (αt)t∈R) in the sense of Definition 3.1 with M̃ = M ∗L(Σ) (L(Σ)⊗̄L(F2)).

It follows that M ∈ M with A = L(Σ). Indeed, we note first that M ⊂ M̃ is mixing relative to A
by Lemma 2.9. Next, since we have the decomposition M⊗̄N = (L(Γ1)⊗̄N) ∗L(Σ)⊗̄N (L(Γ2)⊗̄N),
condition (2.i) follows from [Io12a, Lemma 6.5]. To show condition (2.ii), let N be a tracial von
Neumann algebra and P ⊂ p(M⊗̄N)p a subalgebra such that P ′ ∩ p(M⊗̄N)p is strongly non-
amenable relative to 1 ⊗ N . If P ≺M⊗N A ⊗ N and P ⊀M⊗N 1 ⊗ N, then we derive (see,
e.g., [Dr17, Proposition 3.7]) that P ′ ∩ p(M⊗̄N)p ≺M⊗̄N A⊗̄N . It implies by [DHI16, Lemma
2.6(3)] that P ′ ∩ p(M⊗̄N)p is not strongly non-amenable relative to 1⊗N , contradiction.

Finally, if Γ ∈ A3, we recall that Ioana constructed in [Io06, Section 2] an s-malleable deformation

(M̃, (αt)t∈R) in the sense of Definition 3.1, see Remark 3.8(1). Next, we note that M ⊂ M̃ is mixing
relative to A := L(Σ)G/H ⋊H by Lemma 2.8. Next, parts (i) and (ii) from condition (2) of Class
M follow from [IPV10, Corollary 4.3] and its proof. �

The following lemma is a standard application of Popa’s spectral gap rigidity principle [Po06b] and
it is essentially contained in the proof of [Ho15, Theorem 6.4] (see also [Io11, Lemma 2.2]). For
completeness, we include a proof.

Lemma 3.5. Let Γ be a countable non-amenable group that admits an unbounded cocycle for
some mixing representation π : Γ → O(HR) such that π is weakly contained in the left regular
representation of Γ. Let Γ y N be a trace preserving action and denote M = N ⋊ Γ.

If P ⊂ pMp is a von Neumann subalgebra that is strongly non-amenable relative to N , then αt → id
uniformly on (P ′ ∩ pMp)1.

Proof. Since π is contained in the left regular representation, it follows by [Va10b, Lemma 3.5]

that the M -M bimodule L2(M̃ ⊖M) is weakly contained in the M -M bimodule L2(M)⊗N L2(M).
Since P is strongly non-amenable relative to N , it follows that for any non-zero projection z ∈
Z(P ′ ∩ pMp) we have that ML2(M)Pz is not weakly contained in ML2(M) ⊗N L2(M)Pz . Hence,
for any non-zero projection z ∈ Z(P ′ ∩ pMp) we derive that ML2(M)Pz is not weakly contained in

ML2(M̃ ⊖M)Pz.

Let ǫ > 0. Therefore, by [IPV10, Lemma 2.3] we obtain that there exist a1, . . . , an ∈ P and δ > 0

such that if x ∈ (pM̃p)1 satisfies ‖xai − aix‖2 ≤ δ, for any i ∈ 1, n, then ‖x − EM (x)‖2 ≤ ǫ. We
choose t0 > 0 such that ‖αt(ai)− ai‖2 ≤ δ/2, for all |t| ≤ t0 and i ∈ 1, n. Let x ∈ (P ′ ∩ pMp)1 and
t ∈ R such that |t| ≤ t0. By using the triangle inequality we derive that for all i ∈ 1, n and |t| ≤ t0
we have

‖aiαt(x)− αt(x)ai‖2 = ‖α−t(ai)x− xα−t(ai)‖2 ≤ 2‖α−t(ai)− ai‖2 ≤ δ.
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As a consequence, we deduce that ‖αt(x) − EM (αt(x))‖2 ≤ ǫ, for any |t| ≤ t0. Using Popa’s
transversality property [Va10b, Lemma 3.1] we obtain that

‖αt(x)− x‖2 ≤
√
2ǫ, for all x ∈ (P ′ ∩ pMp)1 and |t| ≤ t0.

This concludes the proof. �

Remark 3.6. The proof of Lemma 3.5 shows that the class M0 defined in Remark 1.1 is contained
inM and that any non-amenable tracial free productM1∗M2 belongs toM0 (see also [Io12a, Lemma
2.10]).

