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Abstract

In the study of the Novikov conjecture, property A and coarse embedding of metric
spaces were introduced by Yu and Gromov, respectively. The main topic of the thesis is
property A and coarse embedding for locally compact second countable groups. We prove
that many of the results that are known to hold in the discrete setting, hold also in the
locally compact setting.

In a joint work with Deprez, we show that property A is equivalent to amenability
at infinity and the strong Novikov conjecture is true for every locally compact group that
embeds coarsely into a Hilbert space (see Article A).

In a joint work with Deprez, we show a number of permanence properties of property A
and coarse embeddability into Hilbert spaces (see section 4).

In section 6 we give a completely bounded Schur multiplier characterization of locally
compact groups with property A. In particular, weakly amenable groups have property A.

In a joint work with Knudby, we characterize the connected simple Lie groups with the
discrete topology that have different approximation properties (see Article B). Moreover,
we give a contractive Schur multiplier characterization of locally compact groups coarsely
embeddable into Hilbert spaces (see Article C). Consequently, all locally compact groups
whose weak Haagerup constant is 1 embed coarsely into Hilbert spaces.

In a joint work with Brodzki and Cave, we show that exactness of a locally compact
second countable group is equivalent to amenability at infinity, which solves an open problem
raised by Anantharaman-Delaroche (see section 8).

Resumé

I undersggelsen af Novikovs formodning, blev egenskab A og grov indlejring af metriske
rum indfgrt af henholdsvis Yu og Gromov. Hovedemnet for denne athandling er egenskab A
og grov indlejring for lokalkompakte andentellelige grupper. Vi viser, at mange af de kendte
resultater fra det diskrete tilfselde ogsa holder i det lokalkompakte tilfaelde.

I samarbejde med Deprez, vises, at egenskab A svarer til amenabilitet ved uendelig, og at
den staerke Novikov-formodning er sand for enhver lokalkompakt gruppe, der indlejrer groft
i et Hilbertrum (se artikel A).

I samarbejde med Deprez, vises, at egenskab A og grov indlejring i Hilbertrum bevares
ved en rackke almindelige konstruktioner (se afsnit 4).

I afsnit 6 gives en karakterisering af lokalkompakte grupper med egenskab A ved brug af
fuldsteendigt begraensede Schur-multiplikatorer. Dette viser, at svagt amenable grupper har
egenskab A.

I samarbejde med Knudby, karakteriseres de sammenhaengende simple Lie-grupper der,
udstyret med den diskrete topologi, har forskellige approksimationsegenskaber (se artikel B).
Desuden gives en karakterisering af lokalkompakte grupper groft indlejret i Hilbertrum ved
brug af kontraherende Schur-multiplikatorer (se artikel C). Derfor indlejrer alle lokalkom-
pakte grupper, hvis svage Haagerup konstant er 1, groft i Hilbertrum.

I samarbejde med Brodzki og Cave, vises, at eksakthed af en lokalkompakt andentael-

lelig gruppe svarer til amenabilitet ved uendelig. Dette lgser et dbent problem stillet af
Anantharaman-Delaroche (se afsnit 8).
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1. Introduction

Gromov introduced the notion of coarse embeddability of metric spaces and suggested that
finitely generated discrete groups that are coarsely embeddable in a Hilbert space, when
viewed as metric spaces with a word length metric, might satisfy the Novikov conjecture
[33, 37]. Yu showed that this is indeed the case, provided that the classifying space is
a finite CW-complex [89]. In the same paper Yu introduced a weak form of amenability
on discrete metric spaces that he called property A, which guarantees the existence of a
coarse embedding into Hilbert space. Higson and Roe proved in [50] that the metric space
underlying a finitely generated discrete group has property A if and only if it admits a
topologically amenable action on some compact Hausdorff space. Ozawa showed in [70] that
a discrete group admits a topologically amenable action on a compact Hausdorff space if and
only if the group is exact. In the case of property A groups, Higson strengthened Yu’s result
by removing the finiteness assumption on the classifying space [47]. Indeed, he proved that
the Baum-Connes assembly map with coefficients, for any countable discrete group which
has a topologically amenable action on a compact Hausdorff space, is split-injective. Baum,
Connes and Higson showed that this implies the Novikov conjecture [7]. Using Higson’s
descent technique (see [47]), Skandalis, Tu and Yu [81] were able to generalize the split-
injectivity result to arbitrary discrete groups which admit a coarse embedding into Hilbert
space, and hence they answered Gromov’s question.

All mathematical concepts mentioned above, except for the Novikov conjecture, not only
make sense in the discrete setting but also in the locally compact setting. The main topic
of my Ph.D. thesis is to study property A and coarse embedding on locally compact second
countable groups. In the following, we show that many of the results that are known to hold
in the discrete setting, hold also in the locally compact setting.

2. The Baum-Connes conjecture and the strong Novikov conjecture

The Baum-Connes conjecture was first introduced by Paul Baum and Alain Connes in 1982
[6]' and its current formulation was given in [7]. The origins of the conjecture go back to
Connes’ foliation theory [21] and Baum’s geometric description of K-homology theory [8].
Let us first state the Baum-Connes conjecture with coefficients and provide some scientific
background for the conjecture. Consider a second countable locally compact group G and
a separable G-C*-algebra A. Let £(G) denote a locally compact universal proper G-space.
Such a space always exists and unique up to G-homotopy equivalence [7, 57]. In many cases
there is a natural model for £(G) with geometric interpretation ([7], [57]). The topological
K-theory of G with coefficient A is defined as follows:

Ki (G, A) = lim KK (Co(X), A),

where X runs through all G-invariant subspaces of £(G) such that X/G is compact, and
KKG&(Cy(X), A) denotes Kasparov’s equivariant KK-theory [56]. Baum, Connes and Higson
[7] produces a particular map between the topological K-theory of G with coefficient A,
K'"P(G, A) and the operator K-theory of the reduced crossed product C*-algebra A x,. G,
called the assembly map

pa K9P (G, A) — K. (A, G).

1However7 the paper was published 18 years later.
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3. PROPERTY A AND COARSE EMBEDDING 6

CONJECTURE 1 (The Baum-Connes Conjecture with Coefficients). Let G be a second count-
able locally compact group. The assembly map p4 is an isomorphism of abelian groups for
every separable G-C*-algebra A.

The conjecture itself provides a way to compute the operator K-theory of A %, G from the
equivariant K-homology theory. The Baum-Connes conjecture with coefficients has been
proved for some large families of groups. In particular, Higson and Kasparov [49] proved the
Baum-Connes conjecture with coefficients for groups having the Haagerup property, which
contain all locally compact amenable groups. In 2012, Lafforgue [64] proved it for all word-
hyperbolic groups. However, the Baum-Connes conjecture with coefficients is known to be
false in general. The first counterexamples were obtained by Higson, Lafforgue and Skandalis
in [48] for certain classes of Gromov’s random groups [38], [4], [69].

The Baum-Connes conjecture with coefficients consists of two parts, injectivity of the assem-
bly map and surjectivity of the assembly map. The injective part of the conjecture is called
"the strong Novikov conjecture":

CONJECTURE 2 (The Strong Novikov Conjecture). Let G be a second countable locally
compact group. The assembly map u4 is injective for every separable G-C*-algebra A.

The strong Novikov conjecture for countable discrete groups implies the Novikov conjecture
on homotopy invariance of higher signatures [7]. This is the reason for the name of this
conjecture. As far as I know, at present there are no known counterexamples to the strong
Novikov conjecture. As mentioned in the introduction, the strong Novikov conjecture holds
for countable groups which admit a coarse embedding into Hilbert space [81]. Later, Chabert,
Echterhoff and Oyono-Oyono showed in [14] that the strong Novikov conjecture is still true
for locally compact second countable groups that admit a topologically amenable action on
some compact Hausdorff space.

The strong Novikov conjecture has been the main motivation for me to study property A
and coarse embedding on locally compact second countable groups. In a joint work with
Deprez [A], we are able to prove the strong Novikov conjecture for every locally compact
second countable group that embeds coarsely into a Hilbert space. Hence we have answered
Gromov’s question in greater generality.

3. Property A and coarse embedding

In [37], Gromov introduced the notion of the coarse embedding of a metric space into another
one. In the literature what we have called a coarse embedding is often referred to as an
uniform embedding after M. Gromov. We use the term coarse embedding, because uniform
embedding means something different in the Banach geometry (see [12]).

DEFINITION 3.1 ([37]). Let X and Y be any metric spaces. A map f: X — Y is called a
coarse embedding if there exist non-decreasing functions pi, p2 : [0, 00) — [0, 00) such that

(1) pr(d(z,y)) < d(f(x), f(y)) < p2(d(z,y)) for all z,y € X.

(ii) lim, o0 pi(r) = oo for i = 1,2.

Property A was first introduced by Yu on discrete metric spaces and the original motivation
for introducing property A was that it is a sufficient condition to coarsely embed a discrete
metric space into a Hilbert space.

DEFINITION 3.2 ([89]). A discrete metric space (X, d) is said to have property A if for any
R >0, e > 0, there exist S > 0 and a family (A;),cx of finite, non-empty subsets of X x N,
such that

(i) (y,n) € A, implies d(z,y) < S.

(ii) For all z,y € X with d(z,y) < R we have Az Ay |

E.
[AonA,] <

The following result is inspired by the Bekka-Cherix-Valette therem which states that every
amenable group admits a proper and isometric action on Hilbert space [10].
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THEOREM 3.3 ([89]). If a discrete metric space X has property A, then X admits a coarse
embedding into Hilbert spaces.

The coarse embeddability of locally compact (o-compact) groups into Hilbert spaces has
already studied by Anantharaman-Delaroche in [3]. Moreover, Roe in [78] generalized prop-
erty A to proper metric spaces with bounded geometry in the sense of [76]. Deprez and I
introduced in [A] our own notion of property A for locally compact second countable groups.
This notion of property A is closely modelled on Yu’s definition and unifies the coarse prop-
erty on the underlying metric space and the topological property on the group in the following
way. Every second countable locally compact group G has a proper left-invariant metric d
that implements the topology on G, and such a metric is unique up to coarse equivalence
(see [45] and [82]). Moreover, the proper metric space (G,d) has bounded geometry (see
[45]). So Roe’s property A makes sense for every locally compact second countable group
and it agrees with our property A in this case. Furthermore, our property A is equivalent to
amenability at infinity, which is a topological property on locally compact groups.

In the following we will recall the relevant definitions and state the main theorems in [A].
From now on, G will always denote a locally compact, second countable, Hausdorff topological
group. Let y/ denote the product measure of a left Haar measure p on G with the counting
measure on N. If K C G is a subset, we denote Tube(K) := {(s,t) € G x G : st € K}.

DEFINITION 3.4. ([A]) A locally compact group G has property A if for any compact subset
K C G and £ > 0, there exist a compact subset L C G and a family {A}scq of Borel subsets
of G x N with 0 < ¢/(As) < oo such that

e for all (s,t) € Tube(K) we have % <e,

e (t,n) € A implies (s,t) € Tube(L).

This definition can be regarded as a generalization of Yu’s property A for finitely generated
discrete groups with the counting measure and any word length metric.

DEFINITION 3.5 ([3]). A map u from a locally compact group G into a Hilbert space H is
said to be a coarse embedding if u satisfies the following two conditions:

a) for every compact subset K of G there exists R > 0 such that
(s,t) € Tube(K) = ||u(s) —u(t)|| < R;

b) for every R > 0 there exists a compact subset K of G such that
[lu(s) —u(t)|| < R = (s,t) € Tube(K).

It is not hard to see that the preceding definition of coarse embedding is equivalent to
Gromov’s notion of coarse embeddability of the metric space (G, d) into Hilbert spaces for
the "unique" proper metric d as mentioned above.

Already observed by Anantharaman-Delaroche in [3] that a locally compact o-compact group
which is amenable at infinity, embeds coarsely into a Hilbert space. However, the converse
implication is not true (see [69]). Recall that a locally compact group G is said to be
amenable at infinity if G admits a topologically amenable action in the sense of [1] on some
compact Hausdorff space X. It is well-known from [3] that a locally compact group G is
amenable at infinity if and only if its action on (G by the left translation is topologically
amenable, where $/(@G) is the universal compact Hausdorff left G-space equipped with a
continuous G-equivariant inclusion of G as an open dense subspace, which has the following
property: any (continuous) G-equivariant map from G into a compact Hausdorff left G-
space K extends uniquely to a continuous G-equivariant map from £(G) into K. When G
is discrete, the space 8'“(G) is exactly the Stone-Cech compactification of the group G.
The implication (1) = (2) in the next theorem is proved by Anantharaman-Delaroche in [3].
Deprez and I proved the converse implication and that both conditions in fact characterize
property A for all locally compact second countable groups:
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THEOREM 3.6. ([A]) Let G be a locally compact second countable group. T.F.A.E.:
(1) G is amenable at infinity.

(2) For any compact subset K C G and € > 0, there exist a compact subset L C G and
a (continuous) positive type kernel k : G x G — C such that supp k C Tube(L) and

SUP(s 1) cTube(K) |K(8,1) — 1] < e.

(3) For any compact subset K C G and € > 0, there exist a compact subset L C G and
a (continuous) map & : G — L*(G) such that ||&]l2 = 1, supp& C tL for every
t € G and sup(s yeube(k) |1§s — &tll2 < €.

(4) G has property A.

As a consequence of Theorem 3.6, all locally compact second countable groups with property
A embed coarsely into Hilbert spaces. In fact, Deprez and I showed the following:

THEOREM 3.7. ([A]) Let G be a locally compact second countable group. T.F.A.E.:

(1) G admits a coarse embedding into a Hilbert space.
(2) G admits an action with Haagerup property on some compact Hausdorff space.

(3) For any compact subset K C G and £ > 0, there exists a (continuous) positive type
kernel k : G x G — C such that sup, yyeube(k) [k(s, 1) — 1| < € and for every § > 0,
there exists a compact subset Ls C G satisfying |k(s,t)| > 6 = (s,t) € Tube(Ls).

Recall that an action G ~ X on a compact Hausdorff space X has the Haagerup property if
the action admits a continuous proper conditionally negative type function. More precisely,
a conditionally negative type function of the action G ~ X is a function ¢ : X x G — R
such that

1) ¢(z,e) =0 for all z € X;

2) ¥z, g) = ¥l(g 1w, g~}) for all (z,g) € X x G

3) >t im1 titjw(gflx,gflgj) < 0 for all {t;}; C Rsatisfying > ;" 1, =0,¢9; € Gand z € X.
Deprez and I applied Higson’s descent technique in [47] and the going-down functor of
Chabert, Echterhoff and Oyono-Oyono in [14], to obtain an analogue result of Skandalis, Tu
and Yu (see [81)):

THEOREM 3.8. ([A]) If G is a locally compact second countable group which admits a coarse
embedding into a Hilbert space, then the Baum-Connes assembly map

pa: KIP(Gy A) = K. (A %, Q)
is split-injective for any separable G-C*-algebra A.

We conclude this section by the following implications:

G has property A G ~ B"(@) is topologically amenable

H ﬂ

G is coarsely embedded into Hilbert space «<—= G ~ ('*(G) has Haagerup property

ﬂ

The Strong Novikov Conjecture

4. Property A pairs and proper cocycles

The material in this section is joint work with Steven Deprez and is based on the preprint
"Permanence properties of property A and coarse embeddability for locally compact groups".
Since the preprint contains some errors, I decide to rewrite a part of the preprint.
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In this section we will discuss many important permanence properties of property A and
coarse embeddability for locally compact groups. It is clear that property A and coarse
embeddability into Hilbert spaces pass to closed subgroups. In the following we will be
interested in the other direction: if G is a locally compact second countable group and a
closed subgroup H C G has property A or is coarsely embeddable into Hilbert spaces, under
which conditions on the inclusion H C G can we conclude that GG has property A or is
coarsely embeddable into Hilbert spaces?

THEOREM 4.1. Let G and H be locally compact second countable groups. In each of the
following situations, if H has property A or is coarsely embeddable into a Hilbert space, then
G has property A or is coarsely embeddable into a Hilbert space.

(1) H C G is a closed co-compact subgroup.

(2) H C G is a closed co-amenable subgroup.

(3) H is a closed normal subgroup of G and the quotient group G/H has property A.
(4) H=G/Q where Q C G is a compact normal subgroup.

Note that property A is closed under extensions. However, we have to require that H is
coarsely embeddable into a Hilbert space and the quotient group G/H has property A in
order to conclude that G is coarsely embeddable into a Hilbert space too. The reason is that
the analogue condition of (3) in Theorem 3.6 can not be obtained in coarse embedding case
(compare Theorem 3.7). Recall that a closed subgroup H of G is co-compact if the quotient
space G/H is compact and is co-amenable if the homogeneous space G/H is amenable in
Eymard’s sense [32] that the quasi-regular representation \g /g weakly contains the trivial
representation 1g. It is well-known that if the homogeneous space G/H is amenable, then
H is amenable if and only if G is amenable (see e.g. [9, Corollary G.3.8]). In particular, the
co-compactness does not imply the co-amenability (e.g. let G = SLy(R) and H be the closed
subgroup of upper triangular matrices) unless the closed subgroup H is normal or discrete.

All the statements in Theorem 4.1 are special cases of a more general result, which is proved
by Deprez and me. The crucial ingredients of this result are proper cocycles inspired by
Jolissaint [53, 54] and property A pairs inspired by amenable pairs [36, 32, 90, 52].

Let G ~ (X, u) be a measurable action of a locally compact second countable group G on
a standard probability space (X, u) (e.g. X = [0,1] and p the Lebesgue measure). We say
the action is non-singular if the action preserves the measure class of u (i.e. pu(4) =0 <
u(gA) = 0 for every measurable set A and every g € G). A family A of measurable sets in
X is said to be large if it is closed under finite unions and under taking measurable subsets
and moreover, for every ¢ > 0 there is a measurable set A € A such that u(X\A4) <e. It
is clear that the o-algebra on X is always large. If the standard probability space (X, u) is
also a o-compact locally compact Hausdorff space, it is not hard to see that the family Ajg
of all precompact Borel sets in X is large. The reason to consider large families is explained
by the following lemma:

LEMMA 4.2. Let A be a large family on a standard probability space (X, u) and 1 < p < oo.
Then for everye > 0 and £ € LP(X, u), there exist a measurable set A € A and & € LP(X, )
such that supp &y C A and ||§ — &ol|p < €. In fact, we may choose & to be 14€.

PROOF. Since the family A is large, we choose a sequence (Bp)nen € A such that
uw(X\B,,) < % for each n € N. Since the family A is closed under finite unions, we define
Ay :=U" | B; € A. Obviously, (Ay)nen is an increasing sequence of elements in A satisfying
w(X\U22; A4,) = 0. It follows from Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem that ||14,£—
&|lp — 0, for n — co. The conclusion follows easily from this fact. O

DEFINITION 4.3. Let G and H be locally compact second countable groups and let G ~
(X, i) be a non-singular measurable action on a standard probability space (X, ).

e A measurable map w: G x X — H is called a cocycle if the relation
w(gh,z) = w(g, hx)w(h, x)
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holds for all g, h € G and for almost every x € X.
e Let A be a large family on (X, ). A cocycle w : G x X — H is said to be proper
with respect to A if
(1) for every compact subset K C G and every A, B € A, there exists a pre-
compact subset L(K, A, B) of H such that

w(g,z) € L(K, A, B)

for all g € K and almost every € AN g ' B.
(2) for every compact subset L C H and every A, B € A, the set

K(L,A,B):={geG:p({z € Ang 'B:w(g,x) € L}) > 0}
is precompact in G.

