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1. Introduction

Geometric group theory has made remarkable progress in the last decade, producing
a wealth of striking and deep results which incorporate a wide range of mathematical
tools. Following the success of the theory in dealing with “large” groups, such as the
quasi-isometry classification of lattices in semisimple Lie groups (cf. the survey [21]; see
also [26] and [13]), more attention has been paid recently to “smaller” (e.g. solvable)
groups, which do not generally enjoy similar richness of geometric structure. Here the
theory has had some outstanding achievements (cf. {22], [23], [24], [46]), although yet
with a limited scope, and leaving open many fundamental questions (cf. the survey [25]).
The purpose of the present paper is to introduce new ideas, techniques and results, to
the geometric group theory of amenable groups, involving representation theory and
cohomology. Some of the results and notions developed from spectral theory should be
of independent interest, an aspect elaborated upon after stating the main results.

Statement and discussion of the main results. The following result, a fundamental
rigidity theorem in itself, serves as a good motivation for our approach:

THEOREM 1.1. (Quasi-isometric rigidity of Z%) If T is a group quasi-isometric
to Z9, then T has a finite index subgroup isomorphic to Z°.

See below, or Definition 2.1.1, for the definition of quasi-isometry (abbreviated g.i.).
Theorem 1.1 is known to hold using Gromov’s polynomial growth theorem [30] (which re-
duces it to the case where I' is nilpotent). Yet a natural question raised by several authors
(e.g. [17], [28], [30], [33]) is whether one could find an elementary argument, particularly,
avoiding the heavy ingredient related to Montgomery—Zippin’s work on Hilbert’s fifth
problem [42], which is involved in Gromov’s proof. We shall indeed present such an ar-
gument, which illustrates the main ideas of our approach with very little effort in terms
of the spectral theory involved. Considerably more effort in this direction is needed for
the other, new results obtained below.

A central notion in the sequel will be that of Betti numbers. Recall that for a discrete
group I' and n220, the nth Betti and virtual Betti numbers are defined by

b,(I')=dimg H*(T,R) and vb,(T")=sup{b,(Iy)| o <T and [[':Ty] < oo},

respectively.

Note that b;(I") is also the rank of the abelianization of ' (after tensoring with Q).
To put some of our next results in a better perspective, it is good to keep in mind that
the virtual Betti numbers are not q.i. invariants, neither in general, nor in the class of

amenable groups. One example is that of the wreath product Z1Z, which has infinite vb,,
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and is q.i. to the group Z1 D satisfying vb;=2, where D is the infinite dihedral group [19].
Another one, in the much tamer class of polycyclic groups (which all have finite vb,’s),

is shown in §5.5 below.

THEOREM 1.2. (Quasi-isometry invariance of Betti numbers for nilpotent groups.)
If T and A are (finitely generated) quasi-isometric nilpotent groups, then for all n one
has b, (T)=b,(A).

All the previously known q.i. invariants for nilpotent groups follow from Pansu’s
well-known theorem [44], which states that the graded (real) Lie algebra of the (Mal'tsev
completion of the) nilpotent group is a q.i. invariant. Following the proof of Theorem 1.2
in §4.1 below, we present an example due to Yves Benoist, showing that this is not the
case here. Namely, there exist nilpotent groups (in every dimension >7) which have the
same asymptotic cone, and hence cannot be q.i. distinguished by Pansu’s theorem, but
are nevertheless not q.i. by Theorem 1.2.

We continue one step further, to the class of polycyclic groups, whose large-scale
geometry understanding remains a major challenge. Prior to the result stated next,
there seems to be no polycyclic group (which is not virtually nilpotent) for which some
“non-trivial” property (unlike amenability, finite presentability, etc.) is known to hold
for all groups q.i. to it.

THEOREM 1.3. (Quasi-isometric to polycyclic implies vb;>0.) If T' is quasi-
isometric to a polycyclic group, then T' has a finite index subgroup with infinite abelian-
1zation.