We end this subsection by showing that any von Neumann algebra M ∈ M does not have property
Gamma, i.e. for any uniformly bounded sequence (xn)n ⊂ M with ‖xny − yxn‖2 → 0, for any
y ∈ M , must satisfy ‖xn − τ(xn)‖2 → 0.

Lemma 3.7. Let M be a tracial von Neumann algebra that belongs to Class M. Then M does not
have property Gamma.

Proof. We assume the contrary. By using [HU15, Theorem 3.1] it follows that there exists a
decreasing sequence of diffuse abelian von Neumann subalgebras An ⊂ M with n ≥ 1 such that
M =

∨
n≥1(A

′
n ∩M).

Let (M̃, (αt)t∈R) be an s-malleable deformation of M and A ⊂ M a subalgebra as given by the
definition of Class M. Since M is non-amenable, it follows that there exists n ≥ 1 such that A′

n∩M
is non-amenable. Let z ∈ Z(A′

n ∩ M) such that (A′
n ∩ M)z is strongly non-amenable relative to

C1. By using the fact that M belongs to Class M, it follows that αt → id uniformly on (Anz)1. In
particular,

(3.1) αt → id uniformly on (Amz)1, for any m ≥ n.

Note here that z ∈ A′
m ∩M , for any m ≥ n. If Amz ≺M A, condition (2.ii) of Class M shows that

there exists a non-zero projection z1 ∈ (A′
m ∩ M)′ ∩M ⊂ (A′

n ∩M)′ ∩ M with z1 ≤ z such that
(A′

m ∩M)z1 is amenable. This proves that (A′
n ∩M)z1 is amenable, contradiction.

Hence, Amz ⊀M A. Since M ⊂ M̃ is mixing relative to A, it follows from (3.1) and Theorem
3.2(1) that αt → id uniformly on (z(A′

m ∩ M)z)1, for any m ≥ n. Since z(A′
m ∩ M)z ⊀M A

and zMz =
∨

m≥n z(A
′
m ∩ M)z, we apply Theorem 3.2(2) and derive that αt → id uniformly on

(zMz)1. Since M is a factor, we apply Proposition 3.3 and deduce that αt → id uniformly on
(M)1, contradiction. Therefore, M does not have property Gamma. �

3.3. Class Mwr. We say that a von Neumann algebra M is in Class Mwr if there exists a decom-
position M = BI

0 ⋊ Λ satisfying the following properties:

• B0 is a tracial amenable von Neumann algebra and Λ is a non-amenable group.
• There exists k ≥ 1 such that Stab J is finite whenever J ⊂ I with |J | ≥ k.

Remark 3.8. We record the following properties of von Neumann algebras that belong to Mwr.

(1) Throughout the proofs of the main results, we will use the fact that any M ∈ Mwr admits an

s-malleable deformation (M̃, (αt)t∈R) in the sense of Definition 3.1 by using the free product
deformation, see [Io06, Section 2]. To recall this construction, we define a self-adjoint unitary
h ∈ L(Z) with spectrum [−π, π] such that exp(ih) equals the canonical generating unitary

u ∈ L(Z). For any t ∈ R, define ut =exp(ith) ∈ L(Z). We let M̃ = L(B0 ∗L(Z))I ⋊Λ ⊃ M

and αt = ⊗i∈IAd(ut) ∈ Aut(M̃ ).
(2) If M ∈ Mwr, then M is a II1 factor without property Gamma (see, e.g., [Dr20, Proposition

4.3]).
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4. From commuting subalgebras to commuting subgroups

One of the crucial ingredients of the proof of Theorem A is an ultrapower technique due to Adrian
Ioana [Io11], which we recall in the following form. This result is essentially contained in the proof
of [Io11, Theorem 3.1] (see also [CdSS15, Theorem 3.3]). The statement that we will use is a
particular case of [DHI16, Theorem 4.1].

Theorem 4.1 ([Io11]). Let Γ be a countable icc group and denote by M = L(Γ). Let ∆ : M →
M⊗̄M be the ∗-homomorphism given by ∆(ug) = ug ⊗ ug, for all g ∈ Γ. Let B,Q ⊂ M be von
Neumann subalgebras such that ∆(B) ≺M⊗̄M M⊗̄Q.

