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RELATIVE EMBEDDABILITY OF VON NEUMANN ALGEBRAS AND

AMALGAMATED FREE PRODUCTS

WEICHEN GAO

WITH AN APPENDIX BY MARIUS JUNGE, DAVID GAO

Abstract. In this paper we study conditions under which, for an inclusion of finite von
Neumann algebras N ⊆ M , we have the reduced amalgamated free product ∗NM is em-
beddable into (R⊗̄N1)

ω for some other finite von Neumann algebra N1, where R is the
hyperfinite II1 factor.

1. Introduction

Connes, in a paper from 1976 [Con76], formulated the now-famous embedding problem: Whether, given
any finite von Neumann algebra N with a separable predual, it can be embedded into the ultrapower Rω

of the hyperfinite II1 factor R. This problem was recently answered negatively, in a paper using tools from
quantum computational complexity theory [JNV+20]. Therefore, it is now an important task to identify
conditions implying that a finite von Neumann algebra N is embeddable in Rω.

In this paper we study embeddability of amalgamated free products. For example, it seems to be
well-known that given N ⊆ M →֒ Rω and N is hyperfinite, then ∗NM remains embeddable. (See, for
example, [Jun05, Theorem 7.15], which shows that this holds when N = C.) Since it is hard to trace in
the literature, we include a proof of this fact as Lemma 2.3. However, the problem of given M and N
embeddable, whether ∗NM is embeddable as well remains open, and we, in this paper, investigate some
new conditions under which this would hold.

In this investigation, it turns out that the “position” of N insideM is important. As an example, suppose
N ⊆M is an inclusion of finite von Neumann algebras and we also have an embedding π : M →֒Mn ⊗N .
(This would happen, for example, when M is a factor and N is a subfactor of finite index. See [Tak03,
Chapter XIX, Section 2].) If we also have π ↾N : N → Mn ⊗ N is the canonical inclusion, then it would
follow that ∗NM →֒ (R⊗̄N)ω by using the following argument:

∗NM →֒ ∗N (Mn ⊗N) →֒ (∗CMn)⊗̄N →֒ Rω⊗̄N →֒ (R⊗̄N)ω

where the third embedding uses ∗CMn →֒ Rω, which follows from [Jun05, Theorem 7.15]. It follows that
if N is embeddable, then ∗NM is embeddable as well. However, in general, it is not necessarily true that
π ↾N is the canonical inclusion, in which case the second algebra in the chain of inclusions above should
be ∗π(N)Mn ⊗N instead of ∗N (Mn ⊗N), so the argument above will not apply.

Let us indicate a natural scenario where π restricted to N is not the canonical inclusion. Consider
discrete groups H ⊳ G s.t. |G : H| = n <∞. Then,

l2(G) = l2(G/H) ⊗ l2(H) = ln2 ⊗ l2(H)

So B(l2(G)) = Mn ⊗ B(l2(H)). Under this identification, it is not hard to verify that L(G) is sent into
Mn ⊗ L(H). (When G is an i.c.c. group, this is an example of a subfactor of finite index. See [Tak03,
Chapter XIX, Example 2.4].) However, the composite inclusion L(H) →֒ L(G) →֒ Mn ⊗ L(H) is not
necessarily the canonical inclusion. Indeed, any given h ∈ L(H) is sent into ln∞ ⊗ L(H), with entries on
the diagonal of the form g̃−1hg̃, where g̃ are representatives of cosets in G/H. g̃−1hg̃ is not necessarily h
itself, so the inclusion is not canonical.

1

http://arxiv.org/abs/2012.07940v3


However, in this case we actually would have L(G) embeds into (R⊗̄L(H))ω, but for a different reason.
This is due to the following diagram being a commuting square,

Mn ⊗ L(H) π(L(G))

ln∞ ⊗ L(H) π(L(H))

So,
∗L(H)L(G) →֒ ∗ln∞⊗L(H)Mn ⊗ L(H) →֒ (∗ln∞Mn)⊗̄L(H) →֒ Rω⊗̄L(H) →֒ (R⊗̄L(H))ω

(For the first inclusion, see Lemma 2.1.) These demonstrate the importance of the “position” of N in
M , in the sense of some commuting square condition like the above diagram. This leads to the following
definition:

Definition 1.1. Let M be a finite von Neumann algebra, N ⊆ M its weakly closed subalgebra, we say
N ⊆ M is relatively embeddable with respect to N1 (written as N ⊆ M is RE/N1) if there exists an
ultrafilter ω and a tracial embedding π : M →

∏
ω Ak⊗̄N1 s.t. the following diagram is a commuting

square,
∏

ω Ak⊗̄N1 π(M)

∏
ω Bk⊗̄N1 π(N)

where Ak are QWEP finite von Neumann algebras and Bk ⊆ Ak are their hyperfinite subalgebras.

Our main result is as follows:

Theorem 1.1. If N ⊆M is RE/N1, then ∗NM tracially embeds into an ultrapower of R⊗̄N1.

In the Appendix, we shall show that with some further assumptions or if ∗NM is slightly enlarged, then
a converse to this theorem is true.

We shall also identify some concrete examples of the RE condition related to discrete groups. In partic-
ular, we are interested in inclusions of the form N ⋊vN H ⊆ N ⋊vN G where N is a finite von Neumann
algebra, G is a discrete group acting through trace-preserving automorphisms on N , and H < G. We will
prove:

Theorem 1.2. Let N be a finite von Neumann algebra, G be a group acting through trace-preserving
automorphisms on N , and H ⊳ G.

1. If H is co-amenable in G, then N ⋊vN H ⊆ N ⋊vN G is RE/N ⋊vN H;

2. If G/H is hyperlinear, then N ⋊vN H ⊆ N ⋊vN G is RE/N ⋊vN G.

Using the concept of subgroup separability applied to free groups, it will also be shown that,

Proposition 1.1. ∗HG is a hyperlinear group whenever G is a free group and H < G.

In the paper, we shall prove a more general result of which the above two are special cases.
In the second item of Theorem 1.2 above, we could only obtain RE over the larger algebra N ⋊vN G

instead of over the smaller algebra N ⋊vN H, as opposed to the situation with amenable quotients in the
first item of Theorem 1.2. This is due to the fact that G acts non-trivially onH and N and these actions are
not easily approximated through matrices without the aid of Følner sequences. More generally, when we
consider the question of embeddability, in the trivial case where C = N ⊆M , N commutes with everything
in M , and so the remainder of M does not “act” on N and the embedding is, in some sense, only an issue
of using finite-dimensional algebras to approximate the “quotient structure” of M over N . And indeed in
this case we have ∗CM is QWEP whenever M is. But in the nontrivial case, there is no reason for a general
subalgebra N to commute with everything else in M , so the embedding has to “encode”, approximately by
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finite-dimensional algebras, the “action” of M on N in addition to the “quotient structure”. This presents
surprising complexities. For a specific example that shows how a näıve approach can fail, see Example 5.6.
In this paper, we shall introduce in the specific case of N⋊vNH ⊆ N⋊vNG, several concepts characterizing
the actions of G on H and N so that, with these extra conditions on the action, we could obtain RE over
the smaller algebra N ⋊vN H. We will apply these results to obtain, among other things:

Proposition 1.2. L∞(X,µ) ⊆ L∞(X,µ)⋊vN G is RE/C whenever (X,µ) is a standard probability space,
G is a hyperlinear group, and the p.m.p. action G y X is profinite.

Proposition 1.3. N ⊗̄X ⊆ N ⊗̄X ⋊vN G is RE/N ⊗̄∞ whenever X is a countable discrete set, G is a free

group, and the action of G on N ⊗̄X is induced by an action G y X.

This discussion of the actions of G on N raises several interesting questions that are still open. In
particular, while we obtained a characterization of when R ⋊vN G is QWEP given a hyperlinear group G
acting on R, it is not immediate whether certain natural actions satisfy this condition. Specifically, apart
from the case where G is either amenable or a free group, it is still open whether R⊗̄G ⋊vN G is QWEP
or not. (Here, the action of G on R⊗̄G is induced by the left multiplication action of G on itself.) More
research is needed to answer these questions, which might shine more light on the nature of the QWEP
property.

2. Definition of Relative Embeddability and Preliminaries

We shall now define the notion of relative embeddability mentioned in the introduction and establish
some relevant preliminary results.

Remark 2.1. In the following we shall adopt the following notations and conventions. We shall use τ
to denote the tracial state on a finite von Neumann algebra. When we have an inclusion of finite von
Neumann algebras, N ⊆ M , EM,N shall be the trace-preserving conditional expectation of M onto N .
Unless otherwise indicated, all groups G mentioned in this paper shall be assumed discrete and countable.
Unless given some other name and when it does not cause confusion, the action of a group G on a von
Neumann algebra N shall be referred to by α. When G acts on N , N ⋊vN G shall mean the von Neumann
algebra crossed product. When N is finite, we shall use Autτ (N) to denote the group of trace-preserving
automorphisms of N . The tracial amalgamated free product of finite von Neumann algebras Ai over their
shared subalgebra B shall be denoted by ∗i∈IB Ai. When all Ai equal A and when it does not cause confusion,

we shall use ∗BA as a shorthand for ∗i∈IB Ai. When we use this shorthand, unless otherwise indicated, it
shall be assumed that the index set I can be any countable set.

Definition 2.1. Let M̂ be a finite von Neumann algebra. Let N , N̂ , and M be its weakly closed subal-
gebras. A commuting square is a commutative diagram

M̂ M

N̂ N

where all the arrows are the inclusion maps. Furthermore, we require EM̂,N = EM̂,N̂EM̂,M ; or, equivalently,

EM̂,N = EM̂,MEM̂,N̂ .

Definition 2.2. Let M be a finite von Neumann algebra, N ⊆ M its weakly closed subalgebra, we say
N ⊆ M is relatively embeddable with respect to N1 (written as N ⊆ M is RE/N1) if there exists an
ultrafilter ω and a tracial embedding π : M →

∏
ω Ak⊗̄N1 s.t. the following diagram is a commuting

square,
3



∏
ω Ak⊗̄N1 π(M)

∏
ω Bk⊗̄N1 π(N)

where Ak are QWEP finite von Neumann algebras and Bk ⊆ Ak are their hyperfinite subalgebras.

We first note the following easy fact:

Proposition 2.1. If N ⊆M is RE/N1, then M tracially embeds into (R⊗̄N1)
ω, where ω is an ultrafilter

and R is the hyperfinite II1 factor.

Proof. By definition of RE/N1, we have a tracial embeddingM into
∏

ω′ Ak⊗̄N1 where ω
′ is some ultrafilter

and Ak are QWEP. Hence, Ak tracially embeds into Rω′
. We thus have an embedding,

∏

k→ω′

Ak⊗̄N1 →֒
∏

k→ω′

Rω′
⊗̄N1

Note that Rω′
⊗̄N1 naturally embeds into (R⊗̄N1)

ω′
by sending (rk)

◦ ⊗ x to (rk ⊗ x)◦ ∈ (R⊗̄N1)
ω′
. As

such, we have an embedding of M into ((R⊗̄N1)
ω′
)ω

′
. To conclude the proof, we observe that

((R⊗̄N1)
ω′
)ω

′
= (R⊗̄N)ω

using the ultrafilter ω s.t. A ⊆ N2 satisfies A ∈ ω = (ω′)2 iff {j ∈ N : {k ∈ N : (j, k) ∈ A} ∈ ω′} ∈ ω′. �

In the following we shall keep the notation (ω′)2 for the iterated ultraproduct defined above. The
definition of the RE condition is inspired by the following fact:

Theorem 2.1. If N ⊆M is RE/N1, then N ⊆ ∗NM is RE/N1.

Combining this theorem with Proposition 2.1, we immediately obtain,

Corollary 2.1. If N ⊆M is RE/N1, then ∗NM tracially embeds into (R⊗̄N1)
ω, where ω is an ultrafilter.

To prove Theorem 2.1, we shall need the following lemmas:

Lemma 2.1. Let M̂ be a finite von Neumann algebra. Let N , N̂ , and M be its weakly closed subalgebras.
If the following diagram is a commuting square,

M̂ M

N̂ N

Then there exists a unique inclusion map ι : ∗NM → ∗N̂M̂ where the index sets for the amalgamated

free products shall be the same countable set I, s.t. ι(mi1
1 m

i2
2 · · ·m

in
n ) = mi1

1 m
i2
2 · · ·m

in
n , where ik ∈ I,

mi
k ∈ Mi = M ⊆ ∗NM , EM,N(mik

k ) = 0, and i1 6= i2 6= · · · 6= in, and where we interpret mi
k on the

right-hand side as in M̂i = M̂ ⊆ ∗N̂M̂ .

Proof. Uniqueness is clear. Now, recall that ∗NM is the tracial amalgamated free product, and we shall
use ∗̌NM to denote the universal amalgamated free product of countable copies of M over N .

Let ϕi : Mi → ∗N̂M̂ be the composition of the inclusion maps Mi ⊆ M̂i and M̂i ⊆ ∗N̂M̂ . By definition of

the universal amalgamated free product, we may define the *-homomorphism ϕ = ∗i∈IN ϕi : ∗̌NM → ∗N̂M̂

s.t. ϕ(mi1
1 m

i2
2 · · ·m

in
n ) = ϕi1(m

i1
1 )ϕi1(m

i2
2 ) · · ·ϕi1(m

in
n ), where ik ∈ I, mik

k ∈ Mik , EM,N (mik
k ) = 0, and

i1 6= i2 6= · · · 6= in.
We now demonstrate that ϕ is trace-preserving. To be precise, the trace on ∗̌NM , ‹τ1, is the composition

of the canonical quotient map π : ∗̌NM → ∗NM and the canonical trace τ1 on ∗NM . The trace on ∗N̂M̂

is the canonical trace τ2. For any n ∈ N ⊆ ∗̌NM , by definition ϕ(n) = n ∈ N ⊆ N̂ ⊆ ∗N̂M̂ , so,

τ2(ϕ(n)) = τN̂ (n) = τN (n) = ‹τ1(n)
4



Now, the commuting square condition implies that EM̂,N̂EM̂,M = EM̂,N . Note that for any m ∈ Mi =

M , i ∈ I, EM,N (m) = 0, we have,

EM̂,N̂ (m) = EM̂,N̂ (EM̂,M (m)) = EM̂,N (m) = EM,N (m) = 0

This demonstrates that, given ik ∈ I, mik
k ∈ Mik , EM,N (mik

k ) = 0, and i1 6= i2 6= · · · 6= in, for

ϕ(mi1
1 m

i2
2 · · ·m

in
n ) = ϕi1(m

i1
1 )ϕi2(m

i2
2 ) · · ·ϕin(m

in
n ), each term ϕik(m

ik
k ) satisfies EM̂,N̂ (ϕik(m

ik
k )) = EM̂,N̂ (akik) =

0, so by definition,
τ2(ϕ(m

i1
1 m

i2
2 · · ·m

in
n )) = 0 = ‹τ1(mi1

1 m
i2
2 · · ·m

in
n )

Taking linear combinations and norm limits now conclude the proof that ϕ is trace-preserving.
Finally, as we have noted τ1 = τN ◦E is a faithful tracial state on ∗NM . Hence, the kernel of the canonical

quotient map π : ∗̌NM → ∗NM is simply {ξ ∈ ∗̌NM : τ1(π(ξ)
∗π(ξ)) = 0} = {ξ ∈ ∗̌NM : ‹τ1(ξ∗ξ) = 0}. But

now for any ξ ∈ ∗̌NM such that ‹τ1(ξ∗ξ) = 0, we have,

τ2(ϕ(ξ)
∗ϕ(ξ)) = τ2(ϕ(ξ

∗ξ))

= ‹τ1(ξ∗ξ)
= 0

where we have used the fact that ϕ is trace-preserving. This shows that ϕ(ker(π)) = 0, so ϕ factors

through ∗NM and we may define ι : ∗NM → ∗N̂M̂ s.t. ι ◦ π = ϕ. It is then easy to verify that ι, being
trace-preserving, is the desired inclusion map. �

Remark 2.2. The argument in this proof is presented with an abundance of details here so as to make it
as clear as possible. Similar arguments will be used repeatedly throughout this paper and we shall omit
most details when doing so.

Lemma 2.2. For any finite von Neumann algebra N , N ⊗̄∞ ⋊vN Σ∞ is a factor. Here, Σ∞ is the group
of all finitely supported permutations of N, which acts naturally on N ⊗̄∞ via permutation.

Proof. Let x be any element of Z(N ⊗̄∞⋊vN Σ∞), x has finite L2 norm and hence belongs to L2(N ⊗̄∞⋊vN

Σ∞), which is canonically isomorphic to L2(N ⊗̄∞)⊗ l2(Σ∞). The Fourier coefficient of x associated with
any non-unity g ∈ Σ∞ must be zero. This follows from the following consideration. We may write
x =

∑
g∈Σ∞

xgg where xg ∈ N ⊗̄∞ and the convergence is in L2. Then, for any g′ ∈ Σ∞,

g′xg′−1 =
∑

g∈Σ∞

g′xggg
′−1

=
∑

g∈Σ∞

αg′(xg)g
′gg′−1

=
∑

g∈Σ∞

αg′(xg′−1gg′)g

But x ∈ Z(N ⊗̄∞ ⋊vN Σ∞), so g′xg′−1 = x. In particular, αg′(xg′−1gg′) = xg. But as the action is
trace-preserving, we have,

‖xg′−1gg′‖2 = ‖xg‖2

Thus, if there is any non-unity g ∈ Σ∞ for which xg 6= 0, xg′−1gg′ would have the same L2 norm ‖xg‖2 > 0

for all g′ ∈ Σ∞. But Σ∞ is an i.c.c. group, so infinitely many Fourier coefficients of x would have L2 norm
‖xg‖2, contradicting the finiteness of ‖x‖2.

Now, we know x belongs to N ⊗̄∞. Consider N̂ = 〈Σ∞〉
′ ∩ N ⊗̄∞, which we may now see contains

Z(N ⊗̄∞ ⋊vN Σ∞). Note that the finite symmetric groups Σn form an increasing sequence of subgroups of

Σ∞ whose union is the whole group. Then we have, for all y ∈ N ⊗̄∞.

