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Abstract. In this article, we establish maximal inequalities and deduce ergodic theorems for state-

preserving actions of amenable, locally compact, second-countable groups on tracial non-commutative

L1-spaces. As a further consequence, in combination with the Neveu decomposition, we obtain a

stochastic ergodic theorem for amenable group actions.

1. Introduction

In this work, we investigate non-commutative maximal ergodic inequalities and pointwise ergodic

theorems for actions of amenable groups that preserve a given state. The study of ergodic theo-

rems in classical measure-theoretic settings originates in the 1930s with the seminal contributions of

Birkhoff and von Neumann. Since then, the theory has undergone extensive development. The non-

commutative counterparts of these results were initiated in the pioneering work of Lance ([Lan76]),

who established a pointwise ergodic theorem for averages associated with a single state-preserving

automorphism of a von Neumann algebra equipped with a faithful normal state. Subsequent gener-

alizations were provided by Kümmerer, Conze, Dang-Ngoc, and others (cf. [K7̈8], [CDN78], and the

references therein).

Over time, it has become well understood that the canonical route to establishing an ergodic

theorem proceeds through the derivation of an appropriate maximal inequality together with a proper

Banach principle. The non-commutative framework, however, renders the maximal inequality step

particularly intricate and technically demanding.

In two foundational papers [Yea77, Yea80], Yeadon developed maximal ergodic theorems for actions

of positive, sub-tracial, sub-unital maps operating on the preduals of semifinite von Neumann algebras

and, as a consequence, established associated pointwise ergodic theorems. This line of inquiry was

later advanced by Junge and Xu [JX07], who extended Yeadon’s results by proving non-commutative

Dunford–Schwartz maximal inequalities in Lp-spaces, employing sophisticated interpolation methods.

Parallel to these developments, substantial progress has been made on ergodic theorems for group

actions on classical measure spaces (cf. [AAB+10, Cal53]). In particular, relevance to the present

discussion is the work of Lindenstrauss [Lin01], which established pointwise ergodic theorems for

tempered Følner sequences, thereby extending Birkhoff’s classical theorem to actions of second-

countable amenable groups.
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A significant advancement in the non-commutative theory was made by Hong, Liao, and Wang

in [HLW21]. In their work, the authors established a collection of maximal inequalities in non-

commutative Lp-spaces for actions of locally compact group metric measure spaces satisfying a dou-

bling condition, as well as for compactly generated groups exhibiting polynomial growth. These

inequalities subsequently enabled them to derive the corresponding pointwise ergodic theorems. The

scope of these results was later broadened to encompass general amenable groups in [CW22] and very

recently for unimodular, amenable groups in [CXZ25].

It is worth emphasizing that both of the aforementioned results deal exclusively with actions that

preserve a faithful, normal, semifinite trace. In contrast, Junge and Xu [JX07] examined maximal in-

equalities for ergodic averages in Haagerup’s Lp-spaces (1 < p <∞) associated with state-preserving

actions of the discrete group Z and of the semigroup R+. The corresponding endpoint case p = 1

for such state-preserving actions remained open until the more recent developments in [BS23b] and

[BS23a].

In [BS23b], the authors established maximal inequalities and pointwise ergodic theorems in non-

commutative L1-spaces for actions of locally compact groups of polynomial growth that preserve a

faithful, normal state on a von Neumann algebra. Their approach relies primarily on an inequality

from [HLW21, Proposition 4.8], which allows the relevant ergodic averages over the group to be

dominated by an ergodic average of an associated Markov operator.

In [BS23a], a comparable maximal inequality was derived for actions of Zd
+ and Rd

+, employing

a similar strategy. Additionally, in [BS26], the author proved a maximal inequality for actions of

group metric measure spaces satisfying the doubling condition, making use of suitable analogues of

Calderón’s transference principle together with maximal inequalities for non-commutative martin-

gales.

In the present article, we establish a similar maximal inequality for the state preserving action

of an amenable group as in [BS26], by exploiting the maximal inequality obtained by Cadilhac and

Wang, in [CW22], which was obtained in tracial setup.

Let G be an amenable, locally compact, second-countable group equipped with a right-invariant

Haar measure µ with an admissible Følner sequence (Fn).

LetM be a finite von Neumann algebra with a faithful, normal tracial state τ , and let (M, G, α, ρ)

be a kernel (cf. Definition 3.10). One of the main results of this article establishes the following

maximal inequality and ergodic theorem.

Theorem 1.1. Let ϕ ∈M∗, then consider the averages (Ak(ϕ))k∈N, where

Ak(ϕ)(x) :=
1

µ(Fk)

∫
Fk

ϕ(αs−1(x)) dµ(s), x ∈M.

Then the following hold:
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(1) Furthermore, for all j ∈ N, let ϕj ∈ M∗s satisfy ∥ϕj∥ ≤ 1
4sj

. Fix υ > 0. Then for all n ∈ N,
there exist a sequence (γj(n))j∈N of positive real numbers and projections {pυn,j : j ∈ N} inM
such that:

(a) lim
j→∞

γj(n) = 0, uniformly in n ∈ N.

(b) ρ(1− pυn,j) ≤ (1 + υ)γj(n) + υ.

(c) For all j ∈ N,

Ak(ϕj)(x) ≤
csj
2sj

ρ(x), for all x ∈ pυn,jM+p
υ
n,j and k ∈ [n].(1.1)

where, [n] = {1, 2..., n}. The constant c depends only on the group G.

(2) Additionally, we assume G is unimodular. Then for any ϕ ∈ M∗, there exists an element

ϕ̄ ∈ M∗ such that, for every ε > 0, one can find a projection e ∈ M satisfying τ(1 − e) < ε

and

lim
n→∞

sup
x∈eM+e

x̸=0

∣∣(An(ϕ)− ϕ̄)(x)
∣∣

τ(x)
= 0.

We note that an similar maximal inequality obtained in [BS26, Corollary 3.18], which was proved

for state-preserving actions on group metric measure spaces. In that setting, the authors derive the

estimate

|Ak(ϕj)(x)| ≤ Cδ ∥ϕj∥ ∥x∥+
C

2j
ρ(x),

for all x ∈ qδ,υn,jM+ q
δ,υ
n,j and all k ∈ [n].

In contrast, in the present maximal inequality, specifically in eq. (1.1), the additional error term

Cδ∥ϕj∥ ∥x∥ does not appear. Instead, we obtain the sharper bound

Ak(ϕj)(x) ≤
csj
2sj

ρ(x), for all x ∈ qυj,nM+ q
υ
j,n and k ∈ [n],

where the auxiliary sequence (sj) arises naturally in the passage from the trace to the state.

We conclude this introduction by outlining the structure of the paper. In the following section,

we review basic notions from the theory of von Neumann algebras and their associated linear func-

tionals. We also introduce noncommutative L1-spaces, discuss the bilateral almost uniform (b.a.u.)

topology, and conclude the section with the definition of noncommutative dynamical systems and the

corresponding predual actions.

Section 3 is devoted to the proof of part (1) of Theorem 1.1. In Section 4, we establish a pointwise

ergodic theorem for ball averages along an admissible Følner sequence, thereby proving part (2) of

Theorem 1.1. In addition, we derive an appropriate Banach principle adapted to this setting.

Finally, in the last section, we combine the results obtained in Section 4 with the Neveu decom-

position theorem from [BS23b] to obtain a stochastic ergodic theorem within this framework.
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2. Preliminaries

Throughout this article, letM denote a von Neumann algebra acting on a separable Hilbert space

H. The operator norm inherited from B(H) is written as ∥·∥∞; when no confusion can arise, we

abbreviate it simply by ∥·∥. The commutant of M is denoted by M′. We further write P(M) for

the collection of projections contained inM.

The predual of M, is denoted by M∗, is the closed linear subspace of the Banach dual M∗ con-

sisting exactly of the ultraweakly continuous linear functionals onM. A functional ϕ ∈M∗ is called

positive if ϕ(x∗x) ≥ 0 for every x ∈ M, and it is said to be self-adjoint when ϕ(x) = ϕ(x∗) holds

for all x ∈ M. We denote byM∗+ andM∗s the cones of positive and self-adjoint elements ofM∗,

respectively.

2.1. Non-commutative L1-spaces. Let M ⊆ B(H) be a von Neumann algebra equipped with a

faithful, normal, semifinite (f.n.s.) trace τ . A (possibly unbounded) operator

X : D(X) ⊆ H → H,

which is densely defined, closed, and affiliated withM, i.e, satisfying u′∗Xu′ = X for every unitary

u′ ∈ M′—will be written as X ηM. Such an operator X is said to be τ -measurable if, for every

ε > 0, there exists a projection e ∈ P(M) such that τ(1− e) < ε and eH ⊆ D(X). The collection of

all τ -measurable operators affiliated withM is then defined by

L0(M, τ) := {X ηM : X is τ -measurable }.