Then there exists a decreasing sequence of subgroups Σk < Γ such that B ≺M L(Σk), for every
k ≥ 1, and Q′ ∩M ≺M L(∪k≥1CΓ(Σk)).

Note that the ultrapower technique [Io11] has been of crucial use in several other works in order to
obtain structural and rigidity results for certain classes of group and group measure space von Neu-
mann algebras [CdSS15,KV15,DHI16,CI17,CU18,Dr19,CDK19,CDHK20,CD-AD20,CD-AD21].

By combining Theorem 4.1 with a recent characterization of von Neumann algebras that do not
have property Gamma [BMO19, IM19] we obtain the following useful consequence.

Theorem 4.2. We consider the context of Theorem 4.1. In addition, assume that M = P ⊗̄Q
where P does not have property Gamma.

Then there exists a subgroup Σ < Γ with non-amenable centralizer CΓ(Σ) such that B ≺M L(Σ)
and L(Σ) ≺M Q.

Proof. The proof is inspired by [IM19, Lemma 5.2]. We start the proof by recalling two general
facts from [BMO19]. First, [BMO19, Proposition 3.2] is stating that if a tracial von Neumann
algebra N does not have property Gamma, then any N -N bimodule K that is weakly equivalent
to L2(N) (i.e. NKN is weakly contained in L2(N) and L2(N) is weakly contained in NKN ) must
contain L2(N).

Second, by using [BMO19, Lemma 3.4] we derive that for any subalgebra Q0 ⊂ M we have

(4.1) L2(〈M,eQ′
0
∩M 〉) is weakly contained in L2(M) as M -M bimodules.

Next, we consider a decreasing sequence of subgroups Σk < Γ as in the conclusion of Theorem 4.1.
Since P is non-amenable, we can assume without loss of generality that CΓ(Σk) is non-amenable for
any k ≥ 1. Denote the M -M bimodule H = ⊕k≥1L

2(〈M,eL(Σk)′∩M 〉) and notice that (4.1) implies
that

(4.2) H is weakly contained in L2(M) as M -M bimodules.

On the other hand, since P ≺M L(∪k≥1CΓ(Σk)), it follows by Lemma 2.4(2) and Lemma 2.6(3)
from [DHI16] that P is amenable relative to

∨
k≥1(L(Σk)

′ ∩ M) inside M . Hence, L2(M) is

weakly contained in L2(〈M,e∨
k≥1

(L(Σk)′∩M)〉) as M -P bimodules. By using the moreover part

of [IM19, Proposition 2.5], we deduce that L2(〈M,e∨
k≥1

(L(Σk)′∩M)〉) is weakly contained in H as

M -M bimodules. Therefore,

(4.3) L2(M) is weakly contained in H as M -P bimodules.

Since M = P ⊗̄Q, it follows that L2(M) is a multiple of L2(P ) as P -P bimodules. In combi-
nation with (4.2) and (4.3), we deduce that L2(P ) is weakly equivalent to H as P -P bimodules.
Finally, since P does not have property Gamma, we use the first paragraph of the proof and de-
rive that L2(P ) is contained in PHP . Hence, there exists k0 ≥ 1 such that L2(P ) is contained in
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PL
2(M,eL(Σk0

)′∩M )P . This implies that P ≺M L(Σk0)
′ ∩M . By passing to relative commutants

and using [Va08, Lemma 3.5], the conclusion of the corollary is obtained by taking Σ = Σk0 . �

As an application of Theorem 4.2, we can use the augmentation technique from [CD-AD20, Section
3] and derive the following result which is an important ingredient of the proof of Theorem A.

Theorem 4.3. Let Γ be a countable icc group such that L(Γ) does not have property Gamma.

Denote M = L(Γ)1/t for some t > 0 and let ∆ : M t → M t⊗̄M t be the ∗-homomorphism given by
∆(ug) = ug ⊗ ug, for any g ∈ Γ.

Assume M = M1⊗̄ . . . ⊗̄Mn is the tensor product of n ≥ 1 II1 factors with the property that for
any i ∈ 1, n, there exists f(i) ∈ 1, n such that ∆(M t

î
) ≺s

M t⊗̄M t M
t⊗̄M t

f̂(i)
.

Then ∆(M t
I) ≺s

M t⊗̄M t M
t⊗̄M t

I , for any subset I ⊂ 1, n.