EN̂ (y) = lim
n→∞

1

n!

∑

g∈Σn

gyg−1

5



where the convergence is in L2. In order to justify this, we first show the limit exists. To do so, we let
{ei}i∈N be an orthonormal basis of L2(N) and we may assume e1 = 1̂. Then finite tensors of them form
an orthonormal basis S of L2(N ⊗̄∞). The conjugation action by any g ∈ Σ∞ simply permutes this basis.
Let y = ei1 ⊗ ei2 ⊗ · · · ⊗ eim ⊗ 1 ⊗ 1 ⊗ · · · be an element of S and we define supp(y) be the number of

1 ≤ k ≤ m s.t. eik 6= 1̂. Note that this is invariant under the action of Σ∞. Now, assume y 6= 1̂, and we

may assume WLOG that eim 6= 1̂. For any n ≥ m, g ∈ Σn, we consider when gyg−1 = y′, where y′ is any
element of S. First, we have supp(y) = supp(y′), and we may disregard any y′ with a different supp. This
means there are only supp(y) many tensor components of y′ that are non-unity. If gyg−1 = y′, then as

eim 6= 1̂, g must send m to one of these supp(y) many components. The proportion of elements of Σn that

do this is supp(y)
n , which is less than or equal to m

n . Regarding
1
n!

∑
g∈Σn

gyg−1 as a function on S (since it

is a finite linear combination of elements of S), we have,

‖
1

n!

∑

g∈Σn

gyg−1‖l∞(S) =
1

n!
max{# of g ∈ Σn s.t. gyg−1 = y′ : y′ ∈ S}

= max{the proportion of g ∈ Σn s.t. gyg−1 = y′ : y′ ∈ S}

≤
m

n

while it is clear that ‖ 1
n!

∑
g∈Σn

gyg−1‖l1(S) = 1. Therefore,

‖
1

n!

∑

g∈Σn

gyg−1‖22 = ‖
1

n!

∑

g∈Σn

gyg−1‖2l2(S)

≤ ‖
1

n!

∑

g∈Σn

gyg−1‖l1(S)‖
1

n!

∑

g∈Σn

gyg−1‖l∞(S)

≤ 1 ·
m

n

=
m

n

Hence, limn→∞
∑

g∈Σn

1
n!gyg

−1 = 0. If y = 1̂, then clearly limn→∞
∑

g∈Σn

1
n!gyg

−1 = 1̂. Thus, the

limit exists for all finite sums of members of S. One may easily see that ‖
∑

g∈Σn

1
n!gyg

−1‖2 ≤ ‖y‖2, so

an easy approximation argument shows that the limit exists for all y ∈ L2(N ⊗̄∞). When y ∈ N ⊗̄∞, as
‖
∑

g∈Σn

1
n!gyg

−1‖∞ ≤ ‖y‖∞, a subnet of
∑

g∈Σn

1
n!gyg

−1 necessarily converges σ-weakly to an element

within the algebra. But
∑

g∈Σn

1
n!gyg

−1 converges in L2, so the two limits must coincide and therefore

the L2 limit is in fact contained in the algebra whenever y ∈ N ⊗̄∞. The limit is clearly invariant under
conjugation by elements of Σ∞, so it is in N̂ = 〈Σ∞〉

′ ∩N ⊗̄∞. One may then easily verify that the limit
must indeed be EN̂ (y).

We observe that in the above argument we have also shown for y ∈ S, limn→∞
∑

g∈Σn

1
n!gyg

−1 = τ(y).

Taking linear combinations and limits demonstrates that this holds for all y ∈ N ⊗̄∞. In particular, N̂ = C.
Since Z(N ⊗̄∞ ⋊vN Σ∞) is contained in N̂ , this concludes the proof of the lemma. �

Lemma 2.3. For any QWEP finite von Neumann algebra A and its hyperfinite subalgebra B, ∗BA is
QWEP.

Proof. We first prove the lemma for the case where B is a matrix algebra Mn. Write the matrix units
as {eij}1≤i,j≤n. As Mn = B is a subalgebra of A, we may consider the algebra Â = e11Ae11. Note that

we then have an isomorphism Mn ⊗ Â ≃ A defined by sending (aij)1≤i,j≤n to
∑

1≤i,j≤n ei1aije1j . Thus,

∗BA = ∗MnMn ⊗ Â, where the embedding Mn →֒ Mn ⊗ Â is canonical. Now there is an embedding

∗MnMn ⊗ Â →֒ Mn ⊗ ∗CÂ. Indeed, there is a natural embedding ι : Mn ⊗ Â → Mn ⊗ ∗CÂ by simply

tensoring the canonical embedding Â →֒ ∗CÂ with IdMn . Taking the free product of all such ι yields the
6



desired embedding. We note that as Â embeds into Mn ⊗ Â which is isomorphic to A and A is a QWEP
finite von Neumann algebra, Â is QWEP and thus ∗CÂ is QWEP by [Jun05, Theorem 7.15]. Hence,

Mn ⊗ ∗CÂ is QWEP and so is ∗BA = ∗MnMn ⊗ Â.
We now consider the case where B = R is the hyperfinite II1 factor. Then B is the weak closure of the

union of an increasing sequence of matrix algebras M2n . We then have an embedding ∗RA →֒
∏

ω ∗M2n
A

by taking the free product of canonical inclusions,

A →֒
∏

n→ω

Ai0 =
∏

n→ω

∗i∈IM2n
Ai =

∏

n→ω

∗M2n
A

Now ∗M2n
A are QWEP for all n, so

∏
ω ∗M2n

A embeds into (Rω)ω = Rω2
. This establishes that ∗BA is

QWEP.
Finally, we extend this result to the case where B is not necessarily a factor. The argument we shall

sketch here is due to Haagerup. We apply Lemma 2.2 to A and B. For the latter, as B is hyperfinite, B⊗̄∞

is so as well. Since Σ∞ is amenable, B⊗̄∞⋊vN Σ∞, being hyperfinite, a factor, and infinite-dimensional but
having a faithful tracial state, is therefore isomorphic to R. Since A is embeddable into Rω, A⊗̄∞ is easily
seen to be so as well. Using the fact that Σ∞ is amenable, we may embed A⊗̄∞ ⋊vN Σ∞ into (R⊗̄A⊗̄∞)ω.
(The argument is quite easy and uses the existence of a Følner sequence. For a detailed argument see the

proof of Theorem 3.1.) Hence A⊗̄∞ ⋊vN Σ∞ is QWEP. One may also verify that we have the following
commuting square,

A⊗̄∞ ⋊vN Σ∞ A

B⊗̄∞ ⋊vN Σ∞ B

By Lemma 2.1, ∗BA embeds into ∗B⊗̄∞⋊vNΣ∞
A⊗̄∞ ⋊vN Σ∞. The latter is QWEP by our previous

argument, so ∗BA is QWEP as well. This concludes the proof. �

Remark 2.3. While the lemma only demonstrates the QWEP property for algebras of the form ∗BA, a
slight alteration to the argument shows a more general result: Algebras of the form ∗i∈IB Ai are QWEP when-
ever all algebras Ai are QWEP finite von Neumann algebras and B is their shared hyperfinite subalgebra,
even without the assumption that all Ai are the same algebra.

Proof of Theorem 2.1. Let M̂ =
∏

ω Ak⊗̄N1, N̂ =
∏

ω Bk⊗̄N1, where Ak are QWEP and Bk are hyper-

finite. By Lemma 2.1, there exists a tracial embedding ι : ∗NM → ∗N̂M̂ . We now consider the algebra

∗N̂M̂ .

We note that, given (ak)
◦ ∈

∏
ω Ak⊗̄N1 = M̂ , EM̂,N̂ ((ak)

◦) = (EAk⊗̄N1,Bk⊗̄N1
(ak))

◦. Therefore, for

any (ak)
◦ ∈ M̂ s.t. EM̂,N̂ ((ak)

◦) = 0, we may assume EAk⊗̄N1,Bk⊗̄N1
(ak) = 0 for all k through replac-

ing ak by ak − EAk⊗̄N1,Bk⊗̄N1
(ak). This allows us to define a map ∗N̂M̂ = ∗∏

ω Bk⊗̄N1

∏
ω Ak⊗̄N1 →∏

ω ∗Bk⊗̄N1
(Ak⊗̄N1) by sending (ai1k )

◦(ai2k )
◦ · · · (aink )◦ to (ai1k a

i2
k · · · a

in
k )◦, where il ∈ I, the index set for the

amalgamated free product, (ailk )
◦ ∈ M̂il = M̂ , EAk⊗̄N1,Bk⊗̄N1

(ak) = 0 for all l and k, and ailk are regarded
as in (Ak⊗̄N1)il . It is easy to see that this is a tracial embedding.

Now, we consider the algebras ∗Bk⊗̄N1
(Ak⊗̄N1). We may define a map ∗Bk⊗̄N1

(Ak⊗̄N1)→ (∗Bk
Ak)⊗̄N1

by taking free products of embedding maps Bk⊗̄N1 →֒ (∗Bk
Ak)⊗̄N1 obtained by the natural inclusions

Bk →֒ (∗Bk
Ak) tensoring with IdN1 . Again, it is easy to see that this is a tracial embedding. Composing the

embeddings we defined above, we obtain an embedding ∗NM →֒
∏

ω(∗Bk
Ak)⊗̄N1. We note here that when

restricted to any copy of M , the embedding simply reduces to the map M →֒ M̂ in the definition of RE/N1.

In particular, when restricted to N , the embedding reduces to the given embedding N →֒ N̂ =
∏

ω Bk⊗̄N1.
By Lemma 2.3, ∗Bk

Ak are QWEP. As such, it suffices to prove the following commutative diagram is a
commuting square,
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∏
ω(∗Bk

Ak)⊗̄N1 ∗NM

∏
ω Bk⊗̄N1 N

To do so, note that the embedding ∗NM →֒
∏

ω(∗Bk
Ak)⊗̄N1 is defined by first embedding ∗NM into

∗N̂M̂ and then embedding ∗N̂M̂ into
∏

ω(∗Bk
Ak)⊗̄N1. Therefore, it suffices to prove the following is a

commuting square,

∗N̂M̂ ∗NM

N̂ N

This is immediate from the commuting square condition in the definition of RE/N1 and the definition

of the embedding ∗NM →֒ ∗N̂M̂ . �

Remark 2.4. Corollary 2.1 demonstrates that the RE condition leads to embeddability of the amalgamated
free product. If we require some further assumptions or if the amalgamated free product is enlarged to a
slightly larger algebra, then the converse is also true. See Appendix.

Theorem 2.1 is the first stability property of RE/N1 we shall prove here. We also observe the following
easy facts:

Proposition 2.2. Let N ⊆ M be RE/N1. If N1 tracially embeds into (R⊗̄N2)
ω for some ultrafilter ω

and finite von Neumann algebra N2, then N ⊆ M is RE/N2. In particular, if N1 ⊆ N2, then N ⊆ M is
RE/N2. Furthermore, if N1 is QWEP, then N ⊆M is RE/C.

Remark 2.5. The above result clearly also holds if N1 tracially embeds into (A⊗̄N2)
ω where A is a QWEP

finite von Neumann algebra.

We also have the following:

Proposition 2.3. Let I be a countable index set. Suppose Ni ⊆Mi is RE/N̂i for all i, then,

1. ⊕i∈INi ⊆ ⊕i∈IMi is RE/⊕i∈IN̂i. Here, the trace on ⊕i∈INi is of the form
∑

i∈I aiτNi
where ai > 0

and
∑

i∈I ai = 1. The same holds for ⊕i∈IMi and ⊕i∈IN̂i and the same ai shall be used for all three
algebras;

2. ⊗̄i∈INi ⊆ ⊗̄i∈IMi is RE/⊗̄i∈IN̂i.

Proof. Let ‹πi : Mi → ⊕
∞
k=1Ak⊗̄N̂i be linear maps s.t. when composed with the canonical quotient maps

⊕∞
k=1Ak⊗̄N̂i →

∏
ω Ak⊗̄N̂i become tracial embeddings as in the definition of RE. For the first part of the

proposition, in order for trace to preserved, we consider π̃ : ⊕i∈IMi → ⊕
∞
k=1(⊗̄

∞
k=1Ak)⊗̄(⊕i∈IN̂i) defined

by,
π̃(m1 ⊕m2 ⊕ · · · ) = π̃1(m1)⊗ 1⊗̄k 6=1Ak

+ π̃2(m2)⊗ 1⊗̄k 6=2Ak
+ · · ·

Composing this map with the canonical quotient map⊕∞
k=1(⊗̄

∞
k=1Ak)⊗̄(⊕i∈IN̂i)→

∏
ω(⊗̄

∞
k=1Ak)⊗̄(⊕i∈IN̂i)

now gives an tracial embedding. We note that ⊗̄∞
k=1Ak is QWEP. On the other hand, ⊕i∈INi would be

sent to
∏

ω(⊗̄
∞
k=1Bk)⊗̄(⊕i∈IN̂i) and ⊗̄

∞
k=1Bk is hyperfinite. We now have a commutative diagram,

∏
ω(⊗̄

∞
k=1Ak)⊗̄(⊕i∈IN̂i) ⊕i∈IMi

∏
ω(⊗̄

∞
k=1Ak)⊗̄(⊕i∈IN̂i) ⊕i∈INi

8



The commuting square condition can be verified easily.
For the second part of the proposition, we consider π̃ : ⊙i∈IMi → ⊕

∞
k=1(⊗̄

∞
k=1Ak)⊗̄(⊗̄i∈IN̂i) defined by,

π̃(m1 ⊗m2 ⊗ · · ·mn ⊗ 1⊗ 1⊗ · · · ) = π̃1(m1)⊗ π̃2(m2)⊗ · · · ⊗ π̃n(mn)⊗ 1⊗ 1⊗ · · ·

where ⊙i∈IMi indicates the algebraic tensor product. We then compose it with the canonical quotient
map from ⊕∞

k=1(⊗̄
∞
k=1Ak)⊗̄(⊗̄i∈IN̂i) to

∏
ω(⊗̄

∞
k=1Ak)⊗̄(⊗̄i∈IN̂i). It is now easy to see that the map is

trace-preserving, allowing us to extend it to ⊗̄i∈IMi. The commuting square condition can then be verified
easily. �

The following are two limit approximation theorems, where we shall demonstrate that the RE condition
is stable under taking the union (resp. intersection) of an upward-directed (resp. downward-directed)
sequence of algebras. The proof follows essentially the same line as the part of the proof of Lemma 2.3
where we approximate algebras of the form ∗RA by ∗M2n

A. While the proof is relatively easy, the results
obtained will be quite useful later.

Theorem 2.2 (Upward Limit Approximation Theorem). Let M be a finite von Neumann algebra, Mi, Ni

be two increasing sequences of subalgebras s.t. Ni ⊆ Mi is RE/N̂ for all i. Suppose further that ∪iMi is

weakly dense in M and the weak closure of ∪iNi is N , then N ⊆M is RE/N̂ .

Proof. Note that we have a tracial embedding of M into
∏

ω Mi by sending m ∈ M to (EM,Mi
(m))◦. By

definition of RE, each Mi embeds into an algebra of the form
∏

k→ω Aik⊗̄N̂ where Aik are QWEP. So we
obtain an embedding,

M →֒
∏

i→ω

∏

k→ω

Aik⊗̄N̂

We observe here that if m belongs to N , then (EM,Mi
(m))◦ and (EN,Ni

(m))◦ are actually the same
element in

∏
ω Mi as both sequences converge to m in L2(M). Hence, the embedding M →֒

∏
ω Mi sends

N into
∏

ω Ni. Therefore, the composition embedding above sends N into
∏

i→ω

∏
k→ω Bik⊗̄N̂ . We thus

have a commutative diagram,

∏
i→ω

∏
k→ω Aik⊗̄N̂ M

∏
i→ω

∏
k→ω Bik⊗̄N̂ N

To verify this is a commuting square, we note that this commutative diagram is in fact the composition
of two commutative diagrams,

∏
i→ω

∏
k→ω Aik⊗̄N̂

∏
i→ω Mi M

∏
i→ω

∏
k→ω Bik⊗̄N̂

∏
i→ω Ni N

It is sufficient to show both small squares satisfy the commuting square condition. The commuting
square condition on the left one follows from Ni ⊆Mi being RE/N̂ . The commuting square condition for
the other small square follows from the following consideration. For any m ∈ M , the image of EM,N(m)
under the embedding N →֒

∏
ω Ni is (EN,Ni

(EM,N (m)))◦ = (EM,Ni
(m))◦. Since the image of m under the
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embedding M →֒
∏

ω Mi is (EM,Mi
(m))◦, we have,

E∏
ω Mi,

∏
ω Ni

(m) = E∏
ω Mi,

∏
ω Ni

((EM,Mi
(m))◦)

= (EMi,Ni
(EM,Mi

(m)))◦

= (EM,Ni
(m))◦

= EM,N (m)

�

Theorem 2.3 (Downward Limit Approximation Theorem). Let Mi, Ni be two decreasing sequences of

finite von Neumann algebras s.t. Ni ⊆Mi is RE/N̂ for all i. Let ∩iMi = M and ∩iNi = N , then N ⊆M

is RE/N̂ .

Proof. The argument is the same as that of the Upward Limit Approximation Theorem. �

3. Facts on Group Algebras, Crossed Products, and Co-amenability

We shall now proceed to prove several facts regarding group algebras and crossed products which will
be useful when demonstrating examples of the RE condition. We shall also provide some examples in this
section involving co-amenability.

Lemma 3.1. Let N be a finite von Neumann algebra, G be a group acting through trace-preserving auto-
morphisms on N , H ⊳G, and |G : H| = n <∞, then N ⋊vN H ⊆ N ⋊vN G is RE/N ⋊vN H.