As shown in §5.5, no better bound on vb; in the theorem can be given, other than its
positivity. We next consider amenable groups which are more “complicated” in at least
one of two ways: Firstly, non-(virtually) solvable groups, and secondly, groups which are
not finitely presentable. In the first category we will deal with the same groups recently
shown to exhibit somewhat surprising non-rigid behavior [19], namely, lamplighter-type
groups. Concerning the second category, we note that the same remark mentioned before
Theorem 1.3 concerning polycyclic groups applies to non-finitely presentable ones equally
well. Unlike with polycyclicity, however, here there seems to be some inherent difficulty,
as all the geometric approaches require some “nice model space” for the group, a space
which automatically implies finiteness properties like finite presentability. For example,
in the recent q.i. rigidity theorem for nilpotent-by-cyclic groups [46] (generalizing [24]),
finite presentability—along with not being polycyclic—is specifically assumed, so here,
again, our results seem to complement the literature. We next describe one class of

non-finitely presentable, abelian-by-cyclic groups, to which our methods apply.
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For any pair n,m€Z of non-zero co-prime integers, let Z[1/nm] be the ring of
rational numbers generated (as a ring) by 1/nm, and let

F(n,m)=Zb<Z[;11E],

where Z acts through multiplication by (powers of) m/n. It is easy to see that I'(n,m)
is finitely generated. In the case where |m|=1 or |n|=1, we merely recover the solvable
Baumslag-Solitar groups, but otherwise I'(n, m) is only a quotient of the (non-solvable)
Baumslag—Solitar group BS(n, m). The case of a Baumslag-Solitar group is the only one
where I'(n,m) is finitely presented, as follows from [10].

We can now state our next result:

THEOREM 1.4. (Non-finitely presentable amenable groups.) Let I' be either a group
of the form I'(n,m) as above, or a lamplighter group L(F) associated with some finite
group F, i.e. a wreath product

L(F)=Zx@F;
i€Z
where each F; denotes a copy of F and the semi-direct product is with respect to the shift
Z-action. If A is a group quasi-isometric to T' then vbi(A)=1.
Furthermore, there exists a family of 2%° 3-step solvable groups T to which the same

conclusion applies.

In fact, the same result holds also for the family of lattices I' in SOLV. This, together
with further results proved below, provides some evidence for the generally believed
conjecture that the family of all these lattices is q.i. rigid (cf. [25]). Note also the marked
difference between the case of a lamplighter group L(F) with F finite (Theorem 1.4},
and F infinite (the remark preceding Theorem 1.2 above).

The “algebraic” setting. It turns out that our approach admits an algebraic counter-
part, which gives rise to a different set of results. Here we will actually be able to deal
with a notion more general than a quasi-isometry, namely, a uniform embedding. We
now define it in a way which is free of a choice of a generating set, thereby making it (and
the notion of quasi-isometry with it) meaningful also for non-finitely generated groups.

Definition. Let A and I' be discrete countable groups.
(i) A map ¢: A>T is called a uniform embedding (abbreviated UE) if for every
sequence of pairs (a;, 3;)€A x A one has

;!B 00 in A <= o) '@(Bi) =00 inT

(where — 00 means eventually leaving every finite subset).
(ii) A and T are said to be quasi-isometric if there exists a uniform embedding
w: A—T and a finite subset CCT such that as sets, p(A)-C=T.
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The equivalence of (ii) above with the usual notion of quasi-isometry in the case of
finitely generated groups (see Definition 2.1.1) is a part of Theorem 2.1.2 below. Even
though the above definition makes use of the group structure, the notion of uniform
embedding extends naturally to all metric spaces. It was introduced by Gromov and
studied in relation to the Baum—Connes conjecture, in the context of a Hilbert space
target (see e.g. [48] and the references therein). Rather little has been said about it in
the framework of geometric group theory, partially because it is a much more flexible
notion than a quasi-isometry (cf. [43] where it is called “uniformly proper embedding”
or [11] where it is termed “packing”, and the references therein). Among prime motivating
examples to keep in mind, note that any subgroup inclusion is a UE, and any discrete
subgroup A of a locally compact group G uniformly embeds in a co-compact discrete
subgroup I'<G (see §6.2 below for more on the “converse” situation). Somewhat more
counter-intuitively, any nilpotent group uniformly embeds in Z? for d large enough,
some hyperbolic groups do receive a UE of high-rank abelian groups, and non-abelian
free groups uniformly embed in all (non-virtually nilpotent) solvable groups (see §§6.1
and 6.3 below). In general, the restriction of a quasi-isometry to a subgroup is only a UE;
hence a study of this notion is valuable even if one is interested in quasi-isometries only.

We next recall the following fundamental notion:

Definition. For a group T" and a ring R, define the cohomological dimension of T’
over R, cdgrT, by

cdr ' =sup{n|there exists an RI'-module V with H™(T', V') # 0}.

Note that the cohomological dimension may be infinite. For the next theorem, recall
that a commutative ring R with unit is divisible if every 0£n€Z is invertible in R.

THEOREM 1.5. (Uniform embeddings “respect” cohomological dimension.) Let R
be a commutative divisible ring with unit, and let A and T’ be any countable groups with
A amenable. If A uniformly embeds in T" then cdg A<cdgT.