EXAMPLE 4.4. Let G be a locally compact second countable group.

a) Let H C G be a closed subgroup and consider the homogeneous G-space X = G/H
equipped with any quasi-invariant probability measure u. Let s : X — G be a
regular Borel section (see [66, Lemma 1.1]), i.e. s(z)H =z for all z € X and s(K)
is precompact in G for every compact subset K C X. Then it is not difficult to
check that the Borel cocycle w : G x X — H defined by w(g,z) = s(gz) 1gs(x) is
proper with respect to the large family Ag of all precompact Borel sets in X.

b) Let @ C G be a closed normal subgroup and H = G/Q be the quotient group.
Moreover, let X be the one-point space with the counting measure and 7 : G x X —
H be the quotient map. Then the Borel cocycle 7 is proper with respect to the
(trivial) o-algebra on X if and only if @) is compact, which is also equivalent to the
topological properness of the continuous map 7 : G — G/Q.

In the following, we will recall the notion of amenable pairs and then define the notion of
property A pairs. The properties and relations of these two notions will also be discussed.
Let G ~ (X, i) be a non-singular measurable action on a standard probability space (X, u).
The Koopman representation wx : G — U(L*(X, p)) of the action G ~ (X, ) is given by

(rx(9)€)(z) = &(g7 @)\ /x(971, ), where g € G, z € X and £ € L*(X, p).

Here x : G x X — R denotes the Radon-Nikodym derivative given by x(g,z) := ‘297“(36).

THEOREM 4.5 ([90, 52]). Let G ~ (X, 1) be a non-singular measurable action on a standard
probability space (X, ). The following are equivalent:

(1) The Koopman representation wx weakly contains the trivial representation 1g: there
is a sequence of unit vectors (&,) in L*(X,pu) satisfying ||&n — mx(9)énll2 — 0
uniformly on compact subsets of G.

(2) There ezists a G-invariant state on L (X, p).

(3) The Koopman representation wx is amenable in the sense of Bekka [11]: there exists
a state M on B(L*(X, u)) satisfying M(nx(9)Tmx (g~ ")) = M(T) for g € G and
T € B(L*(X,p)).

If one of the conditions in Theorem 4.5 holds, we say that (G, X) is an amenable pair.

REMARK 4.6. The definition of amenable pairs is independent on the choices of the quasi-
invariant measures within the same measure class. This is because two equivalent measures p
and v give rise to unitarily equivalent Koopman representations and the intertwining unitary
U: L*(X,v) = L*(X, u) is given by

dv

U(f)(z) = <dlu(a:)> : f(z), for almost every x € X.
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The basic example is that if p is a G-invariant probability measure on X, then the pair
(G, X) is amenable. It is well-known that a locally compact group G is amenable if and
only if every pair (G,X) is amenable [11, Theorem 2.2]. If X = G/H for H is a closed
subgroup, then mg,y is equal to the quasi-regular representation Ag, . In particular, the
pair (G,G/H) is amenable if and only if the homogeneous space G/H is amenable.

DEFINITION 4.7. Let G ~ (X, u) be a non-singular measurable action on a standard prob-
ability space (X, p) and let A be a large family on (X, ). We say that the pair (G, X)
has property A with respect to A if for any compact subset K C G and € > 0, there exist a
measurable set A € A and a family (&)seq of unit vectors in L?(X, u) such that supp & C tA
for every t € G' and sup, y)etube(x) [1€s — &ill2 < &

Since L2(X,u) > € w |€]? € LY(X, p) is uniformly continuous on the unit sphere, we can
easily replace L%(X,p) by L'(X,u) in the above definition. Moreover, the definition of
property A pairs with respect to the same large family A is independent on the choices of
the quasi-invariant measures within the same measure class. This is because the intertwining
unitary U in Remark 4.6 also preserves supports as (dv/du)(dp/dv) = 1 almost everywhere.

ExaMPLE 4.8. Let G be a locally compact second countable group.

a) If H C G is a closed subgroup, then (G,G/H) has property A with respect to
the o-algebra on G/H. Moreover, if H is co-compact, then the o-algebra on G/H
coincides with the large family Ay of all precompact Borel sets in G/H.

b) Let H C G be a closed subgroup. If G has property A, then the pair (G,G/H)
has property A with respect to the large family Ag of all precompact Borel sets in
G/H.

c) Let H C G be a closed normal subgroup. If the quotient group G/H has property
A then the pair (G, G/H) has property A with respect to the large family A of all
precompact Borel sets in G/H. As a consequence of Example 4.8 b) the converse
implication is not true in general. Otherwise, property A passes to quotients.

d) An amenable pair (G, X) has property A with respect to any large family A on X.

PROOF. a): Let & be a fixed unit vector in L?(G/H), then the constant family (£o)ieq
implies that the pair (G, G/H) has property A with respect to the o-algebra on G/H.

b): We are going to use the extended formula of Mackey-Bruhat for quasi-invariant measures
(see [75] Section 8.2) in the following.

Recall that a rho-function for the pair (G, H) is a continuous function p : G — R satisfying
Ap(h)
xh) = x),
plah) = L 0(a)
for all z € G and h € H. Let dx and dh be a left Haar measure on G and H, respectively.

If we denote d,(xH) the quasi-invariant regular Borel measure on G/H associated to the
rho-function p, then the extended formula of Mackey-Bruhat is given by

/ GO / f(z) dz, for all f € LN(G, dz).
G/ Ju p(zh)

Define a linear map Ty, : L'(G,dz) — L'(G/H,d,(zH)) by

(Topf)(cH) = /H J; Ei’z)) dh, for all f € LY(G, dx).

It follows from the extended formula of Mackey-Bruhat that the linear map Ty , is contractive
and isometric on L'(G) .

Given a compact subset K C G and ¢ > 0. Since the group G has property A, there exist
a compact subset L C G and a continuous map 1 : G — L(G) such that ||| = 1,
supp7n: C tL for every t € G and sup(s y)erube(k) |17s — mll1 < €. We may assume that
each 7n; is non-negative, since |||ns| — |ne||l1 < ||ns — ne||1 for all s,t € G. In particular,
T,p(ne)l[1 = [[nel |1 for every t € G.
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Now, define a (continuous) map & := Ty ,0n: G — LY(G/H)y. If (s,t) € Tube(K), then
1€s = &illv = [ Ta,p(ns — ne)lls < [Ins —melly <e.

Let L be the image of L under the canonical quotient map G — G /H. Obviously, Lisa
compact subset of G/H and belongs to Ag. It is not hard to see that supp &; C tL for every
t € G: for every t € G, if §&(xH) # 0 then there exists h € H such that m(xh) # 0. In
particular, xh € suppn; C tL. We conclude that tH = xhH € tL.

c): Since property A pairs is independent on the choices of the quasi-invariant measures
within the same measure class, we may choose a left Haar measure on the quotient group
G/H.

Given a compact subset K C G and € > 0. Let ¢ : G — G/H be the quotient homomorphism.
Since the quotient group G/H has property A, there exist a compact subset L C G/H and a
continuous map & : G/H — L?(G/H) such that ||£,||2 = 1, supp &, C zL for every » € G/H
and Sup(, ) eTube(q(K)) |1z — &yll2 <.

Define a (continuous) map 7 := £ oq: G — L*(G/H). It is clear that ||n|l2 = ||y ll2 = 1
for every t € G. If (s,t) € Tube(K), then we see that (q(s),q(t)) € Tube(q(K)) and

[1ns — nell2 = 1§q(s) — Sqoll2 < e
Finally, we notice that L € Ap and for every t € G,

supp 7 = supp &,y € q(t)L = tL.
d): Given a compact subset K C G and ¢ > 0. We choose a small ¢ > 0 such that
e'/(1—¢'/3) < e. Since (G, X) is an amenable pair, there exists a unit vector ¢ in L*(X, p)
such that sup,e e [|mx(9) —€¢ll2 < €'/3. By Lemma 4.2 we find a measurable set A € A such
that §o = 14€ and ||&o — &||2 < €'/3. In particular, |||z > 1 —¢&'/3.
Now, define a (continuous) map 7 : G — L?(X,u)1 by ny := 7x(9)(&/]|¢]]2). For each
g€ G, {r e X :nyg(x)#0} CgA. In particular, suppn, C gA.
If (g, h) € Tube(K), we see that

g = mlle = = Iléo = 7x (g™ W)éol
Tl
< H;)Hgmgo el + I (g ) (E =€)l + 116 — mx (g R)E]lo)
< 8,
=73
< €.

g

In all examples above the map G > t — & € L?(X,p) from Definition 4.7 is continuous.
However, we don’t need the continuity in the proofs. It is clear that Theorem 4.1 is a
consequence of Example 4.4 and Example 4.8 as well as the following theorem.

THEOREM 4.9. Suppose that both G and H are locally compact second countable groups. Let
G ~ (X, p) be a non-singular measurable action on a standard probability space (X, ) and
A be a large® family on (X, 1) such that

e the pair (G, X) has property A with respect to A,

e there exists a measurable cocycle w: G x X — H that is proper with respect to A.

If H has property A or is coarsely embeddable into a Hilbert space, then so does G.

PROOF. Suppose that H has property A or is coarsely embeddable into a Hilbert space.
Given a compact subset K C GG and € > 0, we want to find a positive type kernel k : G x G —
C satisfying the following two conditions:

2The largeness will not be used in the proof.
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® SUP(, )ecTube(k) [K(s: 1) — 1] < & and
e for every 0 > 0, there exists a compact subset Ly C G such that (s,t) ¢ Tube(Ls) =
|k(s,t)| < 6.

We note that the second condition for § = 0 is exactly the same as supp k C Tube(Lg). So it
follows from Theorem 3.6 and Theorem 3.7 that G has property A or is coarsely embeddable
into a Hilbert space in that case.

Since the pair (G, X) has property A with respect to A, we find a measurable set A € A
and a family (& )seq of unit vectors in L%(X, 1) such that supp & C tA for every t € G and

sup  [[&s — &ll2 < e/2.
(s,t)€Tube(K)

We apply the properness of the cocycle w in order to find a compact subset L := L(K, A, A)
of H such that w(s,z) € L for all s € K and almost every x € ANs~!A. By the assumption
on H there exists a continuous positive type kernel kg : H x H — C satisfying

sup  |ko(s,t) — 1| < =
(s,)€Tube(L) 2

and for every 0 > 0, there exists a compact subset My C H such that
(s,t) ¢ Tube(Ms) = |ko(s,t)] < 6.

Since a positive type kernel is bounded if and only if it is bounded on the diagonal, we may
assume that kg is bounded. Define a new kernel k : G x G — C by the formula

k(s,t) = /X Eo(x) & () ko (w(s, s a), wit, t™1x))du(x).
The new kernel k is well-defined, because for fixed s,t € G, the function
X 5z E(2)é(x)ko(w(s, s 1z), w(t, t 7 )

belongs to L'(X, ). Moreover, It is routine to verify that the kernel k is of positive type,
because kg is the case.

We note that if (s,t) € Tube(K), then w(s~'t,t7'x) € L for almost every # € sANtA. The
cocycle relation implies that

w(s,s o) tw(t, t7lz) = w(s it t712) (4.1)
for all s,t € G and almost every x € X. In particular,

[ko(w(s, s~ ), wit,t™w) 1] <

for all (s,t) € Tube(K) and almost every z € sANtA.
Whenever (s,t) € Tube(K), we see that

5, =11 =| [ E@@)nlels, s 0), (6, 710) = (@) + [ E@al@) — 1 dutz) |
= /sAmtA @& @)l[ko(w(s, s~ a),w(t,t™ @) = 1] du() + (&, &) — 1]
< £ llesllallédl + 1Igs — &lal €l

<eE.
Given § > 0, we would like to find a compact subset Ls C G such that
(s,t) ¢ Tube(Ls) = |k(s,t)| < 0.
Define Ls := K(Ms, A, A). Tt is a compact subset of G by the properness of w. Let (s,t) ¢

Tube(Ls). Then s~'t ¢ K(Ms, A, A). It follows that {x € AN (s7')"1A:w(s™'t,x) € Ms}
has measure zero. Since ¢!y and p are equivalent to each other, we conclude that

Agp={z €tANsA  w(s 't,t71x) € My}
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also has measure zero. Since each &; is supported in tA, the cocycle relation 4.1 implies that

o0l =1 [ GGkl s )l ) duta)

< 0 [1€s[2l18 ]2
= 4.
Hence, we complete the proof. O

5. Uniform Roe algebras and ghost operators

In this section, we will introduce uniform Roe algebras and ghost operators and explain
how these notions can be used to characterize Yu’s property A. We will also discuss the
connection between Yu’s property A and property A on locally compact second countable
groups G through metric lattices in G.

DEFINITION 5.1. Let (X,dx) and (Y,dy) be metric spaces. We say a map f: X — Y is
coarse if the inverse image under f of any bounded subset in Y is bounded in X and if for
any R > 0, there exists S > 0 such that dx(z,2’) < R implies dy (f(x), f(z')) < S for any
z,x’ € X. Two coarse maps f,g: X — Y are close if dy (f(x),g(x)) is bounded on X.

DEFINITION 5.2. We say that two metric spaces X and Y are coarsely equivalent if there
exist two coarse maps f: X — Y and g : Y — X such that go f and f o g are close to the
identity maps on X and Y, respectively.

It is clear that a coarse embedding (see Definition 3.1) is a coarse map. In fact, a map
f X — Y is a coarse embedding if and only if it induces a coarse equivalence between
X and f(X) (see [40, Proposition A.2]). It is well-known that property A and coarse
embeddability into Hilbert spaces both are coarsely invariant properties (See [87]).

DEFINITION 5.3. A metric space (Z,d) is uniformly locally finite if sup,c, |B(z, S)| < oo for
all S > 0, where B(z,S) denotes the closed ball {z € Z : d(z,x) < S}.

Since finite metric space is discrete and Z = U,enB(z0,n) for any zp € Z, a uniformly
locally finite metric space is necessarily discrete and countable. However, the uniformly
local finiteness is not coarsely invariant even on uniformly discrete spaces [45, Example 3.4]:

ExAMPLE 5.4. Consider the triple (D, d,,, x,,), where D,, is the discrete space with n points,
d,, is the discrete metric on D,, and each z,, is a fixed element in D,,.

Let Z = U,enDy equipped with the following metric d:

d(z,y) = dj()(2,25(2)) + 13(2) = 3@ + dj) (¥ )

where j(z) = n if and only if z € D,. So (Z,d) is a proper uniformly discrete space. It
is not hard to see that Z is coarsely equivalent to N, which is uniformly locally finite. In
particular, (Z,d) has bounded geometry (see definition below). However, the metric space
(Z,d) itself is not uniformly locally finite as |B(xy,,1)| > n.

In order to make it coarsely invariant, we consider the following notion on metric spaces.

DEFINITION 5.5. A metric space (X,d) has bounded geometry if it is coarsely equivalent to
a uniformly locally finite (discrete) metric space (Z,d).

In fact, we can choose (Z,d) in the above definition to be a "lattice" of X:

DEFINITION 5.6. Let (X,d) be a metric space. We say that a uniformly discrete subspace
Z C X is a metric lattice, if there is R > 0 such that X = U,czB(z, R).

Note that the inclusion map Z C X is a coarse equivalence and it follows easily from Zorn’s
lemma that every metric space always contains metric lattices.
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PROPOSITION 5.7 ([26], Proposition 3.D.15). For a metric space (X,d), the following con-
ditions are equivalent:

(1) The space (X,d) has bounded geometry.
(2) The space (X,d) contains a uniformly locally finite metric lattice (Z,d).

Recall that every locally compact second countable group G admits a proper left-invariant
compatible metric d and such a metric is unique up to coarse equivalence. Moreover, the
proper metric group (G, d) has bounded geometry. There is a nice connection between Yu’s
property A and property A on locally compact groups through metric lattices.

PROPOSITION 5.8 ([A], Theorem 2.3 and [78], Lemma 2.2). Let G be a locally compact second
countable group equipped with a proper left-invariant compatible metric d. Then the following
conditions are equivalent:

(1) The group G has property A.

(2) Ewvery uniformly locally finite metric lattice (Z,d) in G has Yu’s property A.

(3) There exists a uniformly locally finite metric lattice (Z,d) in G satisfying Yu’s
property A.

It is clear from Definition 3.5 that coarse embeddability into Hilbert spaces for locally com-
pact groups is a coarsely invariant property. The proposition above implies the same con-
clusion for property A on locally compact groups.

There is a well-known operator algebraic characterization of Yu’s property A on uniformly
locally finite metric spaces in terms of uniform Roe algebras. Let us recall the definition of
the uniform Roe algebra C;(Z) of a uniformly locally finite metric space (Z,d). Every a €
B(I?(Z)) can be represented as a Z x Z matrix: a = [ag y|zyez, Where a, , := (ady, d;) € C.

We define the propagation of a = [ayy)zyez € B(1*(Z)) by
sup{d(z,y) : x,y € Z,a, # 0}.

Let Eg be the set of all bounded operators on [?(Z) whose propagations are at most R. In
fact, Eg is an operator system, i.e., a self-adjoint closed subspace of B(I?(Z)) which contains
the unit of B(I%(Z)). Moreover, the union Jp-o Er is a *-subalgebra of B(I*(2)) .

DEFINITION 5.9. The C*-algebra defined by the operator norm closure in B(I?(Z))

Ca(Z2)=J Er
R>0

is called the uniform Roe algebra of Z.

THEOREM 5.10. [81, Theorem 5.3| Let (Z,d) be a uniformly locally finite metric space. The
following conditions are equivalent:

(1) The metric space (Z,d) has Yu’s property A.
(2) The uniform Roe algebra C;(Z) is nuclear.

DEFINITION 5.11. (Yu) An operator a € C;(Z) is called a ghost if ay, — 0 as z,y — oc.
We denote by G*(Z) the collection of all ghost operators, which forms a closed two sided
ideal in C*(Z) and contains the compact operators on [2(Z).

A natural question is that are all ghost operators compact? It is easy to prove that for a
uniformly locally finite space with Yu’s property A, all ghost operators are compact ([77,
Theorem 11.43]). Recently, the converse implication is proved by Roe and Willett:

THEOREM 5.12. [79] A uniformly locally finite metric space without Yu’s property A always
admits non-compact ghosts.
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6. Approximation properties for locally compact groups

The notion of amenability for groups was first introduced by von Neumann in order to study
the Banach-Tarski paradox [86]. It is well-known that amenability has numerous charac-
terizations and one of them, proved by Hulanicki around 1960, is the following: a locally
compact Hausdorff group G is amenable if and only if there exists a net of continuous com-
pactly supported, positive type functions on G tending to the constant function 1 uniformly
on compact subsets of G [73].

In [41], Haagerup proved that the constant function 1 on free groups can be approximated
pointwise by positive type functions vanishing at infinity. Since free groups are not amenable,
it can not be approximated pointwise by compactly supported, positive type functions. In
[41], Haagerup also showed that the Fourier algebra of the free groups admits an approximate
unit which is bounded in multiplier norm. It is weaker than amenability, because the Fourier
algebra of a locally compact group has an approximate unit bounded in norm if and only
if the group is amenable [65]. In the light of Haagerup’s ground-breaking work, two weak
forms of amenability were introduced in the 1980s: the Haagerup property by Connes [22]
and Choda [19] and the next one is weak amenability by Cowling and Haagerup [24]. They
extend amenability in different directions as follows:

DEFINITION 6.1 (Haagerup property [18]). A locally compact group G has the Haagerup
property if there exists a net of positive type Cyp-functions on G, converging uniformly to 1
on compact sets.

DEFINITION 6.2 (Weak amenability [24]). A locally compact group G is weakly amenable if
there exists a net (¢;)icr of continuous, compactly supported Herz-Schur multipliers on G,
converging uniformly to 1 on compact sets, and such that sup; ||¢;||p, < occ.

The weak amenability constant Awa(G) is defined as the best (lowest) possible constant A
such that sup; ||pillB, < A, where (¢;)ier is as just described.