Proof. Fix some representatives {‹g1, ‹g2, · · · , ‹gn} of cosets in G/H, then any element g ∈ G can be uniquely
written as g = ‹gih for some i and h ∈ H. In this way, L2(N ⋊vN G) can be identified with,

L2(N ⋊vN G) ≃ L2(N)⊗ l2(G)

≃ L2(N)⊗ l2(G/H) ⊗ l2(H)

≃ L2(N)⊗ ln2 ⊗ l2(H)

≃ ln2 ⊗ L2(N ⋊vN H)

Now, for any n, n′ ∈ N , h ∈ H, g ∈ G, and any ‹gi, there exists unique j and h′ ∈ H s.t. g‹gi = ‹gjh′, so,
gn‹gihn′ = g‹giα‹gi−1(n)hn′

= ‹gjh′α‹gi−1(n)hn′

where h′ and α‹gi−1(n) does not depend on hn′. As elements of the form gn span N ⋊vN G and elements

of the form hn′ span N ⋊vN H, this shows that when elements of N ⋊vN G are written as a matrix in the
algebra B(ln2 ⊗L2(N⋊vN H)) ≃Mn⊗B(L2(N⋊vN H)), every entry thereof is in N⋊vN H. Thus, N⋊vN G
embeds into Mn ⊗N ⋊vN H and we now need to show that this embedding is tracial. To do so, let g ∈ G,
n ∈ N . If g = e, then it is easy to verify that gn = n is sent to a diagonal matrix with entries α‹gi−1(n),

which all have the same trace as n. This matrix therefore has the same trace as n. If g 6= e but g ∈ H,
then gn‹gi = ‹gih′α‹gi−1(n) where h′ = ‹gi−1g‹gi ∈ H by normality of H in G. However, as g 6= e, h′ 6= e and

thus h′α‹gi−1(n) has trace 0. The matrix of gn therefore has trace 0 as well. Finally, when g /∈ H, we have

‹gi−1g‹gi /∈ H for all i. As such, all entries of gn as a matrix in Mn⊗N ⋊vN H are off-diagonal and it hence
has trace 0. This proves the embedding is tracial.

The above argument also shows the embedding sends N ⋊vN H to ln∞ ⊗ N ⋊vN H, so we have a
commutative diagram,
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Mn ⊗N ⋊vN H N ⋊vN G

ln∞ ⊗N ⋊vN H N ⋊vN H

To prove this is a commuting square, we note that it is sufficient to verify that ˚(N ⋊vN G) = {x ∈ N⋊vN

G : EN⋊vNG,N⋊vNH(x) = 0} is sent by EMn⊗N⋊vNH,ln∞⊗N⋊vNH to 0. But ˚(N ⋊vN G) is the weak closure of
the span of elements of the form gn, where g /∈ H, so it suffices to verify EMn⊗N⋊vNH,ln∞⊗N⋊vNH(gn) = 0
for all g ∈ G\H. This is now obvious as we have already seen in the above argument that such gn is sent
to a matrix with only off-diagonal entries through the embedding N ⋊vN G →֒ Mn ⊗N ⋊vN H.

Finally, both Mn ⊗ N ⋊vN H and ln∞ ⊗N ⋊vN H embed canonically into their own ultrapowers. This
demonstrates the RE condition. �

Remark 3.1. A slight alteration of the first part of the above proof shows that N ⋊vN G still tracially
embeds into Mn⊗N⋊vNH without the normality assumption, i.e., as long as H < G and |G : H| = n <∞,
N ⋊vN G tracially embeds into Mn⊗N ⋊vN H. However, the above argument cannot be used to show the
RE condition without the normality assumption, but we will use a different method to prove the general
result later. We still present this argument here, nonetheless, as similar arguments and constructions will
be used repeatedly throughout this paper, and isolating this argument in this relatively easy lemma makes
it much clearer. We shall omit most details when using similar arguments later.

It is important to note here that while in Lemma 3.1, N ⋊vN H →֒ N ⋊vN G →֒M|G:H|⊗N ⋊vN H, the
composition embedding N ⋊vN H →֒M|G:H| ⊗N ⋊vN H is not the canonical embedding x 7→ 1M|G:H|

⊗ x.
Indeed, one can easily see from the proof that given h ∈ H, n ∈ N , the matrix hn ∈ Mn ⊗ N ⋊vN H
is diagonal but the entries on the diagonal are ‹gi−1h‹giα‹gi−1(n) instead of simply hn. We note here that

the map hn 7→ ‹gi−1h‹giα‹gi−1(n) extends to an automorphism on N ⋊vN H. We shall slightly abuse the

notation and write this automorphism as N ⋊vN H ∋ x 7→ ‹gi−1x‹gi ∈ N ⋊vN H. It is easy to see that this
automorphism preserves the canonical trace on N ⋊vN H. Following this example, we shall generalize this
situation and introduce the following concept:

Definition 3.1. Given a von Neumann algebra N , a collection of automorphisms {α1, α2, · · · , αn} on N ,
a twisted inclusion of N into Mn ⊗N is an injective *-homomorphism π : N →Mn ⊗N s.t.

π(x) =

á
α1(x)

α2(x)
. . .

αn(x)

ë

More generally, if we are given a collection of countably infinitely many automorphisms {α1, α2, · · · },
then a twisted inclusion of N into B(l2(N))⊗̄N is an injective *-homomorphism π : N → B(l2(N))⊗̄N s.t.

π(x) =

Ö
α1(x)

α2(x)
. . .

è

Note that as an automorphism on a von Neumann algebra is automatically normal, any twisted inclusion
is normal as well.

From the definition, it is easy to verify the following two facts:

Proposition 3.1.

1. Suppose π : N → B(l2(N))⊗̄N is a twisted inclusion, and P ∈ B(l2(N)) is a projection whose
range is of the form span{ei1 , ei2 , · · · , ein} where eij are among the canonical basis vectors of l2(N), then
(P ⊗ 1N )π(P ⊗ 1N ) is a twisted inclusion of N into Mn ⊗N ;
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2. Suppose π : N →Mn ⊗N is a twisted inclusion and the automorphisms α1, α2, · · · , αn preserves the
trace, then the conditional expectation EMn⊗L(H),π(N) is given by,

EMn⊗L(H),π(N)((xij)1≤i,j≤n) =
1

n

n∑

i=1

α−1
i (xii)

Observe that, while Lemma 3.1 only concerns the case where |G : H| <∞, when instead |G : H| = ∞,
we can still fix {‹g1, ‹g2, · · · }, representatives of cosets in G/H, and similarly construct an embedding ι :
N ⋊vN G →֒ B(l2(G/H))⊗̄N ⋊vN H ≃ B(l2(N))⊗̄N ⋊vN H. In this case we still have the composition of
N⋊vNH →֒ N⋊vNG and ι is not the canonical embedding x 7→ 1B(l2(N))⊗x, but a twisted inclusion instead.
We observe here that while we cannot say these embeddings are tracial, as no canonical trace exists on
B(l2(N))⊗̄N ⋊vN H, it is possible to consider its finite-dimensional contractions. More precisely, let F be a
finite subset of G/H, PF be the orthogonal projection from l2(G/H) onto span(F ). Then we can consider
the ucp map ϕF : N ⋊vN G → M|F | ⊗ N ⋊vN H defined by ϕF (x) = (PF ⊗ 1N⋊vNH)ι(x)(PF ⊗ 1N⋊vNH),
and we have the following:

Lemma 3.2. For simplicity, write A = N ⋊vN G and B = N ⋊vN H, then ϕF as defined above is a ucp
B −B bimodule map which preserves the conditional expectation onto B and the trace. We note that ϕF

restricted to B ⊆ A is a twisted inclusion of B into M|F |⊗B, and here B−B bimodule map is understood
so that the copy of B in M|F | ⊗B is the twisted copy ϕF (B), i.e., ϕF (xy) = ϕF (x)ϕF (y) whenever x ∈ B
and y ∈ A, or x ∈ A and y ∈ B. Similarly, preserving the conditional expectation onto B should be
understood to mean EM|F |⊗B,ϕF (B) ◦ ϕF = EA,B.

Proof. That ϕF restricted to B ⊆ A is a twisted inclusion of B into M|F | ⊗ B follows from part 1 of
Proposition 3.1, and we also get ϕF (B) is indeed a weakly closed subalgebra of M|F | ⊗B.

Now, given x ∈ B, y ∈ A, we write the matrix form of y in B(l2(G/H))⊗̄B as (yij)i,j∈G/H . We also note

the matrix form of x in B(l2(G/H))⊗̄B would be (xij)i,j∈G/H where xij = δij‹gi−1x‹gi. Thus,
ϕF (xy) = ϕF ((‹gi−1x‹giyij)i,j∈G/H)

= (‹gi−1x‹giyij)i,j∈F
= (δij‹gi−1x‹gi)i,j∈F (yij)i,j∈F
= ϕF (x)ϕF (y)

This holds similarly for ϕF (yx), which concludes the proof that ϕF is an B − B bimodule map. Being
trace-preserving is an immediate consequence of preserving the conditional expectation, and to prove the
latter, we note that, for any g ∈ G\H, n ∈ N , all entries of ϕF (gn) ∈ M|F | ⊗ B are off-diagonal and it

hence has conditional expectation 0, as ϕ(B) ⊆ l
|F |
∞ ⊗B. Now, for h ∈ H, we directly calculate,

EM|F |⊗B,ϕF (B)(ϕF (hn)) =
1

|F |

∑

i∈F

‹gi‹gi−1hn‹gi‹gi−1 = hn = EM,N(hn)

�

Equipped with the above results, we shall now generalize the arguments in the proof of Lemma 3.1 to
the case of amenable groups using the existence of Følner sequences.

Theorem 3.1. Let N be a finite von Neumann algebra, G be a group acting through trace-preserving
automorphisms on N , H ⊳G, and H is co-amenable in G, then N ⋊vN H ⊆ N ⋊vN G is RE/N ⋊vN H.

Proof. Since the quotient group G/H is amenable, we may choose a Følner sequence of finite subsets Fk

of G/H. Let n(k) = |Fk|. By definition of a Følner sequence, we have that for any g ∈ G, gH ∈ Fk when
k is large enough and furthermore,

lim
k→∞

|Fk △ (gH)Fk|

n(k)
= 0
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Let ϕFk
: N ⋊vN G→ Mn(k) ⊗N ⋊vN H be the ucp map defined in Lemma 3.2. We can then consider

the ucp map π : N ⋊vN G →
∏

ω Mn(k) ⊗ N ⋊vN H given by π(x) = (ϕFk
(x))◦. By Lemma 3.2, ϕFk

preserves the trace, so π is tracial as well. To prove that it is a tracial embedding, it suffices to prove
it is multiplicative. To do so, we only need to prove that both elements of the group G and of N are in
its multiplicative domain. The latter is clear as ϕFk

restricts to a twisted inclusion on N ⋊vN H, so π is
multiplicative on N ⋊vN H. For the former, we need to verify ‖ϕFk

(g1g2) − ϕFk
(g1)ϕFk

(g2)‖2 → 0 for all
g1, g2 ∈ G.

Fix {‹g1, · · · ,fign(k)}, representatives of cosets in Fk. Then, the matrix representation of ϕFk
(g) for g ∈ G

is,

(gij)1≤i,j≤n(k) = (1‹gi−1g‹gj∈H‹gi−1g‹gj)1≤i,j≤n(k)

Thus,

(ϕFk
(g1g2)− ϕFk

(g1)ϕFk
(g2))ij = 1‹gi−1g1g2‹gj∈H‹gi−1g1g2‹gj −

n(k)∑

w=1

1‹gi−1g1›gw∈H1›gw−1g2‹gj∈H‹gi−1g1g̃wg̃w
−1g2‹gj

= (1‹gi−1g1g2‹gj∈H −
n(k)∑

w=1

1‹gi−1g1›gw∈H1›gw−1g2‹gj∈H)‹gi−1g1g2‹gj
Note that, for fixed i, j, there is at most one 1 ≤ w ≤ n(k) s.t. 1‹gi−1g1›gw∈H1›gw−1g2‹gj∈H = 1 and it would

be zero otherwise. Furthermore, whenever such a w exists, we must have 1‹gi−1g1g2‹gj∈H = 1. Hence, the

term 1‹gi−1g1g2‹gj∈H −
∑n(k)

w=1 1‹gi−1g1›gw∈H1›gw−1g2‹gj∈H is zero when such w exists, or when 1‹gi−1g1g2‹gj∈H = 0,

and one otherwise. Now, as all non-zero entries of ϕFk
(g1g2)−ϕFk

(g1)ϕFk
(g2) are group elements, we have,

‖ϕFk
(g1g2)− ϕFk

(g1)ϕFk
(g2)‖2 =

# of nonzero entries in ϕFk
(g1g2)− ϕFk

(g1)ϕFk
(g2)

n(k)

As have been noted, for an entry of ϕFk
(g1g2)−ϕFk

(g1)ϕFk
(g2) to be nonzero, the number w as mentioned

in the last paragraph must not exist. We must also have 1‹gi−1g1g2‹gj∈H = 1. Note that for a fixed 1 ≤ j ≤

n(k), there is at most one such i. Also, if 1‹gi−1g1g2‹gj∈H = 1, then for such a w to not exist we must have

g̃w
−1g2‹gj /∈ H for all 1 ≤ w ≤ n(k), i.e., we must have (g2H)(‹gjH) /∈ Fk. Hence, ‹gjH ∈ Fk\(g

−1
2 H)Fk ⊆

Fk △ (g−1
2 H)Fk. Therefore, the number of nonzero entries in ϕFk

(g1g2) − ϕFk
(g1)ϕFk

(g2) is less than or

equal to |Fk △ (g−1
2 H)Fk|, so,

‖ϕFk
(g1g2)− ϕFk

(g1)ϕFk
(g2)‖2 =

# of nonzero entries in ϕFk
(g1g2)− ϕFk

(g1)ϕFk
(g2)

n(k)

≤
|Fk △ (g−1

2 H)Fk|

n(k)

→ 0

This establishes that π is a tracial embedding. Thanks to Lemma 3.2, ϕFk
restricted to N ⋊vN H is a

twisted inclusion of N⋊vNH into Mn(k)⊗N⋊vNH. This implies π(N⋊vNH) ⊆
∏

k→ω l
n(k)
∞ ⊗N⋊vNH. To

prove the commuting square condition, it suffices to prove that E∏
ω Mn(k)⊗N⋊vNH,

∏
ω l

n(k)
∞ ⊗N⋊vNH

(π(gn)) =

0, where g ∈ G\H and n ∈ N . We observe that, as in the proof of Lemma 3.1, when g ∈ G\H, all entries
of ϕFk

(gn) are off-diagonal, and this implies the desired condition. �

Remark 3.2. For readers who are familiar with the concept of co-amenability in the context of von
Neumann algebras, it is known that for a pair of groups H < G, H is co-amenable in G iff L(H) is
co-amenable in L(G) [MP03, Corollary 7]. There is a Følner sequence characterization of co-amenability
without assuming H normal in G. Indeed, H is co-amenable in G iff the natural action of G on the set
of left cosets G/H is amenable, and a Følner sequence characterization exists for amenable actions. See
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[KT08, Theorem 1.1]. A slight alteration of the above proof thus shows that N ⋊vN G tracially embeds
into

∏
ω Mn(k) ⊗N ⋊vN H as long as H < G and H is co-amenable in G. Again, this cannot be used to

show the RE condition without the normality assumption. It is open whether the RE condition holds in
this general context.

4. Comultiplication and Co-hyperlinearity

In the last section, we have used Følner sequences to demonstrate examples of the RE condition. In
essence, Følner sequences are used to directly construct explicit matrix models, corresponding to these
finite sets in the Følner sequences. While it is possible to extend this kind of arguments to other cases,
for example to cases where residually finite groups are involved (in which case one may employ methods
similar to those in the proof of Theorem 3.1 to show that given H ⊳G and G/H is residually finite, we have
N ⋊vN H ⊆ N ⋊vN G is RE/N ⋊vN G), this straightforward approach is hardly applicable to situations
where no such explicit matrix models exist. In this section, we shall introduce a new and substantially
different approach to proving the RE condition.

Given a group G, there is an operation known as comultiplication on it, which is defined by,

∆ : G→ G×G,∆(g) = (g, g)

It is easy to verify this map extends to a trace-preserving *-homomorphism on the group ring C[G]
and therefore extends to a tracial embedding L(G) →֒ L(G)⊗̄L(G). In a similar vein, there is a tracial
embedding N ⋊vN G →֒ N ⋊vN G⊗̄L(G) by sending ng to ng⊗ g. By applying these maps repeatedly, we
may also increase the number of copies of L(G) on the RHS. While this seems like a trivial observation, it
is in fact quite useful. We shall first demonstrate this with a relatively easy theorem:

Theorem 4.1. Let G be a group, H1,H2, · · · ,Hn be its subgroups. If L(H1)⊗̄ · · · ⊗̄L(Hn) ⊆ L(G)⊗̄ · · · ⊗̄L(G)
is RE/N for some finite von Neumann algebra N , then L(H1 ∩ · · · ∩Hn) ⊆ L(G) is RE/N .

Proof. Consider the comultiplication map L(G) →֒ L(G)⊗̄ · · · ⊗̄L(G). L(H1 ∩ · · · ∩Hn) is clearly sent into
L(H1)⊗̄ · · · ⊗̄L(Hn), i.e., we have a commutative diagram,

L(G)⊗̄ · · · ⊗̄L(G) L(G)

L(H1)⊗̄ · · · ⊗̄L(Hn) L(H1 ∩ · · · ∩Hn)

To show this is a commuting square, it suffices to prove that whenever g ∈ G is not in H1 ∩ · · · ∩Hn,
then EL(G)⊗̄···⊗̄L(G),L(H1)⊗̄···⊗̄L(Hn)(g) = 0. But the image of g in L(G)⊗̄ · · · ⊗̄L(G) is g ⊗ · · · ⊗ g, so,

EL(G)⊗̄···⊗̄L(G),L(H1)⊗̄···⊗̄L(Hn)(g) = EL(G)⊗̄···⊗̄L(G),L(H1)⊗̄···⊗̄L(Hn)(g ⊗ · · · ⊗ g)

= EL(G),L(H1)(g) ⊗ · · · ⊗ EL(G),L(Hn)(g)

As g /∈ H1 ∩ · · · ∩Hn, g does not belong to at least one of Hi and therefore at least one of EL(G),L(Hi)(g)
is zero. This proves the commutative diagram above is indeed a commuting square. Composing it with
the commuting square in the definition of RE/N concludes the proof. �

Combining this with the Downward Limit Approximation Theorem gives the infinitary version of this
result:

Corollary 4.1. Let G be a group, H1,H2, · · · be its subgroups. If L(H1)⊗̄ · · · ⊗̄L(Hn) ⊆ L(G)⊗̄ · · · ⊗̄L(G)
is RE/N for some finite von Neumann algebra N and for all n ∈ N, then L(∩iHi) ⊆ L(G) is RE/N .