The space L0(M, τ) forms a ∗-algebra under the adjoint operation, strong sum X + Y := X + Y ,

and strong product X · Y := XY , where X denotes the closure of X. Detailed treatments may be

found in [SZ19, Hia21].

Several natural topologies arise on L0(M, τ). The first relevant one is the measure topology, whose

neighborhoods are of the form

X +N (ε, δ), ε, δ > 0, X ∈ L0(M, τ),

where

N (ε, δ) := {X ∈ L0(M, τ) : ∃ e ∈ P(M) with τ(1− e) < δ and ∥eXe∥ < ε }.

A net {Xi}i∈I converges to X in the measure topology precisely when, for every ε, δ > 0, there exists

i0 ∈ I such that for all i ≥ i0 one may find ei ∈ P(M) with τ(1− ei) < δ and

∥ ei(Xi −X)ei ∥ < ε.

By [Nel74, Theorem 1], the space L0(M, τ) is complete in the measure topology. Furthermore,

this topology is metrizable and rendersM dense in L0(M, τ).

The second topology of interest is the bilateral almost uniform (b.a.u.) topology.
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Definition 2.1. A net {Xi}i∈I ⊆ L0(M, τ) is said to converge bilaterally almost uniformly (b.a.u.)

to X ∈ L0(M, τ) if, for every ε > 0, there exists a projection e ∈ P(M) such that τ(1− e) < ε and

lim
i
∥ e(Xi −X)e ∥ = 0.

The following fundamental fact, due to [Lit24, Theorem 2.2], will be used subsequently.

Theorem 2.2. The space L0(M, τ) is complete with respect to the b.a.u. topology.

We record a simple but useful observation.

Proposition 2.3. Let {Xi}i∈I and {Yi}i∈I be nets in L0(M, τ) such that Xi → X and Yi → Y in

measure (resp. b.a.u.). Then, for every scalar c ∈ C, the net cXi+Yi converges to cX+Y in measure

(resp. b.a.u.).

The trace τ onM+ extends in the standard way to L0(M, τ)+ by

τ(X) :=

∫ ∞

0
λ dτ(eλ),

where X =
∫∞
0 λ deλ is the spectral decomposition of X. The associated noncommutative L1-space

is defined by

L1(M, τ) := {X ∈ L0(M, τ) : τ(|X|) <∞},

with norm ∥X∥1 := τ(|X|). The following properties, proved in [Hia21, Chapter 4], will be used

repeatedly.

Theorem 2.4. (1) L1(M, τ) is a Banach space under ∥ · ∥1.
(2) If X ∈ L1(M, τ) and y ∈M, then both Xy and yX lie in L1(M, τ), and moreover τ(Xy) =

τ(yX).

(3) The canonical identification

ϕ ∈M∗ ←→ X ∈ L1(M, τ), ϕ(x) = τ(Xx) (x ∈M)

defines a surjective linear isometry from L1(M, τ) ontoM∗, which preserves positivity.

2.2. Non-commutative dynamical systems. LetG be a locally compact, second countable, Haus-

dorff group equipped with a right-invariant Haar measure µ. A Følner sequence (Fn)n∈N is a sequence

of measurable subsets of G satisfying

0 < µ(Fn) <∞ for all n ∈ N,

and such that for every g ∈ G,

lim
n→∞

µ
(
Fng△Fn

)
µ(Fn)

= 0,

where △ denotes the symmetric difference.

Throughout this article, we further, assume that G is an amenable group with a Følner sequence

(Fn) in G. In addition, for most of our results, we shall assume that (Fn) is an admissible Følner
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sequence (see [CW22] for the precise definition).

We also remark that if G is a locally compact, second countable, amenable group, then every Følner

sequence admits an admissible Følner subsequence; see [CW22] for details.

Definition 2.5. Let (E, ∥ · ∥) be a real ordered Banach space. Then a non-commutative dynamical

system is a triple (E,G, γ), where γ : G→ B(E) is a mapping satisfying γs ◦ γt = γst for all s, t ∈ G,
and the following conditions hold:

(1) for every a ∈ E, the orbit map s 7→ γs(a) is continuous on G, where E is equipped with the

norm topology (and the w∗-topology in the case E =M);

(2) the operators are uniformly bounded, i.e., sups∈G ∥γs∥ <∞;

(3) positivity is preserved: if a ≥ 0, then γs(a) ≥ 0 for all s ∈ G.

We further assume that if E =M, γs is a *-automorphism onM for all s ∈ G.
Let M be a von Neumann algebra with a faithful, normal, semifinite trace τ , and consider the

dynamical system (L1(M, τ), G, γ). SinceM = (L1(M, τ))∗, the Banach-space adjoint of γs, denoted

γ∗s , is characterized by

τ(γ∗s (x)Y ) = τ(x γs(Y )), x ∈M, Y ∈ L1(M, τ).(2.1)

Similarly, for a non-commutative dynamical system (M, G, β), the predual operator of βs, denoted

β̂s, is defined via

τ(βs(x)Y ) = τ(x β̂s(Y )), x ∈M, Y ∈ L1(M, τ).(2.2)

In particular, one has (β̂s)
∗ = βs for every s ∈ G.

Now let T :M→M be a bounded normal operator. Its adjoint T ∗ :M∗ →M∗ is given by

T ∗(ϕ)(x) = ϕ(T (x)), x ∈M, ϕ ∈M∗.

If ϕ ∈M∗ ⊆M∗, then T ∗(ϕ) also belongs toM∗; hence the restriction T ∗|M∗ :M∗ →M∗ serves as

the predual transformation associated with T .

To streamline notation, we shall not distinguish between T and its predual T ∗|M∗ . Thus, when

ϕ ∈ M∗ and we write T (ϕ), it is to be understood that T acts as the predual map. Under this

convention,

T (ϕ)(x) = ϕ(T (x)), x ∈M, ϕ ∈M∗.(2.3)

3. Maximal Inequality

In this section we establish a maximal inequality associated to a state preserving action of an

amenable group on von Neumann algebra.
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Suppose M be a von Neumann algebra with a f.n.s. trace τ . Then, consider the von Neumann

algebra N =: L∞(G,µ)⊗M and consider the f.n.s trace τ̃ on N , defined by

τ̃ =

∫
G
(·)dµ ⊗ τ

We note that L1(N , τ̃) is identified with L1
(
G,L1(M, τ)

)
. Further, we note that L1(M, τ) can

be identified withM∗ via the following map:

L1(M, τ) ∋ A→ τA ∈M∗,

where τA(x) = τ(Ax) for x ∈ M. This will establish an isometric isomorphism between L1(M, τ)

andM∗. Consequently, L
1
(
G,L1(M, τ)

)
is isometrically isomorphic to L1(G,M∗) via the following

map

L1
(
G,L1(M, τ)

)
∋ f 7→ τf ∈ L1(G;M∗),

where τf (s) =: τf(s). Further, as N = L∞(G,µ)⊗M ∼= L∞(G;M) := the space of weakly measurable

essentially bounded functions from G toM, we obtain that

τ̃f (g) =: τ̃(fg) =

∫
G
τ(f(s)g(s))dµ(s),

where f ∈ L1
(
G,L1(M, τ)

)
and g ∈ L∞(G;M). We also note that τ̃(g) =

∫
G τ(g(s))dµ(s), for g ∈

L∞(G;M). Let (Fn) be a Følner sequence in G and f ∈ L1(G)⊗M∗ Then consider

An(f)(s) =
1

µ(Fn)

∫
Fn

f(st)dµ(t).

Lemma 3.1. Let f ∈ L1 (G,M∗)+ and h ∈ L1(G;L1(M, τ))+ such that

f = τ̃h,

then it follows that

An(f) = τ̃An(h), for all n ∈ N.

Proof. Let g ∈ L∞(G;M) and t ∈ G, then observe that ρt(g) ∈ L∞(G,M), where ρt(g)(s) = g(st−1)

for all s ∈ G. As f = τ̃h, so, we have∫
G
f(s)(ρt(g)(s))dµ =

∫
G
τ(h(s)ρt(g)(s))dµ.

Further, since µ is right-invariant Haar measure, we have∫
G
f(st)(g(s))dµ(s) =

∫
G
τ(h(st)(g(s))dµ(s)

Thus, we observe that∫
G
An(f)(s)(g(s))dµ(s) =

∫
G

1

µ(Fn)

∫
Fn

f(st)(g(s))dµ(t)dµ(s)

=
1

µ(Fn)

∫
Fn

∫
G
f(st)(g(s))dµ(s)dµ(t)
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=
1

µ(Fn)

∫
Fn

∫
G
τ(h(st)(g(s)))dµ(s)dµ(t)

=

∫
G

1

µ(Fn)

∫
Fn

τ(h(st)(g(s)))dµ(t)dµ(s)

=

∫
G
τ(An(h)(s)g(s))dµ(s).