As we have already mentioned in Section 2, the Haagerup property implies the Baum-Connes
conjecture with coefficients. It is natural to ask about the relation between the Haagerup
property and weak amenability. In general, weak amenability does not imply the Haagerup
property and vice versa. However, the following question was conjectured by Cowling [18]:

CONJECTURE 3 (The Cowling’s Conjecture). Let G be a locally compact group. Is G weakly
amenable with Awa (G) = 1 if and only if G has the Haagerup property?

In one direction of the conjecture, the group Z/21Fy has the Haagerup property [27], but is
not weakly amenable, i.e., Awa (G) = oo [71]. In order to study the other direction, the weak
Haagerup property was introduced in [61, 62], and the following questions were considered.

DEFINITION 6.3 (The weak Haagerup property [62]). A locally compact group G has the
weak Haagerup property if there exists a net (¢;);e;r of Cp Herz-Schur multipliers on G,
converging uniformly to 1 on compact sets, and such that sup; ||| B, < oc.

The weak Haagerup constant Awn(G) is defined as the best (lowest) possible constant A
such that sup; ||pillB, < A, where (¢;)ier is as just described.
QUESTION 6.4. For which locally compact groups G do we have Awa(G) = Awn(G) ?

QUESTION 6.5. Is Awn(G) =1 if and only if G has the Haagerup property?

Both Question 6.4 and Question 6.5 have positive answer for connected simple Lie groups
by the work of many authors [23, 24, 25, 30, 42, 46, 43, 18]. Knudby and I consider the
same class of groups, but made discrete:

THEOREM 6.6. ([B]) Let G be a connected simple Lie group, and let G4 denote the group G
equipped with the discrete topology. The following are equivalent.

(1) G is locally isomorphic to SO(3), SL(2,R) or SL(2,C).



6. APPROXIMATION PROPERTIES FOR LOCALLY COMPACT GROUPS 17

(2) Gq has the Haagerup property.

(3) Gq is weakly amenable with constant 1.

(4) Gq is weakly amenable.

(5) Gq has the weak Haagerup property with constant 1.
(6) Gq has the weak Haagerup property.

In order to obtain the above theorem Knudby and I prove the following result, which follows
ideas of Guentner, Higson and Weinberger [39].

THEOREM 6.7. ([B]) Let K be any field. The discrete group GL(2, K) is weakly amenable
with constant 1.

The remaining of the section is devoted to compare the approximation properties mentioned
so far with property A and coarse embeddability into Hilbert spaces. It follows clearly
from Theorem 3.6 and Theorem 3.7 that locally compact amenable groups have property A
and locally compact groups satisfying the Haagerup property are coarsely embeddable into
Hilbert spaces. It is also well-known that discrete countable weakly amenable groups have
property A [42, 63, 70, 50]. In the sequel, I will show that the same statement is even true
for all locally compact second countable groups. The idea of the proof is to give a uniformly
bounded Schur multiplier characterization of property A.

Let us start by recalling some basic definitions. Let X be a non-empty set and a kernel
k: X x X — Cis called a Schur multiplier on X if for every operator a = [agylzycx €
B(I?(X)) the matrix [k(z,y)as )z yex represents an operator in B(I%(X)), denoted mg(a).
If k£ is a Schur multiplier, it follows easily from the closed graph theorem that m; defines a
bounded operator on B(I?(X)). We define the Schur norm ||k||s to be the operator norm
||mg|| of mg. For instance, any normalized (i.e., k(z,z) = 1 for every = € X)) positive type
kernel is a Schur multiplier of norm 1. The following characterization of Schur multipliers is
well-known and is essentially due to Grothendieck.

THEOREM 6.8 ([74], Theorem 5.1). Let k : X x X — C be a function, and let C > 0 be
given. The following conditions are equivalent:

(1) k is a Schur multiplier with ||k||s < C.
(2) There exist a Hilbert space H and two bounded maps §,m : X — H such that

k(x,y) = (ny, &) for all z,y € X and sup,ex [|&|] - sup,ex |Imyl] < C.

Let G be a locally compact group. A continuous function ¢ : G — C is a Herz-Schur
multiplier if and only if the (continuous) function @ : G x G — C defined by

Blst)=p(s™'t), sted

is a Schur multiplier on G. We denote by By(G) the Banach space of Herz-Schur multipliers
on G equipped with the Herz-Schur norm ||¢||5, = ||®]|s-

The proof of the coming proposition is identical to the one used to prove [77, Theorem 11.43].

PROPOSITION 6.9. Let (Z,d) be a uniformly locally finite metric space. If there is a constant
C > 0 such that for any R > 0 and € > 0, there exist S > 0 and a Schur multiplier
k:Z x Z — C with ||k||s < C such that

o Ifd(x,y) > S, then k(x,y) = 0.
o Ifd(xz,y) <R, then |k(z,y) — 1| <e.

Then every ghost operator in C}:(Z) is compact. In particular, it follows from Theorem 5.12
that the metric space (Z,d) has Yu’s property A.

PRrOOF. For each n € N there exist S,, > 0 and a Schur multiplier k,, : Z x Z — C with
||knlls < C such that |kn(z,y) — 1] < L for d(z,y) < n and ky(z,y) = 0 for d(z,y) > Sp.
From Theorem 6.8 we note that sup, ,c [kn(z,y)| < C for all n € N.
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Let my, : B(1*(Z)) — B(I1*(Z)) be the bounded operator associated with k,. For every
R > 0 and any a € Eg, it is not hard to see that

|lmu, (a) — al| < sup|B(z, R)| - ||a]| sup [Fn(2,y) — 1] = 0, for n — oo.
z€Z {(z,y)eZxZ: d(z,y)<R}

Since ||my,, || < C for all n € N, we have that ||mg, (a) —a|| — 0 for all a € C}(Z).

If H e C}(Z) is a ghost operator, then each my, (H) is a compact operator (see [16, Theo-
rem 3.1]). So H is compact, as my, (H) — H in the operator norm. O

The following theorem extends [29, Theorem 6.1], which proved the same statement for
discrete groups. However, the proof of [29, Theorem 6.1] relies heavily on the discreteness of
groups. For instance, it used the fact from [59] that if a reduced discrete group C*-algebra
is exact, then the discrete group itself is exact.

THEOREM 6.10. Let G be a locally compact second countable group. The following conditions
are equivalent:

(1) The group G has property A.

(2) If there is a constant C' > 0 such that for any compact subset K C G ande > 0, there
exist a compact subset L C G and a (continuous) Schur multiplier k : G x G — C
with ||k||s < C such that supp k C Tube(L) and sup(s yetube(k) 15(s,t) — 1] <e.

If G is weakly amenable, then in particular the group G has property A.

PROOF. (1) = (2): It follows easily from Theorem 3.6. In fact, we can take C' = 1 if we
assume that the positive type kernel in Theorem 3.6 is normalized.

(2) = (1): Let d be a proper left-invariant compatible metric on G such that the metric
group (G, d) has bounded geometry. By the assumption, any uniformly locally finite metric
lattice Z in (G,d) satisfies the assumption in Proposition 6.9, and hence (Z,d) has Yu’s
property A. We complete the proof by applying Proposition 5.8. 0

In a joint work with Knudby, we give a contractive Schur multiplier characterization of locally
compact groups coarsely embeddable into Hilbert spaces (see also [29, Theorem 5.3] for the
discrete case) and this characterization can be regarded as an answer to the non-equivariant
version of Question 6.5.

THEOREM 6.11. ([C]) Let G be a locally compact second countable group. The following
conditions are equivalent:

(1) The group G embeds coarsely into a Hilbert space.

(2) For any compact subset K C G and € > 0, there exists a (continuous) Schur
multiplier k : G x G — C with ||k||s <1 such that sup(, s)ctube(x) [k(s:1) — 1| < ¢
and for every § > 0, there exists a compact subset Ly C G satisfying |k(s,t)| > 6 =
(s,t) € Tube(Ly).

If G has the weak Haagerup property with constant 1, then in particular the group G embeds
coarsely into a Hilbert space.

7. Topologically amenable actions and crossed products of C*-algebras

In this section we recall some definitions and state a few results on topologically amenable
actions and crossed products of C*-algebras. We refer to [1, 3] for topologically amenable
actions and refer to [72, 88] for crossed products of C*-algebras.

Let Prob(G) denote the space of Borel probability measures on a locally compact group G.
It is the state space of the C*-algebra Cp(G) and it carries two natural topologies: the norm
topology and the weak-* topology. Recall that a locally compact group G acts on a locally
compact Hausdorff space X if there exists a homomorphism « : G — Homoe(X) such that
the map G x X — X given by (g,z) — a(g)(x) is continuous.
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DEFINITION 7.1. [1] We say that the action G ~ X is topologically amenable if there exists
a net (m;);er of weak-* continuous maps x — m7 from X into the space Prob(G) such that

lim|[s.m — m3|| = 0
7
uniformly on compact subsets of X x G.

DEFINITION 7.2. [3] We say that a locally compact group G is amenable at infinity if it
admits a topologically amenable action on a compact Hausdorff space X.

Since the following lemma is obvious from the above definition, we omit the proof.

LEMMA 7.3. Let X and Y be compact Hausdorff G-spaces. Assume that there exists a
continuous G-equivariant map f : X — Y. If the action G ~ Y is topologically amenable,
so is the action G ~ X.

If a locally compact group G is amenable at infinity, then there are some canonical choices
of compact spaces on which the group G acts topologically amenable. For instance, let us
denote by Cé“(G) the C*-algebra of bounded left-uniformly continuous functions on G. Let
B"(G) be the spectrum of C!*(G) and it is the universal compact Hausdorff left G-space
equipped with a continuous G-equivariant inclusion of G as an open dense subspace. Let
0G := '"(G)\G denote the boundary of the group G. It is also a compact Hausdorff space
and the left translation action of G on B"“(G) restricts to an action on dG. The inclusion
map from G into B(G) is clearly equivariant. We obtain the following result from the
lemma stated above.

PROPOSITION 7.4. [3, Proposition 3.4] Let G be a locally compact group. The following
conditions are equivalent:

(1) G is amenable at infinity.
(2) The left translation action of G on B(G) is topologically amenable.
(3) The left translation action of G on OG is topologically amenable.

DEFINITION 7.5. Let G be a locally compact group and A be a G-C*-algebra equipped
with the action ae. A covariant representation of the G-C*-algebra A is a pair (7,U) where
m: A — B(H) is a *-homomorphism and U : G — B(H) is a unitary representation of G
such that Usm(a)UZ = m(as(a)) for all s € G and a € A.

We denote by C.(G, A) the vector space of continuous A-valued functions on G with compact
support. Define a convolution product and involution on C.(G, A) by

s 8_1 *
fgls) = /Gf<t>at<g<fls>> du(t) and F(s) = W

where A is the modular function and p is a left Haar measure on G, respectively. In this
way, Cc(G, A) becomes a *-algebra.

Given a covariant representation (7, U) of a G-C*-algebra A on a Hilbert space H. Then
mxU() = [ #(F($)U. dus)

defines a *-representation of C.(G, A) on the Hilbert space H.

DEFINITION 7.6. Let G be a locally compact group and A be a G-C*-algebra equipped with

the action a. The full crossed product A x, G is the completion of C.(G, A) with respect to
the universal C*-norm || - ||,, given by

|| fl]w :=sup{||m x U(f)|| : (7,U) is a covariant represention of A}.

It is clear from the definition of the full crossed product, ™ x U extends to a x-representation
of A x4 G for every covariant representation (7,U) of a G-C*-algebra A.
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To define the reduced crossed product, we begin with a faithful *-representation 7 of the
G-C*-algebra A on a Hilbert space H. Define a *-representation 72 of A on L*(G, H) by

(74 (a)€)(t) = m(cy-1(a) (1),

fora € A, t € G and ¢ € L*(G,H). Let \ denote the left regular representation of G
on L?(G). Then (74, A ® 1) is a covariant representation of A. The regqular representation
74 x(A®1) of C.(G, A) on L%(G, H) is easily seen to be faithful. In particular, the universal
C*-norm || - ||, really is a norm.

DEFINITION 7.7. Let G be a locally compact group and A be a G-C*-algebra equipped with
the action . The reduced crossed product A, G is the completion of C.(G, A) with respect
to the reduced C*-norm || - ||, given by

11l = [lma 3 (A @ D(A)II-

It is well-known that the reduced crossed product A x, , G does not depend on the choice
of the faithful representation 7 : A — B(H). Moreover, we have a natural surjective -
homomorphism A X, G = A X4, G.

For a given locally compact group G, the full crossed product (—) x G and the reduced crossed
product (—) %, G form functors from the category of G-C*-algebras to the category of C*-
algebras. Indeed, let A and B be G-C*-algebras with actions a and [, respectively. If 6 :
A — B is an equivariant x-homomorphism, then there are two canonical x-homomorphisms
0y : Axqg G — BxgGand 0, : Ax,, G— B xg, G whose restrictions in each case to A
and G are 6 and idg, respectively.

ExAMPLE 7.8. Let Cy(G) be the space of bounded continuous complex valued functions on
G. Let M : Cy(G) — B(L?*(@)) be the multiplication operator given by

(M()E)(x) = f(z)€(x),

where f € Cy(G), € € L*(G) and x € G. Tt is clear that M is a faithful *-representation.
Let L and R be the left and right translations on Cy(G), respectively. More precisely,

(Lgf)(z) = flg~'x) and (Ryf)(x) = f(zg),

for f € Cy(G) and x,g9 € G. We denote the space of bounded left (right) uniformly contin-
uous functions on G by C{*(G) (respectively C7%(G)). We have the left and right regular
representations \, p: G — U(L%(G)) given by

(Agé)(@) = €9~ 1) and (pg€)(x) = E(zg)Alg)"/?,
where ¢ € L?(G) and g,r € G. It is not hard to show that (M, \) and (M, p) are covariant
representations of the C*-dynamical systems (C{*(G), G, L) and (CJ*(G), G, R), respectively.
It is well-known that M x p : C}*(G) xp G — B(L?*(G)) factors through a faithful x-

representation M X, p of Cj"(G) %, g G. Moreover, M X, p induces a *-isomorphism between
Co(G)x, G and K (L*(G). We can also conclude the same facts for (M, \) on (CI*(G), G, L).

We end this section with an important theorem, which will be used in the next section.

THEOREM 7.9. [2, 3] Let G be a locally compact group and X be a locally compact Hausdorff
G-space. Consider the following conditions:

(1) The action of G on X is topologically amenable.
(2) (Co(X)® A) x G = (Co(X)® A) X, G for every G-C*-algebra A.
(3) Co(X) %y G is nuclear.

Then (1) = (2) = (3). Moreover, (3) = (1) if G is discrete.

REMARK 7.10. The condition (3) does not imply the condition (1) in general. For example,
the reduced group C*-algebra C(G) is always nuclear if the group G is connected (see [20]).
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8. Exactness of locally compact groups

In this section we show that the exactness of a locally compact second countable group is
equivalent to amenability at infinity, which solves an open problem raised by Anantharaman-
Delaroche ([3], Problem 9.3). The material here is joint work with Jacek Brodzki and Chris
Cave and is based on the unpublished manuscript "Exactness of locally compact groups".

Exact groups were introduced by Kirchberg and Wassermann in order to study the continuity
of the reduced crossed product C*-bundles. We recall the definition of exact groups:

DEFINITION 8.1. [59, 60] We say that a locally compact group G is exact, if the reduced
crossed product functor A — A %, G is exact for any G-C*-algebra (A, «). To be more
precise, for every G-equivariant short exact sequence of G-C*-algebras0 - I — A — B — 0,
the corresponding sequence 0 — I X, G — AX,G — Bx,G — 0 of reduced crossed products
is exact too.

REMARK 8.2. The corresponding morphisms ¢, : [ X, G — Ax,.G and ¢, : Ax, G — Bx,G
are still injective and surjective, respectively. Moreover, Im ¢, C kerg.. So the group G is
exact if and only if this inclusion is always an equality. Note that Gromov’s random groups
and Osajda’s groups are not exact [38, 4, 69]. However, the full crossed product functor is
always exact by its universal property.

We would like to identify all elements in A X, G which are in ker ¢,. The next proposition
provides a useful criterion in terms of slice maps. Recall that for any normal linear functional
Y € B(L*(G))s, the slice map Sy, corresponding to 1 is defined as follows

idp )@Y
—

Syt Axia, G O, B12(@ ) = B(H)SB(LX(Q)) B(H),

where 74 x (A ® 1) is the regular representation associated to the reduced crossed product
A Xy G If ¢ = weyy, where €,m € Co(G) and we ,(z) = (x€,n) for x € B(L*(G)). Then

Su(h = [ [ &la™ mntan-+(4(9)) dulg)du(h), f € Cu(G.A)

PROPOSITION 8.3. [59, Proposition 2.2] For z € A X, G, the following are equivalent:

(1) z € kerg,.
(2) Sy(x) €I for allyp € B(L*(G))s.
(3) S, (z) €I forall &,m € C.(G).

We,n

Before we prove the main theorem, we need the following proposition.

PROPOSITION 8.4. Let G be a locally compact second countable group equipped with a proper
left-invariant compatible metric d. If Z is a (uniformly) locally finite metric lattice in the
metric group (G, d), then there exist a faithful x-homomorphism ® : C(Z) — CJ"(G) @ rG
and a c.c.p. map E : Cj"(G) x,.p G — C;(Z) satisfying the following properties:

(1) Eo® =Tdc.(z).
(2) T € K(I*(Z)) if and only if ®(T) € Co(G) xr.r G.
(3) ® maps G*(Z) into the kernel of C}*(G) xrr G — (C}*(G)/Co(G)) % G.

PROOF. Since Z is uniformly discrete, we fix 6 > 0 such that for all z,w € Z, d(z,w) > 9,
whenever z # w. Let ¢ be a continuous compactly supported positive valued function on
G such that suppy C B(e,0/4) and ||¢|l2 = 1. For z € Z, set ¢, to be the function
g+ ¢(z7tg) for g € G. Clearly, each ¢, is supported on a &/4-neighbourhood around z. As
Z is 0-uniformly discrete, each ¢, has disjoint support. In particular {p, : z € Z} forms an
orthonormal set in L?(G).

Define an operator W: (2(Z) — L*(G), 0, — ¢, and extend linearly. Hence for n € (*(Z),

(Wn)(x) =X .ezn(2)pz(z) for all z € G. For € € L*(G), W*E(2) = [ E(y)p.(y) du(y). Tt is
clear that W is an isometry as it sends an orthonormal basis to an orthonormal set.
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Let T € C;(Z) be a finite propagation operator and denote (1'0,,,0,) by T%,. By left
invariance of the Haar integral we have that for z € G and ¢ € L?(G) we have that

(M/TWV* E:(PZ E: T;ut/’g @w d#()

z2€Z weZ

/ > pe(@)pulan) Tt @) duy).

Z,WeEZ

As T has finite propagation and Z is (uniformly) locally finite, we are only performing finitely
many sums. This means we are able to exchange the order of summation and integration.
Now, we define a function T': G x G — C given by

= Y p@)uw(ay) TewAly) 2. (8.1)

Z,WEZ

The supports of ¢, are pairwise disjoint so for all z,y € G, either fy(:n) = 0 or there exists
at most one pair (z,w) € Z x Z such that ¢,(x) and ¢, (xy) are non-zero. Observe in this
case z € B(x,0/4) and w € B(zy,d/4) as the support of ¢ is contained in a ball of radius
d/4. Moreover, if we choose (z/,y’) € G x G, which is very close to (z,y), then we can choose
the same pair (z,w) for both (z,y) and (2,4") such that ¢, (), p.(2') and vy, (zy), pw(z'y’)
are non-zero. From these observations it is not hard to show that 7' is continuous at Y-
variable and right uniformly continuous at x-variable. Moreover, the continuous map y > fy
is compactly supported. This is because if there exists an R > 0 such that 7., = 0
whenever d(z,w) > R then the function y fy is supported on a ball of radius R + /2.
Finally, we notice that fy(x) is bounded at z-variable. Therefore the function T belongs to
Co(G.CPH(G)).