Remark 4.1. We observe that the following is a commuting square,
14



L(G)⊗̄∞ L(G)⊗̄n

⊗̄∞
i=1L(Hi) ⊗̄n

i=1L(Hi)

for all n. As such, the assumption in the previous corollary can be changed to ⊗̄∞
i=1L(Hi) ⊆ L(G)⊗̄∞ is

RE/N . We also note that this can be used in conjunction with part 2 of Proposition 2.3. For example, if

L(Hi) ⊆ L(G) is RE/C for all i, then by part 2 of Proposition 2.3 we have ⊗̄∞
i=1L(Hi) ⊆ L(G)⊗̄∞ is RE/C.

In such cases, then, L(∩iHi) ⊆ L(G) is RE/C.

To state the main result of this section, we need some definitions first:

Definition 4.1. Let H < G be a pair of groups. We say H is co-hyperlinear in G if there exist two
decreasing sequences Gi and Hi of subgroups of G s.t. ∩iGi = H, Hi < Gi, Hi ⊳ G, G/Hi is hyperlinear,
and Gi/Hi is amenable for all i.

Example 4.1. A trivial example of co-hyperlinearity is when H ⊳ G and G/H is hyperlinear. In such
cases one may simply choose Gi = Hi = H for all i. The definition of co-hyperlinearity should be seen as a
generalization of this example. However, the motivating example for this relatively complex notion is the
concept of a group being separable over a subgroup, which is defined as follows:

Definition 4.2 ([LR08]). Let H < G be a pair of groups. We say G is separable over H if there exists a
sequence Gi of subgroups of G s.t. ∩iGi = H, and furthermore |G : Gi| <∞, ∀i ∈ N.

When H ⊳ G, it is clear that G is separable over H iff G/H is residually finite.

Lemma 4.1. If G is separable over H, then H is co-hyperlinear in G.

Proof. The sequence Gi of subgroups of G in the definition of separability directly translates to the cor-
responding sequence of subgroups in the definition of co-hyperlinearity. We still need to construct the
sequence Hi in the definition of co-hyperlinearity. To do so, we note that for any subgroup K of G, we
may define its normal core KG = ∩g∈GgKg−1. It is easy to see that KG < K and that KG is a normal
subgroup of G. Now suppose |G : K| = n < ∞. We may write G/K = {‹g1K, · · · , ‹gnK}. Then we

have KG = ∩ni=1‹giK‹gi−1. As |G : ‹giK‹gi−1| = |G : K| < ∞ for all i, KG is a finite intersection of finite
index subgroups of G, and is therefore of finite index in G. Applying this to the sequence of subgroups
of Gi, we define Hi = (Gi)G. It is then easy to see that the sequences Gi and Hi satisfy the definition of
co-hyperlinearity. �

Remark 4.2. Unfortunately, this argument does not generalize to conditions defined using co-amenability
instead of finite index subgroups. The problem is that H < G, H is co-amenable in G does not imply HG

is co-amenable in G (or in H). See [MP03, Theorem 1].

Example 4.2. It is known that when G = Fr, 2 ≤ r ≤ ∞, and H is a finitely generated subgroup of G,
then G is separable over H [Hall49, Theorem 5.1]. However, this does not apply to cases where H is not
finitely generated. This includes most cases where H ⊳G as it is known that when H ⊳G and |G : H| =∞,
H cannot be finitely generated [Hat05, Exercise 1.A.7]. In order to solve this issue, we introduce the
following definition:

Definition 4.3. Let H < G be a pair of groups. We say H is σ-co-hyperlinear in G if there exist
two increasing sequences Gi and Hi of subgroups of G s.t. ∪iGi = G, ∪iHi = H, Hi < Gi, and Hi is
co-hyperlinear in Gi for all i.

The main theorem of this section is as follows:

Theorem 4.2. Let N be a finite von Neumann algebra, G be a group acting through trace-preserving
automorphisms on N , H < G, and H is σ-co-hyperlinear in G, then N⋊vN H ⊆ N⋊vN G is RE/N⋊vN G.
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Proof. By the Upward Limit Approximation Theorem, it suffices to consider the case where H is co-
hyperlinear in G. Let Gi and Hi be the sequences of subgroups of G as in the definition of co-hyperlinearity.
We have a comultiplication map N ⋊vN G →֒

∏
ω L(G/Hi)⊗̄N ⋊vN G by sending ng to (gHi⊗ng)◦. Then

N ⋊vN H is sent into
∏

ω L(Gi/Hi)⊗̄N ⋊vN G. Thus, we have a commutative diagram:

∏
ω L(G/Hi)⊗̄N ⋊vN G N ⋊vN G

∏
ω L(Gi/Hi)⊗̄N ⋊vN G N ⋊vN H

To verify this is a commuting square, it suffices to show E∏
ω L(G/Hi)⊗̄N⋊vNG,

∏
ω L(Gi/Hi)⊗̄N⋊vNG(ng) = 0

when g /∈ H. As ∩iGi = H, g /∈ Gi for sufficiently large i, so gHi /∈ Gi/Hi for large i. For large i,
then, EL(G/Hi)⊗̄N⋊vNG,L(Gi/Hi)⊗̄N⋊vNG(gHi ⊗ ng) = 0. But the image of ng in

∏
ω L(G/Hi)⊗̄N ⋊vN G is

(gHi ⊗ ng)◦, so this establishes that we have a commuting square. As G/Hi are hyperlinear and Gi/Hi

are amenable, L(G/Hi) are QWEP and L(Gi/Hi) are hyperfinite, so this concludes the proof. �

Remark 4.3. When applying this to the case of finite index subgroups, we obtain that N⋊vNH ⊆ N⋊vNG
is RE/N ⋊vN G when H < G, |G : H| < ∞. By Remark 3.1, we have N ⋊vN G tracially embeds into
M|G:H| ⊗ N ⋊vN H, so N ⋊vN H ⊆ N ⋊vN G is RE/N ⋊vN H. This is a generalization of Lemma 3.1.
More generally, suppose H < G and H is both σ-co-hyperlinear and co-amenable in G, then combining
Theorem 4.2 and Remark 3.2 gives N ⋊vN H ⊆ N ⋊vN G is RE/N ⋊vN H. We observe here that when
H⊳G, co-amenability implies co-hyperlinearity, so this is a generalization of Theorem 3.1. It is clear that co-
hyperlinearity does not imply co-amenability, even with the assumption that H is normal in G. Conversely,
assuming the hyperlinear conjecture is false, then co-amenability does not imply co-hyperlinearity in general
either. Indeed, consider the construction in [MP03, Theorem 1]. If we choose Q to be a non-hyperlinear
group in the construction there, we have K is co-amenable in G. But if K is co-hyperlinear in G, then the
intersection of the sequence Hi in the definition of co-hyperlinearity would give a normal subgroup of G
contained in K. The only such group is the trivial group, so ∩iHi = {e}. But G/Hi is hyperlinear for any
i, so G = G/{e} = G/ ∩i Hi is hyperlinear. But Q < G is not hyperlinear, which is a contradiction.

Example 4.3. Thanks to Lemma 4.1 and Example 4.2, we have that H is σ-co-hyperlinear in G whenever
H < G and G is a free group. Thus, L(H) ⊆ L(G) is RE/L(G). Free groups are hyperlinear, so L(G)
is QWEP. Therefore, L(H) ⊆ L(G) is RE/C. This implies groups of the form ∗HG are hyperlinear
whenever G is a free group and H < G. More generally, we always have N ⋊vN H ⊆ N ⋊vN G is RE/C
whenever N is hyperfinite, G is a free group, and H < G. This follows from first observing that we have
N ⋊vN H ⊆ N ⋊vN G is RE/N ⋊vN G. We then note that N ⋊vN G = N ⋊vN Fr is naturally isomorphic
to ∗NN ⋊vN Z, which is QWEP by Remark 2.3. We therefore get N ⋊vN H ⊆ N ⋊vN G is RE/C.

5. Approximate Retraction and Approximable Actions

While the results in the last section are interesting, one shortcoming is that Theorem 4.2 is of the form
N ⊆ M is RE/M as opposed to N ⊆ M is RE/N in Theorem 3.1. If for instance we are interested in
proving ∗NM is QWEP but it is only known that N is QWEP, then Theorem 4.2 would be of little use. In
this section, we impose some extra conditions to obtain results that would be useful in the above scenario.

Again, the examples we are concerned with are inclusions of algebras of the form N ⋊vN H ⊆ N ⋊vN G.
Therefore, the conditions we are to define would relate to either the pair of groups H < G or the action of
G on N .

Definition 5.1. Let H < G be a pair of groups. We say G approximately retracts onto H if there exists

G′ < G s.t. G′ is co-amenable in G and H < G′, and a group homomorphism φ : G′ → ‹G where ‹G is a
group containing H as a co-amenable subgroup and φ restricts to the identity on H.
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An important example and the inspiration for this definition is the concept of virtual retraction.

Definition 5.2 ([LR08, Definition 1.5]). Let H < G be a pair of groups. We say G virtually retracts onto
H if there exists G′ < G s.t. |G : G′| < ∞ and H < G′, and a group homomorphism φ : G′ → H which
restricts to the identity on H.

One may easily see that approximate retraction is a generalization of virtual retraction.

Example 5.1. It is known that for a finitely generated free group G = Fr, 2 ≤ r < ∞, and a finitely
generated subgroup H of G, G virtually retracts onto H. This follows from the proof of [Hall49, Theorem
5.1].

It is useful to understand the concept of virtual retraction as a condition on the “action” of G on
H. Indeed, if H ⊳ G, then the existence of the group homomorphism φ as in the definition implies the
conjugation action of G′ on H is inner. This follows from,

ghg−1 = φ(ghg−1) = φ(g)φ(h)φ(g)−1 = φ(g)hφ(g)−1

and φ(g) ∈ H. So G virtually retracts onto H can be understood as meaning that the “action” of G
on H is inner up to some finite index subgroup. Analogously, G approximately retracts onto H can be
understood as meaning that the “action” of G on H is inner up to some co-amenability. Conversely, we
may obtain examples of approximate retraction by assuming H ⊳G and the conjugation action of G on H
is nearly inner:

Proposition 5.1. Let G be a group, G′ < G co-amenable, and H ⊳G′. Suppose further that Z(H) = {e}.
Then if one of the following holds, we would have G approximately retracts onto H,

1. φ(G′)/Inn(H) is amenable, where φ : G′ → Aut(H) is defined by φ(g)(h) = ghg−1; or,

2. Out(H) = Aut(H)/Inn(H) is amenable; or,

3. H is a complete group, i.e., Z(H) = {e} and all automorphisms of H are inner.

Proof. Certainly 3 ⇒ 2 ⇒ 1. To prove 1, note that as Z(H) = {e}, φ when restricted to H is an
isomorphism between H and its inner automorphism group Inn(H). We may therefore identify H with
Inn(H). Now we simply take G′ and φ in the definition of approximate retraction to be the corresponding
objects in the statement of the proposition to conclude the proof. �

By analogy with this understanding of approximate retraction by actions, we may define the following
condition on the action G y N :

Definition 5.3. Let N be a finite von Neumann algebra, G be a group acting through trace-preserving
automorphisms on N , H be a subgroup of G. We say the action α : G → Autτ (N) is amenably H-inner
if there exists G′, a co-amenable subgroup of G, s.t. G′ < U(N ⋊vN H) ∩ N (N) and α restricted to
G′ is the conjugation action of U(N ⋊vN H) ∩ N (N) on N . Here N (N) is the normalizer of N , i.e.,
U(N ⋊vN H) ∩ N (N) = {u ∈ U(N ⋊vN H) : uNu−1 = N}. In case H = {e}, we shall simply say the
action is amenably inner.

A generalization of this condition is as follows:

Definition 5.4. Let N be a finite von Neumann algebra, G be a group acting through trace-preserving
automorphisms on N , H be a subgroup of G. We say the action α : G → Autτ (N) is amenably H-
approximable if there exists a sequence of groups Gi containing H as a subgroup, a sequence of maps (not
necessarily group homomorphisms) βi : G → Gi, and a sequence of amenably H-inner actions αi : Gi →
Autτ (N), s.t. the maps βi are approximately multiplicative, i.e., for any g1, g2 ∈ G, βi(g1)βi(g2) = βi(g1g2)
eventually as i→ ω; αi ↾H= α ↾H ; and there exists an ultrafilter ω s.t. for any g ∈ G, n ∈ N , αi ◦ βi(g)(n)
converges to α(g)(n) in L2(N) as i → ω. In case H = {e}, we shall simply say the action is amenably
approximable.
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Example 5.2. An example and the motivation for generalizing amenably H-inner actions to amenably
H-approximable actions comes from the concept of profinite actions, defined as follows:

Definition 5.5 ([Ioa11]). Given a standard probability space (X,µ) (i.e., (X,µ) is isomorphic to ([0, 1], dt),
a p.m.p. (probability measure preserving) action α : G y X is said to be profinite if it is an inverse limit
of a sequence of p.m.p. actions αi : G y Xi with Xi finite probability spaces.

That is, there are surjective maps qij : Xj → Xi for all i ≤ j s.t. qii = IdXi
for all i, qij = qik ◦ qkj for

all i ≤ k ≤ j, and qij ◦ αj(g) = αi(g) ◦ qij for all i ≤ j and g ∈ G. And X is isomorphic to lim←−Xi with the

action α being isomorphic to the action α(g)(x1, x2, · · · ) = (α1(g)(x1), α2(g)(x2), · · · ). Note that there are
natural surjective maps qi : X → Xi s.t. qi = qij ◦ qj and qi ◦ α(g) = αi(g) ◦ qi.

Since the action αi : G y Xi simply permutes elements of the finite set Xi, if we write αi : G →
Sym(Xi), then Gi = αi(G) is a finite group. Now, dualizing qi gives inclusions of von Neumann algebras
L∞(Xi) →֒ L∞(X,µ). We note that X ≃ lim←−Xi implies L∞(X,µ) is the weak closure of the union of the

increasing sequence of algebras L∞(Xi). Also observe that each atom ai,1, · · · , ai,|Xi| of Xi corresponds

to a measurable subset Ai,k = q−1
i ({ai,k}) of X. Since X is a standard probability space, it is without

atoms. Thus, Ai,k is without atoms as well, so L∞(Ai,k,
µ

µ(Ai,k)
) is isomorphic to L∞([0, 1]). Fixing

such isomorphisms gives an identification L∞(X,µ) ≃ L∞(Xi)⊗̄L
∞([0, 1]). Thus, the induced actions

G → Gi y L∞(Xi) can be extended to actions Gi y L∞(Xi)⊗̄L
∞([0, 1]) ≃ L∞(X,µ), which we shall

write as α′
i. The maps G→ Gi shall be denoted by βi. One may then verify that α′

i ◦ βi(g)(n)→ α(g)(n)
in L2 for all g ∈ G and n ∈ L∞(X,µ). Here, α is also used to denote the action G y L∞(X,µ) induced
by α. (This assertion clearly holds for n ∈ ∪iL

∞(Xi). The weak density of ∪iL
∞(Xi) in L∞(X,µ) and

a standard approximation argument then show it holds in general.) It is then clear that α′
i is amenably

inner and hence α is amenably approximable.
To summarize, we have,

Proposition 5.2. Given a standard probability space (X,µ) and a p.m.p. profinite action G y X, the
induced action G y L∞(X,µ) is amenably approximable.

Another example of approximable actions follows from the above example. When G y X is profinite,
as the induced action G y L∞(X,µ) is approximable, it is easy to see that the action G y L∞(X,µ)⊗̄N
is approximable for any finite von Neumann algebra N , where the action of G on L∞(X,µ)⊗̄N is the
action G y L∞(X,µ) tensoring with the trivial action on N . While this is not an interesting example in
itself, we may consider taking the algebra associated with the noncommutative Poisson random measure
on (L∞(X,µ)⊗̄N, τ), as defined in [Jun21]. Given a finite von Neumann algebra N with a faithful tracial
state τ , this algebra is given by,

M(N) = ⊕∞
k=0⊗̄

k
sN

where ⊗̄k
sN is the k-th symmetric tensor product of N , i.e., the subalgebra of N ⊗̄k invariant under the

permutation action of Sk. The trace onM(N) is given by,

σ((xk)) =

∞∑

k=0

e−1

k!
τ⊗k(xk)

One easily sees that given a tracial embedding π : N →֒ M , it naturally induces a tracial embedding
M(π) : M(N) →֒ M(M). Also, an trace-preserving action α : G y N naturally induces an action
α′ : G y M(N) defined by α′((xk)) = (α⊗k(xk)). Furthermore, if we have an increasing sequence of
subalgebras Ni ⊆ M s.t. their union is weakly dense in M , then M(Ni) is an increasing sequence of
subalgebras ofM(M) and their union is weakly dense inM(M) as well.

Combining the above observations and essentially repeating the proof of Proposition 5.2 give,

Proposition 5.3. Given a standard probability space (X,µ) and a p.m.p. profinite action G y X, the
induced action G yM(L∞(X,µ)⊗̄N) is amenably approximable for any finite von Neumann algebra N .
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We can obtain another interesting example of amenably approximable actions by slightly altering the
above situation. Now, instead of understanding Xi as finite probability spaces, we regard them as finite
discrete topological spaces. Correspondingly, we understand X ≃ lim←−Xi as a compact topological space
and the isomorphism between X and lim

←−
Xi as a homeomorphism. Again, we let the action α : G y X

(through homeomorphisms) be the inverse limit of a sequence of actions αi : G y Xi. In this case, we
shall still call the action α profinite.