This completes the proof.

□

Then by linearity of the operator An and the weight τ̃ , we observe that for all ν ∈ L1 (G,M∗) there

exists Bν ∈ L1
(
G;L1(M, τ)

)
such that

ν(·) = τ̃(Bν(·)), i.e, ν = τ̃Bν .

We can also have the following observation.

Lemma 3.2. Let e be a projection in N and δ > 0, then ∥e(Bν)e∥ ≤ δ if and only if

|(ν)(exe)| ≤ δτ̃(exe), for all x ∈ N+.

Proof. Suppose

|(ν)(exe)| ≤ δτ̃(exe), for all x ∈ N+,

then for all x ∈ N+, it follows that

|(ν)(exe)| ≤ δτ̃(exe)

⇔|τ̃((Bν)(exe))| ≤ δτ̃(exe)

⇔|τ̃(e(Bν)ex)| ≤ δτ̃(exe)

which is equivalent to ∥e(Bν)e∥ ≤ δ.
□

We recall the following theorem from [CW22] for smooth reference.

Theorem 3.3. Let (Fn) be an admissible Følner sequence in G. Let f ∈ L1
(
G,L1(M, τ)

)
and ε > 0,

then there exists a projection eε in N such that

(1) τ(1− eε) ≤ ∥f∥1
ε and

(2) ∥eεAk(f)e
ε∥ ≤ cε, for all k ∈ N.

Now using the Theorem 3.2 we immediately deduce the following theorem from Theorem 3.3. This

version will be used in our analysis.

Theorem 3.4. Let K be a Borel set in G and f ∈ L1(G;M∗) with supp(f) ⊆ K. Then for given

ε > 0, there exists a projection with eεK in N with supp(eεK) ∈ L∞(K,µ)⊗M satisfying the following

(1) τ̃(1K ⊗ 1− eεK) ≤ ∥f∥1
ε and

(2) ∥Ak(f)(e
ε
Kxe

ε
K)∥ ≤ cετ̃(eεKxeεK), for all x ∈ N+ and k ∈ N.
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Proof. Note that f ∈ L1(G;M∗)+, so, f : G→M∗ is a measurable function and

∥f∥1 =
∫
G
∥f(s)∥ dµ.

Further, note that there exists a h ∈ L1(G;L1(M, τ))+ such that∫
G
f(s)g(s)dµ =

∫
G
τ(h(s)g(s))dµ, for all g ∈ L∞(G;M),

i.e, f = τ̃h. Further, it follows that ∥f∥1 =
∫
G τ(h(s))dµ.

From the Theorem 3.3 recall that, for given h ∈ L1(G;L1(M, τ)) and ε > 0, there exists a projection

eε in N = L∞(G;M) such that

(1) τ̃(1− eε) ≤ ∥f∥1
ε and

(2) ∥eεAk(h)e
ε∥ ≤ cε, forall k ∈ N.

Therefore, as Ak(f) = τ̃Ak(h) (Theorem 3.1), so, from the Theorem 3.2, it follows that

Ak(f)(e
εxeε) ≤ cετ̃((eεxeε), for all x ∈ N+ and k ∈ N.(3.1)

Further, consider

eεK = (1K ⊗ 1)eε,

but for notational convenient we write eεK = 1Ke
ε. As N = L∞(G,µ)⊗M, we note that

(1K ⊗ 1)eε = eε(1K ⊗ 1)eε.

Thus, it follows that eεK is a projection in N . Now since eεK ≤ eε, so, the last part of the theorem

follows from the Equation (3.1).

□

For an admissible Følner sequence (Fn) of G, we consider the following averages:

An(ϕ)(x) =
1

µ(Fn)

∫
Fn

ϕ(αs−1(x))dµ(s), ϕ ∈M∗, x ∈M, n ∈ N,

Remark 3.5. For each n ∈ N, we define probability measures on G by µn(E) = µ(E∩Fn)
µ(Fn)

, where E

is a measurable subset of G. Then observe that

An(ϕ)(x) =

∫
G
ϕ(αs−1(x))dµn(s), ϕ ∈M∗, x ∈M, and

Anf(s) =

∫
G
f(st)dµn(t), f ∈ N∗, s ∈ G.

Moreover, we observe that G has an increasing sequence of compact sets (Kn) such that such that

for all n ∈ N, lim
n→∞

µn(Kn) = µn(G). Now for m ∈ N, we consider

An,m(ϕ)(x) :=

∫
G
ϕ(αs−1(x))χKm(s)dµn(s), ϕ ∈M∗, x ∈M,
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and we notice that

An,m(ϕ) ≤ An(ϕ), and lim
m
An,m(ϕ)(x) = An(ϕ)(x) for all ϕ ∈M∗+, x ∈M+.

Similar observations can also be drawn for (An). Therefore, without loss of generality, we may assume

that the support of µn’s are compact. In fact, we invoke this intermediate assumption only in the

proof of Theorem 3.11 to employ the associated transference principle.

Consider the following set

Kn :=

n⋃
k=1

Fk ∪ {1G},(3.2)

where 1G is the identity element of G and note that Kn is a compact subset of G.

Now we have the following proposition which establishes a relation between the average of the

action An and the average of the function space. It can be proved for both right and left Haar

measure. As a proof is known and straightforward, we omit the proof.

Proposition 3.6. Let F ⊆ G be any compact set, ϕ ∈ M∗ and f ∈ L1(G,M∗) defined by f(t) =

χFKn(t)αt−1(ϕ). Then it follows that

αs−1Ak(ϕ) = Akf(s) for all s ∈ F and k ∈ [n].

where, [n] denotes the set {1, 2, ..., n} ⊂ N.

Remark 3.7. LetM be a von Neumann algebra equipped with a f.n tracial state τ , and a f.n state

ρ. Then we note that there exists a unique A ∈ L1(M, τ)+ such that ρ(·) = τ(A(·)).
We recall that N = L∞(G,µ)⊗M and the f.n.s trace τ̃ defined as τ̃ =

∫
G(·)⊗τ . Further, we consider

the f.n semi-finite weight on N+, defined as ρ̃ =
∫
G(·)⊗ ρ.

Now suppose X = 1⊗A and then note that ρ̃(x) = τ̃(Xx) for all x ∈ N .

For any s > 0, consider the projection qs := χ(1/s,s)(A) ∈ M. Observe that τ(1 − qs)
s→∞−−−→ 0.

Therefore, for every ε > 0, there exists sε > 0 such that τ(1− qsε) < ε. Furthermore, it follows that

Aqsε ≥ 1
sε
qsε .

Now let E be a Borel set in G with µ(E) <∞. Then consider rs = 1E ⊗ qs, then we have

τ̃(1E ⊗ 1− rs)
µ(E)

= τ(1− qs)
s→∞−−−→ 0.

Further, we have τ̃(1E⊗1−rsε )
µ(E) < ε. As X = 1⊗A, we also note that Xrsε ≥ 1

sε
rsε .

Thus, for all 0 ̸= x ∈ rsεN+rsε , we have

ρ̃(x)

τ̃(x)
=
τ̃(Xx)

τ̃(x)
=
τ̃(Xsεx)

τ̃(x)
(since rsεx = x)

≥ 1

sε

τ̃(x)

τ̃(x)
=

1

sε
.
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Thus, it follows that
τ̃(x)

ρ̃(x)
≤ sε, for all x ∈ rsεN+rsε

Now for j ∈ N, suppose ε = 1
4j

and write s 1

4j
= sj , rj =: rsj . For all j ∈ N, we obtain that

τ(1E ⊗ 1− rj)
µ(E)

<
1

4j
and

τ̃(x)

ρ̃(x)
≤ sj , for all x ∈ rjN+rj .(3.3)

We note that sj →∞ as j →∞. Furthermore, observe that the sequence (sj) only depends on ( 1
4j
)

and the Radon Nikodym derivative operator A of ρ with respect to the trace τ .

We list the following lemma and omit the proof, as it is straightforward.

Lemma 3.8. Let f ∈ L1(G,M∗)+, e be a projection in N = L∞(G;M) and δ > 0, such that

f(exe) ≤ δρ̃(exe), for all x ∈ N+.

Then it follows that

f(s)(e(s)xe(s)) ≤ δρ(e(s)xe(s)), for all x ∈M+

and µ-a.e s ∈ G.

Let M be a von Neumann algebra equipped with an f.n.s. weight ρ. We denote the associated

GNS Hilbert space by L2(M, ρ). The algebra M admits a concrete representation as a subalgebra

of B(L2(M, ρ)). For any x ∈M with ρ(x∗x) <∞, we denote by x̂ the corresponding GNS vector in

L2(M, ρ). The inner product on the GNS space will be denoted by ⟨·, ·⟩ρ, and the associated norm by

∥·∥ρ. Furthermore, if ρ is a state, the cyclic and separating vector associated with ρ will be denoted

by Ωρ.