Let M : CJ*(G) — B(L?*(G)) be the multiplication operator on L?(G) and p : G — B(L*(G))
be the right regular representation. Then M x, p : Cf*(G) %, r G — B(L?*(G)) induces a
faithful *-representation of CJ“(G) x, g G. We claim that the operator WTW* in B(L*(G))
is the image of T under the faithful x-representation M X, p:

Indeed for all ¢ € L?(G) and z € G

(M 2, p)@NO@) = [ Tyl M) 2 duty) = WTW) (@)

Since the image of M %, p is closed, we conclude that WC(Z)W* is contained in the image of
M %, p. Hence, there is a well-defined faithful *-homomorphism ® : C;(Z) — C}*(G) %, rG
defined by ®(T') = (M x, p)~{(WTW*). If T has finite propagation, then ®(T) = T given
by the formula 8.1. Moreover, we define a c.c.p. map E : CJ%(G) x,.r G — B(1*(Z)) by
E(a) = W*M x, p(a)W, where a € C}*(G) %, r G.

We claim that the image of E is contained in C;(Z). Indeed, let f € C.(G,Cy*(G)) with
support in B(e, R) for some R > 0, then

(WM x, p(f)W by, 05) = (M X, p(f)(0y), pu) = /zeG o fs(Z)Soy(ZS)A(S)I/QSDm(Z)deZ

It follows that
d(z,y) < d(z,z)+d(z,y) <d(x,z)+d(z,2s) +d(zs,y) < /4 + R+ /4.

That is to say that E(f) has propagation at most R + §/2. Therefore, the claim follows.
The property (1) follows by the constructions of ® and E. Since W is an isometry and
M x, p induces a *-isomorphism between Co(G) x, g G and K(L*(G)), the property (2)
follows easily from the fact that the compact operators form a two-sided ideal.

We are ready to verify property (3). Let H € G*(Z), we have to show S, (®(H)) € Co(G)
for all £, € C.(G) by Proposition 8.3.
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Given ¢ > 0, we would like to find C > 0 such that
d(e,x) > C =[Sy, (P(H))(z)| <e.
Consider the bounded continuous kernel k : G x G — C given by k(g,h) = £(g~th)n(h).

Since both £ and 7 are compactly supported, there exist two compact subsets K1 and K»s
such that suppk C K; x Ks. Let D be a positive number such that

d(g,h) +d(e,h) + A(g)™/* < D,
for all (g,h) € K1 x K3. Choose a small ¢’ > 0 such that

3¢/ DIIE||ool Il | o (K1) (o) o]3 < e.

Since H is a ghost, we choose a M > 0 such that if z,w ¢ B(e, M) then |H, .| < ¢’. As the
slice map S, , is continuous, we can choose an operator T' € C;;(Z) of finite propagation such
that [|T— H||p2(2)) +|Swe,, (P(T) = ®(H))||oo < min{e/3,¢'}. In particular, [T, —H. | <
¢’ for all z,w € Z. We note that ®(T') = T and

Sue,@)@) = [ [ elg™ W) Rys (T,)(x) dutg)eia(h)
= [ [ kah) X eelahouleh™ )T 0Mg) 2 dulg)du(h)

ERIIYA
= [ kg W o (oh ) T g Alg) ™ dnlg)dn(h),
K> JK,

for some (zp,wo) € B(zh™t,0/4) x B(zh~1g,0/4).
Set C =M+ D+§/4. If d(e,z) > C and (g,h) € K; x K3, then

d(e, z0) > d(z,e) — d(h,e) —d(z0,2h™ ) >C —D —6/4=M

d(e,wg) > d(e,z) — d(zh ™ g,z) — d(wo,zh™1g) >C —D —6/4=M
In particular, |1 wo| < |Tzg.wo — Hzowo| + [Hzowo| < 2¢”. It follows that
2e

~— —

[Se, (T) ()] < 2¢/l|€] ool 11l oIl 3 Dpa (1) u(K2) <

for all x ¢ B(e,C). We complete the proof by the following computation:
e 2
[Swe, (BUH))(@)] < [Sue,, (B(H) = B(T)) ()] + [Se,, (R(T)) (@) < 5 + 5 =
Il

We are ready to prove the main theorem of this section. Recall that C{*(G) = C(B™(G))
and C*(G)/Cy(G) = C(0G).

THEOREM 8.5. Let G be a locally compact second countable group. Then the following con-
ditions are equivalent.

(1) G is amenable at infinity.
(2) G is exact.
(3) The sequence

0 — Co(G) %, G — C(B(G)) %rp G — C(IG) %, G — 0
s exact.
(4) C(0G) x1, G = C(0G) %y 1, G canonically.
(5) C(B™(G)) 1 G is nuclear.

ProoOF. We will show that (1) = (2) = (3) = (1), (1) = (4) = (3) and (1) & (5).
(1) = (2): This follows from [3, Theorem 7.2].
(2) = (3): This follows from the definition of the exactness of G.



8. EXACTNESS OF LOCALLY COMPACT GROUPS 24

(3) = (1): We will show that if G is not amenable at infinity, then the sequence in condition
(3) is not exact. It follows from Theorem 3.6 and Proposition 5.8 that there exists a uniformly
locally finite metric lattice Z in G without Yu’s property A. Theorem 5.12 and Proposition
8.4 imply that C;(Z) contains a non-compact ghost 7" and ®(7") is an obstruction for the
exactness of the following sequence:

0= Co(G) ¥ r G = Cy(G) ¥, r G = (Cy(G)/Co(G)) xp.r G — 0.

Finally, we claim that this sequence is exact if and only if the sequence in condition (3) is
exact. Indeed, the inverse homeomorphism on G induces a commutative diagram:

00— C()(G) Xr.R G—— Cgu(G)) Xr R G—— (Cg“(G)/Co(G)) Xr R G——0

T :

0—— C()(G) Nr,L G —— Cll)u(G) X]'/’,L G —— (Cll)u(G)/Cg(G)) ><]7~7L G ——0.

14

The claim follows by an easy diagram chase.
(1) = (4): This follows from Proposition 7.4 and Theorem 7.9.
(4) = (3): Consider the following canonical diagram:

00— Co(G) ¥ G ——= C(B"™(@)) xp G ——= C(0G) x G —=0

| | |

00— Co(G) %pp, G —= C(B™(G)) xpp, G —> C(OG) xp.p, G — 0.

It is clear that the diagram commutes and the middle vertical arrow is surjective. Since the
top sequence is exact and the right vertical arrow is injective, the bottom sequence is also
exact by an easy diagram chase.

(1) = (5): This follows from Proposition 7.4 and Theorem 7.9.

(5) = (1): By assumption C7%(G) x, gG = C(B™(G)) %, 1, G is nuclear. Let Z be a uniformly
locally finite metric lattice in G. Then it follows from Proposition 8.4 that the identity map
on C;(Z) factors through the nuclear C*-algebra C}*(G) %, rG. Hence C;;(Z) is also nuclear.
The conclusion follows by Theorem 5.10, Proposition 5.8 and Theorem 3.6. Il

At the end of this section, we would like to mention a ground-breaking result of Hiroki Sako:

THEOREM 8.6 ([80]). Let (Z,d) be a uniformly locally finite metric space. Then the following
conditions are equivalent:

(1) The metric space (Z,d) has Yu’s property A.

(2) The uniform Roe algebra C}:(Z) is nuclear.

(3) The uniform Roe algebra C}(Z) is exact.

(4) The uniform Roe algebra C}(Z) is locally reflexive.

For a general C*-algebra, nuclearity implies exactness, and exactness implies local reflexivity.
Moreover, a C*-subalgebra of a locally reflexive C*-algebra is also locally reflexive. We refer
to [13] for more details. By Sako’s result and Proposition 8.4 we obtain an analogous result
on locally compact groups.

COROLLARY 8.7. Let G be a locally compact second countable group. Then the following
conditions are equivalent.

(1) The group G has property A.

(2) Cv™(G) %y r G is nuclear.

(3) Cv™(G) %y r G is exact.

(4) Cy™(G) X1 G is locally reflezive.
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9. Future projects

In this section we list some questions related to my thesis for possible further research. Few
of the questions have already been worked on, but most of them are still only ideas.

9.1.
(1)

9.2.

9.3.

9.4.

The Baum-Connes conjecture.

One of the main ingredients in [15] to prove the Baum-Connes conjecture for linear
algebraic groups over Q, is Kirillov’s orbit method for p-adic unipotent groups in
[67, 51]. Is it possible to prove the Baum-Connes conjecture for linear algebraic
groups over local fields of positive characteristic by a general Kirillov’s orbit method
developed in [31]? This is possible in many cases, e.g. the Jacobi group H?"*1(k) x
Sp(2n, k) is the semidirect product of the Heisenberg group H?*T!(k) with the
symplectic group Sp(2n, k). The reason is that the unipotent radical H?"*!(k) has
smooth unitary dual. Note that the Jacobi group has Kazhdan’s property (T),
which is an obstacle to prove the Baum-Connes conjecture [55].

The strong Novikov conjecture.

Recently, Kasparov and Yu [58] proved the strong Novikov conjecture for count-
able discrete groups coarsely embeddable into Banach spaces satisfying a geometric
condition called property (H). For instance, uniformly convex Banach spaces with
certain unconditional bases have property (H) [12]. Is it possible to extend the
result of Kasparov and Yu to all locally compact second countable groups?

Tu proved in [84, 83] that if a locally compact second countable group G admits
a vy-element, then the strong Novikov conjecture is true for GG. Later, he proved
in [85] that every discrete group, which admits a coarse embedding into Hilbert
spaces, has a ~-element. So we can ask whether it is true for locally compact
(totally disconnected) groups coarsely embeddable into Hilbert spaces ([85], Final
remark 2).

Measure equivalence of locally compact groups.

The central notion of measure equivalence on discrete groups was suggested by Gro-
mov in [37]. It is well-known that all approximation properties mentioned in section
6 are invariant under measure equivalence [68, 54]. Since the definition of mea-
sure equivalence also makes sense for locally compact second countable unimodular
groups [34, 5, 35], it is natural to ask whether the same conclusion holds in the
locally compact setting. It is also interesting to ask whether property A and coarse
embedding into Hilbert spaces are invariant under measure equivalence.

Approximation properties versus property A and coarse embeddability.

It follows from Theorem 6.10 that weak amenability implies property A for all
locally compact second countable groups. In [44], Haagerup and Kraus introduced
the approximation property (AP) for locally compact groups and (AP) is in general
weaker than weak amenability. Does (AP) imply property A for all locally compact
groups? It is true for all locally compact groups with group lattices [44, 63, 70, 28].
Does the weak Haagerup property imply coarse embeddability into a Hilbert space
for all locally compact groups? By Theorem 6.11 it is true for groups with weak
Haagerup constant 1. I think the question is even open for discrete group case.

. Characterization of weak amenability in coarse geometry.

Property A can be regarded as coarse amenability. There are many reasons for that,
but one of them is the following: let I' be a finitely generated residually finite group.
It is possible to construct a metric space Box(I"), called the box space associated to
the group I' [77], such that I is amenable if and only if Box(T") has Yu’s property A.
Recently, the characterization of the Haagerup property is obtained in [17] by fibred
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coarse embedding of the box space into Hilbert spaces. Is it possible to define a
coarse property on metric spaces such that a finitely generated residually finite group
is weakly amenable if and only if its box space has this property? Since Theorem
6.10 and Theorem 6.11 can be extended from locally compact second countable
groups to proper metric spaces with bounded geometry, it might be useful to attack
the Cowling’s conjecture for finitely generated residually finite groups.

Exactness of reduced group C*-algebras.

A C*-algebra A is said to be ezact if the functor A ®mpiy (—) is exact on the category
of C*-algebras. From this definition it is rather easy to show that if a locally compact
group G is exact, then its reduced group C*-algebra C}(G) is exact as C*-algebras.
Kirchberg and Wassermann proved the converse assertion for all discrete groups
(see [59]). It is natural to ask the following question: let G be a locally compact
second countable group. Does exactness of the reduced group C*-algebra C(G)
imply exactness of the group G?
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Abstract. For locally compact groups, we define an analogue to Yu’s property A that he defined
for discrete metric spaces. We show that our property A for locally compact groups agrees with
Roe’s notion of property A for proper metric spaces, defined in [11]. We prove that many
of the results that are known to hold in the discrete setting, hold also in the locally compact
setting. In particular, we show that property A is equivalent to amenability at infinity (see [9]
for the discrete case), and that a locally compact group with property A embeds uniformly
into a Hilbert space (see [17] for the discrete case). We also prove that the Baum—Connes
assembly map with coefficients is split-injective, for every locally compact group that embeds
uniformly into a Hilbert space. This extends results by Skandalis, Tu and Yu [13], and by
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1. Introduction

Gromov introduced the notion of uniform embeddability of metric spaces and
suggested that finitely generated discrete groups that are uniformly embeddable in a
Hilbert space, when viewed as metric spaces with a word length metric, might satisfy
the Novikov conjecture [5, 6]. Yu showed that this is indeed the case, provided that
the classifying space is a finite CW-complex [17]. In the same paper Yu introduced a
weak form of amenability on discrete metric spaces that he called property A, which
guarantees the existence of a uniform embedding into Hilbert space. Higson and
Roe observed in [9] that the metric space underlying a finitely generated discrete
group has property A if and only if it admits a topologically amenable action on
some compact Hausdorff space. Ozawa showed in [10] that a discrete group admits
a topologically amenable action on a compact Hausdorff space if and only if the
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**Both authors were supported by the Danish National Research Foundation through the Centre for
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group is exact. In the case of property A groups, Higson strengthened Yu’s result by
removing the finiteness assumption on the classifying space [8]. Indeed, he proved
that the Baum—Connes assembly map with coeflicients, for any countable discrete
group which has a topologically amenable action on a compact Hausdorff space, is
split-injective. Baum, Connes and Higson showed that this implies the Novikov
conjecture [2]. Using Higson’s descent technique (see [8]), Skandalis, Tu and
Yu [13] were able to generalize the split-injectivity result to arbitrary discrete groups
which admit a uniform embedding into Hilbert space, and hence they answered
Gromov’s question.

In [11], Roe generalized property A to proper metric spaces with bounded
geometry (in the sense of [12]). All second countable locally compact groups have a
proper left-invariant metric that implements the topology, and such a metric is unique
up to coarse equivalence (see [7] and [14]). Moreover, locally compact groups with
a proper left-invariant metric, have bounded geometry (see [7]). Roe already proved
that his generalization of property A is equivalent to Ozawa’s notion of exactness,
see [11]. A locally compact group G satisfies Ozawa’s notion of exactness if there is
a net of positive type kernels k; : G x G — C that tends to 1 uniformly on tubes, and
such that each k; is supported in a tube. We say that a subset T C G x G is a tube
if it is contained in a set of the form Tube(K) = {(s,) : s7't € K} € G x G
for some compact subset K C G. Anantharaman-Delaroche has shown in [1]
that whenever a locally compact group admits a topologically amenable action on
a compact Hausdorff space, it also satisfies Ozawa’s notion of exactness.

We give an alternative definition of property A, that resembles more closely Yu’s
definition, and we show that it is equivalent to Roe’s definition. Moreover, we give a
direct and elementary proof that it is equivalent to Ozawa’s notion of exactness. We
continue by showing that a locally compact group has property A if and only if it has
a topologically amenable action on a compact Hausdorff space. This statement was
proven for discrete groups by Higson and Roe [9].

Whenever a locally compact group admits a topologically amenable action on a
compact Hausdorff space, it is uniformly embeddable into a Hilbert space (see [1]).
By the above, this is also true for groups with property A. We also give an alternative
characterisation of the locally compact groups that embed uniformly into a Hilbert
space. We say that an action G ~ X on a compact Hausdorff space X has the
Haagerup property if its transformation groupoid X »x G admits a continuous proper
conditionally negative type function. Then we show that a locally compact group
embeds uniformly into a Hilbert space if and only if it admits a Haagerup action on
a compact Hausdorff space. Finally, we apply Higson’s descent technique and the
going—down functor of Chabert, Echterhoff and Oyono-Oyono, to obtain an analogue
of the result of Skandalis, Tu and Yu (see [13]): we show that the Baum—Connes
assembly map with coefficients is split-injective for all locally compact groups that
embed uniformly into Hilbert space.
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2. Property A for locally compact groups

In this section, we introduce our own notion of property A for locally compact
second countable (l.c.s.c.) groups. Yu first introduced property A for discrete metric
spaces in [17]. Our own notion of property A is closely modelled on Yu’s definition.
Roe has introduced a generalization of property A for proper metric spaces with
bounded geometry (see [11]). Every second countable locally compact group G has
a proper left-invariant metric d that implements the topology on G. This metric
is unique up to coarse equivalence. Moreover, the proper metric space (G,d)
has bounded geometry, see [7] and [14]. So Roe’s property A makes sense for
l.c.s.c. groups, and we show in Theorem 2.3 that it agrees with our property A.
We combine Theorem 2.3 with Anantharaman-Delaroche’s description of groups
that are amenable at infinity [1, Proposition 3.4 and 3.5], i.e. groups that admit a
topologically amenable action on a compact Hausdorff space. In this way we obtain
Corollary 2.9: al.c.s.c. group has property A if and only if it is amenable at infinity.

For the rest of the paper, G will always denote a l.c.s.c. group. We fix a left Haar
measure (1 on G. We also consider the measure i’ on G x N which is the product
measure of u with the counting measure on N.

Definition 2.1. Let G be a l.c.s.c. group and let K € G be a compact subset. Then
we write

Tube(K) = {(s.1) € G x G : s~ 't € K}.
We say that a subset 7 € G x G is a tube if {s't : (s,t) € T} is precompact, or
equivalently, if T C Tube(K) for some compact subset K C G.

Definition 2.2. A l.c.s.c group G has property A if for any compact subset K C G
and ¢ > 0, there exist a compact subset L. € G and a family {As}seg of Borel
subsets of G x N with 0 < p/(As) < oo such that

e forall (s,¢) € Tube(K) we have

W (AsAAL)
el il e )
W' (As N Ar)

e (t,n) € Ag implies (s,t) € Tube(L).

Theorem 2.3 below gives a number of equivalent characterizations of property A.
It is an extention of [16] to the locally compact case. Condition (3) says that G has
property A in the sense of Roe [11], as a proper metric space with bounded geometry.
Condition (5) is Ozawa’s notion of exactness for l.c.s.c. groups [10]. The equivalence
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between (3) and (5) has already been proven in [11], by reducing the problem to the
discrete case. Nevertheless, we provide a simple direct proof of their equivalence,
for the sake of completeness.

Theorem 2.3. Let G be a l.c.s.c. group. The following are equivalent:

1) G has property A;

2) For any compact subset K C G and ¢ > 0, there exist a compact subset
L € G and a continuous map n : G—LY(G) such that ||n:||y = 1,
suppn; C tL foreveryt € G and

sup lIns —nell1 < &
(s,t)€Tube(K)

3) For any compact subset K C G and ¢ > 0, there exist a compact subset
L € G and a weak-* continuous map v : G—Co(G)?. such that ||v;|| = 1,
supp vy C tL foreveryt € G and

sup vy — vl <&
(5,£)€Tube(K)

4) For any compact subset K C G and ¢ > 0, there exist a compact subset
L € G and a continuous map § : G—L*(G) such that ||&|], = 1,
supp&; C tL foreveryt € G and

sup [1Es —&ll2 < &
(s,t)€Tube(K)

5) For any compact subset K C G and ¢ > 0, there exist a compact subset
L € G and a continuous positive type kernel k : G x G—C such that
suppk < Tube(L) and

sup lk(s, 1) — 1] <e.
(s,t)€Tube(K)

In statements (2)—(5), we assume that the maps 71, v, £, k are continuous, because
this is standard for locally compact groups. But in fact, each of the statements (2)—
(5) is equivalent to the corresponding statement without the continuity assumption.
In Lemma 2.5, we carefully state and prove this for statement (2). We omit the
argument for statements (3)—(5), as it is entirely analogous. Part of the proof of
Lemma 2.5 below consists of convolving 1 with a “nice” function. We use the same
class of “nice” functions several times in the paper, so we give them a name.
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Definition 2.4. A cut-off function for G is a function f in C.(G) such that
s f=0;
e f(t7Y) = f(t)forallt € G;
* supp f is a compact neighborhood of the unit element e of G;

* Jo fOdu(t) =1
Observe that every l.c.s.c. group has cut-off functions.