In particular, if A and T are quasi-isometric then cdg A=cdgT.

In all the applications of Theorem 1.5, it will be enough to consider the ring Q of
rational numbers. Although cohomological dimension is often regarded over the inte-
gers Z in the literature, not only that divisibility of R is necessary for the theorem, but
it actually seems the natural assumption in the framework of geometric group theory.
Indeed, when R is not divisible, any group is commensurable to a group with infinite cdp,
and as remarked by Gersten [27], there are such examples where passing to the virtual

cohomological dimension does not amend the problem. Another advantage of working
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over Q rather than Z (for example) is illustrated with the lamplighter group I' (defined
above). One has cdz I'=00 but cdq I'=2; hence by Theorem 1.5 any amenable group ad-
mitting a UE into I satisfies the strong restriction cdqg A<2. Gromov asked in [31, 1.H]
whether the cohomological dimension is a q.i. invariant. Under the §..-finiteness as-
sumption on the groups (see §3.3 below), it was shown by Gersten [27] that q.i. groups
have the same cohomological dimension, but provided it is a priori assumed to be finite
for both of them. This condition makes the result more difficult to implement when
trying to prove q.i. rigidity-type results without making some finiteness assumption on
the “mystery group”. On the other hand, [27] gives information also over the ring R=2Z,
and although limited to the case of quasi-isometries, it applies to all (not only amenable)
groups. Obviously, it would be desirable to remove the amenability assumption on A in
Theorem 1.5; interestingly, this is possible at least for some arithmetic groups, such as
SL,(Z) (see §6.1).

To state some applications of Theorem 1.5 for solvable groups, recall first the basic
invariant of such a group I'—its Hirsch number, hI'—which is defined by

RD =" dimq((T/T¢)22Q),

i>0
where I'®) denotes the ith term in the derived series of T.

THEOREM 1.6. (Uniform embeddings of solvable groups.) Let A and T' be solvable
groups. If A uniformly embeds in T then:

(1) hASAT+1, and hA<hT if T is of type (FP) (e.g. if T is polycyclic, see below);

(2) in particular, if A and T' are quasi-isometric then |hA—hT|<1;

(3) if T is of bounded rank and A is torsion free, then A is also of bounded rank.

Recall that a group I' is of bounded (Priifer) rank, if there is some d=d(T') such that
every finitely generated subgroup of I" can be generated by at most d elements.

To sharpen our results we need another result of cohomological type. Recall that
a group I is said to be of type (FP) over a ring R, if R, as a trivial RT-module, has a
finite-length projective resolution over RI', with every module being finitely generated.

THEOREM 1.7. (Type (FP) is a quasi-isometry invariant.) Let R be as in Theo-
rem 1.5. In the class of amenable groups, being of type (FP) over R is a quasi-isometry

nvariant.

This implies the following sharpening of Theorem 1.6 (2) for “tame” groups, which
we actually expect to hold in complete generality (see §6.4):
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THEOREM 1.8. (Quasi-isometry invariance of Hirsch number.) Let T' be a solvable
group of type (FP) over Q. If A is any solvable group quasi-isometric to I' then hA=hI".
The same conclusion holds if we drop the type (FP) assumption on I', but assume instead
that both T and A are torsion free.

The first result of this type was established by Bridson and Gersten [14] when both
T and A are polycyclic, a property which implies being of type (FP) over Q. More
generally, any group of type (FP) over Z is of type (FP) over Q, and the torsion-free
solvable groups with the former property admit a concrete algebraic characterization (of
being “constructible” )—see §3.4 below.

As a concrete application of our results for solvable groups, we return to the groups
I'(n,m) defined and discussed earlier.

THEOREM 1.9. (Solvable groups quasi-isometric to I'(n,m).) Let m and n be co-
prime integers. If A is a torsion-free solvable group which is quasi-isometric to T'(n,m),
then there exists some co-prime integers m’ and n' so that A has a finite index subgroup
isomorphic to T'(n/,m’).

We remark that in the case |n|, |m|#1, it does not seem possible to prove even that
A has finite Hirsch number without appealing to Theorem 1.5 above.

The approach. The following three notions will be central to all that follows:

Definition. Let T be a discrete group. Say that I' has property Hrp, Hr or Hr,
if for every unitary I-representation m with H*(T, m)#0, there is a [-subrepresentation

o Cr which is finite-dimensional, finite or trivial, respectively.

