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ON KREIN-MILMAN THEOREM FOR THE SPACE OF SOFIC REPRESENTATIONS

RADU B. MUNTEANU AND LIVIU PAUNESCU

ABSTRACT. Denote by Sof(G) the space of sofic representations of a countable group G. This space is
known by a result of the second author, to have a convex-like structure. We show that, in this space, minimal
faces are extreme points. We then construct uncountable many extreme points for So f (F2) and show that there
exists a decreasing chain of closed faces with empty intersection. Finally we construct a strangely looking sofic

representation in Sof (F2) that we believe it is outside of the closure of the convex hull of extreme points.

The starting point of our discussion is the paper [Br]. Nate Brown considered the space of all morphisms
from a fixed finite von Neumann algebra N to the ultrapower of the hyperfinite factor, up to unitary
equivalence, denoted by Hom/(N, R*). He then constructed a convex structure on this space, and studied its
extreme points. For a sofic group G, the space Sof (G, P¥) is constructed analogously. Similar properties
hold for extreme points, as shown in [Paul4,Paul6].

Over the years these spaces have been studied by different authors, possibly using other frameworks.
In [Jul], it is shown that Hom(G, R“) consists of one point if and only if G is amenable. Elek and
Szabo showed the same thing for Sof (G, P¥) in [EI-Sz2|]. Capraro and Fritz, [Ca-Fr|], showed that these
spaces can be embedded in an abstractly constructed Banach space, while Atkinson, [Atk18]], studied finite
dimensional faces of Hom(G, R*). In [Paul6], the second author showed that there are groups H C G
such that the restriction R : Sof(G, P¥) — Sof(H, P*) is not surjective. This is an obstruction to soficity,

that hints at the existence of non-sofic groups. Let’s state the main question to be investigated in this work.
Question Do Hom(N, R¥) and Sof (G, P¥) satisfy a Krein-Milman result?

Apart from the original work of Brown and Capraro [Br,Br-Ca], this problem has been tackled before
by Chirvasitu in [Chl]. The author hints at an argument in favour of a positive answer (see discussion before
Propostion 2.10 of [[Chl]). Let’s recall the Krein-Milman theorem.

Theorem (Krein-Milman) Let X be a locally convex topological vector space, and let K be a compact

convex subset of X. Then K is the closed convex hull of its extreme points.

Hom(N, R”) and Sof (G, P*) are subsets in a Banach space (that is always locally convex). However,
in the appendix of [Brl], Ozawa showed that they are never compact (unless N, or GG are amenable per Jung
and Elek-Szabo’s results). For general non-compact convex sets, the Krein-Milman theorem fails.

In the proof of the theorem, compactness is used in two places: to show that minimal faces are points,
and to deduce that a decreasing chain of closed faces has non-trivial intersection. In Section 3 we show

that minimal faces of Sof (G, P“) are points, as before, even thought Sof (G, P*) is not compact. We then
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construct a decreasing chain of closed faces, with trivial intersection, Sectiondl Finally we construct a sofic

representation of the free group, with trivial commutant and uncountably many cuts, Section [7]

1. INTRODUCTION

For a matrix € M, we define its normalised trace as Tr(z) = + > x(i,i). Throughout the
paper we denote by F,, C M, the group of permutation matrices, and D,, C M, the maximal abelian
subalgebra of diagonal matrices. The group P, is isomorphic to Sym(n), the symmetric group on a set
of n elements. For simplicity, we call elements in F,, permutations, instead of permutation matrices. For
p € P, Tr(p) =1 — 2|Fiz(p)| = 1 — du(p, Id), where dy is the normalised Hamming distance. On the
algebra D,,, T'r : D, — C is acting as an integral and D,, is isomorphic to L>({1,...,n}) endowed with
the normalised cardinal measure.

Fix now w a free ultrafilter on N and (n); a sequence of natural numbers, limyn;, = oo. The
ultraproduct I1;_,,, P,, is called the universal sofic group. It was introduced by Elek and Szabo in [EI-Sz1].
They showed that a countable group is sofic if and only if it is a subgroup of II;_, ., P,, .

The ultraproduct (Il D, , Tr) yields an abelian finite von Neumann algebra. As such, there exists
a probability space (X, ) such that (IIy_,,D,,,Tr) ~ L>®(X,, 1,). We can construct (X, ) as an
ultraproduct of finite probability spaces, i.e. a Loeb construction. It comes with a measurable map called
the standard part St : X, — [0,1]. This map induces a canonical embedding St* : L>([0,1], ) —
L>(X,, i), where p is the Lebesgue measure. For more details on the Loeb space, standard part, and also
the action of 11, P,, on (Il;_,,D,,,Tr), check Section 1 of [CMP19].

We assume familiarity with the space of sofic representations for a group G, denoted by Sof (G, P¥),
and its convex-like structure. We refer the reader to Sections 2.1 and 2.2 of [Paul4]. We use the same

notations.

Proposition 1.1 (Proposition 2.2 of [Pauldl]). Let ©;, « = 1, ..., n be sofic representations of a group G,
and \; € [0,1] be such that y_;._| \; = 1. Then there exists a well defined element of Sof (G, P*) denoted

by >, \i[©i] such that the axioms of convex-like structures are observed.

The reverse operation to taking convex combinations is cutting with a commuting projection. Here we

recall the construction of a cut sofic representation, as it is central to the paper.