Lemma 2.5. Let G be a l.c.s.c. group. Suppose that G satisfies the following
property.
2") For any compact subset K C G and ¢ > 0, there exist a compact subset
L € G and amap n : G—LY(G) such that |n:||1 = 1, suppn: < tL for
everyt € G and

sup s — el < &
(s,t)€Tube(K)

Then we can assume that the map t +— 1, is continuous, i.e., G satisfies property (2)
from Theorem 2.3 above.

Proof. The proof proceeds in two steps. In step one, we show that we can assume
that ¢ — 17, is a Borel map. In step two we use a convolution argument to make
t — n; continuous.

Step 1: We can assume that ¢t — 1), is a piecewise constant Borel map.

Fix any compact subset C < G with non-empty interior. Since G is second
countable, we find a sequence (s,) in G such that G = Us,C. Define a
sequence (C,) of Borel subsets of G by induction as follows. We set C; = s;C
and for eachn > 1, weset C,, = 5s,C \ (C; U ...U Cy_1).

Let ¢ > 0 and let K € G be a compact subset. Then we see that the product
CKC™! C Gisstill a compact subset. Since G satisfies our condition (2'), we
find amap n : G — L'(G) and a compact subset L C G such that ||n,]|; = 1,
suppns C tL forevery t € G and

sup Ins —nelli < &
(s,t)€Tube(CKC 1)

Define a Borel map £ : G — L(G) setting §& = n;, whenever t € Cy. This
is well-defined because G is the disjoint union of the Borel sets C,. We see that
| l1 = 1forall t € G. Observe that, if € Cp, then it follows that s, € tC 1.
Let (s,¢) € Tube(K) and take n, m € N such thats € C,,, t € Cy,. Then we see that
sy sm € CKC™1,s0

& — &1 = ||77sn _nsmHI <eé&.
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Moreover, we compute that supp(§;) = supp(7s,,) € smL € tC~1L. It is now
clear that £ is a Borel map that satisfies condition (2).

Step 2: We can assume that ¢ +— 1), is continuous.
Fix a cut-off function f : G — [0,00). Denote C = supp(f). Let & > 0 and let
K C G be a compact subset. By step 1, we find a piecewise constant Borel map
n:G — L'(G) and a compact subset L € G such that ||n;||; = 1, suppn; C tL
forevery t € G and

sup ns —nell1 < &
(s,t)€Tube(CKC 1)

We define £ : G — L'(G) by the formula
60) = [ 167010 dno),
We check that & is indeed in L!(G) and has norm 1 and still satisfies condition (2').
Then we show that £ is a continuous map, and hence staisfies condition (2) of

Theorem 2.3.
We compute that

&l = /G /G F) 105 0)] dpe(s)da (o)
- / FA15) sl dpas) = / Fs)dus) = 1.
G G

It is clear that the support of & is contained in the compact subset t C L. Whenever
we have (s,1) € Tube(K), we see that

16— &l = [G ‘ [G FO78) e )] dpe(r) — /G FO0) 1 0)] dia(r)| dpao)
< / / £ 57 (0) = 10r )] dt(F)dpe(v)
GJG
- / £ Insr = merly diar)
G
d = ¢.
< /G F)du(r) = ¢
where the last inequality follows because (sr,tr) € Tube(CKC™!) whenever
r~lecC.

Suppose that (z,) is a sequence in G that tends to z. Without loss of generality,
we can assume that ¢, remains in the compact neighborhood ¢ C. It follows that

6o — &l < /G /G G657 — £ 0] Ine(0)] dia(s)d()
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- /G £~ ) — £670)] sl di(s).

This last integral converges to 0 by the Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem.
We have shown that our continuous map £ : G — L!(G) satisfies the required
conditions. O

Throughout this paper, we often need to “‘smoothen” a given kernel. For example,
when we are given a measurable kernel kg on G, we can obtain a continuous
kernel by convolving ko with a cut-off function. Lemma 2.6 below shows that this
convolution procedure preserves a number of relevant properties of the kernel.

Lemma 2.6. Let G be a l.c.s.c group and let ko : G X G — C be a measurable
kernel that is bounded on every tube. Let f : G — [0,00) be a cut-off function
for G. Define a new kernel k : G x G — C by the formula

k(s.1) = [G /G F0) fwko(sv. 1w)dp(v)dp(w) @.1)

This kernel satisfies the following properties
1) k is bounded on every tube.
2) k is continuous. In fact, k satisfies the following uniform continuity property:

whenever s,, — s and t, — t in G, then we have that

sup |k(vsy, vt,) — k(vs,vt)| — 0.

veG
3) if the support of kg is a tube, then also the support of k is a tube.
4) if kg is a positive type kernel, then so is k.
5) if T € G x G is a tube, then

sup |k(s,t1)—1] < sup lko(x,y) —1].
(s,t)eT (x,)ET-(supp f xsupp f)

Proof. Observe that the new kernel k is well-defined, because for fixed s,¢ € G, the
function
(v, w) = f(v) f(w)ko(sv, 1w)

is a bounded measurable function with compact support. We check that k satisfies
properties (1) — (5).

Property (1). Let T € G x G be a tube. Observe that Ty = T (supp(f) x
supp(f)) is still a tube. So kg is bounded on Ty, say by C > 0. For any (s,¢) € T
and v, w € supp(f), we get that (sv, tw) € Ty, hence

k(s.0)] < /G /G £(0) £ w) ko(sv. 1w)] dpe(v)dps(w)

=c [ [ rorswdnwpe) = c.
So k is bounded by on 7T'.
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Property (2). Suppose that s, — s and t, — ¢ in G. Let U be a compact
neighborhood of identity. We can assume that s, € sU and¢, € tU foralln € N. By
assumption, kg is bounded on the tube T = Tube(supp( f)~1U " 1s~1tU supp(f)),
say by C > 0. Let r € G be arbitrary. We compute that

|k(rsy, rty) —k(rs,rt)|

/G /G F0) £ w)ko(rsuv. rigw) — £(0) fw)ko(rsv. riw)dp(v)dp(w)

=

< [ / |f(S,71v)f(tn_1w) - f(s_lv)f(t_lw)| lko(rv, rw)| du(v)du(w)
GJG
=¢ /G /G | f (s o) £ w) = f (™M) £ w)| dp(v)dp(w)

The last inequality follows from the fact that (rv,rw) € T whenever either
sytv 7 w € supp(f) or sTlv, 7w € supp(f). The last line does not depend
on r and converges to 0 by the Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem because f
is continuous and has compact support.

Property (3). A simple direct computation shows that the support of k is
contained in supp(ko) (supp( f) x supp(f)).

Property (4). It is well-known that a kernel is of positive type if and only if there
is a Hilbert space H and amap £ : G — H such that k(s,t) = (£(s), &(¢)) for all
s,t € G. The map £ can be chosen to be weakly Borel if k is Borel.

Take such a Borel map £° : G — H for the kernel k. Observe that £° is
bounded because kg is. So the formula

@s(n) =/Gf(v)(§°(sv),n)dﬂ(v)

defines a bounded anti-linear functional on H. By the Riesz representation theorem,
there is a unique vector £(s) such that ¢s(n) = (£(s),n) for all n € H. It now
suffices to observe that

k(s,1) = (£(s). £(1)).

Property (5). It is straightforward by the properties of the cut-off function f. [
We are now ready to prove Theorem 2.3

Proof of Theorem 2.3. 1) = 2): Let K € G be a compact subset and let ¢ > 0. By
Lemma 2.5, we only have to find amap 7 : G — L!(G) that satisfies the conditions
in (2), i.e, condition (2), but 7 is not necessarily continuous.
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Since G has property A, we find a compact subset L € G and {As}sec a family
of Borel subsets in G x N with 0 < u/(A4;) < oo such that

e forall (s,¢) € Tube(K) we have

W(AsAAy) < €
W(AsNA) 2
e (t,n) € Ag implies (s,t) € Tube(L).

Fors,t € G, we denote A; s = ({s} xN) N A;. It follows from Tonelli’s theorem
that

/VMWM@=/M&WMW@M=MMJ<%
G GxN

For each ¢ € G, consider the almost everywhere defined measurable map 7, : G—C
defined by

[Az s
I’L/(At).

It is clear that 0 < 1, € L'(G) and ||;||; = 1 forall t € G. Note that

ne(s) =

s - 1/ (Ag) = me - 1/ (A0l = /G | 1As.x| = A x| [ dpe(x)

SLMHXMHMAmWMM
— WA DA,

where the last equality follows from Tonelli’s theorem. Hence we see that for all
(s,t) € Tube(K),

) W (Ar)
w(Ag) |

< W (AsAAr) W' (Ar) _
WA (A
M/(ASAAt)

B W (As)
W (A AAy)

= .—M/(Aths) <e.

NAGON
W (As)

li

s = nellr < |ms — me Nt Nt

1

Note also that if n,(s) # 0, then (s,n) € A; for some n, whence (¢, s) € Tube(L).
Hence suppn; C L.
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2) = 1): Given a compact subset K € G and ¢ > 0. We choose a small

0 < ¢ < 1 such that 256;8 < ¢&. By 2) there exist a compact subset L € G and a

map 1 : G—LY(G) such that ||n;||; = 1, suppn, C ¢L forevery t € G and

sup  |[ns — el < €.
(s,t)€Tube(K)
We identify 7, with a representative function n; : G — C. It is not hard to see that
we can assume that {s € G : n,(s) # 0} C ¢L and 7, may also be supposed to be
non-negative, since || [ns| — [n:| [ =< [|ns — nell1-
Note that u(L) > 0, for otherwise ||n:||1 = O forallt € G. Let M :=
u(L)/e > 0. Foreacht € G, we set

A ={(s,n) € G xN:n <n(s)- M}.

It is clear that A; is a Borel subset of G x N for each t € G. For every t € G, we
define a measurable map 6; : G—[0, o0) by
| As,s]

M 9

0:(s) =
where A; s := {n € N: (s,n) € A;}. Then 6, satisfies the following two relations
W(A) = M - 01

16 — melly < w(L)/M =€,
for all t € G. Tt follows that M(1 — &') < w'(4;) < M(1 + &’). In particular,
0 < u'(A;) < oo foreach t € G. Moreover,

WABA) = [ |40s B Assldp()
G
= [ 1Aexl = Acalidie) = M 116 =6l

Hence,
W(AsAA) 21/ (AsAAyr) _ 2|05 — 0|1
W(As N A W(As) + W (A) — W (AsAA)  16s]ly 4 116000 — 165 — Ocllr

Since ||6;||1 > 1 —¢& forevery ¢t € G and ||0s — 6;]|; < 3¢’ forall (s, ¢) € Tube(K),
we see that

W(AsAAy) - 6¢’ 6¢’ -
w(As N A;)  2(1—¢)—3¢ 2—5¢

&

for all (s, ¢) € Tube(K).
Finally, if (s,n) € Ay, then n,(s) # 0. It follows that (¢, s) € Tube(L).
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2) = 3): Recall that there is a linear isometric embedding I : L'(G) < Co(G)*
given by

1(f)(g) = [G g fdy.

Given a compact subset K € G and ¢ > 0, there exist a compact subset L C G
and a continuous map 7 : G—L!(G) such that |[n;||; = 1, suppn, C tL for every
t € G and

sup  [[ns —mell < e
(s,t)€Tube(K)

n may be supposed to be non-negative (since |||ns| — [7:11l1 < |Ins — 1¢]]1). Define
the map v = I on: G—Cy(G)?%, which is obviously a weak-* continuous map
with ||v|| = 1. Let g € Co(G) be such that g|;z, = 0. Then

ve(g) = 1) (g) = f g =0,
t
i.e., suppv; C rL. Finally,

sup  |lvs—v|l=sup |[I(ms—n)ll= sup |[[ns —mll1 <e.
(s,t)€Tube(K) (s,t)€Tube(K) (s,t)€Tube(K)

3) = 2): Let f be a cut-off function for G. Using convolution we define a linear
contraction Tr : Co(G)* — LY(G) by Tr(v)(s) = v(fs) where f; is defined by
fs(t) = f(s7't) fors,t € G. Indeed, this is clearly a linear map, and the following
computation shows that 7" is a contraction. Moreover, T is isometric when restricted
to the positive cone Co(G)?.

IITf(V)Ill=/G|v(fs)|dM(S)S/G[Gf(s_lt)dIVI(t)du(S)
=/ / £ $)dp(s)d [v] (1) = [[v]].
GJG

Observe that the inequality above becomes an equality if v is positive. Given a
compact subset K € G and ¢ > 0, there exist a compact subset L. € G and a weak-
* continuous map v : G—Co(G)? such that [[v,|| = 1, suppv, C L for every
t € G and

sup [lvs —ve]] < &
(s,t)€Tube(K)

Define 7 : G—L'(G) by the composition

T
G > Co(G)% <5 LY(G).
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It is clear that ||n¢||1 = 1 and suppn; < ¢(L - supp f) for every t € G. Moreover,
we see that

sup lns—melli = sup |[Tr(s—v)lli = sup [l — e[ <e.
(s,t)€Tube(K) (s,t)€Tube(K) (s,t)€Tube(K)

Finally, we show that n is continuous. Let t,—f, we want to show that
[lve, * f —ve * f||1—0. We can assume that {f,},en C ¢ -supp f. Since v is
weak-* continuous, we get

Ve, * () = ve, (fs)=ve (fs) = (Ve * f)(5),

for all s € G. Note that supp (vs, * f) C tn(L -supp f) ¢ -supp f - L -supp f
and

(g, * f)(s) = ve, (fs) =/Gfs(x)d‘)tn(x) < 1S Mool Ve, Il = 11/ |loo-
It follows that
(th * f) =< Xt-supp f-L-supp f”f“oo € LI(G) a.e.

We complete the proof by Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem.

2) = 4): Let n : G—L'(G) be a map as in (2). For each t € G, define
& = |7h|1/2- Then

& — &I = f ) = £ P
< / I~ &)
- fEG 17 GOl = () 1)

=< [Ine = sl

Now, the rest of the proof is obvious.
4) = 2): Let§ : G—L?*(G)beamapasin (4). Foreacht € G, define n, = |&|?.
Then by the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality, one has

e = sl =/ NP =16 (0P ldut)

= /GG(I&(X)I + & CIDIE ()] = 185 () [|dpe(x)

=< |I1&] + [Esl21118] = 1851l
< 2[1§ — &ll2-
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Now, it is not hard to complete the proof.

4) = 5): Given a compact subset K € G and ¢ > 0, let £ : G—L*(G) be a
continuous map as in (4). We identify & € L?(G) with a representative & : G — C.
We may assume that {s € G : &(s) # 0} C ¢rL. Then we define a continuous
positive type kernel k : G x G—C by the formula

k(s.t) = (&. ).

It is clear that supp k € Tube(L - L™!) and we compute that

sup  |k(s,t) — 1= sup [{& —&. &) = sup  [l& —&ll2ll&]l2 <e.
(s,t)E€Tube(K) (s,t)€Tube(K) (s,t)E€Tube(K)

5) = 4): Let a compact subset K € G and 0 < ¢ < 1/2 be given. Let f be a
cut-off function for G. Observe that supp f - (K U {e}) - supp f is a compact subset
of G. By (5), there exist a compact subset L € G and a continuous positive type
kernel ko on G such that supp k9 < Tube(L) and

sup{|ko(s,t) — 1] : (s,¢) € Tube(supp f - (K U {e})-supp f)} <e.

Observe that k¢ is bounded because it is of positive type and k¢ (s, s) < 1 + & for all
s € G. It follows from Lemma 2.6 that k : G x G—C given by

k(s.1) = [G /G F)ko(sv. tw) £ (w)dp(w)dp(v)

is a continuous bounded positive type kernel whose support is still a tube, say
supp(k) C Tube(L'). If (s, t) € Tube(K U {e}), then

k(s.0) — 1] = ‘ /G /G Fko(sv.1w) £ (w)du(w)dp(v)
- / F)dp() [ f(w)du(w)’
G G
< [ / F(w) £ ) ko(sv. 1w) — 1d(v)dp(w)
supp f Jsupp f

< sup{|ko(x, y) — 1] : (x,y) € Tube(supp f - (K U {e}) - supp f)}
<e.

Let Ty, be the integral operator on L?*(G), which is induced by kg, so we
define Ty, by Tk, (§)(s) = [ ko(s,1)§(t)du(t). Note that Ty, is positive and
bounded, and that

k(s,t) = (Tko J1. fs)
where f;(x) = f(t7x).
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Let p be a polynomial such that 0 < p(¢) and |p(¢)> — ¢| < &/||f||3 for ¢ €
[0, || Tk, ||]. Define a continuous map 1 : G—L?*(G) by n; = p(Tx,) /i Note that

[(ne,ms) = ks, O] = [(p(Tio) f1. P(Tho) fs) — k(5. 0)]
= [(p*(Ti) fro f5) = {To fo S

< 1p*(Tko) — Tro 1 fe 11211 f5112
<&,

forall s, ¢ € G. It follows that |[{n;, ns) — 1| < |{ns, ns) —k(s,t)| + |k(s,t)—1] < 2¢
for all (s,2) € Tube(K U {e}), which implies that 1 —2¢ < Re(n;, n5s) < 2¢ + 1 for
all (s, 1) € Tube(K U {e}).

Since ¢ < 1/2, we see that /1 +2¢ > ||n¢]||2 > /1 —2& > 0. We define a
continuous map £ : G—L2(G) by & = 1;/||n:||2. This map £ satisfies

R 9 1_2 4
1 —Re(§. &) = 1- e 0s) <1- f o T 4
(e ne) V2 (g, ms) /2 1+2¢ 1426

forall (s,¢) € Tube(KU{e}). Therefore we see that ||E,—&; || = /2 —2Re(&, &) <
+/ 8¢ for all (s,t) € Tube(K). Finally, if p is of degree d, then it is not hard to see

that
suppé& C ¢ -supp f - (LHTU---U LT U {e)). O

We end this section by showing that property A is equivalent to amenability at
infinity. Recall that a locally compact group G is said to be amenable at infinity
if there exists a topologically amenable action (in the sense of [1]) of G on some
compact Hausdorff space X. In the discrete case, it is known that G is exact if and
only if G is amenable at infinity if and only if the action of G on its Stone-Cech
compactification is topologically amenable if and only if G has property A. In the
locally compact case, we have to replace the Stone-Cech compactification by the
space B*(G) that is defined in the following way. B%(G) is the universal compact
Hausdorff left G-space equipped with a continuous G-equivariant inclusion of G
as an open dense subspace, which has the following property: any (continuous) G-
equivariant map from G into a compact Hausdorft left G-space K extends uniquely
to a continuous G-equivariant map from %(G) into K. We can identify C(8%(G))
with the C*-algebra of bounded left-uniform continuous functions on G, i.e. the
algebra of all bounded continuous functions f on G such that £ (1~ 's) — f(s) tends
to 0 uniformly as ¢ tends to the unit element of G. Anantharaman-Delaroche showed
in [1, Proposition 3.4] that a l.c.s.c. group G is amenable at infinity if and only if its
action on % (G) by translation is topologically amenable.

Asin [1], we denote by 6 the homeomorphism of G x G that is given by 0(s,t) =
(s71,571). Let Cp (G x G) be the algebra of bounded continuous functions f on
G x G such that f o 6 has a continuous extension to $*(G) x G. In fact, we have
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the following characterization of the continuous functions f : G x G — C such that
f o 6 has a continuous extension to 8% (G) x G.