Proof. We may assume that t = 1 since this simplification does not hide any essential part of
the argument. Indeed, note that for any i ∈ 1, n there is a natural identification M t = Mî⊗̄M t

i .
Assume by contradiction that there exists i such that f(i) 6= i. Using the assumption we can apply
Theorem 4.2 and derive that for any j ∈ 1, n there exists a subgroup Σj < Γ such that

(4.4) Mĵ ≺s
M L(Σj) and L(Σj) ≺M M

f̂(j)
.

Here, we also used [DHI16, Lemma 2.4(2)]. Note that (4.4) shows that L(Σi) ≺M M
f̂(i)

and

M
f̂(i)

≺s
M L(Σf(i)). Using [Va08, Lemma 3.7] we deduce that L(Σi) ≺M L(Σf(i)). We can apply

[CI17, Lemma 2.2] and derive that there exist g ∈ Γ and a finite index subgroup Σ0
i < Σi such that

gΣ0
i g

−1 ⊂ Σf(i). Using (4.4) for j = f(i) we get that L(Σ0
i ) ≺M M

f̂2(i)
. Since [Σi : Σ

0
i ] < ∞, it

follows that

(4.5) L(Σi) ≺M M
f̂2(i)

.

Following an idea from [CD-AD20, Section 3], we consider a Bernoulli action Γ y D with abelian
base and let M = D⋊Γ. Let Ψ : M → M⊗̄M be the ∗-homomorphism given by Ψ(dug) = dug⊗ug,

for all d ∈ D and g ∈ Γ. From (4.4) we have that Mî ≺s
M L(Σi), which gives Mî ≺

s,s′

M D ⋊ Σi. By

applying [Dr19, Lemma 2.3], we further derive that Ψ(Mî) ≺
s,s′

M⊗̄M M⊗̄L(Σi). Next, by using [Dr19,

Lemma 2.4] and the relation (4.5) we obtain that

(4.6) Ψ(Mî) ≺s
M⊗̄M M⊗̄M

f̂2(i)
.

Note that i ∈ f̂(i). Using our assumption, we obtain that ∆(Mi) ≺s
M⊗̄M M⊗̄M

f̂2(i)
. Hence,

by [DHI16, Remark 2.2] we get that

(4.7) Ψ(Mi) ≺s
M⊗̄M M⊗̄M

f̂2(i)
.

Next, by using [Is19, Lemma 2.6], (4.6) and (4.7), we derive that Ψ(M) ≺s
M⊗̄M M⊗̄M

f̂2(i)
. Since

Ψ(x) = x⊗ 1, for any x ∈ D, we deduce that Ψ(M) ≺s
M⊗̄M M⊗̄M

f̂2(i)
. By [IPV10, Lemma 10.2]

we obtain that M ≺M M
f̂2(i)

. Since QN (1)
M(M) = M , we derive that M ≺M M

f̂2(i)
, which implies

that Mf2(i) is not diffuse, contradiction.

Hence, ∆(Mĵ) ≺s
M⊗̄M M⊗̄Mĵ, for any j ∈ 1, n. By applying [DHI16, Lemma 2.6(2)], the conclu-

sion of the theorem follows. �
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5. Proofs of the main results

5.1. Proof of Theorem A. Before proceeding to the proof of Theorem A, we need the following
result.

Theorem 5.1. Let M = M1⊗̄ . . . ⊗̄Mn be the tensor product of n ≥ 1 II1 factors from M ∪Mwr.
Assume Γ is a countable icc group such that M t = L(Γ) for some t > 0. Denote by ∆ : M t →
M t⊗̄M t the ∗-homomorphism given by ∆(ug) = ug ⊗ ug, for any g ∈ Γ.

Then for any i ∈ 1, n, there exists f(i) ∈ 1, n such that ∆(M t
î
) ≺s

M t⊗̄M t M
t⊗̄M t

f̂(i)
.

Proof. Let (M̃i, (α
i
t)t∈R) be an s-malleable deformation of Mi given by the fact that Mi belongs

to M ∪ Mwr, see Remark 3.8(1). If Mi ∈ M, we let Ai be given as in the definition of Class M.

We naturally extend αi
t to an automorphism αi

t ∈ Aut(Mî⊗̄M̃i). We may assume without loss of
generality that t = 1 since this simplification does not hide any essential part of the argument; note
that for any i ∈ 1, n there is a natural identification M t = Mî⊗̄M t

i .

We first prove that there exists a function f ∈ 1, n → 1, n such that

(5.1) ∆(Mj) is non-amenable relative to M⊗̄M
f̂(j)

for any j ∈ 1, n.