Given any discrete group H, we note that the group C(Xi,H) defined with pointwise operations is

naturally isomorphic to X
|Xi|
i , so L(C(Xi,H)) ≃ L(H)⊗̄|Xi|. We shall write this algebra as L(H)⊗̄Xi . By

an abuse of notation, we write L(C(X,H)) as L(H)⊗̄X , where we regard C(X,H) as a discrete group.
We observe that the projection maps qi : X → Xi dualize to group inclusions ιi : C(Xi,H) →֒ C(X,H).
Similarly, qij : Xj → Xi dualizes to a group inclusion ιij : C(Xi,H) →֒ C(Xj ,H) for all i ≤ j. Obviously,
there maps are compatible, i.e., ιij = ιkj ◦ ιik and ιi = ιj ◦ ιij for all i ≤ k ≤ j. This means ιi(C(Xi,H))
forms an increasing sequence of subgroups of C(X,H). If we also use ιi and ιij to denote the induced

tracial inclusions of group von Neumann algebras, then we also have ιi(L(H)⊗̄Xi) forms an increasing of

subalgebras of L(H)⊗̄X . We have the following proposition:

Lemma 5.1. ∪iιi(C(Xi,H)) = C(X,H). Consequently, ∪iιi(L(H)⊗̄Xi) is weakly dense in L(H)⊗̄X .

Proof. We need to show that given any continuous map f : X → H, there exists an i and a continuous

map f̃ : Xi → H s.t. f = f̃ ◦ qi. We claim that any clopen subset of X is of the form q−1
i (Ai) where

Ai ⊆ Xi. Granted the claim, we note that as X is compact and H is discrete, f(X) is finite and thus can be
written as f(X) = {h1, · · · , hn}. Then each f−1(hj) is clopen in X and thus f−1(hj) = q−1

ij
(Aij ) for some

Aij ⊆ Xij . By compatibility between qi’s, if, for instance ij1 ≥ ij2 , then q−1
ij2

(Aij2
) = q−1

ij1
(q−1

ij2 ij1
(Aij2

)).

Thus, we may assume all ij equal some fixed i, i.e., f−1(hj) = q−1
i (Aj) for some Aj ⊆ Xi. However,

∪jf
−1(hj) = X, so ∪jAj = Xi. We also clearly have Aj ’s are pairwise disjoint. Hence, we may define f̃

by letting f̃(Aj) = {hj}. This concludes the proof apart from the claim.
We now prove the claim. Noting that X ≃ lim←−Xi is a subspace of the Cartesian product

∏
i Xi and

using the compatibility between qi’s, we see that open subsets of X are of the form {(xi) ∈ X : x1 ∈
A1, or x2 ∈ A2, or · · · } where Ai ⊆ Xi. For simplicity, we write this set as A1 ∨ A2 ∨ · · · . Similarly,
closed subsets of X are of the form {(xi) ∈ X : x1 ∈ B1, and x2 ∈ B2, and · · · } where Bi ⊆ Xi, and we
shall write this set as B1 ∧ B2 ∧ · · · . Given K ⊆ X clopen, then K = A1 ∨ A2 ∨ · · · = B1 ∧ B2 ∧ · · · for

some Ai, Bi ⊆ Xi. By taking Ãi = ∪j≤iq
−1
ji (Aj) if necessary, we may assume Ai ⊇ q−1

ji (Aj) for all i ≥ j.

Similarly, by taking B̃i = ∩j≤iq
−1
ji (Bj) if necessary, we may assume Bi ⊆ q−1

ji (Bj) for all i ≥ j. Clearly, it

suffices to show there exists N s.t. for all n ≥ N , An = q−1
Nn(AN ).

To do so, assume to the contrary that for all N , there exists n ≥ N s.t. An % q−1
Nn(AN ). Now,

A1 ∨A2 ∨ · · · = B1 ∧B2 ∧ · · · implies that qij(Aj) ⊆ Bi for all i ≤ j. Define,

Cn = (∪m>nqnm(Am))\An

By our assumptions Cn 6= ∅ and Cn ⊆ Bn. We then let Dn = ∩m≥nqnm(Cm). Now, for any fixed n, for
any m1 ≥ m2 ≥ n, we have,

qm2m1(Cm1) = qm2m1(∪k>m1qm1k(Ak)\Am1)

⊆ qm2m1(∪k>m1qm1k(Ak))

= ∪k>m1qm2k(Ak)

⊆ ∪k>m2qm2k(Ak)
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where in the third line we have used qm2m1 ◦ qm1k = qm2k. And,

qm2m1(Cm1) = qm2m1(∪k>m1qm1k(Ak)\Am1)

⊆ qm2m1(Xm1\Am1)

⊆ qm2m1(Xm1\q
−1
m2m1

(Am2))

⊆ Xm2\Am2

where in the third line we have used q−1
m2m1

(Am2) ⊆ Am1 . Thus, qm2m1(Cm1) ⊆ ∪k>m2qm2k(Ak)\Am2 =
Cm2 , so qnm1(Cm1) = qnm2 ◦ qm2m1(Cm1) ⊆ qnm2(Cm2), i.e., for any fixed n, the sequence (qnm(Cm))m≥n

is decreasing. Note that qnm(Cm) 6= ∅ for all m ≥ n and they are all subsets of the finite set Xn. Thus,
Dn = ∩m≥nqnm(Cm) is nonempty. In fact, Dn = qnα(n)(Cα(n)) for some α(n) ≥ n. Also observe that
Dn ⊆ Cn ⊆ Bn.

Now, we have,

qn(n+1)(Dn+1) = qn(n+1) ◦ q(n+1)α(n+1)(Cα(n+1)) = qnα(n+1)(Cα(n+1)) ⊇ Dn

for all n. We may then inductively define (xi) ∈ X by letting x1 be an arbitrary element of D1. Then, for all
i, let xi+1 be an element of Di+1 s.t. qi(i+1)(xi+1) = xi. Since xi ∈ Di ⊆ Bi, (xi) ∈ B1∧B2∧· · · . However,
xi ∈ Di ⊆ Ci ⊆ Xi\Ai, i.e., xi /∈ Ai for all i, so (xi) /∈ A1 ∨A2 ∨ · · · . But A1 ∨A2 ∨ · · · = B1 ∧B2 ∧ · · · , a
contradiction. �

Again, we write for the action αi : G y Xi, Gi = αi(G), which is a finite group. We wish to show the

induced actions G → Gi y L(H)⊗̄Xi can be extended to actions Gi y L(H)⊗̄X . Let GiXi = {Gix : x ∈
Xi} be the collection of all orbits of the action Gi y Xi. Given any σ ∈ GiXi and x, y ∈ σ, we claim that
q−1
i (x) is homeomorphic to q−1

i (x). Indeed, y = g̃x for some g̃ ∈ Gi. We may then lift g̃ to some g ∈ G,
so y = gx. But then the homeomorphism may simply be defined by the restriction of α(g) restricted to
q−1
i (x). Now, for each σ ∈ GiXi, fix some xσ ∈ σ and homeomorphisms between q−1

i (xσ) and q−1
i (x) for all

other x ∈ σ. These homeomorphisms induce isomorphisms between C(q−1
i (xσ),H) and C(q−1

i (x),H). We

observe that (q−1
i (x))x∈Xi

is a finite collection of disjoint open subsets of X which covers X, so we have,

C(X,H) ≃ ⊕x∈Xi
C(q−1

i (x),H)

≃ ⊕σ∈GiXi
⊕x∈σ C(q−1

i (x),H)

≃ ⊕σ∈GiXi
⊕x∈σ C(q−1

i (xσ),H)

≃ ⊕σ∈GiXi
C(q−1

i (xσ),H)|σ|

At the level of group von Neumann algebras, this gives L(H)⊗̄X ≃ ⊗̄σ∈GiXi
(L(H)⊗̄q−1

i (xσ))⊗̄σ. Since the

action Gi y Xi only acts within each σ, this allows an extension of Gi y L(H)⊗̄Xi to α′
i : Gi y L(H)⊗̄X .

Again, we let the maps G → Gi be denoted by βi and then it is easy to verify that α′
i ◦ βi approximates

α : G y L(H)⊗̄X . Thus, α is amenably approximable.
To summarize, we have,

Proposition 5.4. Given a compact topological space X and a profinite action G y X, the induced action
G y L(H)⊗̄X is amenably approximable for any discrete group H.

Example 5.3. Another set of examples of amenably approximable actions also concerns approximating
the action by finite permutation groups. Here, we consider a countable discrete set X and an action
α : G y X through permutations. Given any finite von Neumann algebra N , let N ⊗̄X be N ⊗̄∞ with
tensor components indexed by elements of X. We denote the induced action G y N ⊗̄X also by α.

We have the following,

Proposition 5.5. Suppose there exists an increasing sequence Gi of subgroups of G s.t. ∪iGi = G and all
orbits of the restricted action Gi y X are finite, then α is amenably approximable.
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Proof. We shall only prove the case where all orbits of the full action G y X are finite. The general
case follows by an easy approximation argument. Under the assumption, we may let Xi be an increasing
sequence of finite subsets of X, each one of which is a union of orbits of G y X, and moreover ∪iXi = X.
Let βi : G → Sym(Xi) be the group homomorphism associated with the restricted action G y Xi. Since

Xi is finite, Sym(Xi) is a finite group. It acts on N ⊗̄Xi naturally. Since N ⊗̄X = N ⊗̄Xi⊗̄N ⊗̄X\Xi , the
action extends to an action αi : Sym(Xi) y N ⊗̄X by simply tensoring the natural action on N ⊗̄Xi with

the trivial action on N ⊗̄X\Xi . One may then easily verify that αi ◦ βi approximates α by first verifying
this for finite tensors nx1 ⊗nx2 ⊗ · · · nxk

⊗ 1⊗ 1⊗ · · · ∈ N ⊗̄X and then applying a standard approximation
argument. �

It may be somewhat surprising that the above argument can be applied without any assumption on the
orbits if we instead assume G is a free group. Indeed, because finite linear combinations of finite tensors
are weakly dense in N ⊗̄X , even if we just pick Xi to be an arbitrary increasing sequence of finite subsets
of X whose union is X and then for some g ∈ G, gXi 6= Xi, as long as we define βi so that βi(g)(x) = gx
whenever both x ∈ Xi and gx ∈ Xi, then αi ◦ βi would still approximate α. The only issue is that βi
may not be multiplicative or even approximately so anymore. However, this is not a problem if G is a free
group, in which case we only need to define βi according to the standard above for free generators of G
and then extend it to a group homomorphism G→ Sym(Xi). Hence, we have the following result.

Proposition 5.6. Suppose G is a free group acting on a countable discrete set X, then the induced action
G y N ⊗̄X is amenably approximable.

Proof. FixXi, an increasing sequence of finite subsets ofX whose union isX. Again, we let αi : Sym(Xi) y
N ⊗̄X be the natural action Sym(Xi) y N ⊗̄Xi extended to N ⊗̄X as in the proof of Proposition 5.5. We
need to define βi : G→ Sym(Xi). To do so, for each free generator g of G, we let βi(g) be any permutation
of Xi which satisfies βi(g)(x) = gx whenever both x ∈ Xi and gx ∈ Xi. This is always possible as the sets
Xi\{x ∈ Xi : gx ∈ Xi} and Xi\g{x ∈ Xi : gx ∈ Xi} have the same cardinality, so we may let βi(g) acts on
Xi\{x ∈ Xi : gx ∈ Xi} as any bijective map from Xi\{x ∈ Xi : gx ∈ Xi} to Xi\g{x ∈ Xi : gx ∈ Xi}. We
then extend βi to a group homomorphism from G to Sym(Xi).

Now, we need to show that αi ◦ βi approximates α. We only need to check this for finite tensors
nx1⊗nx2⊗· · ·nxk

⊗1⊗1⊗· · · ∈ N ⊗̄X . Given any g ∈ G, we write g = gǫ11 gǫ22 · · · g
ǫl
l where each gm is a free

generator of G and ǫm ∈ {±1}. For sufficiently large i, Xi contains all xj as well as all gǫmm gǫ22 · · · g
ǫl
l (xj)

for all 1 ≤ j ≤ k and 1 ≤ m ≤ l. One may then easily verify that βi(g)(xj) = gxj for all j. Thus,
αi ◦ βi(g)(nx1 ⊗ nx2 ⊗ · · ·nxk

⊗ 1 ⊗ 1 ⊗ · · · ) = α(g)(nx1 ⊗ nx2 ⊗ · · ·nxk
⊗ 1 ⊗ 1 ⊗ · · · ) for large i. This

concludes the proof. �

A concept similar to amenably H-approximable action can be defined by changing the form of “approx-
imation” allowed from co-amenability to matrices.

Definition 5.6. Let N be a finite von Neumann algebra, G be a group acting through trace-preserving
automorphisms on N , H be a subgroup of G. We say the action α : G → Autτ (N) is matricially
H-approximable if there exists a sequence of maps (not necessarily group homomorphisms) βi : G →
U(Mn(i) ⊗ N ⋊vN H) and an ultrafilter ω s.t. the maps βi are approximately multiplicative in L2 and
under ω, i.e., for any g1, g2 ∈ G, ‖βi(g1)βi(g2) − βi(g1g2)‖2 → 0 as i → ω; and for any g ∈ G, n ∈ N ,
βi(g)nβi(g)

−1 converges to α(g)(n) in L2 as i → ω. In case H = {e}, we shall simply say the action is
matricially approximable.

The motivation for this definition will be discussed later.
The main theorem of this section is as follows:

Theorem 5.1. Let N be a finite von Neumann algebra, G be a group acting through trace-preserving
automorphisms on N , H,H1 < G, H is σ-co-hyperlinear in G, G approximately retracts onto H, and the
action of G on N is either amenably H1-approximable or matricially H1-approximable, then N ⋊vN H ⊆
N ⋊vN G is RE/N ⋊vN H1⊗̄L(H).
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We split some parts of the proof into two lemmas for clarity.

Lemma 5.2. Let H < G be a pair of groups. If H is σ-co-hyperlinear in G and G approximately retracts
onto H, then L(H) ⊆ L(G) is RE/L(H).

Proof. By Theorem 4.2 and Proposition 2.2, it suffices to show that L(G) tracially embeds into (R⊗̄L(H))ω .
By definition of σ-co-hyperlinearity, we may pick increasing sequences Gi and Hi of subgroups of G s.t.
∪iGi = G, ∪iHi = H, Hi < Gi, and Hi is co-hyperlinear in Gi for all i. We then define,

π1 : C[G]→ ⊕iC[Gi], G ∋ g 7→ (1g∈Gi
g)i ∈ ⊕iC[Gi]

Fix an i. By definition of co-hyperlinearity, we may pick decreasing sequences Gij and Hij of subgroups
of Gi s.t. ∩jGij = Hi, Hij < Gij , Hij ⊳ Gi, Gi/Hij is hyperlinear, and Gij/Hij is amenable for all j.
Applying the comultiplication map, we first define,

π2,i : C[Gi]→ ⊕jL(Gi/Hij)⊙ C[G], Gi ∋ g 7→ (gHij ⊗ g)j ∈ ⊕jL(Gi/Hij)⊙ C[G]

By definition of approximate retraction, there exists G′ < G s.t. G′ is co-amenable in G and H < G′,

and a group homomorphism φ : G′ → ‹G where ‹G is a group containing H as a co-amenable subgroup and
φ restricts to the identity on H. Using methods in the proof of Theorem 3.1 gives a sequence of maps
C[G]→Mn(k) ⊙ C[G′] that would be multiplicative after taking the ultraproduct. We write this sequence
of maps in the form,

π3 : C[G]→ ⊕kMn(k) ⊙ C[G′]

Applying φ then sends C[G′] to C[‹G]. Since ‹G is a group containing H as a co-amenable subgroup, using

the above procedures again sends C[‹G] to ⊕lMm(l) ⊙ C[H], i.e., we obtain the following maps,

π4 : C[‹G]→ ⊕lMm(l) ⊙ C[H]

We may then embed C[H] into the corresponding group von Neumann algebra L(H). Now, combining
the maps above yields,

π : C[G]→ ⊕i ⊕j ⊕k ⊕l L(Gi/Hij)⊙Mn(k) ⊙Mm(l) ⊙ L(H)

Changing direct sums into ultraproducts and algebraic tensor products into von Neumann algebra tensor
products gives a map,

π̃ : C[G]→
∏

i→ω

∏

j→ω

∏

k→ω

∏

l→ω

L(Gi/Hij)⊗̄Mn(k)⊗̄Mm(l)⊗̄L(H)

As Gi/Hij is hyperlinear for all i and j, L(Gi/Hij) embeds into Rω. Therefore, the RHS tracially embeds

into (R⊗̄L(H))ω
′
for some ultrafilter ω′. As such, it suffices to show that π̃ is tracial and multiplicative, and

hence extends to a tracial embedding L(G) →֒
∏

i→ω

∏
j→ω

∏
k→ω

∏
l→ω L(Gi/Hij)⊗̄Mn(k)⊗̄Mm(l)⊗̄L(H).

Multiplicativity is easy to verify as all maps used in defining π̃ are either multiplicative or approximately
so in the limit. (π1 is easily seen to be approximately multiplicative. π2,i and φ are multiplicative.
The arguments in the proof of Theorem 3.1 can be used to show that π3 and π4 are approximately
multiplicative.) It now remains to demonstrate π̃ is trace-preserving. To do so, we only need to calculate
the trace of π̃(g) for g ∈ G.