Observation 2.7. Let f : G x G—C be a (continuous) function. Then f o0 extends
to a continuous function on B*(G) x G if and only if f satisfies the following two
conditions:

sup | f(v,vt)| < o0 forallt € G

veG

sup | f(vsn, vty) — f(vs,vt)|—0 for all s,—s and t,—t.
veG

In [1], Anantharaman-Delaroche showed the following characterization of 1.c.s.c.
groups that are amenable at infinity.

Theorem 2.8 ([1, Proposition 3.4 and 3.5]). Let G be a l.c.s.c. group. Then the
following are equivalent.

1) G is amenable at infinity, i.e. there exists a topologically amenable action of
G on a compact Hausdorff space.

2) the action of G on B*(G) is topologically amenable.

3) There exists a net (k;) of positive type kernels in Cp 9(G x G) with support in
tubes such that lim; k; = 1, uniformly on tubes.

The uniform continuity property in Observation 2.7 above is precisely the one
we obtained in Lemma 2.6. So it follows from point 5) of Lemma 2.6 that we may
assume that the kernel k in point 5) of Theorem 2.3 is contained in Cp 9(G x G).
This proves the following result

Corollary 2.9. A lLc.s.c. group G is amenable at infinity if and only if G has
property A.

One of our motivations to study groups with property A is that for such groups,
the Baum—Connes assembly map with coefficients is split-injective. This was proven
first by Higson [8, Theorem 1.1] in the discrete case. Later, Chabert, Echterhoff
and Oyono-Oyono showed [4, Theorem 1.9] that this is still true for l.c.s.c. groups
that are amenable at infinity. Since we have just shown that a l.c.s.c. group with
property A is amenable at infinity, this is still true for groups with property A.

Corollary 2.10. If G is a locally compact, second countable, Hausdor{f group which
has property A, then the Baum—Connes assembly map with coefficients for G is split-
injective.

3. Uniform embeddability into Hilbert space

In this section we study groups that admit a uniform embedding into Hilbert space,
in the sense of Gromov [6], see definition 3.1. As a consequence of Corollary 2.9
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in the previous section, all groups with property A embed uniformly into Hilbert
space. In fact, we show that uniform embeddability into Hilbert space is equivalent
to the existence of a Haagerup action on a compact Hausdorff space. We say
that an action G ~ X on a compact Hausdorft space has the Haagerup property
if the associated transformation groupoid has a continuous proper conditionally
negative type function. In the previous section, we mentioned that the Baum-
Connes assembly map with coefficients is split-injective for groups with property A.
In Theorem 3.5, we extend this result to groups that embed uniformly into Hilbert
space.

In [6], Gromov introduced the notion of a uniform embedding of a metric space
into another one. On any l.c.s.c. group G, there is a proper left-invariant metric d,
and this metric is unique up to coarse equivalence, see [7] and [14]. This gives a
well-defined notion of a uniform embedding of a l.c.s.c. group into Hilbert space.
However, for the purpose of this paper, we use the following equivalent definition,
that was first given by Anantharaman-Delaroche in [1].

Definition 3.1. Let G be a locally compact, second countable, Hausdorff topological
group. A map u from G into a Hilbert space H is said to be a uniform embedding
if u satisfies the following two conditions:

a) for every compact subset K of G there exists R > 0 such that

(s,t) € Tube(K) = |lu(s) —u(@®)|| < R;
b) for every R > 0 there exists a compact subset K of G such that
[lu(s) —u@)|| < R = (s,t) € Tube(K).

We say that a l.c.s.c. group G embeds uniformly into Hilbert space (or admits
a uniform embedding into Hilbert space) if there exists a Hilbert space H and a
uniform embeddingu : G — H.

Anantharaman-Delaroche showed in [1] that l.c.s.c. groups that are amenable at
infinity, embed uniformly into Hilbert space. As a consequence of Corollary 2.9, we
obtain the following:

Proposition 3.2 ([1], Proposition 3.7). If a l.c.s.c. group G has property A, then G
admits a uniform embedding into Hilbert space.

As with property A, whenever there is a uniform embedding of G into H, there
also is a continuous uniform embedding of G into H.

Proposition 3.3. Let G be a locally compact, second countable group. The following
are equivalent:

1) G admits a uniform embedding into a Hilbert space;
2) G admits a Borel uniform embedding into a separable Hilbert space;

3) G admits a continuous uniform embedding into a separable Hilbert space.
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Proof. It is clear that 3) implies 1).

1) = 2): Letu : G— H be a uniform embedding into a Hilbert space H. Let C
be a compact neighborhood of identity in G. As in the proof of Lemma 2.5, we find
group elements (s,), and Borel subsets C, < s,C such that G = | |, C,. Define
u’ : G— H by the property that u’(s) = u(s,) whenever s € C,. This way, u’ is
a Borel step function. Since u is a uniform embedding, we find an R > 0 such that
|lu(s) —u(t)|| < R whenever s~'t € C. Fix n € N and observe that every s € C,
satisfies s, lseC. Asa consequence,

[u'(s) = )| = lu(sn) —u(s)]| < R,

Since this is true for all n € N and s € C,, we see that u’ is at bounded distance
from u, so u’ is still a uniform embedding. Observe that u’ takes values only in the
separable closed subspace Hy € H that is spanned by {u(s,) : n € N}. In other
words, u’ is a Borel uniform embedding into the separable Hilbert space Hy.

2) = 3): Let u : G— H be a Borel uniform embedding into a separable Hilbert
space H. Let f be a cut-off function for G. Since u is a uniform embedding,
we find R > 0 such that ||u(s) —u(t)| < R whenever s~!t € supp(f). For
a fixed t € G, we define an anti-linear functional ¢; : H—C by the formula
@i (v) = [o(f(s7 O u(s), v)du(s) for all v € H. Observe that ¢, is bounded
because

WAMIS/an@”Uu@LdeM@)
G
s/fw%mww+kwwmm>
G

= (lu@®| + R) vl

for every vector v € H. By the Riesz—Fréchet theorem there exists a unique
u'(t) € H such that ¢, (v) = (u/(¢),v) for all v € H. Observe that u’(¢) is at
distance at most R from u(?):

(' (6) —u(0). v)| = ’/G ST u(s), v)duls) - (M(t),v)/Gf(s_lt)dM(S)

SLﬂVWMMWM)
<R]|v]|.

In particular, we see that 1’ is still a uniform embedding of G into H.

We show that u” is continuous. This follows from the following computation: let
(tn)n be a sequence in G that converges to ¢ € G. The sequence ¢~ '#, remains in
some compact neighborhood U of identity in G. Since u is a uniform embedding,
we find R, > 0 such that ||u(s) — u(t)|| < R, whenever t~'s € U supp(f). Now
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we see that, forevery v € H andn € N,
(' (ta) — ' (), V)| < /G | fs™ ) = FT O] ) vl diels)

=/G|f(fn_18)—f(l_1S)|IIM(S)II [vll dpe(s)
S ltn-f =1+ flloo w(U supp(N) (@) + R2) [[v]] -

Since f is continuous with compact support, we see that ||t, - f —¢ - f| 5, tends
to 0. Therefore we also get that ||u’(¢,) — u’(¢)| tends to 0. O

We give an alternative characterization of uniform embedding into Hilbert space
in terms of transformation groupoids and conditionally negative type functions on it.
For the convenience of our readers, we recall these concepts:

Let G be a locally compact group acting continuously on a locally compact
Hausdorff space X. The transformation groupoid X x G consists of all pairs (x, g)
with x € X, g € G. Its base space is X, and the source and range maps are given by

s(x,g) = g_lx, r(x,g) = x.

The composition law is (gx, g)(x,g’) = (gx,gg’) and the inversion is given by

(x.g)7" = (g7 x.g7h).
A conditionally negative type function on X x G is a function ¥ : X x G—>R
such that

1) ¥(x,e) =0forall x € X;
2) Y(x,g) =v(g 'x,g V) forall (x,g) € X x G;

3) er'l,jzl titj (g 'x. g7 gj) < Oforall {;}7_, C Rsatisfying Y 7_,#; =0,
gi€eGandx € X.

We say that an action G ~ X of a group on a compact Hausdorff space has the
Haagerup property if its transformation groupoid X »x G admits a continuous proper
conditionally negative type function.

Theorem 3.4. Let G be a l.c.s.c. group. The following are equivalent:
1) G admits a uniform embedding into a Hilbert space.
2) There exists a continuous conditionally negative type kernel k on G x G
satisfying
— k is bounded on every tube;
— k is a proper kernel, i.e. {(s,t) € G x G : |k(s,t)| < R} is a tube for
all R > 0.

3) The action G ~ B*(G) has the Haagerup property, i.e, there exists a
continuous proper conditionally negative type function on B*(G) x G.
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4) There exists a second countable compact Hausdorff left G-space Y which
admits a continuous proper conditionally negative type functionon Y x G.

Proof. 2) = 1): Assume that k is a continuous conditionally negative type kernel
on G x G satisfying the conditions in 2). It follows from the GNS construction (see
Theorem C.2.3 [3]) that there exist a real Hilbert space H and a continuous map
u : G— H such that

k(s,t) = [Ju(s) —u(®)]?.

By the conditions on k, it is easy to see that u is a uniform embedding.

1) = 3): We may assume that G admits a continuous uniform embedding
u : G—H, where H is a (separable) Hilbert space. Define a continuous function
ko : G x G—>R by

ko(s, ) = [Ju(s) —u(®)||.

It is clear that k¢ is bounded on every tube. Let f be a cut-off function for G. It
follows from Lemma 2.6 that the kernel £ : G x G—R that is given by

k(s.1) = fG /G F)ko(sv. 1w) f (w)dp(w)dp(v)

is continuous and bounded on every tube. Moreover, k o has a continuous extension
Yo : BYG) x G—>R.

We have already seen in the proof of the previous proposition that there exists a
unique continuous uniform embedding u * f : G— H such that

s £O.0) = [ (6™ 0uGs)mdits) forn € .
Now, we define a continuous conditionally negative type kernel ¢ : G x G—R by

(s,1) = [Ju* f(s) —ux* f(O)]>.

By the definition of u * f, it is not hard to see that
o6s.0)=Re [ [ F0)ute0) ~u(rv).utsw) uew) fw)dp (o))
GJa
- /G/Gf(v)Re(u(sv) —u(tv), u(sw) — u(tw)) f(w)duw(w)du(v)

3 Lo

— llusw)[|* + 2Re(u(sv), u(sw)) — [[u(sv)||?
+ [[u(sv) | = 2Re(u(sv), u(tw)) + urw)|*
— [[u@w)|* + 2Re(u(tv), u(tw)) — ||lu(v)|
+ [[u(@v) | = 2Re(u(tv), u(sw)) + [[usw)|?

du(w)dp(v)
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1
=5 [ | 7 1@ katsvasw) + kotsv.ru
— ko(tv,tW) + ko(tv,sw))d“(w)d,u(v)

_ %(k(s, £) = k(s.5) — k(t.1) + k(t,5))

= %(2k(s, 1) —k(s,s) —k(,1)),

where the first equality follows from the fact that ¢ is real-valued.

Thus, the function ¢ : B%(G) x G — R that is given by ¥ (y,t) =
Yo(y,t) — %(wo(y,e) + Yo(t7'y,e)) extends ¢ o 6 continuously. Note that ¢
is a conditionally negative type kernel on G x G if and only if ¢ o 6 is a
conditionally negative type function on G x G, which is also equivalent to 1 being a
conditionally negative type function on 8%(G) x G. Moreover, ¥ is proper because
{(s,) e G xG :|p(s,t)] < R}isatube forall R > 0.

3) = 4): Let ¢ : B*(G) x G—R be a continuous proper conditionally negative
type function on f*(G) x G. If we identify C(B8%(G) x G) with C(G, C(B*(G))),
then G 2 t +— ¢(,t) € C(B*(G)) is a continuous map. Let A be the C*-
algebra generated by the unit in C(B%(G)) and the set {s.¢(-,?) : s, € G}. It
is clear that A is a unital, separable and G-invariant C *-subalgebra of C(8%(G)).
Hence, there exists a compact Hausdorff, second countable left G-space Y such that
A = C(Y). Itis not hard to see that there exist a continuous G -equivariant surjection
p : B*(G)—Y and a continuous function ¥ : ¥ x G—R such that the following
diagram

BY(G)x G

Pxidl \
¥

YxG—R
commutes. The properness of { follows from the properness of ¢ and the surjectivity
of p. Since p is also G-equivariant, v is a conditionally negative type function on
Y x G, as desired.
4) = 2): Let¢ : Y xG — R be a conditionally negative type functionon ¥ x G.
Fix one point yp € Y and define a kernel k : G x G — R by the following formula:

k(s,t) = (s 'yg,s ) foralls,t e G.

It is now clear that k& is a continuous function. Because ¢ was a conditionally
negative function, one easily computes that k is a conditionally negative type kernel
on G. Moreover, because Y is compact and ¢ is continuous, it follows that k is
bounded on tubes. Finally, the properness of ¢ translates to the properness of k, as a
kernel on G. O

Our final result shows that for every group G that embeds uniformly into a
Hilbert space, the Baum—Connes assembly map with coefficients is split-injective.
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The analogous result for discrete groups was first proven by Skandalis, Tu and Yu
([13] Theorem 6.1). The argument is almost identical to the one used to prove [4,
Theorem 1.9].

Theorem 3.5. If G is a l.c.s.c. group which admits a uniform embedding into Hilbert
space, then the Baum—Connes assembly map

pa: KP(G: A)— Ky (A %, G)
is split-injective for any separable G-C *-algebra A.

Proof. Suppose that ¢ is a continuous proper conditionally negative type function
on Y x G as in Theorem 3.4 4). We show first that we can assume that Y is a
compact convex space, on which G acts by affine transformations. Let X denote
the space Prob(Y) of Borel probability measures on Y equipped with the weak-x*
topology. Notice that X is a second countable compact Hausdorff left G-space (with
the induced action from G ~ Y'). We define ¢ : X x G—R by

o(m.1) = /Y V(. 0dm(y).

We claim that ¢ is a continuous proper conditionally negative type function on
X x G. Indeed, if we identify X with the state space of C(Y), then we see that
o(m,t) = m(y (-, t)). Thus, the continuity of ¢ follows from the norm-boundedness
of X and the continuity of the map G > ¢t — ¥ (-,¢) € C(Y,R). It is not hard to see
that ¢ is a continuous proper conditionally negative type function since 1 is.

‘We now consider the following commutative diagram, which is called the Higson
descent diagram (cf. the proof of Theorem 3.2 in [8]):

K (G A) ra K«(A %, G)

to
KP(G:A® C(X)) — - Ku((A® C(X)) %, ),
where the vertical arrows are induced by the inclusion i : C—C(X) and the
horizontal arrows are the Baum—Connes assembly maps. By Lemma 4.1 in [13], the
Baum-Connes assembly map for the groupoid X x G with coefficients in A ® C(X)
is the same as the one for the group G with coefficients in A ® C(X). Because
whenever the groupoid X x G has a continuous proper conditionally negative type
function, it also has a proper affine isometric action on a continuous field of Hilbert
spaces over X [15]. Hence, by Theorem 9.3 in [15] the bottom horizontal arrow is an
isomorphism. Since X is convex and the action of G on X is affine, the space X is
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K-equivariantly contractible for any compact subgroup K of G. By Proposition 1.10
in [4], the left vertical arrow is an isomorphism. An easy diagram chase then shows

the split-injectivity of the assembly map w 4. O
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Abstract. In this paper we consider the class of connected simple Lie groups
equipped with the discrete topology. We show that within this class of groups the
following approximation properties are equivalent: (1) the Haagerup property;
(2) weak amenability; (3) the weak Haagerup property (Theorem 1.10). In order
to obtain the above result we prove that the discrete group GL(2, K) is weakly
amenable with constant 1 for any field K (Theorem 1.11).
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1. Introduction

Amenability for groups was first introduced by von Neumann in order to study the
Banach-Tarski paradox. It is remarkable that this notion has numerous characteri-
zations and one of them, in terms of an approximation property by positive definite
functions, is the following: a locally compact (Hausdorff) group G is amenable if
there exists a net of continuous compactly supported, positive definite functions on
G tending to the constant function 1 uniformly on compact subsets of G. Later,
three weak forms of amenability were introduced: the Haagerup property, weak
amenability and the weak Haagerup property. In this paper we will study these
approximation properties of groups within the framework of Lie theory and coarse
geometry.

Definition 1.1 (Haagerup property [10]). A locally compact group G has the
Haagerup property if there exists a net of positive definite Cy-functions on G,
converging uniformly to 1 on compact sets.

Definition 1.2 (Weak amenability [18]). A locally compact group G is weakly
amenable if there exists a net (v;)icr of continuous, compactly supported Herz-
Schur multipliers on G, converging uniformly to 1 on compact sets, and such that
sup; [|¢ill s, < oo.

ISSN 0949-5932 / $2.50 (©) Heldermann Verlag
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The weak amenability constant Awa(G) is defined as the best (lowest)
possible constant A such that sup, ||¢i|ls, < A, where (p;)icr is as just described.
Definition 1.3 (The weak Haagerup property [32]). A locally compact group
G has the weak Haagerup property if there exists a net (p;)ier of Co Herz-
Schur multipliers on G, converging uniformly to 1 on compact sets, and such
that sup, ]}, < oo

The weak Haagerup constant Awn(G) is defined as the best (lowest) possible
constant A such that sup, ||villz, < A, where (¢;)icr is as just described.

Clearly, amenable groups have the Haagerup property. It is also easy to see
that amenable groups are weakly amenable with Awa (G) = 1 and that groups with
the Haagerup property have the weak Haagerup property with Awn(G) = 1. Also,
1 < Awn(G) < Awa(G) for any locally compact group G, so weakly amenable
groups have the weak Haagerup property.

It is natural to ask about the relation between the Haagerup property and
weak amenability. The two notions agree in many cases, like generalized Baumslag-
Solitar groups (see [15, Theorem 1.6]) and connected simple Lie groups with the
discrete topology (see Theorem 1.10). However, in the known cases where the
Haagerup property coincides with weak amenability, this follows from classification
results on the Haagerup property and weak amenability and not from a direct
connection between the two concepts. In general, weak amenability does not imply
the Haagerup property and vice versa. In one direction, the group Z/21F, has the
Haagerup property [14], but is not weakly amenable [39]. In the other direction,
the simple Lie groups Sp(1,n), n > 2, are weakly amenable [18], but since these
non-compact groups also have Property (T) [3, Section 3.3], they cannot have the
Haagerup property. However, since the weak amenability constant of Sp(1,n) is
2n — 1, it is still reasonable to ask whether Awa(G) = 1 implies that G has
the Haagerup property. In order to study this, the weak Haagerup property was
introduced in [31, 32], and the following questions were considered.

Question 1.4.  For which locally compact groups G do we have Awa(G) =
Awn(G) ?

Question 1.5.  Is Awu(G) =1 if and only if G has the Haagerup property?

It is clear that if the weak amenability constant of a group G is 1, then so is
the weak Haagerup constant, and Question 1.4 has a positive answer. In general,
the constants differ by the example Z/2{F, mentioned before. There is an another
class of groups for which the two constants are known to be the same.

Theorem 1.6 ([25]). Let G be a connected simple Lie group. Then G is
weakly amenable if and only if G has the weak Haagerup property. Moreover,

Awa(G) = Awn(G).

By the work of many authors [16, 18, 9, 20, 24, 26], it is known that a
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connected simple Lie group G is weakly amenable if and only if the real rank of
G is zero or one. Also, the weak amenability constants of these groups are known.
Recently, a similar result was proved about the weak Haagerup property [25, The-
orem BJ. Combining the results on weak amenability and the weak Haagerup prop-
erty with the classification of connected Lie groups with the Haagerup property
[10, Theorem 4.0.1] one obtains the following theorem, which gives a partial answer
to both Question 1.4 and Question 1.5.