Definition 1.2. Let © : ¢ — Il;_,,P,, be a sofic representation and p € Il;_,,D,,,, be a projection
commuting with © ® Id,,. We denote by ©, the map p(© ® Id,,) : G — Il;_,P,,, where my, are
natural numbers such that 7r(p) = limy_,, . The sofic representation ©, depends on the choice of
these numbers, but its class in Sof (G, P“) does not.

We call such ap € II;_,,D,,,, acutting projection of ©, and we denote the set of such projections by

C(O).
Observation 1.3. [0,] = [Opgra,, |; Tr(p) = Tr(p @ 1d,,).

Observation 1.4. (Observation 2.5 of [Paul4]) If [©] = A\[¥4] + (1 — A\)[W,] then there exists p a cutting
projection such that [©,] = [V,].
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Observation 1.5. If p and ¢ are two cutting projections in the same sequence of dimensions, then [(©,,),] =
[@p(I] :

This last observation is just an algebraic consequence of the definition. However there is a discussion
here to be made. When we write a = 11;_,,a;, € 11}, P,, we think of the permutations a5, € P, as acting
ontheset {1,...,ng}. But,for©,(g) = p(6(9)®1d,,), (©,(g))k is a permutation on the support of p;. As
a projection in D, , py is a projection on some subset of {1, ..., n;r;}. It is on these subsets that ©,(¢)

is acting as an ultraproduct of permutations. Having this in mind, now (©,), makes sense.

1.1. Infinite convex combinations. In this paper we also use infinite convex combinations. They are

constructed similarly as in Section 2.2 of [Paul4], plus a diagonal argument.

Proposition 1.6. Let (0,);cn+ be a sequence of sofic representations of a countable group G, and let
Ai € [0,1] be such that ", .
for each i € N* there exists a cutting projection p; € 11y, Dy, such that Tr(p;) = N\i, >, pi = Id and
[Vy,] = [O4].

Ai = 1. Then there exist a sofic representation V : G — 11, P,,, such that

1.2. Order relation on C(©). There is a partial relation for cutting projections. Firstly we consider a

projection equivalent to any of its amplifications, i.e. p ~ p ® Id,,.

Definition 1.7. Let © be some sofic representation and let p,q € C(©). Then p < ¢ if they have

amplifications py, ¢; to the same sequences of dimensions such that p;q; = p;.

Let © : G — II;,P,,. Sometimes is useful to view a cutting projection of © as an element
of I1y_,,D,, instead of using amplifications. For a finite von Neumann algebra (N, Tr) we denote by

N}r ={x € N :0 <z < 1}. We also need a notation for the commutant, a central tool of the article.

Notation 1.8. For amap © : G — Il P, , we denote by ©' the commutant of the image of © in
M, 1e.:
0" = {x € I},wM,, : xa = azx Va € O(G)}.

Proposition 1.9. For a sofic representation © : G — 11y, P, we have C(O) ~ (HIHWDM)}r ne.

Proof. Let p € 1l;_,,D,,,, be a projection commuting with © ® Id,,. Then p = II;_,,pi, where p;, is a
projection in D,,, .. As such p;, = Y% pi, with pi € D, . Define f, = i S b, and f =TT, fi. Itis
easy to see that 0 < f < Id. Also p commuting with © implies f commutes with ©.

For the reverse, is an easy analysis exercise to construct a cutting projection given an element in
(—wDy )L N O, O

Observation 1.10. For p,q € C(©), we have p < ¢ if and only if f, < f,, where f,,, f, are the associated

elements in 1I;_,,D,, .

2. THE FACE OF A SOFIC REPRESENTATION

This section is dedicated to the study of faces of Sof (G, P*) given by a sofic representation.



4 RADU B. MUNTEANU AND LIVIU PAUNESCU

Definition 2.1. We denote by Fg) the set {[©,] : p a cutting projection of ©}.

The goal of this section is to prove that Fie is the minimal face containing [©]. This is an adaptation of

results in [Atk18]] to the convex structure on sofic embeddings. First, some preliminaries.

Lemma 2.2. If p, q are disjoint cutting projections in the same sequence of dimensions then:
Tr Tr

[@m—q] = Tr(p(i)q) [@p] + T'r’(p(th)q) [@q]-

Proof. Let p,q € lx,Dp,r,. Then ©,., = (O ® Id,,), ® (O ® Id,, ), As O,, is a direct sum, by

the definition of the convex structure, its class is a convex combination of its summands. Thus [©,,,] is a

convex combination of [©,] and [©,]. The coefficients of this convex combination are given by how much

space [©,] and [©,] occupy in the direct sum. A close inspection of the dimensions of the permutations

involved, yields the stated result. O

The following result is important, as it shows that Fjg) is convex, a first requirement of being a face.

Lemma 2.3. [Atk18, Analogue of Proposition 3.3] Let © : G — II;_,, P, be a sofic representation, p, q

be two cutting projections and \ € [0, 1]. Then there exists s a cutting projection such that:
AB,] + (1 = N)[B] = [O4].

Proof. We can assume that p and q are in the same sequence of dimensions, i.e. p,q € Iy, D, . Let
t € I, D,, be any projection such that:

AT'r(q)
" NTr(q) + (1= NTr(p)

Tr(p)Tr(t)
Tr(p)Tr(t)+Tr(q)(1-Tr(t))

s=pRt+q®(1—1).