Now we account the following lemma for smooth references, a proof can be found in [BS26].

Lemma 3.9. LetM1 andM2 be two von Neumann algebras. Let φ be an f.n.s. weight onM1, and

let ρ and τ be an f.n. state and an f.n. tracial state onM2, respectively. Suppose that

M1 ⊗ M2 ⊆ B
(
L2(M1 ⊗ M2, φ⊗ ρ)

)
.

Further, let S be an arbitrary set, and {pj(s) : j ∈ N, s ∈ S} ⊆ P(M1) and {xj(s) : j ∈ N, s ∈ S} ⊆
M1 ⊗ M2 be a family of projections and a family of operators, respectively, such that

0 < φ(pj(s)) <∞ and 0 ≤ xj(s) ≤ pj(s)⊗ 1, for all j ∈ N, s ∈ S.

Define

fj(s) :=
pj(s)⊗ 1− xj(s)

φ(pj(s))
, for j ∈ N, s ∈ S.

Then the following statements are equivalent:

(1) lim
j→∞

(φ⊗ ρ)(fj(s)) = 0, uniformly in s ∈ S,

(2) lim
j→∞

(φ⊗ τ)(fj(s)) = 0, uniformly in s ∈ S.
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Let ρ be a f.n. state on M, and let τ be a f.n. tracial state on M. We recall the following

functionals on L∞(G,µ)⊗M:

ρ̃(·) =
(∫

G
⊗ρ
)
(·), and τ̃(·) =

(∫
G
⊗τ
)
(·).

We observe that ρ̃ is a f.n.s. weight, while τ̃ is a f.n.s. tracial weight on L∞(G,µ)⊗M.

Definition 3.10. Let G be amenable group and and (M, G, α) be a non-commutative dynamical

system (cf. Definition 2.5) such that ρ ◦ αs = ρ for all s ∈ G, where ρ is a f.n. state onM. We call

the quadruple (M, G, α, ρ) a kernel.

Theorem 3.11. Let M be a finite von Neumann algebra with a faithful normal tracial state τ , and

let (M, G, α, ρ) be a kernel. For all j ∈ N, let ϕj ∈M∗+ satisfy ∥ϕj∥ ≤ 1
4sj

. Fix υ > 0. Then for all

n ∈ N, there exist a sequence (γj(n))j∈N of positive real numbers and projections {pυn,j : j ∈ N} inM
such that:

(1) lim
j→∞

γj(n) = 0, uniformly in n ∈ N.

(2) ρ(1− pυn,j) ≤ (1 + υ)γj(n) + υ.

(3) For all j ∈ N,

Ak(ϕj)(x) ≤
csj
2sj

ρ(x), for all x ∈ pυj,nM+p
υ
j,n and k ∈ [n].

The constant c depends only on the group G.

Proof. Let n ∈ N, δ, υ > 0, and let the sequence (ϕj)j∈N ⊂ M∗+ with ∥ϕj∥ ≤ 1
4j

for all j ∈ N be

fixed. Conisider the Kn as in Eq. 3.2, i.e,

Kn :=
n⋃

k=1

Fk ∪ {1G},

is a compact subset of G. Then by the amenability of G, choose a compact set F such that

µ(FKn)

µ(F )
< 1 + υ.

Note that µ(FKn) <∞ and F ⊆ FKn as Kn contains the identity element of the group G. Consider

the compact set F ⊆ G and define, for all j ∈ N,

fj(t) := χFKn(t)αt−1(ϕj).

Observe that fj ∈ N∗+ and that ∥fj∥ ≤ µ(KF )∥ϕj∥. Furthermore, we note that

αs−1An(ϕj) = Anfj(s) for all s ∈ F.

For ε = 1
2sj

and for fj ∈ L1(N , τ), by Theorem 3.4, there exists a projection ej,n in N such that

(1) τ̃(χFKn ⊗ 1− ej,n) ≤ 2sj ∥fj∥1 ≤
µ(FKn)

2sj
and

(2) Ak(fj)(ej,nxej,n) ≤ c
2sj
τ̃(ej,nxej,n), k ∈ [n], x ∈ N+ and a.e in µ.
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Now suppose qj,n = ej,n ∧ rj for j ∈ N, where (rj) is the sequence of projections as discussed as in

the Remark 3.7. Then note that

τ̃(χFKn ⊗ 1− qj,n) ≤ τ̃(χFKn ⊗ 1− ej,n) + τ̃(χFKn ⊗ 1− rj)

≤ µ(FKn)

2sj
+
µ(FKn)

4j
= µ(FKn)

(
1

2sj
+

1

4j

)
Let x ∈ qj,nN+qj,n, j ∈ N and k ∈ [n], then note that

Ak(fj)(x) = Ak(fj) (qj,nxqj,n) ≤
c

2sj
τ(ej,nxej,n)

≤ c

2sj
τ̃(x)

=
c

2sj
ρ̃(x)

τ̃(x)

ρ̃(x)

≤ csj
2sj

ρ̃(x) (see Eq.3.3),

Therefore, further from the Theorem 3.8, it follows that

Ak(fj)(s)(qj,n(s)xqj,n(s)) ≤
csj
2sj

ρ(qj,n(s)xqj,n(s)), for all x ∈M+ and k ∈ [n],

a.e µ in s ∈ FKn. As F ⊆ FKn, there exists a Borel set Fµ with µ(F \ Fµ) = 0 and for all s ∈ Fµ,

we have

Ak(fj)(s)(qj,n(s)xqj,n(s)) ≤
csj
2sj

ρ(qj,n(s)xqj,n(s)), for all x ∈M+ and k ∈ [n],(3.4)

For all n ∈ N, we further observe that

τ̃(1− qj,n)
µ(FKn)

≤
(

1

2sj
+

1

4j

)
j→∞−−−→ 0.

Hence,

lim
j→∞

τ̃(1− qj,n)
µ(FKn)

= 0, uniformly in n ∈ N.

Consequently, by Theorem 3.9, we obtain

lim
j→∞

ρ̃(1− qj,n)
µ(FKn)

= 0, uniformly in n ∈ N.

Suppose

γj(n) =
1

µ(FKn)
ρ̃ (1− qj,n) ,

and we have

lim
j→∞

γj(n) = 0,

uniformly in n ∈ N.
Now, we find a tυ ∈ F such that

ρ
(
1− αt−1

υ
(qj,n (tυ))

)
= ρ (1− qj,n (tυ)) since αt−1

υ
(1) = 1 and ρ ◦ αt = ρ.

≤ inf
s∈Fµ

ρ (1− qj,n (s)) + υ.
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We denote pvj,n = αt−1
v
(qj,n(tυ)). Then, we note that

ρ(1− pυj,n) ≤
1

µ(Fµ)

∫
Fµ

ρ (1− qj,n(s)) dµ(s) + υ

≤ µ(FKn)

µ(F )

1

µ(FKn)
ρ̃ (1− qj,n) + υ

≤ (1 + υ)γj(n) + υ.

Furthermore, for all x ∈M+ and k ∈ [n], we observe that

Ak(ϕj)(p
υ
j,nxp

υ
j,n) = Ak(ϕj)

(
αt−1

υ
(qj,n(tυ))

)
x
(
αt−1

υ
(qj,n(tυ))

)
= αt−1

υ
Ak(ϕj) (qj,n(tυ)αtυ(x)qj,n(tυ))

= Ak(fj)(tυ) (qj,n(tυ)αtυ(x)qj,n(tυ))

≤ csj
2sj

(ρ ◦ αtυ)
(
αt−1

υ
(qj,n(tυ)) x αt−1

υ
(qj,n(tυ))

)
≤ csj

2sj
ρ
(
pυj,nxp

υ
j,n

)
, ( as ρ ◦ αtυ = ρ).

□

Corollary 3.12. LetM be a finite von Neumann algebra with a faithful normal tracial state τ , and

let (M, G, α, ρ) be a kernel. For all j ∈ N, let ϕj ∈ M∗s satisfy ∥ϕj∥ ≤ 1
4sj

. Fix υ > 0. Then for all

n ∈ N, there exist a sequence (γj(n))j∈N of positive real numbers and projections {pυn,j : j ∈ N} inM
such that:

(1) lim
j→∞

γj(n) = 0, uniformly in n ∈ N.

(2) ρ(1− pυn,j) ≤ (1 + υ)γj(n) + υ.

(3) For all j ∈ N,

Ak(ϕj)(x) ≤
csj
2sj

ρ(x), for all x ∈ pυn,jM+p
υ
n,j and k ∈ [n].(3.5)

The constant c depends only on the group G.