Theorem 1.7. Let G be a connected simple Lie group. The following are
equivalent.

1. G is compact or locally isomorphic to SO(n, 1) or SU(n,1) for some n > 2.
2. G has the Haagerup property.
3. G is weakly amenable with constant 1.

4. G has the weak Haagerup property with constant 1.

The purpose of this paper is to consider the same class of groups as in
theorem above, but made discrete. When G is a locally compact group, we let G4
denote the same group equipped with the discrete topology. The idea of considering
Lie groups without their topology (or with the discrete topology, depending on
the point of view) is not a new one. For instance, a conjecture of Friedlander and
Milnor is concerned with computing the (co)homology of the classifying space of
G4, when G is a Lie group (see [34] and the survey [40]).

Other papers discussing the relation between G and G4 include [13], [2]
and [4]. Since our focus is approximation properties, will we be concerned with
the following question.

Question 1.8. Does the Haagerup property/weak amenability/the weak Haagerup
property of Gq imply the Haagerup property/weak amenability/the weak Haagerup
property of G ¢

It is not reasonable to expect an implication in the other direction. For
instance, many compact groups such as SO(n), n > 3, are non-amenable as
discrete groups. It follows from Theorem 1.10 below (see also Proposition 4.1)
that when n > 5, then SO(n) as a discrete group does not even have the weak
Haagerup property. It is easy to see that Question 1.8 has a positive answer for
second countable, locally compact groups G that admit a lattice I'. Indeed, G
has the Haagerup property if and only if I' has the Haagerup property. Moreover,

Remark 1.9. A similar question can of course be asked for amenability. This
case is already settled: if Gq is amenable, then G is amenable [}1, Proposi-
tion 4.21], and the converse is not true in general by the counterezamples men-

tioned above. A sufficient and necessary condition of the converse implication can
be found in [2].
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Recall that SL(2,R) is locally isomorphic to SO(2,1) and that SL(2,C) is
locally isomorphic to SO(3,1). Thus, Theorem 1.7 and the main theorem below
together show in particular that Question 1.8 has a positive answer for connected
simple Lie groups. This could however also be deduced (more easily) from the fact
that connected simple Lie groups admit lattices [44, Theorem 14.1].

Theorem 1.10 (Main Theorem).  Let G be a connected simple Lie group, and
let G4 denote the group G equipped with the discrete topology. The following are
equivalent.

1. G s locally isomorphic to SO(3), SL(2,R), or SL(2,C).
Gq has the Haagerup property.

Ggq 1is weakly amenable with constant 1.

G4 1s weakly amenable.

Ggq has the weak Haagerup property with constant 1.

S T o

Ggq has the weak Haagerup property.

The equivalence of (1) and (2) in Theorem 1.10 was already done by de Cor-
nulier [13, Theorem 1.14] and in greater generality. His methods are the inspiration
for our proof of Theorem 1.10. That (1) implies (2) basically follows from a the-
orem of Guentner, Higson and Weinberger [21, Theorem 5.4], namely that the
discrete group GL(2, K) has the Haagerup property for any field K. Here we
prove a similar statement about weak amenability.

Theorem 1.11.  Let K be any field. The discrete group GL(2, K) is weakly
amenable with constant 1.

Theorem 1.11 is certainly known to experts. The result was already men-
tioned in [43, p. 7] and in [38] with a reference to [21], and indeed our proof of
Theorem 1.11 is merely an adaption of the methods developed in [21]. However,
since no published proof is available, we felt the need to include a proof.

To obtain Theorem 1.10 we use the classification of simple Lie groups and
then combine Theorem 1.11 with the following results proved in Section 4: If G
is one of the four groups SO(5), SOy(1,4), SU(3) or SU(1,2), then G4 does not
have the weak Haagerup property. Also, if G is the universal covering group of
SU(1,n) where n > 2, then G4 does not have the weak Haagerup property.

2. Preliminaries

Throughout, G will denote a locally compact group. A kernel p: G x G — C is
a Schur multiplier if there exist bounded maps &,7: G — H into a Hilbert space
‘H such that ¢(g,h) = ({(g),n(h)) for every g,h € G. The Schur norm of ¢ is
defined as

lplls = mnf{[I€]loollnlloo }
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where the infimum is taken over all £,n: G — H as above. See [42, Theorem 5.1]
for different characterizations of Schur multipliers. Clearly, ||¢-¢|ls < [l¢lls-||¥|ls
and ||@|ls = |l¢lls when ¢ and @ are Schur multipliers and @(z,y) = ¢(y, ).
Also, any positive definite kernel ¢ on G which is normalized, i.e., p(z,x) =1 for
every x € (G, is a Schur multiplier of norm 1. Finally, notice that the unit ball of
Schur multipliers is closed under pointwise limits.

A continuous function ¢: G — C is a Herz-Schur multiplier if the associ-
ated kernel $(g,h) = ¢(g~'h) is a Schur multiplier. The Herz-Schur norm of ¢ is
defined as ||¢||B, = ||P]ls. When ¢ is a Herz-Schur multiplier, the two bounded
maps &,1: G — H can be chosen to be continuous (see [6] and [29]). The set
Bs(G) of Herz-Schur multipliers on G is a unital Banach algebra under pointwise
multiplication and || - || < || - ||B,- Any continuous, positive definite function ¢
on G is a Herz-Schur multiplier with ||¢||5, = ¢(1).

Below we list a number of permanence results concerning weak amenability
and the weak Haagerup property, which will be useful later on. General references
containing almost all of the results are [1], [18], [24] and [32]. Additionally we refer
to [17, Theorem II1.9] and [8, Corollary 12.3.12].

Suppose I'; is a co-amenable subgroup of a discrete group I's, that is, there
exists a left I'y-invariant mean on [*°(I'y/I';). Then

Awa(T1) = Awa(T2). (2.1)

If (Gi)ier is a directed family of open subgroups in a locally compact group G
whose union is G, then

Awa(G) = sup Awa(G). (2.2)
For any two locally compact groups G and H
Awa(G x H) = Awa(G)Awa (H). (2.3)
When H is a closed subgroup of G
Awa(H) < Awa(G) and Awn(H) < Awn(G). (2.4)
When K is a compact normal subgroup of G then
Awa(G/K) = Awa(G) and Awn(G/K) = Awn(G). (2.5)
When Z is a central subgroup of a discrete group GG then
Awa(G) < Awa(G/2). (2.6)

Recall that a lattice in a locally compact group G is a discrete subgroup I' such
that the quotient G/I' admits a non-trivial finite G-invariant Radon measure.
When T is a lattice in a second countable, locally compact G then

When H is a finite index, closed subgroup in a group G then
Awn(H) = Awn(G). (2.8)
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3. Weak amenability of GL(2, K)

This section is devoted to the proof of Theorem 1.11 (see Theorem 3.7 below).
The general idea of our proof follows the idea of [21, Section 5], where it is shown
that for any field K the discrete group GL(2, K) has the Haagerup property. Our
proof of Theorem 1.11 also follows the same strategy as used in [22].

Recall that a pseudo-length function on a group G is a function ¢: G —
[0,00) such that

e /(e)=0,
o l(g)=1lg"),

o ((g192) < L(g1) + €(g2)-

Moreover, ¢ is a length function on G if, in addition, ¢(g) =0 — g =-e.

Definition 3.1.  We say that the pseudo-length group (G, () is weakly amenable
if there exist a sequence (yy,) of Herz-Schur multipliers on G and a sequence (R,,)
of positive numbers such that

® sSup, ||()07l||32 < 005
e supppn C{g € G [ {(g) < Rn};
o ¢, — 1 uniformly on {g € G |l(g) < S} for every S > 0.

The weak amenability constant Awa (G, ) is defined as the best possible constant
A such that sup,, ||pn|lB, < A, where (@) is as just described.

Notice that if the group G is discrete and the pseudo-length function [ on
G is proper (in particular, G is countable), then the weak amenability of (G,I)
is equivalent to the weak amenability of G with same weak amenability constant.
On other hand, every countable discrete group admits a proper length function,
which is unique up to coarse equivalence ([46, Lemma 2.1]). If the group is finitely
generated discrete, one can simply take the word-length function associated to any
finite set of generators.

The next proposition is a variant of a well-known theorem, which follows
from two classical results:

e The graph distance dist on a tree T' is a conditionally negative definite kernel
[23].

e The Schur multiplier associated with the characteristic function y, of the
subset {(x,y) € T? | dist(z,y) = n} has Schur norm at most 2n for every
n € N [7, Proposition 2.1].

The proof below is similar to the proof of [8, Corollary 12.3.5].
Proposition 3.2.  Suppose a group G acts isometrically on a tree T and that ¢

is a pseudo-length function on G. Suppose moreover dist(g.v,v) — oo if and only
if £(g) — oo for some (and hence every) verter v € T'. Then Awa(G,¢) = 1.
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Proof. Fix a vertex v € T' as in the assumptions. For every n € N we consider
the functions ¥,(g9) = exp(—=dist(g.v,v)) and X,(9) = xn(g.v,v) defined for
g € GG. Then

Xm(9)¥n(g) = exp(=m/n)Xm(g)

holds for all g € G and every n,m € N. As G acts isometrically on T, each 1, is
a unital positive definite function on G by Schoenberg’s theorem and ||x,||5, < 2n
for every n € N. It follows that |[¢,]ls, = 1 and ||Xm¥nlls, < 2m - exp(—m/n)
for every n,m € N. Therefore, for any M € N, we have

M
> xmzbn > xmwn
m=0

m>M
Hence, if we choose M, suitably for all n € N, then the functions ¢, =
Zf\flo XmWn satisfy that
lenlle, <1+ 2 and suppy, C {g € G | dist(g.v,v) < M,}.
The assumption

< ||nllB, + <1+ Z 2m - exp(—m/n).

m>M

dist(g.v,v) = 00 <= l(g) = o0

then insures that supp ¢, C {g € G | {(g9) < R,} for some suitable R,, and that
¢, — 1 uniformly on {g € G | {(g) < S} for every S > 0, as desired. ]

Remark 3.3.  The two classical results listed above have a generalization:

e The combinatorial distance dist on the 1-skeleton of a CAT(0) cube complex
X is a conditionally negative definite kernel on the vertex set of X [37].

e The Schur multiplier associated with the characteristic function of the subset
{(z,y) € X? | dist(z,y) = n} has Schur norm at most p(n) for every n € N,
where p is a polynomial and X is (the vertex set of) a finite-dimensional
CAT(0) cube complex [35, Theorem 2].

To see that these results are in fact generalizations, we only have to notice that
a tree is exactly a one-dimensional CAT(0) cube complex, and in this case the
combinatorial distance is just the graph distance. Because of these generalizations
and the fact that the exponential function increases faster than any polynomial,
it follows with the same proof as the proof of Proposition 3.2 that the following
generalization is true (see also [35, Theorem 3]): suppose a group G acts cellularly
(and hence isometrically) on a finite-dimensional CAT(0) cube complex X and that
¢ is a pseudo-length function on G. Suppose moreover dist(g.v,v) — oo if and
only if €(g) — oo for some (and hence every) vertex v € X. Then Awa(G,0) = 1.

In our context, a norm on a field K is a map d: K — [0, 00) satisfying, for
all z,y e K

(i) d(z) =0 implies z =0,
(ii) d(zy) = d(z)d(y),
(i) d(z +y) < d(z) +d(y).
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A norm obtained as the restriction of the usual absolute value on C via a field
embedding K < C is archimedean. A norm is discrete if the triangle inequality
(iii) can be replaced by the stronger ultrametric inequality

(iii") d(z +y) < max{d(z),d(y)}
and the range of d on K* is a discrete subgroup of the multiplicative group (0, c0).

Theorem 3.4 (|21, Theorem 2.1]).  Every finitely generated field K is discretely
embeddable: For every finitely generated subring A of K there exists a sequence of

norms d,, on K, each either archimedean or discrete, such that for every sequence
R, >0, the subset

{a € Ald,(a) <R, for alln € N}

18 finite.

Let d be a norm on a field K. Following Guentner, Higson and Weinberger
[21] define a pseudo-length function ¢4 on GL(n, K) as follows: if d is discrete

la(g) = log r%?x{d(gij): d(g”)},

where g;; and ¢” are the matrix coefficients of ¢ and ¢!, respectively; if d is
archimedean, coming from an embedding of K into C then

la(g) = logmax{||gll, g7},

where || -] is the operator norm of a matrix in GL(n,C).

Proposition 3.5. Let d be an archimedean or a discrete norm on a field K .
Then the pseudo-length group (SL(2, K),{q) is weakly amenable with constant 1.

Proof. The archimedean case: it is clear that the pseudo-length function on
SL(2, K) is the restriction of that on SL(2,C), so clearly we only have to show
(SL(2,C), ¢,) is weakly amenable with constant 1. Since ¢ is continuous and
proper, this follows from the fact that SL(2,C) is weakly amenable with constant
1 as a locally compact group ([9, Remark 3.8]).

The discrete case: this is a direct application of [21, Lemma 5.9] and
Proposition 3.2. Indeed, [21, Lemma 5.9] states that there exist a tree 7' and
a vertex vy € T' such that SL(2, K') acts isometrically on T and

dist(g.vp, v9) = 2max —

for all ¢ = [g;;] € SL(2, K). Here dist is the graph distance on 7" and 7, the
uniformizer, is certain element of {x € K | d(x) < 1}. Since the action is
isometric, dist(g.vo,v9) — oo if and only if ¢;(g) — oo. Hence, we are done
by Proposition 3.2. [ |
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Corollary 3.6.  Let K be a field and G a finitely generated subgroup of SL(2, K).

Then there ezists a sequence of pseudo-length functions £, on G such that Awa (G, ¢,,)
<

1 for every n, and such that for any sequence R, > 0, the set (),{g € G | £,(9)
R,} is finite.

Proof. As G is finitely generated, we may assume that K is finitely generated
as well. Now, let A be the finitely generated subring of K generated by the matrix
coefficients of a finite generating set for G. Clearly, G C SL(2,A) C SL(2, K).
Since K is discretely embeddable, we may choose a sequence of norms d,, on K
according to Theorem 3.4. It follows from Proposition 3.5 that Awa(G,£4,) = 1.
We complete the proof by observing that for any sequence R, > 0,

(Mg € Gl (9) <R} CSL2,F),
where F' is the finite set {a € A | d,(a) < exp(R,,) for all n € N}. ]

Theorem 3.7. Let K be a field. FEvery subgroup T' of GL(2,K) is weakly
amenable with constant 1 (as a discrete group).

Proof. By the permanence results listed in Section 2 we can reduce our proof to
the case where I is a finitely generated subgroup of SL(2, K). It then follows from
the previous corollary that there exists a sequence ¢,, of pseudo-length functions
on I' such that Awa(I',¢,) =1 and for any sequence R, > 0, the set () {g €T |
ly(g9) < R,} is finite.

For each fixed n € N there is a sequence (¢, ;)r of Herz-Schur multipliers
on I' and a sequence of positive numbers (R, ;) such that

L. |lenklls, <1 forall keN;

3. ¢nx — 1 uniformly on {g € I' | ¢,(g9) < S} for every S >0 as k — oo.

Upon replacing ¢, by |g0n7k|2 we may further assume that 0 < ¢, <1 for all
n,k € N.

Given any ¢ > 0 and any finite subset F© C I', we choose a sequence
0 < e, <1 such that [[ (1 —¢€,) > 1—¢. It follows from (3) that for each
n € N there exists k, € N such that 1 — ¢, < ¢,,(g) for all g € F'. Consider
the function ¢ = [], ¥nk,. It is not hard to see that ¢ is well-defined, since
0 < vnk, < 1. Additionally, since |pnk, ||, < 1 for all n € N we also have
lells, < 1. Moreover, suppy C (), {g €' | {.(9) < R, ,} and

o(9) = [ enrle) > [J(1 —cn) > 1-¢

n

for all g € F'. This completes the proof. [ |

The remaining part of this section follows de Cornulier’s idea from [12]. In
[12] he proved the same results for Haagerup property, and the same argument
actually works for weak amenability with constant 1.
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Corollary 3.8.  Let R be a unital commutative ring without nilpotent elements.
Then every subgroup T of GL(2,R) is weakly amenable with constant 1 (as a
discrete group).

Proof. Again by the permanence results in Section 2, we may assume that I’
is a finitely generated subgroup of SL(2, R), and hence that R is also finitely
generated. It is well-known that every finitely generated ring is Noetherian and in
such a ring there are only finitely many minimal prime ideals. Let py,...,p, be
the minimal prime ideals in R. The intersection of all minimal prime ideals is the
set of nilpotent elements in R, which is trivial by our assumption. So R embeds
into the finite product [[, R/p;. If K, denotes the fraction field of the integral
domain R/p;, then T' embeds into SL(2,[], K;) = []~, SL(2, K;). Now, the
result is a direct consequence of Theorem 3.7, (2.3) and (2.4). [

Remark 3.9.  In the previous corollary and also in Theorem 3.7, the assump-
tion about commutativity cannot be dropped. Indeed, the group SL(2,H) with the
discrete topology is not weakly amenable, where H is the skew-field of quaternions.
This can be seen from Theorem 1.10. Moreover, SL(2,H)q does not even have the
weak Haagerup property by the same argument.

Remark 3.10.  In the previous corollary, the assumption about the triviality of
the nilradical cannot be dropped. Indeed, we show now that the group SL(2, Z|x]/x?)
18 not weakly amenable. The essential part of the argument is Dorofaeff’s result
that the locally compact group R3 x SL(2,R) is not weakly amenable [19]. Here
the action SL(2,R) ~ R3 is the unique irreducible 3-dimensional representation
of SL(2,R).

Consider the ring R = Rlz]/x*. We write elements of R as polynomials
axr +b where a,b € R and 2°> = 0. Consider the unital ring homomorphism
¢: R — R given by setting x = 0, that is, p(ax +b) = b. Then ¢ induces a
group homomorphism @: SL(2, R) — SL(2,R). Embedding R C R as constant
polynomials, we obtain an embedding SL(2,R) C SL(2, R) showing that ¢ splits.
The kernel of ¢ is easily identified as

~ { (anx +1 a12T )
ker p =
agx A29T + 1
We deduce that SL(2, R) is the semidirect product sl(2,R) x SL(2,R). A simple
computation shows that the action SL(2,R) ~ sl(2,R) is the adjoint action. Since
sl(2,R) is a simple Lie algebra, the adjoint action is irreducible. By uniqueness of
the 3-dimensional irreducible representation of SL(2,R) (see [33, p. 107]) and from
[19] we deduce that s1(2,R) x SL(2,R) ~ R? x SL(2,R) is not weakly amenable.
It is easy to see that SL(2,Z[x]/x?) is identified with sl(2,Z) x SL(2,Z)
under the isomorphism SL(2, R) ~ sl(2,R) x SL(2,R). Since sl(2,Z) x SL(2,7Z)
is a lattice in sl(2,R) x SL(2,R), we conclude from (2.7) that s\(2,7) x SL(2,Z)
and hence SL(2,Z[z]/x*) is not weakly amenable.

ai; € R, a1+ as = O} ~ 5[(2,R)

Remark 3.11.  We do not know whether SL(2,Z[z]/z*) also fails to have the
weak Haagerup property. As SL(2,Z[x]/x*) may be identified with a lattice in
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R3 % SL(2,R), by (2.7) the question is equivalent to the question [25, Remark 5.3/
raised by Haagerup and the first author concerning the weak Haagerup property of
the group R3 x SL(2,R).

Recall that a group I' is residually free if for every g # 1 in I', there is a
homomorphism f from I' to a free group F' such that f(g) # 1 in F'. Equivalently,
I' embeds into a product of free groups of rank two. A group I' is residually finite if
for every g # 1 in I', there is a homomorphism f from I' to a finite group F' such
that f(g) # 1 in F'. Equivalently, I' embeds into a product of finite groups. Since
free groups are residually finite, it is clear that residually free groups are residually
finite. On the other hand, residually finite groups need not be residually free as is
easily seen by considering e.g. groups with torsion.