Tr(t)

This value is chosen such that A =

. Construct s € Hk*)an%T‘k by:

It is easy to see that s is a cutting projection. Moreover:
@S = @p®t ® @q®(17t) = (@ ® [drk>p ® (Idnk>t ® (6 ® [drk)q ® ([dnk)lft'

As in the previous lemma, [O;] is a convex combination between [©,] and [©,]. The value of T'r(t) is
chosen such that this is the required combination, i.e. [O;] = A\[©,] + (1 — \)[O,]. O

Proposition 2.4. [Atk18, Analogue of Proposition 3.3] The set Fie is the minimal face containing [©)].

Proof. We first show that Fjg) is indeed a face. By the previous lemma, Fje; is convex. Let now
A[W4] 4+ (1 — A)[Wy] be an element of Flo). So there is a cutting projection p such that [©,] =
A[¥q]+ (1 — A)[W2]. By Observation[L.4] there exists ¢ a cutting projection such that [(©,),] = [¥4] and by
Observation[L.3 [(©,),] = [0©,,] (amplifying p and ¢ to the same sequence of dimensions if needed). Thus
[W1] = [Opq] € Flo-

Let now F be a face containing [O], and let p be a cutting projection. As a particular case of Lemma
2.2 we get (O] = T'r(p)[©,] + (1 — Tr(p))[©1-p). It follows that I’ contains [©,], so it contains Fig). [0

Theorem 2.5. [y is closed.
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Proof. This follows by a diagonal argument constructing a sofic representation from a sequence of sofic

representations. It is also important that the space Sof (G, P*) is metric. O

3. MINIMAL FACES

The goal of this section is to prove that minimal faces are points, and thus extreme points. For a compact
convex subset this is an easy consequence of Hahn-Banach theorem, and part of the proof of Krein-Milman

theorem. Here we don’t have compactness, so we deduce this result by other means.
Proposition 3.1. If V € Fg) there exists a maximal cutting projection s of [0] such that [¥] = [O].

Proof. First of all, when we say maximal projection, we consider a projection to be equivalent to any of
its amplifications. So if p, ¢ are two projections then p < ¢ if they have amplifications py, ¢; to the same
sequences of dimensions such that p;q; = p;.

Let

A = {p : p cutting projection, [O,] = [¥]}
endowed with the order relation specified above. Let P be a totally ordered subset of A. We want to prove
that P has an upper bound in A. The important thing to notice here, is that for p,q € P, Tr(p) < Tr(q)
implies p < ¢. This comes from the fact that P is totally ordered. If sup{Tr(p) : p € P} is attained in
P, then that element would be maximal in P and we are done. Otherwise, choose ¢; € P, ¢ € N such that
¢; < @11 fori € Nand
sup{Tr(q;) : i € N} =sup{Tr(p):p € P}.

The goal here is to reduce P to a countable subset. Indeed, for each p € P there is ¢« € N such that p < ¢;.
All we have to do is to construct an upper bound in A of the sequence {q;};en.

Let ¢; = I1;_,,,qF. We know that (¢;®1d)(g;+1®1d) = ¢;®Id. Itis arather involved diagonal argument
here to show that there exists p a cutting projection ¢; < p for any i and Tr(p) = sup{7r(¢;) : i € N}.
Alternatively, we can simply take the supremum of the sequence {¢;};cn, When these projections are
embedded in a direct limit of amplifications, like the map ¥ from Notation 2.2 in [Paul6].

We only need to show that [©,] = [¥]. As ¢; < p, by Lemma[2.2]and Observation [[.5] we have:

_ Tr(g) 0,] + Tr(p) — Tr(q:)
Tr(p) Tr(p)

As lim; o, T'r(¢q;) = Tr(p), the axioms of the convex structure imply that

©,]

[Op—ai]-

lim d([6,], [0,]) = 0.

1—+00
But [©,] = [V], as ¢; € A. We conclude that [©,] = [V]. The proposition follows now by Zorn’s

lemma. U
Theorem 3.2. The minimal faces are exactly the extremal points.

Proof. Let I’ be a minimal face and let © € F. As F'is minimal, F' = Fjg). Consider [¥] € Fjg). By the
previous Proposition, there exists a maximal projection ¢ such that [©,] = [¥]. We will show that ¢ = 1.

Assume that ¢ < 1. We know that [©(_,] € F. Thus Feo,_,) C I’ and since F' is minimal, we have

)
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F'= Fe,_,- As [¥] € Flg,,_,,) there exists a non zero projection p such that [¥] = [(©(,_)),]. Then, by
Observation [L.5] [V] = [©(;_),] and by Lemma 2.2] [¥] = [©,(1_4),]. This contradicts the maximality of
g So any element in F' is equal to [O)]. O

Open Problem 3.3. Does this result follow directly from Nate Brown’s axioms, for any convex-like

sturcture?

4. DECREASING CHAIN OF FACES

Recall that [©] € Sof (G, P¥) is an extreme point if and only if [©] = [©,] for any cutting projection p
(Lemma 2.12 of [Paul4]). We need a countable sequence of such extreme sofic representations in order to

construct a decreasing chain of faces.

Proposition 4.1. Let (0;);cn+ be a sequence of different extreme sofic representations of a countable group
G. Then there exist a sofic representation V such that:

(1) For each i € N* there exists p; € C(V) such that [V,,] = [6;];

(2) Foreachp € C(¥) there exists g € C(V), ¢ < pand i € N such that [V,| = [0;].

Proof. Let (\;)ien~ C [0, 1] be a sequence such that ) . \; = 1. Use Proposition [L.6] to construct a sofic
representation ¥ : G — Il;_,,P,, with the given properties. Then point (1) is automatic and does not
require ©; to be extreme points.