By a finite representation we mean one factoring through a finite quotient of I'. Here
H' denotes the first reduced cohomology group, i.e. the quotient Z'/B?!, where B* is the
closure of the space of 1-coboundaries in the topology of pointwise convergence on T'.
Before explaining the relevance of these notions to geometric group theory, a few words
may be in place to put them in some perspective.

In [50] it was shown that any compactly generated group I' without Kazhdan’s prop-
erty (T) admits some (continuous) irreducible unitary representation m with H(T, m)#£0
(recall that if I' does have (T) then HY(T,7)=H(T,7)=0 for all 7). This result, which
is completely non-constructive, is shown in [50] to have various applications. Of course,
it applies to all finitely generated infinite amenable groups, and since the latter fam-
ily lies in the extreme opposite to the Kazhdan property, one might expect that for
amenable I" the set of such #'s is “wild”. Non-abelian free groups, for example, satisfy
H'+#0 for “most” unitary representations 7 (and H'#0 for all of them), whereas in the
well-behaved class of simple Lie groups, the classification of these “cohomological” 7’s
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needs considerable work. Combined with the well-known fact that there is no available
description of the irreducible unitary dual of (non-virtually abelian) discrete groups, one
may be led to expect that no classification of such cohomological m should be possible
in the class of amenable groups. However, groups with properties Hy, Hr or Hpp have
an extremely restricted set of such representations 7, e.g. the trivial representation alone
for the sharpest of them—property Hr. Keeping this in mind, the highlights of our
(spectral) approach are:

(i) From a purely spectral-theoretic point of view, it is actually a rather general,
interesting phenomenon, that many amenable groups do satisfy one of these properties;

(ii) This phenomenon has concrete applications to geometric group theory, such as
those described in the previous subsection.

Let us elaborate now on these two issues, starting with the central result connecting
the harmonic analysis to geometric group theory (proved in Theorem 4.3.3 below):

THEOREM 1.10. (Quasi-isometry invariance of Hpp.) In the class of amenable
groups, having property Hpp is a quasi-isomelry invariant.

Although no longer geometric, the other properties help to sharpen the applications:

THEOREM 1.11. (Consequences of Hpp and Hp.) (1) Any finitely generated ame-
nable group A with property Hpp contains a finite index subgroup with infinite abelian-
ization. In particular, if A is quasi-isometric to a group with property Hpp, then the
same conclusion holds.

(2) If A is quasi-isometric to an amenable T’ with property Hp, then vb;(A)<wvby(T).

We now illustrate the use of these notions by describing the proof of q.i. rigidity
of Z4. For this purpose, we present the first examples of groups with property Hr:

THEOREM 1.12. (Abelian groups.) Every abelian group has property Hr.

Unlike the case for other groups with property Hr, this turns out to be elementary.
Another easy result we shall prove is a simple sufficient and necessary condition for a
group with property Hrp to have the stronger property Hr (see Proposition 4.2.3), of
which a special case is the following result:

LEMMA. Let T be a finitely generated group with property Hpp. If I' has subexpo-
nential growth then T has property Hp.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. Let A be q.i. to Z% By Theorem 1.12, Z¢ has in particular
property Hpp; hence by Theorem 1.10, A has it as well. By the lemma above A satisfies
property Hp, so both groups have this property, and from Theorem 1.11 (2) it follows
that vby (A)=vb;(Z%)=d. This shows that a finite index subgroup of A surjects onto Z¢,
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and because both groups have polynomial growth of the same degree d, the kernel of the
surjection must be finite, as required. O

See Theorem 4.3.6 below for the complete details. The proof of the q.i. invariance
of Betti numbers for nilpotent groups uses a result analogous to Theorem 1.11 (2), once
they are shown to possess a generalized property Hp for any cohomology degree (this,
however, requires considerably more efforts than in the abelian case above). In particular,
nilpotent groups also have property Hr, but this is no longer the case in general (even

virtually) for polycyclic groups.
THEOREM 1.13. (Polycyclic groups.) Every polycyclic group has property Hrp.

The starting point of the proof of this result is the (non-trivial) fact that every poly-
cyclic group virtually embeds as a co-compact lattice in a connected solvable Lie group.
This enables one to appeal to a rather involved work of Delorme [16], concerning the
cohomology of irreducible unitary representations of such groups. It would be intriguing
(and we believe also rewarding—see §6.6 below) to find a proof of Theorem 1.13 even
for some polycyclic (non-nilpotent) groups, without embedding them co-compactly in a
connected Lie group. While Delorme’s work relies heavily on Lie algebra cohomology,
we develop an alternative, more geometric approach, which enables us to treat also the

aforementioned, more “exotic” groups:

THEOREM 1.14. (Non-finitely presentable groups.) Let T’ be a group in one of the
following classes:

(1) A group I'(n,m) as defined before Theorem 1.4 above;

(2) A lamplighter group L(F) associated with some finite group F.