Corollary 3.12.  Any residually free group is weakly amenable with constant 1.

Proof.  Since the free group of rank two can be embedded in SI.(2,7Z), a resid-
ually free group embeds in [],.; SL(2,Z) = SL(2,][,; Z) for a suitably large set
1. We complete the proof by the previous corollary. [ |

4. Failure of the weak Haagerup property

In this section we will prove the following result.

Proposition 4.1.  If S is one of the four groups SO(5), SOy(1,4), SU(3) or
SU(1,2), then Sq does not have the weak Haagerup property.

Also, if S is the universal covering group of SU(1,n) where n > 2, then
Sq does not have the weak Haagerup property.

When p, ¢ > 0 are integers, not both zero, and n = p+¢q, we let I, , denote
the diagonal n x n matrix with 1 in the first p diagonal entries and —1 in the
last ¢ diagonal entries. When ¢ is a complex matrix, ¢ denotes the transpose of
g, and g* denotes the adjoint (conjugate transpose) of g. We recall that

SO(p.q) = {9 € SL(p+ ¢, R) | 'L, 09 = I,.4}
So(p7 Q7 C) = {g € SL(p + Q7 C) | gtlpvqg = Ipvq}
SU(p,q) = {9 € SL(p +¢,C) | ¢* g9 = [p,q}-

When p,q > 0, the group SO(p, ¢) has two connected components, and SOq(p, q)
denotes the identity component. In particular, by (2.8), the group SO(p, q)q has
the weak Haagerup property if and only if the group SOq(p,q)q has the weak
Haagerup property.

Proof of Proposition 4.1. We follow a strategy that we have learned from
de Cornulier [13], where the same techniques are applied in connection with the
Haagerup property. The idea of the proof is the following.

If Z denotes the center of S, then we consider the group S/Z as a real
algebraic group G(R) with complexification G(C). Let K be a number field of
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degree three over Q, not totally real, and let O be its ring of integers. Then by the
Borel Harish-Chandra Theorem (see [5, Theorem 12.3] or [36, Proposition 5.42]),
G(O) embeds diagonally as a lattice in G(R) x G(C). If T" is the inverse image
in S x G(C) of G(O), then I' is a lattice in S x G(C).

The group G(C) has real rank at least two, and we deduce that I" does not
have the weak Haagerup property by combining [25, Theorem B] with (2.7). The
projection S x G(C) — S is injective on I', and hence (2.4) implies that Sy also
does not have the weak Haagerup property. [ ]

5. Proof of the Main Theorem

In this section we prove Theorem 1.10. The theorem is basically a consequence of
Theorem 1.11 and Proposition 4.1 together with the permanence results listed in
Section 2 and general structure theory of simple Lie groups.

When two Lie groups G and H are locally isomorphic we write G ~ H.
An important fact about Lie groups and local isomorphims is the following [27,
Theorem I1.1.11]: Two Lie groups are locally isomorphic if and only if their Lie
algebras are isomorphic.

The following is extracted from [11, Chapter II] and [30, Section I.11] to
which we refer for details. If G is a connected Lie group, there exists a connected,
simply connected Lie group G and a covering homomorphism G — G. The kernel
of the covering homomorphism is a discrete, central subgroup of G, and it is
isomorphic to the fundamental group of GG. The group G is called the universal
covering group of G. Clearly, G and G are locally isomorphic. Conversely, any
connected Lie group locally isomorphic to G is the quotient of G by a discrete,
central subgroup. If N is a discrete subgroup of the center Z(G) of G, then the
center of G/N is Z(G)/N.

Let G; and G5 be locally compact groups. We say that G; and G, are
strongly locally isomorphic, if there exist a locally compact group G and finite
normal subgroups N; and N, of G such that G; ~ G/N; and Gy ~ G/Ns.
In this case we write G; ~ Go. It follows from (2.5) that if G ~ H, then
Awn(Ga) = Awn(Ha) -

A theorem due to Weyl states that a connected, simple, compact Lie group
has a compact universal cover with finite center [28, Theorem 12.1.17], [27, Theo-
rem [1.6.9]. Thus, for connected, simple, compact Lie groups G and H, G ~ H
implies G ~ H .

Proof of Theorem 1.10. Let G be a connected simple Lie group. As men-
tioned, the equivalence (1) <= (2) was already done by de Cornulier [13, Theo-
rem 1.14] in a much more general setting, so we leave out the proof of this part. We
only prove the two implications (1) == (3) and (6) == (1), since the remaining
implications then follow trivially.

Suppose (1) holds, that is, G is locally isomorphic to SO(3), SL(2,R) or
SL(2,C). If Z denotes the center of G, then by assumption G/Z is isomorphic to
SO(3), PSL(2,R) or PSL(2,C). It follows from Theorem 1.11 and (2.5) that the
groups SO(3), PSL(2,R) and PSL(2,C) equipped with the discrete topology are
weakly amenable with constant 1 (recall that SO(3) is a subgroup of PSL(2,C)).
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From (2.6) we deduce that G4 is weakly amenable with constant 1. This proves
(3).

Suppose (1) does not hold. We prove that (6) fails, that is, G4 does not have
the weak Haagerup property. We divide the proof into several cases depending on
the real rank of G. We recall that with the Iwasawa decomposition G = KAN,
the real rank of G is the dimension of the abelian group A.

If the real rank of G is at least two, then GG does not have the weak Haagerup
property [25, Theorem B]. By a theorem of Borel, GG contains a lattice (see [44,
Theorem 14.1]), and by (2.7) the lattice also does not have the weak Haagerup
property. We conclude that G4 does not have the weak Haagerup property.

If the real rank of G equals one, then the Lie algebra of G is isomorphic to
a Lie algebra in the list [30, (6.109)]. See also [27, Ch.X §6]. In other words, G is
locally isomorphic to one of the classical groups SOq(1,n), SU(1,n), Sp(1l,n) for
some n > 2 or locally isomorphic to the exceptional group Fy(_9). Here SOy(1,n)
denotes the identity component of the group SO(1,n).

We claim that the universal covering groups of SOg(1,n), Sp(1,n) and
Fy(_20) have finite center except for the group SOq(1,2). Indeed, Sp(1,n) and
Fy(—20) are already simply connected with finite center. The K-group from the
Iwasawa decomposition of SOg(1,7n) is SO(n) which has fundamental group of
order two, except when n = 2, and hence SOy(1,n) has fundamental group of
order two as well. As the center of the universal cover is an extension of the center
of SOy(1,7n) by the fundamental group of SO¢(1,n), the claim follows.

The universal covering group SU(1,n) of SU(1,n) has infinite center iso-
morphic to the group of integers.

We have assumed that G is not locally isomorphic to SL(2,R) ~ SOy(1,2)
or SL(2,C) ~ SOq(1,3). If G has finite center, it follows that G is strongly locally
isomorphic to one of the groups

SOO(L?’L), n Z 4,
SU(1,n), n>2,
Sp(1,n), n>2,
F4(—20)7

and if G has infinite center, then G is isomorphic to gﬁ(l, n). Clearly, there are
inclusions

SOy (1,4) € SO¢(1,n), n >4,

SU(1,2) € SU(1,n), n > 2,

SU(1,2) C Sp(1,n), n>2.
The cases where G is strongly locally isomorphic to SOg(1,n), SU(1,n) or Sp(1,n)
are then covered by Proposition 4.1. Since SO(5) € SO(9) ~ Spin(9) C Fy_ap)
([45, §.4.Proposition 1]), the case where G' ~ Fy_q) is also covered by Proposi-
tion 4.1. Finally, if G ~ éﬁ(l,n), then Proposition 4.1 shows that G4 does not

have weak Haagerup property.

If the real rank of G is zero, then it is a fairly easy consequence of [28,

Theorem 12.1.17] that G is compact. Moreover, the universal covering group of
G is compact and with finite center.
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By the classification of compact simple Lie groups as in Table IV of [27,
Ch.X §6] we know that G is strongly locally isomorphic to one of the groups
SU(n+1) (n>1), SO2n+1) (n>2), Sp(n) (n>3), SO(2n) (n >4) or one
of the five exceptional groups

EG; E77 E87 F47 GQ'

By assumption G is not strongly locally isomorphic to SU(2) ~ SO(3). Using
(2.5) it then suffices to show that if G equals any other group in the list, then Gy
does not have the weak Haagerup property. Clearly, there are inclusions

S0(5) € SO(n), n > 5.
SU(3) € SU(n), n > 3,
SU(3) € Sp(n), n = 3.

Since we also have the following inclusions among Lie algebras (Table V of [27,
Ch.X §6])

50(5) Q 50(9) Q f4 Q Cs Q er Q €g
and the inclusion ([47])
SU(3) C Go,

it is enough to consider the cases where G = SO(5) or G = SU(3). These two
cases are covered by Proposition 4.1. Hence we have argued that also in the real
rank zero case Ggq does not have the weak Haagerup property. [ ]

Acknowledgements. The authors wish to thank U. Haagerup for helpful dis-
cussions on the subject.
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A Schur multiplier characterization of coarse
embeddability

Sgren Knudby Kang Li*

Abstract

We give a contractive Schur multiplier characterization of locally compact
groups coarsely embeddable into Hilbert spaces. Consequently, all locally
compact groups whose weak Haagerup constant is 1 embed coarsely into
Hilbert spaces, and hence the Baum-Connes assembly map with coefficients
is split-injective for such groups.

In this note we study coarse embeddability of locally compact groups into
Hilbert spaces. An important application of this concept in [16], [13] and [5] is
that the Baum-Connes assembly map with coefficients is split-injective for all lo-
cally compact groups that embed coarsely into a Hilbert space (see [2] and [15]
for more information about the Baum-Connes assembly map). Here, we give a
contractive Schur multiplier characterization of locally compact groups coarsely
embeddable into Hilbert spaces (see also [6, Theorem 5.3] for the discrete case),
and this characterization can be regarded as an answer to the non-equivariant
version of [12, Question 1.5]. As a result, any locally compact group with weak
Haagerup constant 1 embeds coarsely into a Hilbert space and hence the Baum-
Connes assembly map with coefficients is split-injective for all these groups.

Let G be a o-compact, locally compact group. A (left) tube in G x G is a subset
of G x G contained in a set of the form

Tube(K) = {(x,y) € G x G | x"y € K}
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where K is any compact subset of G. Following [1, Definition 3.6], we say that
a map u from G into a Hilbert space H is a coarse embedding if u satisfies the
following two conditions:

e for every compact subset K of G there exists R > 0 such that

(s,1) € Tube(K) = ||u(s) — u(t)|| < R;

e for every R > 0 there exists a compact subset K of G such that

u(s) — u(t)] <R = (s,t) € Tube(K).

We say that a group G embeds coarsely into a Hilbert space or admits a coarse embed-
ding into a Hilbert space if there exist a Hilbert space H and a coarse embedding
u : G — H. Note that a coarse embedding need not be injective, and we also do
not require it to be continuous.

Every second countable, locally compact group G admits a proper left-inva-
riant metric d, which is unique up to coarse equivalence (see [14] and [9]). So the
preceding definition is equivalent to Gromov’s notion of coarse embeddability of
the metric space (G, d) into Hilbert spaces. We refer to [5, Section 3] for more on
coarse embeddability into Hilbert spaces for locally compact groups.

A kernel ¢: G x G — C is a Schur multiplier if for every bounded operator
A = (axy)xyecc € B(£?(G)), the matrix (¢(x, y)ay,y )y yec again defines a bounded
operator, denoted M, A, on ?(G). In this case, it follows from the closed graph
theorem that M, in fact defines a bounded operator B({*(G)) — B((*(G)), and
the Schur norm ||¢||s of ¢ is defined to be the operator norm of M,.

A kernel ¢: G x G — C tends to zero off tubes, if for any ¢ > 0 there is a tube
T C G x G such that |¢(x,y)| < € whenever (x,y) ¢ T. Note thatif ¢: G — C
is a function, then ¢ vanishes at infinity (written ¢ € Co(G)), if and only if the
associated kernel $: G x G — C defined by ¢(x,y) = ¢(x~'y) tends to zero off
tubes.

Theorem 1. Let G be a o-compact, locally compact group. The following are equivalent.
1. G embeds coarsely into a Hilbert space.
2. There exists a sequence of Schur multipliers ¢, : G x G — C such that

e ||@nlls <1 for every natural number n;
e cach ¢y, tends to zero off tubes;
e ¢, — 1 uniformly on tubes.

If any of these conditions holds, one can moreover arrange that the coarse embedding is
continuous and that each ¢, is continuous.

It is well-known that the notion of coarse embeddability into Hilbert spaces
can be characterized by positive definite kernels (see [8, Theorem 2.3] for the dis-
crete case and [4, Theorem 1.5] for the locally compact case).
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Following [11], G has the weak Haagerup property with constant 1, if there is
a sequence of continuous functions ¢, € Cy(G) converging uniformly to 1 on
compact subsets of G and such that the associated kernels ¢,: G x G — C are
Schur multipliers with ||@,||s < 1.

From Theorem 1 together with [5, Theorem 3.5] we immediately obtain the
following.

Corollary 2. If G is a o-compact, locally compact group with the weak Haagerup prop-
erty with constant 1, then G embeds coarsely into a Hilbert space. If G is moreover
second countable, then in particular the Baum-Connes assembly map with coefficients is
split-injective.

We now turn to the proof of Theorem 1. It is not hard to see that the count-
ability assumption in [10, Proposition 4.3] is superfluous. We thus record the
following (slightly more general) version of [10, Proposition 4.3].

Lemma 3. Let G be a group with a symmetric kernel k: G x G — [0, 00). The following
are equivalent.

1. For every t > 0 one has ||e~*||s < 1.

2. There exist a real Hilbert space H and maps R,S: G — H such that

k(x,y) = [IR(x) = RW)II* + IS(x) + S(y)||*  for every x,y € G.

Recall that a kernel k: G x G — R is conditionally negative definite if k is sym-
metric (k(x,y) = k(y, x)), vanishes on the diagonal (k(x, x) = 0) and

n
Z cl-c]-k(xi, x]) <0
i,j=1

for any finite sequences x1,...,x, € Gandcy,...,cy, € Rsuch that}} ,¢; = 0.
It is well-known that k is conditionally negative definite if and only if there is a
function u from G to a real Hilbert space such that k(x,y) = |Ju(x) — u(y)|%.

A kernel k: G x G — C is called proper, if {(x,y) € G x G | |k(x,y)| <R} isa
tube for every R > 0.

Theorem 1 is contained in Theorem 4 below, which extends both [6, Theo-
rem 5.3] and [4, Theorem 1.5] in different directions. An important ingredient in
the proof of Theorem 4 is the following result (which generalizes without change
from the second countable case to the o-compact case).

Theorem ([5, Theorem 3.4]). Let G be a o-compact, locally compact group. The follow-
ing are equivalent.

1. The group G embeds coarsely into a Hilbert space.

2. There is a continuous conditionally negative definite kernel h: G x G — R which
is proper and bounded on tubes.
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Theorem 4. Let G be a o-compact, locally compact group. The following are equivalent.
1. The group G embeds coarsely into a Hilbert space.

2. There exists a sequence of (not necessarily continuous) Schur multipliers
¢n: G x G — C such that

e ||@ulls < 1 forevery natural number n;
e cach ¢y, tends to zero off tubes;

o ¢, — 1 uniformly on tubes.

3. There exists a (not necessarily continuous) symmetric kernel k: G x G — [0, )
which is proper, bounded on tubes and satisfies ||e~*||s < 1 forall t > 0.

4. There exists a (not necessarily continuous) conditionally negative definite kernel
h: G x G = R which is proper and bounded on tubes.

Moreover, if any of these conditions holds, one can arrange that the coarse embedding in
(1), each Schur multiplier ¢, in (2), the symmetric kernel k in (3) and the conditionally
negative definite kernel h in (4) are continuous.

Proof. We show (1) <= (4) <= (3) < (2).
That (1) implies (4) with & continuous follows directly from [5, Theorem 3.4].
Suppose (4) holds. By the GNS construction there are a real Hilbert space ‘H
and amap u: G — H such that

h(x,y) = llu(x) —u(y)|>.

It is easy to check that the assumptions on h imply that u is a coarse embedding.
Thus (1) holds.

That (4) implies (3) follows with k = h using Schoenberg’s Theorem and the
fact that normalized positive definite kernels are Schur multipliers of norm 1.
Note also that conditionally negative definite kernels are symmetric and take only
non-negative values.

Suppose (3) holds. We show that (4) holds. From Lemma 3 we see that there
are a real Hilbert space H and maps R, S: G — H such that

k(x,y) = |R(x) = RW)|2 + [|S(x) + S)[*  forevery x,y € G.

As k is bounded on tubes, the map S is bounded. If we let

h(x,y) = [R(x) = RW)|?,

then it is easily checked that & is proper and bounded on tubes, since k has these
properties and S is bounded. It is also clear that & is conditionally negative defi-
nite. Thus (4) holds.

If (3) holds, we set ¢, = e ®/" whenn € N. Itis easy to check that the
sequence ¢, has the desired properties so that (2) holds.

Finally, suppose (2) holds. We verity (3). Essentially, we use the same standard
argument as in the proof of [11, Proposition 4.4] and [3, Theorem 2.1.1].
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Since G is locally compact and o-compact, it is the union of an increasing
sequence (U, )$_; of open sets such that the closure K, of U}, is compact and con-
tained in U, (see [7, Proposition 4.39]). Fix an increasing, unbounded sequence
(ay) of positive real numbers and a decreasing sequence (¢, ) tending to zero such
that) ", a,e, converges. By assumption, for every n we can find a Schur multiplier
¢, tending to zero off tubes and such that ||¢,||s < 1 and

sup |pn(x,y) — 1] < €n/2.
(x,y)€Tube(K,)

Upon replacing ¢, by |¢,|? one can arrange that 0 < ¢, < 1and

sup  lpalx,y) — 1] < &0
(x,y)€Tube(K,)

Define kernels ¢; : G x G — [0,00[and ¢ : G X G — [0, o[ by

bl y) = Zl (1= g y), P00y = Y an(l— gu(xv)).

n=1

It is easy to see that i is well-defined, bounded on tubes and ¢; — ¥ pointwise
(even uniformly on tubes, but we do not need that).

To see that ¢ is proper, let R > 0 be given. Choose n large enough such that
ap > 2R. As ¢, tends to zero off tubes, there is a compact set K C G such
that |@,(x,y)| < 1/2 whenever (x,y) ¢ Tube(K). Now if ¥(x,y) < R, then
P(x,y) < a,/2, and in particular a, (1 — ¢n(x,y)) < a,/2, which implies that
1 — ¢n(x,y) <1/2. We have thus shown that

{(xy) € GxG | y(x,y) <R} C {(x,y) € Gx G |1 gulx,y) < 1/2} C Tube(K),

and ¢ is proper.

We now show that ||e~¥||s < 1 for every t > 0. Since §; converges pointwise
to ¢, it will suffice to prove that ||e"'¥i||s < 1, because the set of Schur multipliers
of norm at most 1 is closed under pointwise limits. Since

i
et = e ten(1om),
n=1

it is enough to show that e~ ***(1=?1) has Schur norm at most 1 for each n. And
this is clear:

e~ tan(1=pn)||g = e ton||pttn®n|| o < o~ ttnptanllonlls < 1.

The only thing missing is that i need not be symmetric. Put k = ¢ 4 ¢ where
¥(x,y) = ¥(y, x). Clearly, k is symmetric, bounded on tubes and proper. Finally,
for every t > 0 .

le=lls < lle™¥lIslle*¥ls < 1,
since ||¢||s = ||¢||s for every Schur multiplier ¢.

Finally, the statements about continuity follow from [5, Theorem 3.4] and the
explicit constructions used in our proof of (1) = (4) = (3) = (2). ]
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