Proof. Let ϕj ∈M∗s be such that ∥ϕj∥ ≤ 1
4j
. Note that for all j ∈ N, there exist (ϕj)1, (ϕj)2 ∈M∗+

such that ϕj = (ϕj)1 − (ϕj)2 and ∥ϕj∥ = ∥(ϕj)1∥+ ∥(ϕj)2∥.
By applying Theorem 3.11 to ψj = (ϕj)1 + (ϕj)2, we obtain a sequence (γj(n))j∈N of positive real

numbers such that, for all n ∈ N, there exist projections {pυn,j : j ∈ N} inM satisfying:

(1) lim
j→∞

γj(n) = 0 uniformly in n ∈ N.

(2) The inequality

ρ(1− pυn,j) ≤ (1 + υ)γj(n) + υ

holds.

(3) For all j ∈ N, we have

Ak(ψj)(x) ≤
csj
2sj

ρ(x)
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for all x ∈ pυn,jM+p
υ
n,j .

Furthermore, for all x ∈ ei,δ,υn,ε M+e
i,δ,υ
n,ε , and for all j ∈ N and k ∈ N, we have:

|Ak(ϕj)(x)| = |Ak((ϕj)1)(x)−Ak((ϕj)2)(x)|

≤ Ak(ψj)(x)

≤ csj
2sj

ρ(x),

□

Remark 3.13. (1) Corollary 3.12 is analogous to the maximal inequality established in [BS26,

Corollary 3.18], which was proved in the setting of state preserving actions on group metric

measure spaces. In particular, [BS26, Corollary 3.18] concludes with the estimate

|Ak(ϕj)(x)| ≤ Cδ ∥ϕj∥ ∥x∥+
C

2j
ρ(x),

for all x ∈ qδ,υn,jM+ q
δ,υ
n,j and all k ∈ [n], where the family of projections (qδ,υn,j) is defined as in

[BS26, Corollary 3.18].

In our setting, however, the maximal inequality-specifically the Inequality 3.5, is obtained

from the from maximal inequality of [CW22]. As a consequence, no error term of the form

Cδ∥ϕj∥ ∥x∥ appears (see the Inequality 3.5). Instead, we obtain

Ak(ϕj)(x) ≤
csj
2sj

ρ(x), for all x ∈ qυj,nM+q
υ
j,n and k ∈ [n],

where the auxiliary sequence (sj) arises naturally when passing from the trace to the state.

Thus, to obtain the pointwise ergodic theorem, we need to prove an appropriate Banach

principle, which will be established in the next section.

(2) We note that a maximal inequality analogous to [BS23b, Theorem 4.13] can be established

for ergodic averages taken over a suitably chosen Følner sequence in a unimodular amenable

group. This follows from the ergodic average dominance result proved very recently in [CXZ25,

Theorem 3.1].

We also remark that, when G is assumed to be unimodular, the maximal inequality stated

in Theorem 3.12 applies to ergodic averages associated with Følner sequences satisfying struc-

tural properties different from those considered in [CXZ25, Theorem 3.1].

4. Pointwise ergodic theorems

In this section, we study the pointwise convergence of specific ergodic averages. With the weak-type

maximal inequality at our disposal (cf. [CW22]), it remains to establish an appropriate Banach

principle and demonstrate the pointwise convergence of elements from a dense subset.

Throughout this section, we assume thatM is a von Neumann algebra with a faithful normal tracial

state τ and that G, with the right Haar measure, is an amenable group with right Følner sequence

(Fn). Additionally, we assume that (M, G, α) is a non-commutative dynamical system for which
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there exists a faithful normal state ρ onM satisfying ρ ◦ αs = ρ for all s ∈ G, making (M, G, α, ρ) a

kernel.

Before proceeding further, we fix the following notation. Let {γs : s ∈ G} be a family of (appro-

priate) maps acting on a Banach space E. For the associated averaging operators, with a mild abuse

of notations, we write:

• An(·) := 1
µ(Fn)

∫
Fn
γs−1(·) dµ(s) and

• Bn(·) := 1
µ(Fn)

∫
Fn
γs(·) dµ(s).

Strictly speaking, these operators should be denoted by Aγ
n and Bγ

n to emphasize their dependence

on the family {γs}s∈G. However, for notational simplicity, we suppress this dependence and write An

and Bn throughout.

Since ρ ◦ αs = ρ for all s ∈ G, we observe that one can define a unitary us on the G.N.S. space

L2(M, ρ) given by

us(xΩρ) = αs(x)Ωρ,

satisfying us ◦ ut = ust for all s, t ∈ G, where Ωρ is the associated cyclic and separating vector in

L2(M, ρ). Throughout this section, we denote the Hilbert space inner product and norm in the

aforementioned G.N.S. space by ⟨·, ·⟩ρ and ∥·∥ρ, respectively.

Now, we present the following mean ergodic theorem.

Theorem 4.1. Let Fn be Følner sequence with all the notation given in the introduction of this

section. Then, the averages

Bnx :=
1

µ(Fn)

∫
Fn

us(x) dµ(s), x ∈ L2(M, ρ),

converge in ∥·∥ρ.

Proof. Since (L2(M, ρ), G, u) forms a non-commutative dynamical system, we observe that

L2(M, ρ) = F2 ⊕ F⊥
2 ,

where

F2 = {x ∈ L2(M, ρ) : us(x) = x for all s ∈ G},

F⊥
2 = span{y − us(y) : y ∈ L2(M, ρ), s ∈ G}.

Therefore, it suffices to check the convergence of Anx for x = y − us(y), where y ∈ L2(M, ρ) and

s ∈ G. Moreover, we observe that

Bnx =
1

µ(Fn)

∫
Fn

ut(y)dµ(t)−
1

µ(Fn)

∫
Fn

uts(y)dµ(t)

=
1

µ(Fn)

∫
Fn

ut(y)dµ(t)−
1

µ(Fn)

∫
Fns

ut(y)dµ(t)
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=
1

µ(Fn)

∫
G
(χFn − χFns)ut(y)dµ(t)

Consequently, we get

∥Bn(x)∥ ≤
1

µ(Fn)

∫
G
|χFn − χFns| ∥ut(y)∥ dµ(t)

≤ 1

µ(Fn)

∫
G
χFn∆Fns ∥y∥ dµ(t)

= ∥y∥ µ(Fn∆Fns)

µ(Fn)

Since (Fn) is a Følner sequence the R.H.S converges to 0 as n→∞. Hence An(x) converges to 0. □

We recall the following lemma from [BS23b].

Lemma 4.2 ([BS23b, Lemma 4.5]). Let (M, G, α) be a non-commutative dynamical system with

a f.n. state ρ, as described at the beginning of this section. Then, there exists a non-commutative

dynamical system (M′, G, α′), whereM′ is the commutant ofM, such that〈
α′
s(y

′)xΩρ,Ωρ

〉
ρ
=
〈
y′αs−1(x)Ωρ,Ωρ

〉
ρ

for all x ∈M, y′ ∈M′, and s ∈ G.

Let G be an amenable group with a Følner sequence (Fn) and (M,G,α) be dynamical system. Then

we recall the following averages;

An(ν) :=
1

µ(Fn)

∫
Fn

αs−1(ν) dµ(s), ν ∈M∗,

We also recall the following norm convergence result from the same paper, with the additional con-

dition that ρ is invariant under the action of G.

Theorem 4.3 ([BS23b, Theorem 4.6]). For all ν ∈M∗, there exists ν̄ ∈M∗ such that

ν̄ = ∥·∥ - lim
n→∞

An(ν).

Further, if the group G is unimodular and that the Følner sequence {Fn}n∈N is chosen to be symmetric,

then, ν is G-invariant.

Proof. Let L2(M,ρ) be the closure of M with respect to the norm induced from the inner product

⟨·, ·⟩ρ. Then we can define the following contractions on the Hilbert space L2(M,ρ):

ug(xΩρ) = αg(x)Ωρ, x ∈Ms, g ∈ G.

Now, consider

Bn :=
1

m(Fn)

∫
Fn

ug dµ(g).

Then by the von Neumann mean ergodic theorem, it follows that for all ξ ∈ L2(M,ρ), Tn(ξ) converges

to Pξ strongly, where P is the orthogonal projection of L2(M,ρ) onto the subspace

{ξ ∈ L2(M,ρ) : ugξ = ξ for all g ∈ G}.
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Let x ∈M , then it follows that Tn(xΩ) converges in L
2(M,ρ).

Let y1, y2 ∈ M ′(σ) and define ψy1,y2(x) = ⟨xy1Ωρ, y2Ωρ⟩ρ for all x ∈ M . Then by the discussion

just before Remark 4.3, there exists a z ∈ M such that y∗1y2Ωρ = zΩρ, where z = Jσi/2(y
∗
2y1)J .

Consequently, for x ∈M ,

An(ψy1,y2)(x) =
1

µ(Fn)

∫
Fn

⟨αg−1(x)y1Ωρ, y2Ωρ⟩ρ dµ(g)

=
1

µ(Fn)

∫
Fn

⟨αg−1(x)Ωρ, y
∗
1y2Ωρ⟩ρ dµ(g)

=
1

µ(Fn)

∫
Fn

⟨αg−1(x)Ωρ, zΩρ⟩ρ dµ(g).