If (5.1) does not hold, then there exists j ∈ 1, n such that ∆(Mj) is amenable relative to M⊗̄Mk̂,

for any k ∈ 1, n. By [PV11, Proposition 2.7], it follows that ∆(Mj) is amenable relative to M⊗̄1.
This further implies by [IPV10, Proposition 7.2(4)] that Mj is amenable, contradiction. Therefore,
there exists a function f that satisfies (5.1). Next, we show that

(5.2) ∆(Mĵ) ≺M⊗̄M M⊗̄M
f̂(j)

, for any j ∈ 1, n.

To show this, fix j ∈ 1, n and notice first that NM⊗̄M (∆(Mj))
′ ∩M⊗̄M = C1 since Γ is icc. Thus,

using [DHI16, Lemma 2.6(2)], we obtain from (5.1) that

(5.3) ∆(Mj) is strongly non-amenable relative to M⊗̄M
f̂(j)

.

Case 1. Mf(j) ∈ M.

In this case it follows directly from (5.3) that id ⊗ α
f(j)
t → id uniformly on (∆(Mĵ))1. Assume by

contradiction that ∆(Mĵ) ⊀M⊗̄M M⊗̄M
f̂(j)

. If ∆(Mĵ) ⊀M⊗̄M M⊗̄(M
f̂(j)

⊗̄Af(j)), we obtain from

Theorem 3.2(1) that id⊗ α
f(j)
t → id uniformly on (∆(M))1. This shows that α

f(j)
t → id uniformly

on (M)1, and hence on Mf(j), contradiction. Therefore, ∆(Mĵ) ≺M⊗̄M M⊗̄(M
f̂(j)

⊗̄Af(j)). Using

condition (2.ii) from Class M, it follows that (5.2) holds in this case.

Case 2. Mf(j) ∈ Mwr.

In this case we can write Mf(j) = Bf(j) ⋊ Λf(j) as the von Neumann algebra of a generalized

Bernoulli action as in Class Mwr. By (5.3) and [BV12, Theorem 3.1] we have that id⊗ α
f(j)
t → id

uniformly on (∆(Mĵ))1. Using [IPV10, Theorem 4.2] we obtain that ∆(Mĵ) ≺M⊗̄M M⊗̄M
f̂(j)

or

∆(M) ≺M⊗̄M M⊗̄(M
f̂(j)

⊗̄L(Λf(j))) or ∆(M) ≺M⊗̄M M⊗̄(M
f̂(j)

⊗̄(Bf(j) ⋊ θf(j))), where θf(j) <

Λf(j) is an infinite index subgroup. From [IPV10, Proposition 7.2] the last two possibilities give a
contradiction. This shows that (5.2) holds.

Finally, by using [DHI16, Lemma 2.4(2)], we end the proof of the theorem. �

We are now ready to prove the following result which is a generalization of Theorem A.
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Theorem 5.2. Let M = M1⊗̄ . . . ⊗̄Mn be the tensor product of n ≥ 1 II1 factors from M ∪Mwr.
Assume Γ is a countable icc group such that M t = L(Γ) for some t > 0.

Then there exist a product decomposition Γ = Γ1 × · · · × Γn, a unitary u ∈ M and some positive
numbers t1, . . . , tn with t1 · · · · · tn = t such that M ti

i = uL(Γi)u
∗, for any i ∈ 1, n.

Proof. Let (M̃i, (α
i
t)t∈R) be an s-malleable deformation of Mi given by the fact that Mi belongs to

Class M ∪Mwr, see Remark 3.8(1). If Mi ∈ M, we let Ai be given as in the definition of Class M.

We naturally extend αi
t to an automorphism αi

t ∈ Aut(Mî⊗̄M̃i). Next, we may assume that t = 1
since this simplification does not hide any essential part of the argument.

Following [PV09], we denote by ∆ : M → M⊗̄M the ∗-homomorphism given by ∆(ug) = ug ⊗ ug,
for any g ∈ Γ. By Theorem 5.1 and Theorem 4.3, we have that

(5.4) ∆(MI) ≺s
M⊗̄M M⊗̄MI , for any subset I ⊂ 1, n.

Our goal is to prove the following claim.

Claim. There exist a subgroup Σ < Γ and a non-zero projection f ∈ L(Σ)′ ∩ M such that
Mn̂ ≺M L(Σ)f and L(Σ)f ≺s

M Mn̂.