Recall that HG = ∩g∈GgHg−1 is the normal core of H in G. Suppose g /∈ HG. Then g /∈ g′Hg′−1 for
some g′ ∈ G. As ∪iGi = G, for sufficiently large i, both g and g′ belongs to Gi. But then as Hi < H, we
have,

HiGi
⊆ g′Hig

′−1 ⊆ gHg−1

So g /∈ HiGi
for sufficiently large i. Then, for any fixed such i, we recall that ∩jGij = Hi, Hij < Gij , and

Hij ⊳ Gi. Thus, ∩jHij ⊳ Gi and furthermore ∩jHij < ∩jGij = Hi. Therefore, by definition of normal core
we see that ∩jHij < HiGi

. As Hij is a decreasing sequence, we have g /∈ Hij for sufficiently large j. Now
recall that π̃(g) ∈

∏
i→ω

∏
j→ω

∏
k→ω

∏
l→ω L(Gi/Hij)⊗̄Mn(k)⊗̄Mm(l)⊗̄L(H) is of the form (gHij ⊗ xijkl)

◦
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for some xijkl ∈Mn(k)⊗̄Mm(l)⊗̄L(H). Since for any fixed sufficiently large i, and then for any large enough
j, gHij 6= Hij, the element above has trace 0, as expected.

Now suppose g ∈ HG but g 6= e. π1 and π2,i send g to (gHij ⊗ g)i,j ∈ ⊕i ⊕j L(Gi/Hij)⊙ C[G] for large
i. We focus on the second part g ∈ C[G]. We note that it is sent by π3 : C[G] → ⊕kMn(k) ⊙ C[G′] to a
sequence of diagonal matrices with entries in H. Indeed, the matrices in the sequence π3(g) are of the form

(1g̃s−1g‹gt∈G′‹gs−1g‹gt)1≤s,t≤n(k) where {‹g1, · · · ,fign(k)} are representatives of cosets in some Følner subsets of

G/G′. Now, for any 1 ≤ t ≤ n(k), as HG is normal in G, ‹gt−1g‹gt ∈ HG. Since HG < H < G′, ‹gt−1g‹gt ∈ G′,

i.e., the matrices in the sequence π3(g) are diagonal with entries of the form ‹gt−1g‹gt. All these entries are
in H and, as g 6= e, none of the entries would be e.

Now, φ sends matrices in C[G′] to matrices in C[‹G]. Since φ restricts to the identity on H, after applying
φ we still have a sequence of diagonal matrices with non-identity elements of H as entries. This implies

π4 : C[‹G]→ ⊕lMm(l) ⊙ C[H] would send these matrices to sequences of matrices with zero trace. Indeed,
we only need to observe that for the matrices to have nonzero trace, there would need to be group identities
on the diagonal, but that would mean that φ ◦ π3(g) has group identities on the diagonal, contradicting
what we have already established. This shows that π̃(g) indeed has zero trace.

Finally, when g = e, by similar arguments as in the previous case, we see that π̃(g) is the identity in∏
i→ω

∏
j→ω

∏
k→ω

∏
l→ω L(Gi/Hij)⊗̄Mn(k)⊗̄Mm(l)⊗̄L(H). This concludes the proof. �

We let Cc(G,N) denote the span of ng ∈ N ⋊vN G where n ∈ N and g ∈ G. Clearly Cc(G,N) is a
*-algebra and weakly dense in N ⋊vN G.

Lemma 5.3. Let N be a finite von Neumann algebra, G be a group acting through trace-preserving auto-
morphisms on N , H1 < G, and the action of G on N is either amenably H1-approximable or matricially
H1-approximable, then there exists a *-homomorphism Cc(G,N) → (R⊗̄N ⋊vN H1)

ω which restricts to a
tracial embedding N →֒ (R⊗̄N ⋊vN H1)

ω.

Proof. We will only prove the lemma for the case where the action is amenably H1-approximable. The
case where the action is matricially H1-approximable follows similar ideas and is relatively easy. Now, by
definition there exists a sequence of maps βi : G → Gi which is approximately multiplicative and actions
αi : Gi → Autτ (N) s.t. αi ◦ βi(g)(n) → α(g)(n) in L2(N) as i→ ω. One may then see that the following
map is approximately a *-homomorphism as i→ ω,

π1 : Cc(G,N)→ ⊕iCc(Gi, N), Cc(G,N) ∋ ng 7→ (nβi(g))i ∈ ⊕iCc(Gi, N)

The actions αi are amenably H1-inner, so there exists co-amenable subgroups G′
i < Gi s.t. G′

i <
U(N ⋊vN H1)∩N (N) and αi ↾G′

i
is the conjugation action of U(N ⋊vN H1)∩N (N) on N . Note here that

N ⋊vN H1 is a subalgebra of N ⋊vN Gi, with H1 acting on N through αi ↾H1 , but, as αi ↾H1= α ↾H1 , it is
also a subalgebra of N ⋊vN G with H1 acting on N through α ↾H1 . Thus, it is the correct N ⋊vN H1 as in
the statement of the lemma. Now, using methods in the proof of Theorem 3.1 gives a map,

π2,i : Cc(Gi, N)→ ⊕jMn(j) ⊙ Cc(G
′
i, N)

which is multiplicative after taking the ultraproduct. Then, there exists a natural map from Cc(G
′
i, N) to

N ⋊vN H1 defined by,

π3,i : Cc(G
′
i, N)→ N ⋊vN H1, Cc(G

′
i, N) ∋ ng 7→ ng ∈ N ⋊vN H1

Here, on the RHS, as g ∈ G′
i and G′

i < U(N ⋊vN H1)∩N (N), g is interpreted as a unitary in N ⋊vN H1.
Since αi ↾G′

i
is the conjugation action of U(N⋊vNH1)∩N (N) on N , this map is clearly a *-homomorphism.

Finally, combining the above maps together and changing direct sums into ultraproducts gives,

π̃ : Cc(G,N)→
∏

i→ω

∏

j→ω

Mn(j) ⊗N ⋊vN H1

It is easy to verify that this map satisfies the requirements of the lemma. �
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Proof of Theorem 5.1. By Theorem 4.2 and Proposition 2.2, it suffices to show that N ⋊vN G tracially
embeds into (R⊗̄N ⋊vN H1⊗̄L(H))ω. We begin by applying the comultiplication map,

π : Cc(G,N)→ Cc(G,N) ⊙ L(G), Cc(G,N) ∋ ng 7→ ng ⊗ g ∈ Cc(G,N) ⊙ L(G)

By Lemma 5.2, L(G) tracially embeds into (R⊗̄L(H))ω . By Lemma 5.3, there is a *-homomorphism
sending Cc(G,N) to (R⊗̄N ⋊vN H1)

ω. Combining the maps together gives,

π̃ : Cc(G,N)→ (R⊗̄N ⋊vN H1)
ω⊗̄(R⊗̄L(H))ω

This is a *-homomorphism. To show it is tracial, we note that given ng ∈ Cc(G,N), if g 6= e, ng is sent
to ng ⊗ g by π and g, having zero trace in L(G), is then sent to some traceless element of (R⊗̄L(H))ω , so
π̃(ng) has trace zero. If g = e, then n is sent to n⊗ 1 by π. Since the map defined in Lemma 5.3 preserves
the trace on N , we then see that π̃(n) indeed has trace τ(n). Thus, π̃ is a tracial *-homomorphism and
therefore extends to a tracial embedding N ⋊vN G →֒ (R⊗̄N ⋊vN H1)

ω⊗̄(R⊗̄L(H))ω. �

In case where N = C, as all actions on C is amenably approximable, the theorem reduces to Lemma 5.2.
On the other hand, suppose G is hyperlinear and H = {e}, then H is co-hyperlinear in G and G retracts
onto H. If we furthermore take H1 = {e}, then the theorem reduces to,

Corollary 5.1. Let N be a finite von Neumann algebra, G be a hyperlinear group acting through trace-
preserving automorphisms on N , and the action of G on N is either amenably approximable or matricially
approximable, then N ⊆ N ⋊vN G is RE/N .

Example 5.4. By the Corollary 5.1 and Proposition 5.2, we have L∞(X,µ) ⊆ L∞(X,µ) ⋊vN G is
RE/L∞(X,µ) whenever (X,µ) is a standard probability space, G is a hyperlinear group, and the p.m.p.
action G y X is profinite. Since L∞(X,µ) is QWEP, the result can be strengthened to L∞(X,µ) ⊆
L∞(X,µ)⋊vN G is RE/C. By Proposition 5.3, we also haveM(L∞(X,µ)⊗̄N) ⊆M(L∞(X,µ)⊗̄N)⋊vN G
is RE/M(L∞(X,µ)⊗̄N) under the above assumptions. Note that when N is QWEP, it is easy to see that
M(L∞(X,µ)⊗̄N) is also QWEP and thusM(L∞(X,µ)⊗̄N) ⊆M(L∞(X,µ)⊗̄N)⋊vN G is RE/C in this
case.

Similarly, using Proposition 5.4, we have L(H)⊗̄X ⊆ L(H)⊗̄X ⋊vN G is RE/L(H)⊗̄X whenever X is a
compact topological space, G is a hyperlinear group, the action G y X is profinite, and H is a discrete
group. By Lemma 5.1, L(H)⊗̄X has an increasing sequence of subalgebras isomorphic to L(H)⊗̄Xi whose
union is weakly dense in L(H)⊗̄X . Each Xi is a finite set, so all such L(H)⊗̄Xi are embedded in L(H)⊗̄∞.

Therefore, L(H)⊗̄X tracially embeds into (L(H)⊗̄∞)ω, so L(H)⊗̄X ⊆ L(H)⊗̄X ⋊vN G is RE/L(H)⊗̄∞.
By [Ioa11], an example of profinite actions arises when we consider a residually finite group acting on

its profinite completion, a compact group equipped with the Haar measure. We also note that residually
finite groups are hyperlinear. Therefore, if we let G be a residually finite group, Gi be a decreasing
sequence of normal subgroups of G whose intersection is trivial, and µ be the Haar measure on the
profinite completion lim←−G/Gi of G, then L∞(lim←−G/Gi, µ) ⊆ L∞(lim←−G/Gi, µ) ⋊vN G is RE/C where the

action of G on L∞(lim←−G/Gi, µ) is induced by the left multiplication action of G on lim←−G/Gi. Moreover,

we also have M(L∞(X,µ)⊗̄N) ⊆ M(L∞(X,µ)⊗̄N) ⋊vN G is RE/M(L∞(X,µ)⊗̄N) under the above

assumptions or RE/C when we further assume N is QWEP. We also have, similarly, that L(H)
⊗̄ lim←−G/Gi ⊆

L(H)
⊗̄ lim
←−

G/Gi ⋊vN G is RE/L(H)⊗̄∞ for any discrete group H.
Free groups are residually finite, so the above applies in particular to the case where G is a free

group. (This is a special case of [Hall49, Theorem 5.1].) In this case, we can build upon the example
obtained from Proposition 5.3 somewhat. Indeed, in [Jun21], the algebra associated with the noncom-
mutative Poisson random variable is not just defined for finite von Neumann algebras but more generally
for semifinite von Neumann algebra. The Poisson algebra thus defined is always finite even if the orig-
inal algebra is not. See [Jun21, Theorem 2.11]. In particular, we may consider the action of G on
M = L∞(lim

←−
G/Gi, µ)⊗̄L(G)⊗̄B(l2(G)), which is obtained from tensoring three actions: the action of G

on L∞(lim
←−

G/Gi, µ) induced by the left multiplication action of G on lim
←−

G/Gi, the inner action of G on
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L(G) induced by the conjugation action ofG on itself, and the inner action of G on B(l2(G)) given by the left
regular representation G → U(B(l2(G))). The corresponding action of G on M(M) is amenably approx-
imable. Indeed, by [Jun21, Theorem 2.11],M(M) is a weak closure of the direct limit ofM(enMen), where
we may choose en to be an increasing sequence of finite-rank projections in B(l2(G)) strongly converging
to the identity. For a unitary u in B(l2(G)), we may approximate it strongly by unitaries un in B(l2(G)) of
the form vn+(1−en) where vn ∈ U(enB(l2(G))en). Indeed, this can be done by taking a = −i ln(u), which
is self-adjoint. We may then let un = eienaen . One easily verifies that un has the correct form and, as the
exponential function is strongly continuous, un = eienaen approximates eia = u strongly. We also observe
that u∗n = e−ienaen approximates e−ia = u∗ strongly as well. In particular, for each free generator xm of
G, we may approximate the corresponding unitaries um ∈ U(B(l2(G))) by unitaries umn ∈ U(B(l2(G))) of
the form vmn + (1 − en) where vmn ∈ U(enB(l2(G))en). Let fiumn = xm ⊗ umn ∈ U(L(G)⊗̄B(l2(G))).
fiumn induces an inner automorphism Adfiumn

of L(G)⊗̄B(l2(G)). Tensoring with the trivial action on
L∞(lim
←−

G/Gi, µ), it in turn induces an automorphism of M(M). We claim this automorphism is inner.

Indeed, let amn = −ien ln(xm ⊗ um)en. Then as we have seen, fiumn = eiamn . Recall that,

M(enMen) = ⊕
∞
k=0⊗̄

k
senMen = ⊕∞

k=0⊗̄
k
s(L

∞(lim
←−

G/Gi, µ)⊗̄L(G)⊗̄enB(l2(G))en)

Then amn, regarded as a self-adjoint operator in enMen, gives a (possibly unbounded) self-adjoint
operator λ(amn) = ((amn)

⊗k) associated with M(enMen). M(enMen) ⊆ M(M), so we may consider

Umn = eiλ(amn) ∈ U(M(M)). One may then verify that the inner automorphism given by this unitary is
the same as the automorphism induced by Adfiumn

. (It is easy to check this onM(en′Men′) when n′ ≥ n.
SinceM(M) is a weak closure of the direct limit ofM(en′Men′), this gives the result onM(M).) We also
note that,

Let β1i denote the action G y G/Gi, α
′
i be the action of β1i(G) on L∞(lim←−G/Gi, µ) as in Proposition

5.2, and β2n : G → U(M(M)) be the group homomorphism that sends xm to Umn. We consider two
parts of the action of G on M . The first is induced by the action of G on L∞(lim

←−
G/Gi, µ) tensoring

with the trivial action on L(G)⊗̄B(l2(G)). If we let αi : β1i(G) y M(M) be the action induced by
α′
i : β1i(G) y L∞(lim

←−
G/Gi, µ), then this action is approximated by αi ◦β1i. The second part of the action

is induced by the action of G on L(G)⊗̄B(l2(G))) tensoring with the trivial action on L∞(lim←−G/Gi, µ).
We note that this is an inner action. We have the following group homomorphism:

βin : G→ β1i(G)⊕ β2n(G), βin(g) = (β1i(g), β2n(g))

We also have an action of β1i(G) ⊕ β2n(G) on M(M). Indeed, on the first component, this is given
by αi : β1i(G) y M(M), while on the second component, since β2n(G) < U(M(M)), the action is
simply given by the restriction of the conjugation action. As the first action is induced by an action on
L∞(lim←−G/Gi, µ) and the second action is induced by an action on L(G)⊗̄B(l2(G)), they commute. Thus,
the following action is well-defined:

αin : β1i(G)⊕ β2n(G)→ tpAut(M(M)), αin(g1, g2) = αi(g1) ◦ Adg2

Since β1i(G) is a finite group and β2n(G) < U(M(M)), β1i(G)⊕β2n(G) contains a co-amenable subgroup
which can be identified with a subgroup of U(M(M)) and whose action is given bu the restriction of the
conjugation action. One may also easily verify that αin◦βin(g)(m)→ α(g)(m) for all g ∈ G andm ∈ M(M)
in L2 as i→∞ and then n→∞. This shows that the action is indeed amenably approximable.

As M = L∞(lim
←−

G/Gi, µ)⊗̄L(G)⊗̄B(l2(G)) is QWEP, M(M) is QWEP as well. Hence, by Corollary

5.1,M(M) ⊆M(M)⋊vN G is RE/C.

Example 5.5. By Corollary 5.1 and Proposition 5.5, if a hyperlinear group G acts on a countable discrete
set X and if there exists an increasing sequence Gi of subgroups of G s.t. ∪iGi = G and all orbits of the
restricted action Gi y X are finite, then N ⊗̄X ⊆ N ⊗̄X ⋊vN G is RE/N ⊗̄X . N ⊗̄X = N ⊗̄∞, so we could
write this as N ⊗̄X ⊆ N ⊗̄X ⋊vN G is RE/N ⊗̄∞. Similarly, using Proposition 5.6, N ⊗̄X ⊆ N ⊗̄X ⋊vN G is

always RE/N ⊗̄∞ whenever X is a countable discrete set, G is a free group, and the action of G on N ⊗̄X

is induced by an action G y X.
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It is reasonable to question at this point whether the approximate retraction assumption and the con-
dition on the action G y N introduced in this section are necessary to obtain the results here. The
author is currently not aware whether a converse exists in general or whether we would actually have
N ⋊vN H ⊆ N ⋊vN G is RE/N ⋊vN H whenever H is σ-co-hyperlinear in G. However, there are indica-
tions of obstacles to obtaining such results without some conditions on the retraction and the action. We
will first provide an example to illustrate some difficulties involved if one wishes to remove the retraction
assumption. After that, we will prove that conditions on the action G y N are necessary in case N = R.

Example 5.6. At the beginning of Section 4, we mentioned that it is possible to apply the method in
Section 3 of constructing explicit matrix models to the case where residually finite groups are involved.
In particular, we consider this situation here: Suppose H ⊳ G and G/H is residually finite, whether it is
possible to show without any extra assumption that L(H) ⊆ L(G) is RE/L(H). We begin by noting that,
since residually finite groups are hyperlinear, applying Theorem 4.2 immediately gives L(H) ⊆ L(G) is
RE/L(G). Alternatively, one may consider the following approach. Since G/H is residually finite, we have
a decreasing sequence Gi of normal subgroups of G s.t. ∩iGi = H. Then we naturally have a map L(G) →֒
M|G:Gi|⊗L(Gi) as in Lemma 3.1. Taking the ultraproduct gives a map L(G) →֒

∏
ω M|G:Gi|⊗L(Gi). One

then easily verifies that we have a commuting square
∏

ω M|G:Gi| ⊗ L(Gi) L(G)

∏
ω l

|G:Gi|
∞ ⊗ L(Gi) L(H)

However, this only gives RE/L(G). But it is reasonable to consider whether the following is possible:
We replace L(G) →֒

∏
ω M|G:Gi| ⊗ L(Gi) by the map C[G]→ ⊕iM|G:Gi| ⊙ C[Gi] and construct some maps

πi : C[Gi] → L(H) s.t. after combining all maps together and taking the ultraproduct, we can obtain a
tracial embedding L(G) →֒

∏
ω M|G:Gi| ⊗ L(H). Specifically, it might seem reasonable to conjecture that

taking πi = EL(Gi),L(H) would work. We now demonstrate that this is not the case.
We begin by defining, for a group G, the group G∞ = {f : N → G} with pointwise operations. Let S3

be the symmetric group of degree 3 and A3 be the alternating group of degree 3. Note that A3 ≃ Z/3 so
we may write A3 = {e, g, g2}. (It does not matter for latter arguments which specific element we choose
for g. Both g = (123) and g = (132) would work.) Then we may write S3 = {e, g, g2, a, ag, ag2}. (Again,
it does not matter which specific element we choose for a. It can either be (12), (13), or (23).) Note here
that A3 is abelian, a−1 = a, and aga = g2.