=
1

µ(Fn)

∫
Fn

⟨xΩρ, u
∗
g−1(zΩρ)⟩ρ dµ(g)

= ⟨xΩρ, Bn(zΩρ)⟩ρ dµ(g).

Hence, for all x ∈M ,

An(ψy1,y2)(x)→ ⟨xΩρ, η⟩ρ, where η = lim
n→∞

An(zΩρ).

Consider ψy1,y2 ∈M∗ defined by

ψy1,y2(x) = ⟨xΩρ, η⟩ρ, x ∈M.

Then by standard argument it follows that

ψy1,y2 ◦ αg = ψy1,y2 for all g ∈ G,

and

∥ψy1,y2∥ = ∥ · ∥1 − lim
n→∞

Bn(ψy1,y2).

Hence the result follows since the set

{ψy1,y2 : y1, y2 ∈M ′(σ)}

is total in M∗.

□

Remark 4.4. Now, if G is unimodular, we can take (Fn)n∈N to be symmetric and left and right

Følner both. In that case, ν is G invariant. Indeed, for ν ∈M∗, recall that

An(ν) =
1

ν(Fn)

∫
Fn

ν ◦ αg−1 dµ(g), and ν = ∥ · ∥1 − lim
n→∞

An(ν).

Fix h ∈ G, we observe that ν ◦ αh = ν. Indeed, we notice that

An(ν) ◦ αh =
1

µ(Fn)

∫
Fn

ν ◦ αg−1 ◦ αh dµ(g) =
1

µ(Fn)

∫
Fn

ν ◦ αg−1h dµ(g)

=
1

µ(Fn)

∫
Fn

ν ◦ α(h−1g)−1 dµ(g)
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=
1

µ(Fn)

∫
h−1Fn

ν ◦ αg−1 dµ(g) [ by unimodularity]

Hence the difference is

An(ν) ◦ αh −An(ν) =
1

µ(Fn)

(∫
h−1Fn

−
∫
Fn

)
ν ◦ αg−1 dµ(g).

Taking the norm (dual norm on M∗) and using ∥ν ◦ αg−1∥ ≤ ∥ν∥ we get the estimate

∥An(ν) ◦ αh −An(ν)∥ ≤
1

µ(Fn)

∫
Fn∆(h−1Fn)

∥ν ◦ αg−1∥ dµ(g) ≤ ∥ν∥
µ
(
Fn∆(h−1Fn)

)
µ(Fn)

.

Because {Fn} is a Følner sequence and G is unimodular (so left and right Haar measures agree), the

ratio
µ
(
Fn∆(h−1Fn)

)
µ(Fn)

→ 0 (n→∞).

Thus ∥An(ν) ◦ αh −An(ν)∥ → 0 as n→∞. Passing to the ∥ · ∥1–limit that defines ν yields

ν ◦ αh = ν.

Since h ∈ G was chosen arbitrarily, ν is G–invariant.

We obtain the following convergence result for a noncommutative dynamical system.

Lemma 4.5. Let (E,G, γ) be a dynamical system, where (E, ∥·∥) is a Banach space. Then, for every

k ∈ N and a ∈ E, we have

lim
n→∞

∥Bn(a−Bk(a))∥ = 0,

where

Bm(a) :=
1

µ(Fm)

∫
Fm

γs(a) dµ(s), m ∈ N.

Proof. For all n ∈ N, we have

Bn(a−Bk(a)) =
1

µ(Fn)

∫
Fn

[
γs(a)− γs(Bk(a))

]
dµ(s)

=
1

µ(Fn)

∫
Fn

[
γs(a)− γs

(
1

µ(Fk)

∫
Fk

γt(a)dµ(t)

)]
dµ(s)

=
1

µ(Fn)

1

µ(Fk)

∫
Fn

∫
Fk

(
γs(a)− γst(a)

)
dµ(t)dµ(s)

=
1

µ(Fn)

1

µ(Fk)

∫
Fk

∫
Fn

(
γs(a)− γst(a)

)
dµ(s)dµ(t) (by Fubini’s theorem)

=
1

µ(Fk)

∫
Fk

1

µ(Fn)

(∫
Fn

γs(a)dµ(s)−
∫
Fnt

γs(a)dµ(s)

)
dµ(t)

=
1

µ(Fk)

∫
Fk

1

µ(Fn)

(∫
G
(χFn − χFnt)(s)γs(a)dµ(s)

)
dµ(t).
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We observe that |χFn − χFnt| = χFn∆Fnt. Since supg∈G ∥γs∥ is finite, we get

∥Bn(a−Bk(a))∥ ≤
1

µ(Fk)

∫
Fk

( 1

µ(Fn)

∫
G
|(χFn − χFnt)(s)| ∥γs(a)∥ dµ(s)

)
dµ(t)

≤
∥a∥ supg∈G ∥γg∥

µ(Fk)

∫
Fk

µ(Fn∆Fnt)

µ(Fn)
dµ(t)

Since the functions gn(t) = µ(Fn∆Fnt)
µ(Fn)

are bounded on Fk with µ(Fk) < ∞ for each k ∈ N, and

converges to 0 pointwise (by the definition of amenability), by the Dominated Convergence Theorem,

we obtain for every k ∈ N and a ∈ E,

lim
n→∞

∥Bn(a−Bk(a))∥ = 0.

□

Given a kernel (M, G, α, ρ), we observe that by Theorem 4.3, it follows that ∥·∥1 − limn→∞Bn(ν)

exists for all ν ∈M∗, and the limit is denoted by ν̄.

We recall another result from [BS23b], which identifies a dense subset ofM∗ such that for elements

of this set, the ergodic averages converge in a manner that is similar to bilateral almost uniform

convergence. This result requires that the group G be unimodular, due to our use of remark 4.4.

Proposition 4.6 ([BS23b], Lemma 4.9). Consider the following set:

W1 := {ν −Ak(ν) + ν̄ : k ∈ N, ν ∈M∗+ with ν ≤ λρ for some λ > 0}.

(i) Define W =W1 −W1. Then, W is dense inM∗s.

(ii) For all ν ∈ W, we have

lim
n→∞

sup
x∈M+,x̸=0

|(An(ν)− ν̄)(x)|
ρ(x)

= 0.(4.1)

Proof. (i): The proof follows from a similar argument as in the proof of [BS23b, Lemma 4.9, Part

(i)]. Let µ ∈ M∗+ and ε > 0. By lemma 3.19 from [Hia21], we find a ν ∈ M∗+ with ν ≤ λρ for

some λ > 0, such that ∥µ− ν∥ < ε/2. Further, by 4.3 we know that An(ν) is convergent, and write

ν̄ = limn→∞An(ν). So there exists an n0 ∈ N such that

∥ν̄ −An0(ν)∥ ≤ ε/2.

Therefore by the triangle inequality, we have

∥µ− (ν −An0(ν)− ν̄)∥ ≤ ∥µ− ν∥+ ∥An0(ν)− ν̄∥ < ε.

Now for µ ∈M∗s, we write µ = µ+ − µ−, where µ+, µ− are normal positive linear functionals. Thus,

it follows that W is dense in M∗s.

(ii): Fix k ∈ N and consider νk := ν −Ak(ν) + ν̄. It suffices to prove Eq. 4.1 for νk.

Now, since

An(νk)− ν̄ = An(ν −Ak(ν))
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for all n ∈ N, it follows from Lemma 4.5 that νk = ν̄.

Since ν ≤ λρ, by [BS23b, Lemma 4.4], there exists a unique y′1 ∈M′
+ with y′1 ≤ λ such that

ν(x) =
〈
y′1xΩρ,Ωρ

〉
ρ

for all x ∈M.

For y′ ∈M′, we write

Bn(y
′) :=

1

µ(Fn)

∫
Fn

α′
s(y

′)dµ(s).

By Lemma 4.2, we obtain〈
Bn(y

′)xΩρ,Ωρ

〉
ρ
=
〈
y′An(x)Ωρ,Ωρ

〉
ρ
, for all x ∈M, y′ ∈M′,

here

An(x) :=
1

µ(Fn)

∫
Fn

αs−1(x)dµ(s).

For all n ∈ N and x ∈M+, we obtain

|(An(νk)− ν̄)(x)| = |(νk − ν̄)(An(x))|

= |(ν −Ak(ν))(An(x))| (since νk := ν −Ak(ν) + ν̄)

= |ν(An(x))− ν(Ak(An(x)))| (as Bk(ν)(·) = ν(Bk(·)))

=
∣∣∣〈y′1An(x)Ωρ,Ωρ

〉
ρ
−
〈
y′1Ak(An(x))Ωρ,Ωρ

〉
ρ

∣∣∣
(since ν(·) =

〈
y′1(·)Ωρ,Ωρ

〉
ρ
)

=
∣∣∣〈(y′1 −Bk(y

′
1))An(x)Ωρ,Ωρ

〉
ρ

∣∣∣
=
∣∣∣〈Bn(y

′
1 −Bk(y

′
1))xΩρ,Ωρ

〉
ρ

∣∣∣ , (by Lemma 4.2)

≤
∥∥Bn(y

′
1 −Bk(y

′
1))
∥∥
ρ
ρ(x).