Proof of Claim. Using Theorem 4.2, we can find a subgroup Σ < Γ with non-amenable centralizer
CΓ(Σ) such that Mn̂ ≺M L(Σ) and L(Σ) ≺M Mn̂. By using [DHI16, Lemma 2.4(4)] there exists a
non-zero projection f ∈ L(ΣCΓ(Σ))

′ ∩M such that

(5.5) Mn̂ ≺s′

M L(Σ)f and L(Σ) ≺M Mn̂.

Next, by using [Va08, Lemma 3.5] and [DHI16, Lemma 2.6(3)] we deduce from (5.5) that L(CΓ(Σ))f
is amenable relative to Mn. Since CΓ(Σ) is non-amenable, we derive from [PV11, Proposition 2.7]
that L(CΓ(Σ))f is non-amenable relative to Mn̂. Using [DHI16, Lemma 2.4] there exists a non-zero
projection f1 ∈ L(ΣCΓ(Σ))

′ ∩M with f1 ≤ f such that

(5.6) L(CΓ(Σ))f1 is strongly non-amenable relative to Mn̂.

Next, we note that

(5.7) αn
t → id uniformly on (L(Σ)f1)1.

Indeed, if Mn belongs to M, this follows immediately, while if M belongs to Mwr, this follows
from [BV12, Theorem 3.1]. Next, remark that the claim would follow if L(Σ)f1 ≺M Mn̂ because we
could use [DHI16, Lemma 2.4] and derive that there exists a non-zero projection f0 ∈ L(Σ)′ ∩M
with f0 ≤ f1 such that L(Σ)f0 ≺s

M Mn̂.

Hence, we assume by contradiction that L(Σ)f1 ⊀M Mn̂.

Following [CdSS15, Section 4], we let Ω = {g ∈ Γ|OΣ(g) is finite}, where OΣ(g) = {hgh−1| h ∈ Σ},
and notice that L(Σ)′ ∩M ⊂ L(Ω). We continue by proving the following.

Subclaim. There exists a non-zero projection f2 ∈ L(Ω)′ ∩M such that

αn
t → id uniformly on (L(Ω)f2)1.

Proof of subclaim. We split the proof of the subclaim in two parts.

Case 1. Mn belongs to Class M.

Note that there exists a sequence of increasing subgroups Ωi < Ω such that Ω = ∨i≥1Ωi and by
letting Σi = CΣ(Ωi), we have [Σ : Σi] < ∞, for any i ≥ 1. Indeed, let {Oi}i≥1 be a countable
enumeration of all the finite orbits of the action by conjugation of Σ on Γ. Notice that Ωi :=
〈∪i

j=1Oj〉 < Ω, i ≥ 1, is an ascending sequence of subgroups with Ω = ∨i≥1Ωi. Since ∪i
j=1Oj ⊂ Ω is
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a finite set, it follows that Σi := ∩g∈∪i
j=1

Oj
CΣ(g) = CΣ(Ωi) is a decreasing sequence of finite index

subgroups of Σ.

Next, note that f1 ∈ L(Σi)
′ ∩M and L(Σi)f1 ⊀M Mn̂ since [Σ : Σi] < ∞, for any i ≥ 1. Moreover,

we note that L(Σi)f1 ⊀M Mn̂⊗̄An. Otherwise, by using condition (2) in Class M, we get that
there exists a non-zero projection f2 ∈ (L(Σi)

′ ∩M)′ ∩M ⊂ L(CΓ(Σ))
′ ∩M with f2 ≤ f1 such that

(L(Σi)
′ ∩M)f2 is amenable relative to Mn̂, which contradicts (5.6).

Therefore, since M ⊂ Mn̂⊗̄M̃n is mixing relative to Mn̂⊗̄An we obtain from (5.7) and Theorem
3.2(1) that

(5.8) αn
t → id uniformly on (f1(L(Σi) ∨ (L(Σi)

′ ∩M))f1)1, for any i ≥ 1.

Next, since An is amenable, we notice that (5.6) together with [DHI16, Theorem 2.6(3)] imply that
f1(L(Σi)

′∩M))f1 ⊀M Mn̂⊗̄An for any i ≥ 1. We can therefore combine (5.8) with Theorem 3.2(2)
and deduce that

αn
t → id uniformly on (f1(

∨

i≥1

(L(Σi)
′ ∩M))f1)1.