Now let p € C(¢), p € I5wDyyr,. Then there exists i such that Tr(p(p; ® Id,,)) # 0. Let
q = p(p; ® Id,, ). Then ¢ < pand ¢ < p;. As [V,,] = [O;] is an extreme point, it follows that
v, =[] O

Theorem 4.2. Let (O,);cn+ be a sequence of different extreme sofic representations of a countable group

G. Then there exists a decreasing chain of faces in Sof (G, P¥) with trivial intersection.

Proof. Let [¥] be the sofic representation constructed above. By construction, we have cutting projections
(pi)ien~ such that [V, ] = [©;] and ), p; = Id. As [©,] are different extreme points, p; € C(V) is maximal
with the property [V,.] = [©;].

Let ¢j = >_,.; i and define the face F; = Fly, . We show that N;F; = (). If i < j then [©;] ¢ F,
otherwise p; would not be maximal. Assume that N;F; is not empty. So there exists p € C(¥) such that
[(V,] € N;F;. By the second property of the above Proposition, there exists ¢ < p and i € N* such that
[(V,] = [©,]. But ¢ < pimplies [¥,] € N;F}, so [©;] € N;Fj, contradiction. O

Of course this chain of decreasing faces does not help towards settling Krein-Milman for Sof (G, P¥).
We actually know for sure that /]y is inside the closure of the convex hull of extreme points. The following
section constructs a sofic representation that is a candidate for an element outside of the convex hull.

For a sofic, non-amenable group G there are two posibilities: either Sof (G, P¥) has a finite number of
extreme points, case in which Krei-Milman does not hold, as Sof (G, P*) is not separable; or Sof (G, P¥)
has an infinite number of extreme points, care in which, by the above theorem, it has a decreasing chain
of faces with trivial intersection. In the next section we prove that the space Sof (IF,., P*) has uncountably

many extreme points.
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5. EXTREME POINTS IN Sof(FFy, P¥)

In this section we construct uncountably many extreme points in the space Sof(Fy, P“). Each of these

points will be an expander, so let us first recall the definition.

Definition 5.1. A collection py,...,ps € P, is called a A-expander if Ve € D,, with 0 < Tr(e) < 5 we

have \T'r(e) < >0, du(e, piepy).

1
2

Definition 5.2. A sofic representation © : G — 1I;_,, P, is called a expander or A-expander if there exist
g1,---,9s € Gand p; € P, suchthat O(g;) = [y pi fori =1,...,sand {p},...,p}} is an A\-expander
for each k£ € N.

From now on a or a,, denotes the matrix in P, associated to the cycle permutation i — i+1(mod n). We
also fix A = 0.1 for the rest of this section. The value is chosen such that 2\ < 1/e, as needed in the proof
of Propostion[3. 11l Also this value allows us to import some results from [Paul6]. For example, taking two

random elements in P, yields an A-expander with great probability. For n-cycles this was already shown.

Proposition 5.3. [Paul6, Proposition 5.11] There exists a constant . such that for at least (1—p/n)-(n—1)!
n-cycles c the following holds: for any projection p € D,, with 0 < Tr(p) < 1/2 we have XTr(p) <
dH(p7 a’pa’*) + dH<p7 Cpc*)'

This time we work with arbitrary permutations, not only cycles. The above proposition still holds true,
with virtually the same proof. If we track down the proof of Theorem 5.11 from [Paul6], we see that the

key ingredient was Theorem 1.2 of [Eri08]. Theorem 1.1 of the same article yields the following.

Proposition 5.4. There exists a constant . such that for at least (1 — p/n) - n! permutations c the following
holds: for any projection p € D,, with 0 < Tr(p) < 1/2 we have XT'r(p) < dy(p, apa®) + dg(p, cpc).

The same game we have to play with Theorem 5.20.

Proposition 5.5. [Paul6, Theorem 5.20] For any € > 0 and nontrivial v € s, there exists ng such that for
any n > ng for at least (1 — €)[(n — 1)!] n-cycles ¢ € P, we have dy (y(a,c),1,) > 1 —e.

Again, replacing Theorem 1.2 of [Fr108] with Theorem 1.1 of the same article, we get the following.

Proposition 5.6. For any ¢ > 0 and nontrivial v € Fy, there exists ng such that for any n > ng for at least

(1 —¢) - nlelements c € P, we have dy (v(a,c),1,) > 1 —«c.
In our argument we need two more results from [Paul6].

Proposition 5.7. [Paul6, Proposition 5.12] Let ¢ > 0 and x € P,,. Then the number of permutationsy € P,
such that dg(z,y) < € is less than n1"<].

Proposition 5.8. [Paul6, Proposition 5.13] Let ¢ > 0. The number of permutations y € P, such that

di(ay,ya) < € is less than n1"<1+1,

When constructing many sofic representations of Fo, we have to make sure that are not conjugated.

This is where the next definition comes into play. We shall take care of amplifications later.
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Definition 5.9. For two collections of permutations in P,, (1, za,...,zx) and (y1, Yo, . . ., yx) define the

distance:
k

ds((%, To, ... >$k)> (?/1, Y2, ... J/k)) = ?é}pﬂ z; dH(%,p?/z‘P )

We now prove a first result estimating the number of permutations ¢ € F,, with certain properties.