Moreover, since Lemma 4.5 ensures that limn→∞ ∥Bn(y
′
1 −Bk(y

′
1))∥ρ = 0, we conclude that

lim
n→∞

sup
x∈M+,x̸=0

|(An(νk)− ν̄k)(x)|
ρ(x)

= lim
n→∞

sup
x∈M+,x̸=0

|(An(νk)− ν̄)(x)|
ρ(x)

= 0.

This completes the proof. □

Remark 4.7. (1) From Proposition 4.6, we begin by observing that for every p ∈ P(M) and

ν ∈ W, one has

lim
n→∞

sup
x∈pM+p

x̸=0

|(An(ν)− ν̄)(x)|
ρ(x)

= 0.

(2) Let M be a von Neumann algebra equipped with a faithful normal tracial state τ , and let

ν ∈ W. Since ρ ∈M∗+, there exists a unique element X ∈ L1(M, τ)+ such that

ρ(x) = τ(Xx), for all x ∈M.
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For each s > 0, define the projection qs := χ(1/s, s)(X) ∈M. Note that

τ(1− qs) −−−→
s→∞

0.

Consequently, for any ε > 0, there exists s0 > 0 such that τ(1− qs0) < ε. Moreover, we have

the operator inequality Xqs0 ≤ s0qs0 . Hence, for every nonzero element x ∈ qs0M+qs0 ,

ρ(x)

τ(x)
=
τ(Xx)

τ(x)
=
τ(Xqs0x)

τ(x)

≤ τ(s0x)

τ(x)
= s0.

It therefore follows from Proposition 4.6 that

lim
n→∞

sup
x∈pM+p

x̸=0

|(An(ν)− ν̄)(x)|
τ(x)

≤ s0 lim
n→∞

sup
x∈pM+p

x̸=0

|(An(ν)− ν̄)(x)|
ρ(x)

= 0.

Throughout the remainder of this section, we assume that the von Neumann algebraM is endowed

with a faithful normal tracial state τ .

The next result establishes a suitable Banach principle, which plays a central role in deriving ergodic

convergence results. To this end, we first introduce the notion of bilateral almost uniform (b.a.u.)

convergence for sequences in the predualM∗.

Definition 4.8. Let (νn)n∈N be a sequence inM∗ and let ν ∈M∗. We say that νn converges to ν in

the bilateral almost uniform (b.a.u.) topology if, for every ε > 0, there exists a projection p ∈ P(M)

with τ(1− p) < ε such that

lim
n→∞

sup
x∈pM+p

x̸=0

|(νn − ν)(x)|
τ(x)

= 0.

Remark 4.9. Let (νn)n∈N ⊂M∗ and ν ∈ M∗. By Proposition 2.4, there exist a sequence (Xn)n∈N

and an element X ∈ L1(M, τ) such that νn(x) = τ(Xnx) and ν(x) = τ(Xx) for all x ∈M.

We claim that (νn) converges to ν in the b.a.u. topology, in the sense of Definition 4.8, if and

only if the corresponding sequence (Xn) converges to X bilaterally almost uniformly in L1(M, τ), as

in Definition 2.1. Indeed, assume first that νn → ν in b.a.u. Then, for every ε > 0, there exists a

projection e ∈ P(M) with τ(1− e) < ε such that for every δ > 0, one can find n0 ∈ N satisfying, for

all n ≥ n0,

|(νn − ν)(exe)| ≤ δ τ(exe), ∀x ∈M+ \ {0}.

Using the trace representation, this inequality is equivalent to

|τ((Xn −X)(exe))| ≤ δ τ(exe), ∀x ∈M+ \ {0},
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which, by the faithfulness of τ , is in turn equivalent to

∥e(Xn −X)e∥ ≤ δ.

Consequently, Xn → X in the b.a.u. sense. The converse implication follows by reversing the above

arguments.

The following proposition shows that the predualM∗ is complete with respect to the b.a.u. topology.

Proposition 4.10. Every b.a.u.-Cauchy sequence (νn)n∈N inM∗ converges in the b.a.u. topology to

some ν ∈M∗.

Proof. The assertion follows directly from Theorem 2.2 together with Remark 4.9. □

We now prove the Banach principle.

Theorem 4.11 (Banach principle). Suppose G is a l.c.s.c. amenable group with admissible Følner

sequence (Fn)n∈N, and letM be a finite von Neumann algebra equipped with a faithful normal tracial

state τ and a faithful normal state ρ.

Let (M, G, α) be a non-commutative dynamical system such that ρ ◦ αg = ρ for all g ∈ G, i.e.,
(M, G, α, ρ) forms a kernel. Then, the following set

C = {ϕ ∈M∗s | An(ϕ) converges in b.a.u.}

is closed inM∗s.

Proof. Let (ϕn) be a sequence in C, converging to ϕ ∈M∗s in norm, i.e.,

lim
n→∞

∥ϕn − ϕ∥ = 0.

Then, we need to show that ϕ ∈ C.
First, we note that since ρ ∈M∗+, there exists a unique X ∈ L1(M, τ)+ such that ρ(x) = τ(Xx)

for all x ∈ M. Then, for any s > 0, consider the projection qs := 1(1/s,s)(X) ∈ M. Observe that

(1− qs)
s→∞−−−→ 0 in the strong operator topology (SOT).

Let θ > 0 be arbitrary. Therefore, there exists an s0 > 0 such that τ(1 − qs0) < θ
2 . Further, this

implies Xqs0 ≤ s0qs0 . Thus, for all 0 ̸= x ∈ qs0M+qs0 , we have

ρ(x)

τ(x)
=
τ(Xx)

τ(x)
=
τ(Xqs0x)

τ(x)
(since qs0x = x)

≤ τ(s0x)

τ(x)
= s0.

(4.2)

Since limn→∞ ∥ϕ− ϕn∥ = 0, possibly passing through a subsequence, we can assume that

∥ϕ− ϕj∥ <
1

4sj
for all j ∈ N.

Furthermore, note that ϕ− ϕj ∈M∗s for all j ∈ N. Now, using Corollary 3.12 for n = N , υ = 1
2i
,

we obtain positive reals (γj(N))N∈N and projections qiN,j := q
1

2i

N,j inM for j,N ∈ N such that:
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(1) lim
j→∞

γj(N) = 0, uniformly in N ∈ N,

(2) ρ(1− qiN,j) ≤ (1 + 1
2i
)γj(N) + 1

2i
, and

(3) for all j ∈ N,

An(ϕ− ϕj)(x) ≤
csj
2sj

ρ(x) for all x ∈ qiN,jM+q
i
N,j and n ∈ [N ].

Now denote qN,j = qjN,j

We have,

ρ(1− qN,j) ≤ (1 +
1

2j
)γj(N) +

1

2j

for all N ∈ N. Now, it immediately follows that

lim
j→∞

ρ(1− qN,j) = 0, uniformly in N ∈ N.

We use Lemma 3.9. LetM1 = L∞(G) andM2 =M, take S to be the set of natural numbers N, let
xj(n) = qj,n and pj(n) = χFn∀n ∈ N. Note that fj(N) =

pj(N)⊗1−qj,N
µ(FN ) , ∀N ∈ N. We have,

lim
j→∞

(φ⊗ ρ)(χFN
⊗ (1− qN,j))

φ(χFN
)

= 0

=⇒ lim
j→∞

(φ⊗ τ)(χFN
⊗ (1− qN,j))

φ(χFN )
= 0 by Lemma 3.10

=⇒ lim
j→∞

φ(χFN
)τ(1− qN,j))

φ(χFN
)

= 0

=⇒ lim
j→∞

τ(1− qN,j) = 0, uniformly in N ∈ N.

Therefore, there exists a subsequence (jl)l∈N such that

τ(1− qN,jl) <
θ

2l+2
, for all N ∈ N.

Since ϕj ∈ C for all j ∈ N, there exists a sequence of projections (fj) in P(M) and a strictly

increasing sequence (Nj) ⊆ N such that

(1) τ(1− fj) <
θ

2j+2
, for all j ∈ N,

(2) sup
x∈fjM+fj ,x̸=0

∣∣(An(ϕj)−Am(ϕj)
)
(x)
∣∣

τ(x)
<

1

2j
, for all n,m ≥ Nj .

Now, for all l ∈ N, we define ql := qNjl+1
,jl . Then, we note that

(1) τ(1− ql) ≤
θ

2l+2
,

(2) An(ϕ− ϕjl)(qlxql) ≤
csjl
2sjl

ρ(qlxql), for all n ∈ [Njl+1
].
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Moreover, for the subsequence (jl), we have

τ(1− fjl) ≤
θ

2jl+2
.