We can apply Proposition 3.3 and derive that if we denote by f2 the central support of f1 in∨
i≥1(L(Σi)

′ ∩M), we further obtain from that

αn
t → id uniformly on ((

∨

i≥1

(L(Σi)
′ ∩M))f2)1.

Since L(Ω) ⊂ ∨
i≥1 L(Σi)

′∩M and f2 ∈ Z(
∨

i≥1(L(Σi)
′∩M)), it follows that the subclaim is proven

in this case.

Case 2. Mn belongs to Class Mwr.

We can write Mn = Bn ⋊Λn where Λn y Bn is a generalized Bernoulli action with amenable base
as given by Class Mwr. For proving the subclaim, we follow a slightly different approach than the
one used in Case 1. Using Popa’s compression formulas for quasi-normalizers [Po03], we have

(5.9) QN f1Mf1(L(Σ)f1) = f1QNM (L(Σ))f1.

By applying [IPV10, Theorem 4.2] to (5.7), we derive that (i) L(Σ)f1 ≺M Mn̂ or (ii) L(QNΓ(Σ))f1
≺M Mn̂⊗̄(Bn ⋊ θn), where θn < Λn is an infinite index subgroup, or (iii) there exists a partial
isometry w ∈ M with ww∗ = f1 and w∗QN f1Mf1(L(Σ)f1)

′′w ⊂ Mn̂⊗̄L(Λn). Option (i) is not
possible since we assumed by contradiction that L(Σ)f1 ⊀M Mn̂. We now show that option (ii)
leads to a contradiction as well. Note that by passing to relative commutants in (5.5), we derive that
Mn ≺M L(Ω). Since Ω ⊂ QNΓ(Σ), option (ii) implies that L(Ω) ≺M Mn̂⊗̄(Bn ⋊ θn). Combining
all these with (5.5), we can apply Proposition 2.6 and derive that [Λn : θn] < ∞, contradiction.

Next, note that option (iii) combined with (5.9) implies that

αn
t → id uniformly on (f1QNM (L(Σ))′′f1)1.

Since Ω ⊂ QNΓ(Σ), the subclaim follows by using Proposition 3.3. �

Following the augmentation technique from [CD-AD20, Section 3], we consider a Bernoulli action
Γ y D with abelian base. Denote M = D ⋊ Γ and let Ψ : M → M⊗̄M be the ∗-homomorphism
given by Ψ(dug) = dug ⊗ ug, for all d ∈ D and g ∈ Γ. Next, by passing to relative commutants in

(5.5) we obtain that Mn ≺M L(Ω), which implies that Mn ≺s′
M D ⋊ Ω. This shows using [Dr19,

Lemma 2.3] that Ψ(Mn) ≺s′

M⊗̄M M⊗̄L(Ω). In particular, Ψ(Mn) ≺M⊗̄M M⊗̄L(Ω)f2.

Hence, there exist some projections p ∈ Mn, q ∈ M⊗̄L(Ω)f2, a non-zero partial isometry w ∈
q(M⊗̄M)Ψ(p) and a ∗-homomorphism θ : Ψ(pMnp) → q(M⊗̄L(Ω)f2)q such that θ(x)w = wx, for
any x ∈ Ψ(pMnp). Let p̃ = Ψ(p) and note that w∗w ∈ Ψ(pMnp)

′ ∩ p̃(M⊗̄M)p̃. Therefore, by using
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the multiplicativity of id ⊗ αn
t and its pointwise ‖ · ‖2-convergence to the identity, the subclaim

implies that

(5.10) id⊗ αn
t → id uniformly on (Ψ(pMnp)w

∗w)1.

The claim will be proven by considering again two separate cases.

Case 1. Mn belongs to Class M.

If Ψ(pMnp)w
∗w ⊀M⊗̄M M⊗̄(Mn̂⊗̄An), then Theorem 3.2(1) and (5.10) give

id⊗ αn
t → id uniformly on (w∗w(Ψ(pMnp) ∨Ψ(pMnp)

′ ∩ p̃(M⊗̄M)p̃)w∗w)1.

Let p̃1 be the central support of w∗w in Ψ(Mn) ∨ Ψ(Mn)
′ ∩ (M⊗̄M) and note that p̃1 ∈ Ψ(M)′ ∩

(M⊗̄M) = C1 since Γ is icc. By using Proposition (3.3), we further obtain that id ⊗ αn
t →

id uniformly on (Ψ(M))1, which shows that αn
t → id uniformly on (M)1, contradiction.