We then have H = A∞
3 is a normal subgroup of G = S∞

3 . Furthermore, G/H is residually finite. Indeed,
one may choose,

Gi = {f : N→ S3|f(q) ∈ A3,∀q ≤ i}

which is a decreasing sequence of normal subgroups of G containing H s.t. |G : Gi| = 2i and ∩iGi = H.
We fix here the representatives of the cosets in G/Gi as the set,

flG/Gi = {f : N→ S3|f(q) = e,∀q > i; f(q) = e or a,∀q ≤ i}

We now have the following proposition,

Proposition 5.7. Given G, H, Gi, flG/Gi as defined above, we then have a map C[G] → ⊕iM2i ⊙ C[Gi].
Suppose we also have a sequence of maps πi : C[Gi]→ L(H). Combining the maps together and changing
the direct sum into an ultraproduct gives a map π : C[G]→

∏
ω M2i ⊗ L(H). Assuming πi restricts to the

natural inclusion C[H] →֒ L(H), then π is not a tracial *-homomorphism.

Proof. Assume to the contrary that choosing some maps πi : C[Gi]→ L(H) can result in π being a tracial

*-homomorphism. Consider the elements ã = (a, a, · · · ) ∈ G, g̃ = (g, g, · · · ) ∈ G, and ‹g2 = (g2, g2, · · · ) ∈ G.

Now, ãg̃ã = ‹g2, so π(ã)π(g̃)π(ã) = π(‹g2). Consider first the part π(ã)π(g̃). The composition φi of the
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natural map C[G]→ M2i ⊙ C[Gi] and IdM
2i
⊗ πi sends g̃ to a diagonal matrix,

(gαβ)α,β∈‡G/Gi
= (δαβπi(β

−1g̃β))
α,β∈‡G/Gi

Similarly, φi(ã) is of the form,

(aαβ)α,β∈‡G/Gi
= (1ãβ∈αGi

πi(α
−1ãβ))

α,β∈‡G/Gi

Noting that the range of πi is in L(H), which is commutative, we have,

(φi(ã)φi(g̃))αβ = 1ãβ∈αGi
πi(α

−1ãβ)πi(β
−1g̃β)

= 1ãβ∈αGi
πi(β

−1g̃β)πi(α
−1ãβ)

= 1ãβ∈αGk
πi(α

−1(βα−1)−1g̃(βα−1)α)πi(α
−1ãβ)

Note here that β ∈flG/Gi is of the form β(q) = e for all q > i and β(q) = e or a for all q ≤ i. Hence,
(ãβ)(q) = a for q > i; and for q ≤ i, if β(q) = e then (ãβ)(q) = a, and if β(q) = a then (ãβ)(q) = e. As
Gi = {f : N → S3|f(q) ∈ A3,∀q ≤ i} and ãβ ∈ αGi, we must have α(q) = e for q > i; and for q ≤ i, if
β(q) = e then α(q) = a, and if β(q) = a then α(q) = e. Hence, (βα−1)(q) = e if q > i and (βα−1)(q) = a
if q ≤ i. For simplicity, we write ‹gi for the element of H s.t. ‹gi(q) = g2 for q ≤ i and ‹gi(q) = g for q > i,
then (βα−1)−1g̃(βα−1) = ‹gi and,

(φi(ã)φi(g̃))αβ = 1ãβ∈αGi
πi(α

−1(βα−1)−1g̃(βα−1)α)πi(α
−1ãβ)

= 1ãβ∈αGi
πi(α

−1‹giα)πi(α−1ãβ)

= (φi(‹gi)φi(ã))αβ

Write γ = (φi(‹gi))◦ ∈∏
ω M2i⊗L(H). We then have π(‹g2) = π(ã)π(g̃)π(ã) = γπ(ã)π(ã) = γ. Therefore,

‖φi(‹g2)− φi(‹gi)‖2 → 0 along the ultrafilter. But now, as πi restricts to the identity on H and ‹g2 6= ‹gk,
‖φi(‹g2)− φi(‹gi)‖22 =

1

2i

∑

α∈‡G/Gi

‖πi(α
−1‹g2α)− πi(α

−1‹giα)‖22

=
1

2i

∑

α∈‡G/Gi

‖‹g2 − ‹gi‖22

= 2

This gives the desired contradiction. �

We now demonstrate that some assumptions on the action G y N are necessary to obtain N ⊆ N⋊vN G
is RE/N when N = R. Clearly, this is equivalent to R⋊vN G being QWEP. We have the following:

Theorem 5.2. Let G be a hyperlinear group acting through trace-preserving automorphisms on R, then
R⋊vN G is QWEP iff the action α : G→ tpAut(R) is matricially approximable.

This provides the motivation for defining matricially approximable actions in the first place. To prove
the theorem, we need the following lemma:

Lemma 5.4. Given a tracial embedding π : R →֒ Rω, there exists a tracial embedding Rω →֒
∏

ω′ Mn(i)⊗R
s.t. the composite embedding R →֒ Rω →֒

∏
ω′ Mn(i) ⊗R is of the form,

R ∋ r 7→ (1Mn(i)
⊗ r)◦ ∈

∏

ω′

Mn(i) ⊗R

Furthermore, the choice of ω′ only depends on ω.
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Proof. Let R be the union of an increasing sequence of matrix subalgebras M2i . Then the inclusion

M2i →֒ R composed with π gives an embedding M2i →֒ Rω. This induces an isomorphism Rω ≃ R̂ ⊗M2i

for some algebra R̂. As R̂ ≃ R̂⊗ 1M
2i

tracially embeds into Rω, we obtain an embedding Rω →֒ Rω⊗M2i .

Rω ⊗M2i is canonically isomorphic to (R ⊗M2i)
ω. Therefore, we have,

M2i →֒ R →֒ Rω →֒ (R ⊗M2i)
ω

s.t. the composite embedding sends r ∈ M2i to (1R ⊗ r)◦ ∈ (R ⊗M2i)
ω. Since M2i →֒ R, (R ⊗M2i)

ω

embeds into (R⊗̄R)ω. We then take the ultraproduct of all composite embeddings

R →֒ Rω →֒ (R ⊗M2i)
ω →֒ (R⊗̄R)ω

to obtain an embedding,

R →֒ Rω →֒
∏

i→ω

(R⊗̄R)ω

By the way this embedding is defined, we see that for any i, any r ∈ M2i ⊆ R, r is sent to (1R ⊗ r) ∈∏
i→ω(R⊗̄R)ω. As ∪iM2i is weakly dense in R, the same must holds for all r ∈ R as well. Finally, observe

that R naturally embeds into
∏

ω M2j . So we may embed
∏

i→ω(R⊗̄R)ω into
∏

i→ω(
∏

j→ω M2j ⊗ R)ω. It
is then clear that the composite embedding,

R →֒ Rω →֒
∏

i→ω

(R⊗̄R)ω →֒
∏

i→ω

(
∏

j→ω

M2j ⊗R)ω

satisfies the desired properties. �

Proof of Theorem 5.2. (⇐) This follows directly from Corollary 5.1.
(⇒) Since R⋊vN G is QWEP, we have R →֒ R⋊vN G →֒ Rω. Applying Lemma 5.4 gives,

R →֒ R⋊vN G →֒ Rω →֒
∏

ω′

Mn(i) ⊗R

s.t. the composite embedding sends r ∈ R to (1Mn(i)
⊗r)◦ ∈

∏
ω′ Mn(i)⊗R. Write the composite embedding

R ⋊vN G →֒ Rω →֒
∏

ω′ Mn(i) ⊗ R as π. Then given any g ∈ G, π(g) is a unitary in
∏

ω′ Mn(i) ⊗ R and
therefore can be lifted to a sequence of unitaries gi ∈Mn(i) ⊗R. Let βi : G→ U(Mn(i) ⊗R) be defined by

βi(g) = gi. It is then easy to verify that this sequence of maps, together with the ultrafilter ω′, satisfies
the requirements of the definition of matricially approximable actions. �

Example 5.7. As mentioned in Example 4.3, R⋊vN G is QWEP whenever G is a free group. Thus, any
action of a free group on R is matricially approximable. This can also be proved more directly. We only
consider here the case where G is a finitely generated free group. The case where G = F∞ can then be
proved using an approximation argument. Now, as G is finitely generated, we write its free generators
as {x1, · · · , xn}. We let Ai = R ⋊vN Z where the action of Z on R is given by α(xi) ∈ tpAut(R). Ai

is hyperfinite, so in particular QWEP. Fix some embedding Ai →֒ Rω. Since R →֒ Ai →֒ Rω, we may
choose a tracial embedding Rω →֒

∏
j→ω′ Mn(i,j) ⊗ R as in Lemma 5.4. Naturally,

∏
j→ω′ Mn(i,j) ⊗ R →֒∏

j→ω′(⊗n
i=1Mn(i,j))⊗R. Now, we have,

R →֒ Ai →֒ Rω →֒
∏

ω′

Mn(i,j) ⊗R →֒
∏

j→ω′

(⊗n
i=1Mn(i,j))⊗R

s.t. the composite embedding is of the form,

R ∋ r 7→ (1⊗n
i=1Mn(i,j)

⊗ r)◦ ∈→֒
∏

j→ω′

(⊗n
i=1Mn(i,j))⊗R

Write ui for the unitary in Ai = R ⋊vN Z corresponding to 1 ∈ Z. Then ui can be regarded as a
unitary in

∏
j→ω′(⊗n

i=1Mn(i,j))⊗R. Lift it to a sequence of unitaries (uij) in (⊗n
i=1Mn(i,j))⊗R and define

βj : G → U((⊗n
i=1Mn(i,j)) ⊗ R) by sending xi to uij . It is then easy to verify that this sequence of maps,
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together with the ultrafilter ω′, satisfies the requirements of the definition of matricially approximable
actions.

It is possible to generalize this philosophy. Indeed, here, to show R ⋊vN G is QWEP whenever G is a
free group and regardless of how G acts on R, we have essentially fixed some finitely many α1, · · · , αn ∈
tpAut(R) (i.e., α(xi)’s) and construct an embedding π : R →֒ Rω in which all αi become inner. More
precisely, there exists ui ∈ U(Rω) s.t. uiπ(r)u

∗
i = π(αi(r)) for all r ∈ R. We do not need these ui to be

freely independent. This observation leads to the following proposition:

Proposition 5.8. Let N be a QWEP finite von Neumann algebra. Then the following are equivalent:

1. N ⋊G is QWEP whenever G is a free group and regardless of how G acts on N ;

2. N ⊆ N ⋊G is RE/C whenever G is a free group and regardless of how G acts on N ;

3. For any finitely many α1, · · · , αn ∈ tpAut(N), there exists an embedding π : N →֒ Rω and ui ∈ U(Rω)
s.t. uiπ(r)u

∗
i = π(αi(r)) for all i and r ∈ R.

Proof. The equivalence between 1 and 2 follows from Theorem 4.2 and Proposition 2.2. 1⇒ 3 is obvious.
For 3 ⇒ 1, by Upward Limit Approximation Theorem, it suffices to consider the case where G is finitely
generated. Let {x1, · · · , xn} be the free generators of G and let αi = α(xi). Then by our assumption there
exists an embedding π : N →֒ Rω and ui ∈ U(Rω) s.t. uiπ(r)u

∗
i = π(αi(r)) for all i and r ∈ R. Define

φ : G→ U(Rω) by sending xi to ui. Then define π̃ : N ⋊vN G→ Rω⊗̄L(G) by π̃(n) = π(n)⊗ 1L(G) for all
n ∈ N and π̃(g) = φ(g) ⊗ g for all g ∈ G. It is then easy to verify that this is a tracial embedding. Since
L(G) is QWEP, N ⋊vN G is thus QWEP. �

To apply this proposition, we need to understand tpAut(N) well. However, this group is not well-
understood for most interesting algebras. On the other hand, there are certain groups whose automorphism
groups are well-understood, and if G acts on the group instead of the group algebra, then we do not need
to care about all automorphisms of the group algebra. Only those induced by automorphisms of the group
are relevant. This observation yields the following proposition, whose proof is essentially the same as that
of Proposition 5.8,

Proposition 5.9. Let H be a hyperlinear group. Then the following are equivalent:

1. H ⋊G is hyperlinear whenever G is a free group and regardless of how G acts on H;

2. L(H) ⊆ L(H) ⋊G is RE/C whenever G is a free group and the action by G on L(H) is induced by
an action of G on H;

3. For any finitely many α1, · · · , αn ∈ Aut(H), there exists an embedding π : L(H) →֒ Rω and ui ∈
U(Rω) s.t. uiπ(h)u

∗
i = π(αi(h)) for all i and h ∈ H.

Remark 5.1. In both Proposition 5.8 and Proposition 5.9, it is clear that we only need to choose α1, · · · , αn

among a generating set of either tpAut(N) or Aut(H) instead of the full group. In particular, if tpAut(N)
or Aut(H) is finitely generated, then we only need to consider the case where {α1, · · · , αn} is some given
generating set of tpAut(N) or Aut(H).

As an application of this proposition, we prove the following:

Theorem 5.3. Fn ⋊G is hyperlinear for all 2 ≤ n <∞ whenever G is a free group and regardless of how
G acts on Fn.

Proof. By [MKS76, Section 3.5, Corollary N1], Aut(Fn) is generated by four elements α1, α2, α3, α4 defined
by,

α1(x1) = x2, α1(x2) = x1, α(xi) = xi∀i ≥ 3

α2(xi) = xi+1∀1 ≤ i ≤ n− 1, α2(xn) = x1

α3(x1) = x−1
1 , α(xi) = xi∀i ≥ 2

α4(x1) = x1x2, α(xi) = xi∀i ≥ 2
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where {x1, · · · , xn} are the free generators of Fn. By Remark 5.1, it suffices to construct an embedding
L(Fn) →֒ Rω in which α1, α2, α3, α4 become inner. To do so, we consider an embedding,

π : L(Fn) →֒
∏

k→ω

Mk ⊗ ((A1⊗̄ · · · ⊗̄An⊗̄B1⊗̄ · · · ⊗̄Bn)⋊vN F4)

where Ai = Bi = L∞(U(k), µ) and µ is the Haar measure on U(k).
We shall define the action of F4 on A1⊗̄ · · · ⊗̄An⊗̄B1⊗̄ · · · ⊗̄Bn later. For now, we simply observe that

as A1⊗̄ · · · ⊗̄An⊗̄B1⊗̄ · · · ⊗̄Bn is hyperfinite, regardless of how F4 acts, the RHS algebra tracially embeds
into Rω′

for some ultrafilter ω′. Thus, it suffices to define this embedding and show that all αi become
inner in the RHS algebra.

Fix k. For each Ai, let ui ∈Mk⊗Ai be the Haar random unitary. Similarly, for each Bi, let vi ∈Mk⊗Bi

be the Haar random unitary. Permutation matrices in U(k) form a subgroup isomorphic to Sk. Naturally,
Zk is a subgroup of Sk. Let w = [1] ∈ Zk ⊆ Sk ⊆ U(k) as a unitary in Mk. We may regard all
these unitaries ui, vi, w as unitaries in Mk ⊗ ((A1⊗̄ · · · ⊗̄An⊗̄B1⊗̄ · · · ⊗̄Bn)⋊vN F4). By [VDN92, Theorem
4.3.2], (u1wv

∗
1)

◦, · · · , (unwv
∗
n)

◦ ∈
∏

k→ω Mk⊗((A1⊗̄ · · · ⊗̄An⊗̄B1⊗̄ · · · ⊗̄Bn)⋊vN F4) are freely independent
unitaries, each with trace zero. So we may define the embedding π by π(xi) = (uiwv

∗
i )

◦.
We now define the action of F4 on A1⊗̄ · · · ⊗̄An⊗̄B1⊗̄ · · · ⊗̄Bn. Let the free generators of F4 be

{y1, y2, y3, y4}. Then,
I. α(y1)(a1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ an ⊗ b1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ bn) = a2 ⊗ a1 ⊗ a3 ⊗ · · · ⊗ an ⊗ b2 ⊗ b1 ⊗ b3 ⊗ · · · ⊗ bn;
II. α(y2)(a1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ an ⊗ b1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ bn) = an ⊗ a1 ⊗ a2 ⊗ · · · ⊗ an−1 ⊗ bn ⊗ b1 ⊗ b2 ⊗ · · · ⊗ bn−1;
III. α(y3) is defined by an automorphism of A1⊗̄B1 tensoring with the identity operators on all other

Ai and Bi. To define this automorphism on A1⊗̄B1, we first note that A1⊗̄B1 = L∞(U1 × U2, µ × µ)
where U1 = U2 = U(k) and U1 and U2 correspond to A1 and B1, resp. We also note that there exists a
permutation matrix z ∈Mk s.t. zwz∗ = w∗, as both w and w∗ correspond to cycles of length n. We then
define the α(y3) as the automorphism on A1⊗̄B1 = L∞(U1×U2, µ×µ) induced by the measure-preserving
homeomorphism of U1 × U2 given by (u, v) 7→ (vz, uz);

IV. α(y3) is defined by an automorphism of B1⊗̄A2⊗̄B2 tensoring with the identity operators on all
other Ai and Bi. Again, let B1⊗̄A2⊗̄B2 = L∞(U1 × U2 × U3, µ × µ × µ) where U1 = U2 = U3 = U(k)
and U1, U2, and U3 correspond to B1, A2, and B2, resp. Then α(y3) is induced by the measure-preserving
homeomorphism of U1 × U2 × U3 given by (u, v, η) 7→ (ηw∗v∗u, v, η).