Finally, consider the projection

e =

(∧
l∈N
ql

)∧(∧
l∈N
fjl

)∧
qs0 .

Then, we have τ(1− e) < θ and, for all 0 ̸= x ∈ eM+e, assuming Njl ≤ n,m ≤ Njl+1
, we obtain∣∣(An(ϕ)−Am(ϕ)

)
(x)
∣∣

τ(x)

=

∣∣(An(ϕ)−An(ϕjl) +An(ϕjl)−Am(ϕjl) +Am(ϕjl)−Am(ϕ)
)
(x)
∣∣

τ(x)

≤
∣∣(An(ϕ)−An(ϕjl)

)
(x)
∣∣

τ(x)
+

∣∣(An(ϕjl)−Am(ϕjl)
)
(x)
∣∣

τ(x)
+

∣∣(Am(ϕjl)−Am(ϕ)
)
(x)
∣∣

τ(x)

≤
∣∣(An(ϕ− ϕjl)

)
(x)
∣∣

τ(x)
+

∣∣(An(ϕjl)−Am(ϕjl)
)
(x)
∣∣

τ(x)
+

∣∣(Am(ϕjl − ϕ)
)
(x)
∣∣

τ(x)

≤

(∣∣(An(ϕ− ϕjl)
)
(x)
∣∣

ρ(x)
+

∣∣(Am(ϕjl − ϕ)
)
(x)
∣∣

ρ(x)

)
ρ(x)

τ(x)
+

∣∣(An(ϕjl)−Am(ϕjl)
)
(x)
∣∣

τ(x)

≤
(
2csjl
2sjl

)
s0 +

1

2sjl
=

(2csjls0 + 1)

2sjl
, (by Eq. 4.2).

Since jl →∞ as m,n→∞, it follows that

lim
m,n→∞

sup
x∈eM+e,x̸=0

∣∣(An(ϕ)−Am(ϕ)
)
(x)
∣∣

τ(x)
= 0.

Therefore, (An(ϕ))n∈N is Cauchy in b.a.u. Thus, by Proposition 4.10, it follows that (An(ϕ))n∈N is

convergent in b.a.u., which implies that the set C is closed inM∗s. □

The following results require that G is unimodular, due to our use of proposition 4.6(ii).We conclude

with the following ergodic theorem.

Theorem 4.12. Let (M, G, α, ρ) be a kernel, and let τ be a faithful normal tracial state onM. For

any ϕ ∈ M∗, there exists an element ϕ̄ ∈ M∗ such that, for every ε > 0, one can find a projection

e ∈M satisfying τ(1− e) < ε and

lim
n→∞

sup
x∈eM+e

x̸=0

∣∣(An(ϕ)− ϕ̄)(x)
∣∣

τ(x)
= 0.

Proof. The assertion is an immediate consequence of Proposition 4.6 and Theorem 4.11, combined

with Remark 4.7. □

Let (M, G, α, ρ) be a kernel, and let τ be a faithful normal tracial state onM. We next reformulate

Theorem 4.12 in the framework of the noncommutative L1-space L1(M, τ). For a given element
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X ∈ L1(M, τ), recall from the Eq.2.2 the associated ergodic averages

An(X) :=
1

µ(Fn)

∫
Fn

α̂s−1(X) dµ(s).

Theorem 4.13. Let (M, G, α, ρ) be a kernel, and let X ∈ L1(M, τ). Then there exists X̄ ∈ L1(M, τ)

such that the sequence (An(X)) converges bilaterally almost uniformly to X̄.

Proof. The conclusion follows directly from Theorem 4.12 together with Remark 4.9. □

Remark 4.14. In view of Theorem 4.13, we observe that a non-commutative pointwise ergodic

theorem, analogous to [BS23b, Theorem 4.17], can be obtained for ergodic averages taken along the

Følner sequences associated with an unimodular amenable group action considered in the dominance

result of [CXZ25, Theorem 3.1].

5. Stochastic Ergodic Theorem

This section brings together the results developed so far in order to derive a stochastic ergodic

theorem. Throughout, we assume that M ⊆ B(H) is a von Neumann algebra endowed with a

faithful normal tracial state τ , and that we work in the associated noncommutative space L1(M, τ).

Moreover, we assume that G is a unimodular amenable group admitting a symmetric admissible

Følner sequence (Fn).

We consider a noncommutative dynamical system (M, G, α). As before, for each X ∈ L1(M, τ)

we define the corresponding ergodic averages by

An(X) :=
1

µ(Fn)

∫
Fn

α∗
s(ν) dµ(s) =

1

µ(Fn)

∫
Fn

α̂s−1(X) dµ(s).

Relying on the preceding results, we now establish a stochastic ergodic theorem for the averages

An(·). To this end, we first recall the following decomposition theorem from [BS23b].

Theorem 5.1 (Neveu Decomposition). Let (M, G, α) be a noncommutative dynamical system, and

let τ be a faithful normal tracial state on M. Then there exist projections e1, e2 ∈ P(M) satisfying

e1 + e2 = 1 and e1e2 = 0, with the following properties:

(i) There exists a G-invariant normal state ρ onM whose support projection is s(ρ) = e1.

(ii) There exists an element x0 ∈M with support s(x0) = e2 such that

1

µ(Fn)

∫
Fn

αs(x0) dµ(s) −−−→
n→∞

0 in ∥·∥ .

Moreover, the projections s(ρ) and s(x0) are uniquely determined.

We next record several basic consequences of this decomposition, following [BS23b].

(1) For every g ∈ G and i = 1, 2, the projections ei are α-invariant, that is, αg(ei) = ei.

(2) The restriction of α to the reduced von Neumann algebra Mei := eiMei induces an action

by automorphisms. Consequently, for each i = 1, 2, the triple (Mei , G, α) forms a noncom-

mutative dynamical system.
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(3) For i = 1, 2 and all g ∈ G, the induced predual action α̂g on L1(M, τ) satisfies

α̂g(eiXei) = eiα̂g(X)ei, ∀X ∈ L1(M, τ).

As a consequence, the ergodic averages obey

eiAn(X)ei = An(eiXei), ∀X ∈ L1(M, τ), n ∈ N, i = 1, 2.

For i = 1, 2, we define the normalized traces τei :=
1

τ(ei)
τ |eiMei . We are now in a position to state

the main convergence result.

Theorem 5.2. Let (M, G, α) be a noncommutative dynamical system, and let τ be a faithful normal

tracial state on M. Let e1, e2 ∈ M be the projections arising from the Neveu decomposition. Then

the following assertions hold:

(i) For every B ∈ L1(Me1 , τe1), there exists B̄ ∈ L1(Me1 , τe1) such that An(B) converges bilat-

erally almost uniformly to B̄. In addition, An(B) converges to B̄ in measure.

(ii) For every B ∈ L1(Me2 , τe2), the sequence An(B) converges to 0 in measure.

Moreover, for any X ∈ L1(M, τ), there exists an element Z ∈ L1(M, τ) such that An(X) converges

to Z in measure and satisfies

e1Ze1 = Z, e2Ze2 = 0.

Proof. Given the Neveu decomposition (Theorem 5.1) and the b.a.u. convergence result of Theo-

rem 4.13, the argument proceeds verbatim as in [BS23b, Section 5]. □

Acknowledgements: P. Bikram acknowledges the support of the grant ANRF/ARGM/2025/001021/MTR,

Government of India.

References

[AAB+10] Claire Anantharaman, Jean-Philippe Anker, Martine Babillot, Aline Bonami, Bruno Demange, Sandrine

Grellier, François Havard, Philippe Jaming, Emmanuel Lesigne, Patrick Maheux, Jean-Pierre Otal, Barbara
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[CW22] Léonard Cadilhac and Simeng Wang, Noncommutative maximal ergodic inequalities for amenable groups,

arXiv preprint arXiv:2206.12228 (2022).

[CXZ25] Ujan Chakraborty, Runlian Xia, and Joachim Zacharias, Ergodic average dominance for unimodular

amenable groups, arXiv preprint arXiv:2512.12894 (2025).



28 P. BIKRAM, HARIHARAN G, S. KUNDU, AND D. SAHA

[Hia21] Fumio Hiai, Lectures on selected topics in von neumann algebras, EMS Press Berlin, 2021.

[HLW21] Guixiang Hong, Ben Liao, and Simeng Wang, Noncommutative maximal ergodic inequalities associated with

doubling conditions, Duke Mathematical Journal 170 (2021), no. 2, 205–246. MR 4202493

[JX07] Marius Junge and Quanhua Xu, Noncommutative maximal ergodic theorems, Journal of the American Math-

ematical Society 20 (2007), no. 2, 385–439. MR 2276775
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