Proposition 5.10. Let b € P,. The number of permutations ¢ € P, such that ds((a,b), (a,c)) < X is less

than n2"A+1

Proof. Let ¢ € P, be such that ds((a,b), (a,c)) < A. Then there exists p € P, such that dg(a, pap*) < A
and dy (b, pcp*) < \. Let A = {q¢*bq : ¢ € P,,dr(qa,aq) < A}. It follows that dy (¢, A) < A.
By Proposition[7.1] the cardinality of A is less than n!"*1. As dy(c, A) < A, by Proposition[5.7, c is

in a set of cardinality at most nl"A+1 . plrAl = p2leAl+L O

Now we are ready to prove the main technical result, that will make the construction of uncountably

many extreme points possible.

Proposition 5.11. Let k € N*. There exists n,, € N and k permutations c,, . . ., ¢, € P,, such that
(1) (a,c;) is a A-expander for each i =1, ... k;

(2) ds((a,c), (a,cj)) > A foralli # j;
(3) Tr(v(a,¢;)) < 1/kforalli =1,... kand~y € Bi(Fy).

Proof. Recall that By (IFy) is the ball of radius & around the origin, in the Cayley graph of Fy. We cannot
ask condition (3) for all elements of 5, so we do it for larger and larger finite subsets. Standard procedure
in the theory of sofic groups.

Fix € > 0. By Propostion and Propostion [5.6] applied for each v € By(F3), we get that for large
enough n, for at least (1 — ) - n! permutations ¢ € F,, conditions (1) and (3) are satisfied.

We must now choose ¢y, . . ., ¢ in this set, such that ds((a, ¢;), (a, ¢;)) > A. Here is where Proposition

comes in. Choosing a permutation ¢ € P, will exclude at most n?nA+1

other permutations. For
large enough n, we have k - n?l"*1 < (1 — ¢) . nl. As such we can choose c, . . ., ¢, with the required

properties. U

Theorem 5.12. There exists ©; : Fy — 11, P,,, i € [0, 1] sofic representations, such that each one is an

expander, and ©;, ©; are not conjugated for any i # j.

Proof. Use the previous proposition to construct a sequence (ny)x, and sets Ay, = {c},...,c}} C P,,, with
the specified properties.

In order to construct our sofic representations, we need an uncountable family F of infinite subsets of N,
such that for Fy, F, € F, F} # F, we have F} N F} is finite. An example was constructed in Remark 3.3 of
[Ca-Pall. Fort € [1/10,1), construct F; = {|10%¢] : k € N*}. Itis easy to see that F = {F} : t € [1/10,1)}
has the required property.

For F' € F construct a function f : N — N, fp(k) = max{i € F : i < k}. Let 21, x5 be the two
generators of Fy. For F' € F define a sofic morphism Op : Fy — Il P,, by Op(z1) = Il;,a,, and



ON KREIN-MILMAN THEOREM FOR THE SPACE OF SOFIC REPRESENTATIONS 9

) The third condition in Propostion ensures that O are sofic representations of

Op(z2) = g 00y,
[F5. The first condition implies that © is an expander. The second condition, together with the properties

of the family F guarantee that {Op : F' € F} are not conjugated. U

We didn’t specified until now, but expander easily implies being an extreme point.
Proposition 5.13. [AP18, Proposition 3.13] An expander sofic representation is an extreme point.

We constructed uncountably many extreme sofic representations, in the same sequence of dimensions,
that are not conjugated. All that we have to do is to show that these sofic representations don’t have
amplifications that are conjugated. Getting rid of an amplification is no easy feat, and the problem deserve

its own section.

6. REPRESENTATIONS WITH CONJUGATED AMPLIFICATIONS

Open Problem 6.1. Let ©,,0, : Fy — I, P, be two sofic representations such that [©,] = [O-], i.e.
there exists a sequence (1), € N* and p € 11y, P, ,, such that p(©, ® Id,,)p* = O3 ® Id,,. Then there
exists q € I, Py, such that ¢©,q* = O,.

We suspect that this last statement is true, but it eluded our attempts. Let’s see some particular examples

where this is true. First of all, a similar statements holds for unitaries.

Theorem 6.2. [Atk16, Theorem 6.4] Let ©1,05 : G — Il ,U(ng) be two morphisms such that there
exists a sequence (ry,)y, and u € 11y, U (ngry,) such that u(©; @ Id, )u™' = Oy ® Id,,. Then there exists
v € I, U(ng) such that vO v~ = O,,

Atkinson uses embeddings in type /[ factors, as opposed to matrix algebras as we do here. However
the proof, and the difficulty of the problem, are the same.

A first case we can solve for permutations is the one of a bounded sequence (7).

Proposition 6.3. Let ©1,0, : Fy — 11, P, be two sofic representations such that there exists an r € N*
and p € i, Py, such that p(©, ® Id,)p* = ©y ® Id,. Then there exists q € 1l P,, such that
q091¢* = O,.

The proof is just a consequence of results in [PR17]. We don’t get into all details here, as we don’t need
this result, and it will take some time and space to familiarise the reader with the concepts of that article.
In short, an element p € II;_,,, P, » will generate a DSE of multiplicity r on the Loeb space 1I;_,,,D,,, . By
Theorem 3.8 of [PR17]], we can construct ¢. € I, P,, such that d(¢-©,¢},©3) < . The proof can be
finished with a diagonal argument.

We prove the result in the case of expander sofic representations, in order to finish the results in the

previous section. The proof is based on results in Section 5.1 [Paul6]. We first introduce some tools.

Definition 6.4. For =,y € M, (C) define the Hamming distance on matrices as:

dn(r,y) =~ 111 3 2(i.5) # y(i, )1,
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The formula counts the number of rows that are different in x and y. If x,y € P, then this is the
usual Hamming distance on a symmetric group. We shall use this extended metric mainly on “pieces of

permutations”.