Hence, Ψ(pMnp)w
∗w ≺M⊗̄M M⊗̄(Mn̂⊗̄An), and therefore Ψ(Mn) ≺s

M⊗̄M M⊗̄(Mn̂⊗̄An) by

[DHI16, Lemma 2.4(2)]. Relation (5.4) implies in particular that Ψ(Mn) ≺s
M⊗̄M M⊗̄Mn. By

using [DHI16, Lemma 2.8(2)], we derive that Ψ(Mn) ≺s
M⊗̄M M⊗̄An, which implies by [IPV10,

Lemma 10.2] that Mn is amenable, contradiction. Hence, the claim is proven in this case.

Case 2. Mn belongs to Class Mwr.

As before, we assume Mn = Bn ⋊ Λn where Λn y CIn
n =: Bn is a generalized Bernoulli action

with amenable base as given by Class Mwr. If Ψ(pMnp)w
∗w ⊀M⊗̄M M⊗̄Mn̂, we derive from

[IPV10, Theorem 4.2] and (5.10) that Ψ(M) ≺M⊗̄M M⊗̄(Bn ⋊ θn), where θn < Λn is an infinite
index subgroup, or Ψ(M) ≺M⊗̄M M⊗̄L(Λn), and therefore, Ψ(M) ≺M⊗̄M M⊗̄(Bn ⋊ θn) or
Ψ(M) ≺M⊗̄M M⊗̄L(Λn), respectively. By using [IPV10, Lemma 10.2] it is easy to see that we
would get a contradiction. Hence, Ψ(pMnp)w

∗w ≺M⊗̄M M⊗̄Mn̂, and by proceeding as in the last
paragraph of Case 1 above, we obtain that Ψ(Mn) ≺s

M⊗̄M M⊗ 1, which is again a contradiction.
�

Finally, note that (5.4) implies in particular that ∆(M1) ≺M⊗̄M M⊗̄M1. Using Theorem 4.2,
we obtain a subgroup Θ < Γ such that M1 ≺M L(Θ) and L(Θ) ≺M M1. In combination with
the claim, it follows from Theorem 2.3 that there exist a product decomposition Γ = Γn−1

1 × Γn, a

decompositionM = M s
n̂⊗̄M

1/s
n for some s > 0 and a unitary u ∈ U(M) such that uM s

n̂u
∗ = L(Γn−1

1 )

and uM
1/s
n u∗ = L(Γn). Therefore, we obtain the conclusion of the theorem by a simple induction

argument. �

5.2. Proof of Corollary B. Let θ : L(Γ)t → L(Λ) be a ∗-ismorphism where Λ is any countable
group and t > 0. By Theorem A, there exist a product decomposition Λ = Λ1 × · · · × Λn, some
positive numbers t1, . . . , tn > 0 with t1 · · · tn = t and a unitary w ∈ L(Λ) such that θ(L(Γi)

ti) =
wL(Λi)w

∗, for any i ∈ 1, n. Since Γi is W∗-superrigid, it follows that ti = 1 and there exist a
group isomorphism δi : Γi → Λi, a unitary wi ∈ L(Λi) and a character ωi : Γi → T such that
θ(ug) = ωi(g)wivδ(g)w

∗
i , for all i ∈ 1, n and g ∈ Γi. Hence, t = 1 and by letting ω =

∏n
i=1 ωi,

δ =
∏n

i=1 δi and u =
∏n

i=1wi, we get the desired conclusion. Finally, we notice that any group
from IPV is W∗-superrigid by [IPV10, Theorem 8.3]. �

5.3. Proof of Corollary C. On one hand, note that if Γ0 is an icc non-amenable countable group

with β
(2)
1 (Γ0) > 0, then its amenable radical is trivial, i.e. any normal amenable subgroup of

Γ0 is trivial. On the other hand, note that any group from A2 has trivial amenable radical by
using [CD-AD20, Proposition 6.3].
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Therefore, Γ has trivial amenable radical, so by using [BKKO14, Theorem 1.3], it follows that
C∗
r (Γ) has a unique trace. This implies that any ∗-isomorphism θ : C∗

r (Γ) → C∗
r (Λ) extends to a

∗-isomorphism θ : L(Γ) → L(Λ). The conclusion now follows from Theorem A. �
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