One then easily checks that y1, y2, y3, y4, as unitaries in
∏

k→ω Mk ⊗ ((A1⊗̄ · · · ⊗̄An⊗̄B1⊗̄ · · · ⊗̄Bn)⋊vN

F4), implement α1, α2, α3, α4, resp. This concludes the proof. �

6. Open Problems

We list some open problems related to the topic of this paper that might be interesting for further study
in this section.

Problem 6.1. In Lemma 2.3, we have shown that ∗BA is QWEP whenever A is a QWEP finite von
Neumann algebra and B is a hyperfinite subalgebra of A. Does the conclusion still holds if we only assume
B is QWEP?

By the results in Appendix, it is clear that this is equivalent to the assertion that N ⊆ M is RE/C
whenever M is QWEP. Unfortunately, we could not resolve the problem one way or the other at this stage.

Problem 6.2. In Remark 3.2 we observed that while H < G being co-amenable in G is sufficient to
show that N ⋊vN G tracially embeds into (R⊗̄N ⋊vN H)ω, it is not clear whether the stronger result that
N ⋊vN H ⊆ N ⋊vN G is RE/N ⋊vN H holds. As observed in Remark 4.3, the issue is that co-amenability
does not imply co-hyperlinear, at least when assuming the hyperlinear conjecture is false. However, does
there exist other approaches that might show N ⋊vN H ⊆ N ⋊vN G is RE/N ⋊vN H?
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Problem 6.3. While Theorem 5.2 shows that R ⋊vN G is QWEP iff G is hyperlinear and the action
α : G → tpAut(R) is matricially approximable, it is not known whether there exists any action by a
hyperlinear group on R that is not matricially approximable. Equivalently, is R ⋊vN G QWEP whenever
G is hyperlinear? Does there exists a hyperlinear group G and an action by G on R s.t. R ⋊vN G is not
QWEP? Two specific cases might be of particular interest. The first is when G acts on a countable discrete
set X so we may consider the induced action G y R⊗̄X . We know this is always matricially approximable
when G is either amenable or a free group. Is this action matricially approximable in other scenarios? This
is interesting because R⊗̄X ⋊vN G is a group von Neumann algebra, so a negative answer to this question
will provide a counterexample to the hyperlinear conjecture. Another interesting case is similar to the
situation discussed in Example 5.4. This time, we consider the inner action of a hyperlinear group G on
B(l2(G)) given by the left regular representation G → U(B(l2(G))). We may then consider the induced
action G yM(B(l2(G))). It is known that M(B(l2(G))) ≃ R. See [Jun21]. When G is a free group, by
similar methods as in Example 5.4, we can show thatM(B(l2(G)))⋊vN G is QWEP. The same, of course,
works for the case where G is amenable. Does this work for other hyperlinear groups G as well? If it does
not, then what characterizes the class of groups G for whichM(B(l2(G))) ⋊vN G is QWEP?

More generally, we could consider similar questions for algebras other than R:

Problem 6.4. Given a finite von Neumann algebra N , what characterizes the actions α : G→ tpAut(N)
for which N ⊆ N ⋊vN G is RE/N? In case G is hyperlinear, by Theorem 4.2 this reduces to characterizing
the actions α : G→ tpAut(N) for which N⋊vN G embeds into (R⊗̄N)ω. If we consider the case where N is
QWEP, then we could ask whether for all QWEP N and hyperlinear G, we always have N⋊vNG is QWEP.
Or does there exists some QWEP N , some hyperlinear G acting through trace-preserving automorphisms
on N s.t. N ⋊vN G is not QWEP? It might be useful to first consider this problem when N is some
relatively well-understood factor, such as a free group factor.

We could also consider what conditions does this impose on the group G. Specifically,

Problem 6.5. What characterizes the groups G for which R⋊vN G is always QWEP regardless of how G
acts on R? We have seen that amenable groups and free groups satisfy this property. Furthermore, it is
not hard to prove using Theorem 5.2 that given groups {Gi}i∈I satisfying this property, then ∗i∈IGi does
so as well. It is also clear that this implies G is hyperlinear. However, it is still open whether this property
is strictly stronger than G being hyperlinear or actually equivalent to it.

More generally, what characterizes the groups for which N ⊆ N ⋊vN G is always RE/C whenever N
is QWEP and regardless of how G acts on N? This clearly implies G is hyperlinear, so by Theorem 4.2
it is equivalent to ask what characterizes the groups for which N ⋊vN G is always QWEP whenever N is
QWEP and regardless of how G acts on N . At this point we only know that amenable groups satisfy this
property and it is not known whether any other group does so. Amenable groups even satisfy the stronger
property that N ⊆ N ⋊vN G is always RE/N regardless of whether N is QWEP. (See Theorem 3.1.) One
could also ask what characterizes the groups satisfying this stronger property. Is it equivalent to G being
amenable or strictly weaker than that?

7. Appendix

The aim of this appendix is to prove the following theorem:

Theorem 7.1. Given N ⊆ M , a pair of finite von Neumann algebras, and N1 a finite factor. Then the
following are equivalent:

1. N ⊆M is RE/N1;

2. (M⊗̄L∞(S1)) ∗N M tracially embeds into (R⊗̄N1)
ω.
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If in addition we also have that there exists a unitary u ∈M s.t. EM,N (un) = 0 for all n 6= 0, then the
above is also equivalent to:

3. M ∗N M tracially embeds into (R⊗̄N1)
ω.

Proof of 1⇒ 2 and 1⇒ 3. 1 ⇒ 3 is immediate from Corollary 2.1. For 1 ⇒ 2, we note that C ⊆ L∞(S1)
is RE/C, so part 2 of Proposition 2.3 gives N ⊆M⊗̄L∞(S1) is RE/N1. Applying Corollary 2.1 then gives
the result. �

To prove 2⇒ 1 and 3⇒ 1, we need the following lemmas:

Lemma 7.1. Suppose M̂ and N1 are finite von Neumann algebras and N1 is in addition a factor. Suppose
further that we have a tracial inclusion M̂ ⊆ (R⊗̄N1)

ω where R is the hyperfinite II1 factor and ω is

an ultrafilter. If there exists a unitary u ∈ M̂ of the form u =
∑m

l=1 e
2iπl/mpl, where pl are orthogonal

projections of trace 1
m , then there exists a tracial inclusion (R⊗̄N1)

ω ⊆ (Mm⊗R⊗̄N1)
ω s.t. that composite

inclusion M̂ ⊆ (R⊗̄N1)
ω ⊆ (Mm ⊗R⊗̄N1)

ω sends u to some (un)
◦ and 〈u〉′ ∩ M̂ into

∏
n→ω〈un〉

′.

Proof. Since N1 is a factor, so is (R⊗̄N1)
ω. Thus, we may construct partial isometries between pl’s and

obtain a matrix subalgebra Mm of (R⊗̄N1)
ω. We therefore obtain a natural isomorphism (R⊗̄N1)

ω ≃

Mm⊗ N̂ for some algebra N̂ which sends pl to ell⊗ 1N̂ . As N̂ ≃ 1Mm ⊗ N̂ tracially embeds into (R⊗̄N1)
ω,

we obtain an embedding (R⊗̄N1)
ω →֒ Mm ⊗ (R⊗̄N1)

ω. Mm ⊗ (R⊗̄N1)
ω is canonically isomorphic to

(Mm ⊗R⊗̄N1)
ω. Therefore, we have,

(R⊗̄N1)
ω →֒ (Mm ⊗R⊗̄N1)

ω

where pl now becomes (ell ⊗ 1R ⊗ 1N1)
◦ and therefore u becomes,

u = (
m∑

l=1

e
2iπl
m ell ⊗ 1R ⊗ 1N1)

◦

Let N̂1 = (Mm ⊗ R⊗̄N1)
ω and un =

∑m
l=1 e

2iπl/mell ⊗ 1R ⊗ 1N1 ∈ Mm ⊗ R⊗̄N1. Now, given any

x ∈ 〈u〉′ ∩ M̂ , we let its image under the composite embedding M̂ →֒ (R⊗̄N1)
ω →֒ N̂1 be (xn)

◦. To
show this is an element of

∏
n→ω〈un〉

′, it suffices to show (EMm⊗R⊗̄N1,〈un〉′(xn))
◦ = (xn)

◦. We note that
elements of Mm ⊗ R⊗̄N1 can be written as m×m-matrices with entries in R⊗̄N1. Regarded as such, we
see that 〈un〉

′ is simply the diagonal subalgebra lm∞ ⊗ R⊗̄N1. For fixed n, we write xn in matrix form as
(xnij)1≤i,j≤m. Thus,

xn −EMm⊗R⊗̄N1,〈un〉′(xn) = (δi 6=jxnij)1≤i,j≤m

On the other hand,

[un, xn] = ((e
2iπi
m − e

2iπj

m )xnij)1≤i,j≤m

A calculation then yields,

‖[un, xn]‖
2
2 =

1

m

∑

i,j

|e
2iπi
m − e

2iπj

m |2‖xnij‖
2
2

=
1

m

∑

i 6=j

|e
2iπ(i−j)

m − 1|2‖xnij‖
2
2

≥
1

m

∑

i 6=j

|e
2iπ
m − 1|2‖xnij‖

2
2

= |e
2iπ
m − 1|2

1

m

∑

i 6=j

‖xnij‖
2
2

= |e
2iπ
m − 1|2‖xn − EMm⊗R⊗̄N1,〈un〉′(xn)‖

2
2
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Therefore, ‖xn −EMm⊗R⊗̄N1,〈un〉′(xn)‖2 ≤
1

|e
2iπ
m −1|

‖[un, xn]‖2. As x and u commute, the RHS converges

to 0 as n → ω, so the LHS tends to 0 as well. This shows that we indeed have (EMm⊗R⊗̄N1,〈un〉′(xn))
◦ =

(xn)
◦. �

Lemma 7.2. Suppose N , M , M̂ , and N1 are finite von Neumann algebras and N1 is in addition a factor.
Suppose further that we have tracial inclusions N ⊆ M ⊆ M̂ ⊆ (R⊗̄N1)

ω where R is the hyperfinite

II1 factor and ω is an ultrafilter. If there exists a Haar unitary u ∈ M̂ s.t. the following diagram is a
commuting square,

M̂ M

〈u〉′ ∩ M̂ N

Then we have N ⊆M is RE/N1.

Proof. Since u is a Haar unitary, the subalgebra of (R⊗̄N1)
ω generated by u is isomorphic to L∞(S1) where

S1 is the unit circle and u is sent to the unitary (x 7→ x) ∈ L∞(S1). The inherited trace on 〈u〉 corresponds
to the Haar measure on S1. By partitioning S1 into m equal pieces, we may approximate u by unitaries
um of the form

∑m
l=1 e

2iπl/mpml, where pml are orthogonal projections with trace 1
m , for each fixed m. um

converges to u in L2. By Lemma 7.1, for each fixed m, we have an embedding (R⊗̄N1)
ω →֒ (Mm⊗R⊗̄N1)

ω.
Combining such embeddings for all m together, we obtain,

(R⊗̄N1)
ω →֒

∏

m→ω

(Mm ⊗R⊗̄N1)
ω

For simplicity, we shall write Ñm = (Mm⊗R⊗̄N1)
ω, so

∏
m→ω(Mm⊗R⊗̄N1)

ω =
∏

m→ω Ñ
m. Now, since

um approximates u in L2, we see that under the composite embedding M̂ →֒ (R⊗̄N1)
ω →֒

∏
m→ω Ñ

m,

u is sent to (um)◦. By Lemma 7.1, for each fixed m, we write um ∈ Ñm as (umn)
◦. Given any

x ∈ 〈u〉′ ∩ M̂ , since um ∈ 〈u〉, we have x and um commutes, so Lemma 7.1 shows that x is sent into∏
n→ω〈umn〉

′ ⊆ Ñm. Therefore, the composite embedding M̂ →֒ (R⊗̄N1)
ω →֒

∏
m→ω Ñ

m = N̂1 sends x

into
∏

m→ω

∏
n→ω〈umn〉

′ ⊆ N̂1. Hence, we have a commutative diagram,

∏
m→ω

∏
n→ω Mm ⊗R⊗̄N1 M̂

∏
m→ω

∏
n→ω〈umn〉

′ 〈u〉′ ∩ M̂

To show that this is a commuting square, we note that as u = (umn)
◦,

∏
m→ω

∏
n→ω〈umn〉

′ is contained

in 〈u〉′ ∩ N̂1. By an easy application of the ergodic theorem (see [Lan76, Theorem 5.7]),

EN̂1,〈u〉′∩N̂1
(x) = lim

n→∞

1

n

n−1∑

i=0

uixu∗i

and the same formula holds for EM̂,〈u〉′∩M̂ , where the convergences are both under the strong∗ topology.

It is then clear that we have the following commuting square,

N̂1 M̂

〈u〉′ ∩ N̂1 〈u〉′ ∩ M̂
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Thus,

EN̂1,
∏

m→ω

∏
n→ω〈umn〉′

EN̂1,M̂
= EN̂1,

∏
m→ω

∏
n→ω〈umn〉′

EN̂1,〈u〉′∩N̂1
EN̂1,M̂

= EN̂1,
∏

m→ω

∏
n→ω〈umn〉′

EN̂1,〈u〉′∩M̂

= EN̂1,〈u〉′∩M̂

This shows that the first commutative diagram above is indeed a commuting square. Composing it with
the commuting square in the assumption gives the following commuting square,

∏
m→ω

∏
n→ω Mm ⊗R⊗̄N1 M

∏
m→ω

∏
n→ω〈umn〉

′ N

To conclude the proof, we simply observe that 〈umn〉
′ = lm∞ ⊗R⊗̄N1. �

Corollary 7.1. In the above lemma, assuming u is a unitary without necessarily being a Haar unitary is
sufficient.

Proof. Consider the algebra
ˆ̂
M = M̂⊗̄L∞(S1). The subalgebra 〈u〉⊗̄L∞(S1) is commutative and non-

atomic, and as such isomorphic to L∞(S1). It is therefore generated by a single Haar unitary v ∈
ˆ̂
M . We

claim we have a commuting square,

ˆ̂
M M̂

〈v〉′ ∩
ˆ̂
M 〈u〉′ ∩ M̂

Since
ˆ̂
M = M̂⊗̄L∞(S1) and 〈v〉 = 〈u〉⊗̄L∞(S1), 〈v〉′ ∩

ˆ̂
M is simply (〈u〉′ ∩ M̂)⊗̄L∞(S1). Therefore, the

above diagram is none other than,

M̂⊗̄L∞(S1) M̂

(〈u〉′ ∩ M̂)⊗̄L∞(S1) 〈u〉′ ∩ M̂

which is clearly a commuting square. Composing it with the commuting square in the assumption gives
the following commuting square,

ˆ̂
M M

〈v〉′ ∩
ˆ̂
M N

We observe that as M̂ embeds into (R⊗̄N1)
ω,

ˆ̂
M = M̂⊗̄L∞(S1) naturally embeds into (R⊗̄L∞(S1)⊗̄N1)

ω.

Since R⊗̄L∞(S1) embeds into R, we have an embedding
ˆ̂
M →֒ (R⊗̄N1)

ω. Applying the lemma above con-
cludes the proof. �

Proof of 2⇒ 1 and 3⇒ 1 of Theorem 7.1. In both cases, we will construct a commuting square as in
Corollary 7.1. For 2 ⇒ 1, we let M̂ be (M⊗̄L∞(S1)) ∗N M and for 3 ⇒ 1 we let M̂ be M ∗N M .

The inclusion M →֒ M̂ is always the map that sends M to the second component. In the case of 2 ⇒ 1,
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let u be the unitary (x 7→ x) ∈ L∞(S1) ⊆ M̂ . In the case of 3 ⇒ 1, by assumption we have a unitary
u ∈M s.t. EM,N(un) = 0 for all n 6= 0. We shall simply choose this u, regarded as an element of the first

component of M̂ = M ∗N M .
Now, we need to verify the following commutative diagram is a commuting square,

M̂ M

〈u〉′ ∩ M̂ N

Again by the ergodic theorem, EM̂,〈u〉′∩M̂ (x) = limn→∞
1
n

∑n−1
i=0 uixu∗i where the convergence is strong∗.

Given any x ∈M with EM,N(x) = 0, we need to show EM̂,〈u〉′∩M̂ (x) = 0. We have,

‖EM̂,〈u〉′∩M̂ (x)‖22 = τ(EM̂ ,〈u〉′∩M̂ (x)∗EM̂,〈u〉′∩M̂ (x))

= lim
n→∞

1

n2

n−1∑

i,j=0

τ(uix∗uj−ixu−j)

Note here that u and x ∈ M belong to different components of M̂ = (M⊗̄L∞(S1)) ∗N M or M ∗N M .
We have EM,N (x) = EM,N (x∗) = 0. Also, EM⊗̄L∞(S1),N (un) = 0 for all n 6= 0 in the 2 ⇒ 1 case and

EM,N (un) = 0 for all n 6= 0 in the 3⇒ 1 case. Hence, by free independence over N , τ(uix∗uj−ixu−j) = 0
whenever i 6= j, so,

‖EM̂ ,〈u〉′∩M̂ (x)‖22 = lim
n→∞

1

n2

n−1∑

i=0

τ(uix∗xu−i)

= lim
n→∞

1

n2

n−1∑

i=0

τ(x∗x)

= lim
n→∞

τ(x∗x)

n
= 0

This proves the diagram before is indeed a commuting square. By our assumption M̂ ⊆ (R⊗̄N1)
ω, so

the result follows from Corollary 7.1. �
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