Definition 6.5. A matrix ¢ € M, (C) is called a piece of permutation if g has only 0 and 1 entries and at
most one entry of 1 on each row and each column. Alternatively, ¢ = pa where p € P,,and a € D,, is a

projection.
Proposition 6.6. Let x,y € M, (C) and p € P,. We still have bi-invariance:

du(z,y) = du(px, py) = du(zp, yp).

If p is a piece of permutation, then:

dp(pz,py) < du(z,y) and dg(xp, yp) < du(z,y).
The main technical part of the proof is contained in the next lemma.

Proposition 6.7. Let ¢ > 0, n,r € N*and z1,..., 2k, y1...,yx € P, be such that {y, ..., yx} is a \-
expander. Assume that there exists w € P,, such that dy(u(z; ® 1,), (1 @ 1,)u) < € forallt =1,... k.
Then, there exists v € P, such that dg(vzy, yv) < 20k*c/Nforallt = 1,... k.

Proof. The key point here is that the term 20k /) does not contain r. Otherwise, the problem would be
solved using Propostion

By bi-invariance, we also have dg((z; ® 1,)u*, u*(y; ® 1)) < eforallt = 1,... k. As M,,(C) ~
M,(C) ® M,(C), elements in M, (C) can be viewed as functions from {1,2,...,7}? to M,(C). Then
[u(z, @ 1,)](i,7) = u(i, j)z; and [(y; @ 1,)y](7,5) = yeu(i, 7). Also u(i, j) is a piece of permutation for
any ¢, 5. If A, B € P, then:

2di (A, B) Z dy(A B(i,7)).

1]1

Let ef ; = du(u(i,j)zs, yiu(i, j)) and 0; ; = dg(zu* (i, j), u(i,7)y:). Then, forallt = 1,... k we

have
1 &
- Z gy < 2dp(u(z: ® 1), (g ® 1 )u) < 2,
ij=1
—25 < 2dp((xy @ 1,)u", u*(y; ® 1,)) < 2e.
2,7=1
From these inequalities we can deduce the existence of ani € {1,2,...,7} such that

Z e < 4dke, Z 05, < Ake
P j=1
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forallt =1,..., k. From now on 1 is fixed with this property. For ¢t = 1, ...,k we have

S dH(U*(ja Z.)yta xtU*(ja Z)) + dH(u(Zv j)xtv ytu(iv j)) = 5§,z + eg,j

Forj = 1,...,r, let p; = u(i,j)u*(j,4). As u(i,j) is a piece of permutation, p, is a projection in D,,.

Moreover Z;Zl pj = Id,, so these are disjoint projections. Also:
dr(pj, yepsyt) = du(piye, yip;) < 6, + €.

For S C {1,2,...,r}, define ps = Zjespj' Notice that dy (ps, yipsy;) < Zjes du(p;, ypjy;) and
by the above inequalities, we get, for any subset S and for any ¢

du(ps, yipsy;) < Z(é;z + ;) < 8ke.
jes
By the expander hypothesis, we have X' (ps) < Sr_, du(ps, yipsy;). Assuch, if Tr(pg) < 1/2, then
actually Tr(ps) < 8k*¢/\. As >_._, p; = Id,, itis easy to see that there exists j such that 7r(p;) > 1/2.
Let S = {1,2,...,7} \ j. Then Tr(ps) < 8k*c/\, so Tr(p;) > 1 — 8k?c/)\. This means that u (i, 7) is
“almost” a permutation matrix.
Letv € P, be such that dg (v, u(i, j)) < 8k*c/A. Forallt = 1,...,r we get:

A (vae, yv) < d(vae, u(i, §)@e) + du(ul(i, j)oe, yeuli, §)) + du (yeu(, ), yev)
< 8k%c /X + 4ke + 8k*c /X < 20k%*c/\.

U

Theorem 6.8. Let ©,0, : Fy — I, P, be two sofic representations such that [©,] = [Os], i.e. there
exists a sequence (i), € N* and p € 11, P,, ,, such that p(©, ® 1d,, )p* = Oy ® Id,,. Assume that ©,
is an expander. Then there exists q € 11;,_,,, P, such that ¢©,q" = Oa.

Proof. Let ©1(v;) = I}, ,2¥, i = 1,2 be such that (2%, %) is a \-expander. Let ©y(v;) = I;_,,yF. Also
choose pj, such that p = II;_,px. Apply the previous Proposition to y¥, 45, 2% 25 and py, in order to get

qr € P,, with the stated property. Then II;_,,,q, conjugates ©; to O,. U

We managed to prove this result because, when one conjugates an amplified expander, it has to
be conjugated in bulks. An expander representation cannot be cut into pieces, and as such, inside the

conjugating p € P,,, we found our ¢ € P, as one of the 72 squares.

7. ANOTHER STRANGE SOFIC REPRESENTATION

In this section, we manufacture a sofic representation of [F, that has trivial commutant in II;_,, P, ,
but has uncountably many cuts. This suggests that this sofic representation has uncountably many, non-

isomorphic cuts.
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7.1. Trivial commutant. Sofic representations with trivial commutant in permutations have been firstly
constructed by Arzhantseva and second author in [AP18]], Theorem 3.2. For the scope of the present paper
we have to rework the proof, in order to get a better convergence for the counting argument used. In [AP18]]
it is shown that two permutations in Sym(n) randomly chosen, have trivial commutant w.r.t. Hamming
distance, with probability converging to 1 as n — oo. The takeaway from this subsection is that the rate
of this convergence is exponential. Recall that a € P, is the matrix corresponding to the maximal cycle

t — 7+ 1. We already used the estimation of number of permutations commuting with such a cycle.

Proposition 7.1. [Paul6, Proposition 5.13] Let ¢ > 0. The number of permutations y € P, such that

du(ay,ya) < € is less than n1"<1+1,

This time we also need an estimate for the number of permutations commuting with an arbitrary

element.

Proposition 7.2. [AP18| Prop. 3.5] Let b € P, be such that dy (b, 1,)) > 116. The number of permutations
¢ € P, such that dg (be, cb) < ¢ is less than nff—,!ug,for large enough n.

Proof. Define C = {c¢ € P, : dg(bc,cb) < 0}. Choose ¢ € C. Consider the following subsets of
{1,...,n}: Ac = {i : bc(i) = cb(i)} and B = {i : b(i) # i}. Then |[A.| > (1 —d)n and |B| > 11én. It
follows that |[A. N B| > (116 — 9) - n = 10 - n.

Leti € A. N B. Then ¢(b(i)) = be(i) and b(i) # i. Hence, once the value of c(i) is fixed, the value of
c on b(7) must be bc(i). Unfortunately, the set A, depends on c. This makes the counting argument a little
more involved.

Let’s recall how to count the number of permutations p € P,: p(1) can take any of the n values in the
set {1,...,n}; p(2) can take any of the remaining n — 1 values, and so on. Hence, the cardinality of P,
is n!. We adapt this argument to count the number of permutations ¢ with the required properties. Without
loss of generality, we can assume that B = {1,2,...,|B|}. As before ¢(1) can take n values. If 1 € A,
a information that at the moment we don’t have, than ¢(b(1)) is also set. Thus, the following value of ¢
to be decided (c¢(2) if b(1) # 2, and ¢(3) otherwise), has only n — 2 options. If 1 ¢ A., we continue our
enumeration of elements in B till | B|. In the worst scenario, the first § - n elements of B will not be in A..
After this, all remaining elements of B are bound to also be in A..

Thus, denoting by t = |on| and s = | (110 —)n /2| = |55 -n], our estimation for the maximal number
of elements in C' is:

nn—1)...(n—t+n—t)n—1t-2)...(n—t—-2s4+2)(n—1t—-2s)(n—t—2s—1)...1.

TV TV
t terms s terms

Hence:
n! n!
< .
(n—t—2s+1)s [(1—110)n]>n1

O] <
We only need to show that [(1 — 118)n]**"~! > n"9, Using the logarithm, this is equivalent to:

(50n — 1) In[(1 — 11)n] > 4nd - Inn.
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We factor the two terms and compute the limit via L’Hospital’s rule.

. (Bon—=1)In[(1 =110)n] .. 50 -In[(1 —110)n] + (5on—1)-1/n
lim = lim —
n—o0 4nd -lnn n 40 -Inn+4nd - 1/n
_56-I[(1—118)n] 5
111511 45 -Inn _4>1'

g

We continue our counting argument by introducing two sets of n-cycles with specific properties. Given
0 > 0, we define:

L) ={ce P, :Abc P, withdy(b,1,) > 116, dg(ab, ba) < & and dy(cb,bc) < 6}
Proposition 7.3. [[AP18| Prop. 3.6] For a fixed o > 0 and large enoughn € N,
Card LS > (1 —n~2") - (n)).

Proof. According to Proposition[Z.1] there are at most n™*! permutations b € P, such that dy(ab, ba) < 6.
By Proposition [Z.2] for each of those permutations b with dy (b, 1,,) > 116, there are at most n! - n=4"
cycles ¢ such that dg(ch,bc) < §. All in all, the complement of L° has a cardinality less than

ntl .l p=49 < p=20n . pl The conclusion hence follows. O

The set L cannot be used directly to construct the required sofic representation. This is because
dp (b, 1,) is in some sense a moving target, while in the definition of L? it is supposed to be fixed. This is

why we introduce the following set:
K ={ce P,:Ybe P,, dy(b,1,,) < 22 - maz{dy(ab,ba), dy(bc, cb),5}.}
Proposition 7.4. [AP18| Prop. 3.7] For a fixed 1 > 6 > 0 and a large enough n € N,
5 1
Card K, > (1 — —-)[n!]

Proof. The proof is almost over when we notice that K2 D LS N L2 N ... N L2, where k is minimal
with the property that 25725 > 1. Soletc € LS N L% N ... N L*? and take b € P,. Denote by
A\ = max{dy(ab,ba),dy(bc,cb)}. If X < §, thenas c € L2, dy (b, 1,)) < 116.

Assume that A > §. Then, there exists ¢ > 0 such that 201§ < X\ < 2%. If i < k, thenc € Lf;‘s, SO
dp(b,1,) < 11-26 < 22\, If i > k then 8\ > 1. This proves ¢ € K?.

By Proposition[Z.3and using De Morgan’s formula N¥_,L%'% = U?ZOW, we obtain that

k41
PALP A, AL > (1 - n;';n !,

As k is fixed, depending only on 4, for large enough n, |K]| > (1 — —7)[nl]. O
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7.2. Permutations with small Coxeter lenght. In the previous subsection we saw that most permutations
are in the set K2, that is needed to ensure a trivial commutant in permutations. Here we show that
sufficiently many permutations can be cut into many pieces. The main tool is the Coxeter length.

We first describe what we mean for a sofic representation to have many cuts. If an element p € II;,_,, P,
commutes with all IT;_,,, D, , then p has to be identity. This is because 11;_,,,D,,, is a MASA in II;_, M, .
Thus, we only ask for commutativity on a separable subalgebra. Let (X, x) be the unit interval endowed
with the Lebesgue measure. There is a canonic measure-presearving map, called the standard part, from
the Loeb space to (X, x). This induces an embedding St*(L>(X, 1)) C I, D,,, so St*(L>(X, n))
is a canonical separable von Neumann sublagebra in II;_,,,D,,. For more information the reader should
check Section 1 of [CMP19]]. We don’t need these details, we only need to understand when an element of

g Py, commutes with St*(L>°(X, ut)). Here is were the Coxeter length comes in.
Definition 7.5. For p € P,, the Coxeter lenght is defined as:

le(p) = Card{i < j : p(i) > p(j)}.

n(n —1)

Example 7.6. For the n-cycle, (¢ (a,) = (n—1) = 2. 1f p(i) = n+ 1 — i, then {c(p) = 1, and this

2
n(n—1)
is the maximum value.

The Coxeter function can be defined on elements of the universal sofic group, as an ultralimit. The only
problem is that in this ultralimit it becomes just a semi-length. For details consult Section 4 of [CMP19].

For our discussion the Coxeter semi-length is relevant because of the following.
Proposition 7.7. An element p € 11y, P,, commutes with St*(L>°(X, p)) if and only if {c(p) = 0.

This is mostly Proposition 4.4 of [CMP19], but one has to also check the definitions from Section 2
of the same article. Going back to our problem, we show that there are “enough” permutations with small
Coxeter length. We also use this opportunity to ensure a sofic representation of the free group. Thus, we

are interested in estimations of the following set:

T° = {p € P, : tc(p) < 26 and d(w(an, p), Id,) > 1 — 6 for every w # 1g, of length at most 1/6}.
Proposition 7.8. For a fixed 1 > 6 > 0 and a large enoughn € N, Card T° > § - n!.

Proof. Let k = |1/6] and assume that n = k - m. It might not be the case that k|n, but k is fixed so the
error will not affect our computations for large enough n. We consider only elements that permute the first
m points, the next m points and so on. Any such permutation has total displacement less than 29:

2 mm-1)  m-1 1

< : k= ~ <26
telp) n(n —1) 2 g mk—1 "k g

We construct permutations in 7° by choosing k permutations ¢ € P,,, such that for each one of them
dy(w(am,q), Id,) > 1 — § for every w # 1y, of length at most 1/0. According to Proposition[5.6] and as
the ball of radius 1/9 in Fs is finite, for any ¢ > 0, for large enough m, there are at least (1 — ¢) - m!

permutations in P, satisfying this property.
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We proved that Card T? > [(1 — €) - m!]*. We only need to prove that this value is larger than §" - n!,
for large enough n. Recall Striling’s approximation: v2m - (2)" - n < nl <e- (2)" - n. Setting ¢ = v/2m,

we have:

(L= )] > (=) (Z)™ mb = F(1 - g)k(%)"(%)” -m

> cF(1 - e)kén(%)n n>c(1—e)f/e- 5" nl

We can choose ¢ > 0 small enough to guarantee that c*(1 — ¢)* /e > 1.

O
Putting everything together, we get.
Proposition 7.9. For any § > 0, for large enough n, K° N'T? # (.
Proof. We need to show that in the limit 6" - n! > n=" . n!. This is equivalent to § - n® > 1. 0

7.3. A sofic representation away from extreme points.

Theorem 7.10. There exists a sofic representation © : Fy — 1y, P, such that ©(Fs) NI, P, = {Id}
and St*(L>(X, n)) C O(F,y)".

Proof. Let (0;)r € RY be a decreasing sequence converging to 0. By Proposition[7.9] applied to each ¢y,
we construct a sequence of permutations p;, € P, such that p, € ng NT T‘fk. Set ©(x1) = II}_,,a,, and
O(z1) = My_,pg. Then, by [1.6, (-(O(x1)) = limg, 2/ny = 0 and Lo (O(22)) = limg_, lo(pr) = 0.
This shows that St*(L>°(X, 1)) C O(Fs)'.

Let b = Ix,,b, € II;, Py, be in the commutant of ©. This means that limy_,,, dg(ay,, bg, bran,, ) =0
and limy_,, dg(prbr, bxkpr) = 0. Let ¢ > 0 and take F' € w such that for all k£ € F, §, < ¢ and
A (an, b, bran,) < &, dg(prbe, bepr) < €. As pg € Kg’;, we get:

A (br, Idy,) < 22 - maz{dp (an,br, bkan, ), dm(prbe, bipr), 0} < 22¢.
As such, dy (b, Id) < 22¢. As € > 0 is arbitrary, b = Id. O

The reason that we believe O is not in the closure of the convex hull of extreme points in Sof (Fy, P“)
is that for each A a measurable subset of the unit interval, we can define © 4 a cut of ©. The fact that ©
has no commutant in II;_,,P,, suggest that these cuts are different as elements in Sof(Fy, P¥). In order
to prove this statement, one would need to solve conjecture We end with another open problem, that

would also finish this proof.

Open Problem 7.11. Let © : G — 11, P,, be a sofic representation in the closure of the convex hull of
extreme points in Sof (G, P¥). Then there are at most countably many different sofic representations that

are obtained as cuts of ©.
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