Then T has property Hr. Furthermore, there exist 280 non-isomorphic finitely gen-
erated 3-step solvable groups T with property Hr.

Since all the groups appearing in the theorem satisfy b;=1, by Theorem 1.11 any
group q.i. to them satisfies vb, =1, and hence Theorem 1.4 follows. An interesting aspect
of the proof of Theorem 1.14 is that in both (1) and (2) we construct a locally compact
(non-discrete) group G containing I' discretely and co-compactly, and prove first that
G has property Hr (using “Mackey’s machinery”). This is then “transferred” to T.
Another interesting feature of the proof is that it provides one instance where it is
actually geometric group theory which is used for spectral theory, and not the other way
around. This concerns part (2), which we prove directly when F is abelian. We then use
geometric group theory (through [19]), together with the q.i. invariance of property Hrp,
to deduce the theorem for every finite F. A second application of geometric group theory
to spectral theory comes in the proof of the following fact, which balances our foregoing
results:
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THEOREM 1.15. (Solvable groups without Hrp.) The wreath products Z1Z and
2D, where D is the infinite dihedral group, do not have property Hrp.

Roughly, once geometric group theory tells us that the two groups are quasi-isomet-
ric, the fact that one has finite and the other infinite vb;, together with Theorem 1.11 (2),
accounts (modulo some details) for this result—see §5.4 below.

Finally, to mention a few words about our basic idea—relating the representation
theory and cohomology of quasi-isometric amenable groups—we recall first the follow-
ing observation of Gromov [31], which is our departure point: The groups I' and A
are quasi-isometric if and only if there exists a locally compact space X on which both
groups act properly discontinuously, co-compactly, and in a commuting way (see §2.1
below). Consequently, one gets a bundle-type structure X —X/A, on which T' acts,
allowing for an induction map from A-modules to -modules. When unitary representa-
tions are involved, the amenability is used to get a (o-additive, o-finite) I" X A-invariant
measure on X, giving rise to an L2-unitary induction & la Mackey. The boundedness of
the fundamental domains enables one to define an induction map on the corresponding
cohomology groups, and show its injectivity. In the algebraic approach, an analogous
“smooth” induction functor on the category of R-modules is defined, along with a map
between the cohomology groups. Here, amenability implies the injectivity of this map
via the existence of a finitely additive R-valued invariant measure, entering the definition
of an appropriate “transfer operator”. Curiously, our proof here makes use of additive
homomorphisms from R to Q.

Suggestion to the reader. Readers interested in the first (resp. second) set of results,
i.e. Theorems 1.1-1.4 (resp. Theorems 1.5-1.9), are recommended to start reading §4.1
(resp. §3.3). Those interested primarily in the spectral theory aspects, may prefer to look
first at §5.
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2. Preliminaries
2.1. Topological and measurable couplings
We begin by recalling the standard definition of quasi-isometric groups.

Definition 2.1.1. Let T" and A be groups generated by the finite (symmetric) sets Sr
and Sy, respectively, and let dr and dj be the corresponding word metrics on I' and A.
Then I' and A are called quasi-isometric if there exists a map ¢: A—T and constants
a1 and K >0 such that for all Ay, Az €A,

a_ldl\()‘la )‘2) —K< dF(‘P(/\l), <P()\2)) < ad/\()‘l’ )‘2)+K7 (1)
and any element y€I' lies within distance <K from o(A).
We next establish the framework in which we shall work throughout the paper.

THEOREM 2.1.2. For countable groups A and T', consider the following statements:

(i) There exists a uniform embedding ¢: A—T (as defined in the introduction);

(i) There exists a locally compact space X on which both A and T' act continuously
and properly, such that the two actions commute, and the I'-action is co-compact, i.e.
there ezists o bounded subset Xr CX with I'- Xr=X;

(ili) There exists ¢ as in (i) and a finite subset CCI such that ¢(A)-C=T}

(iv) There exists X as in (ii), but with both actions being co-compact.

Then (i) is equivalent to (ii), and (iii) is equivalent to (iv). Furthermore, if any of
(1)—(iv) holds, then after replacing T with a direct product T x M for some finite group M,
a space X can be found with the following three additional properties:

(1) Both actions on X are free;

(2) There exist fundamental domains X and Xp which are both open and closed
(with Xt compact in case (1) < (i), and both X5 and Xt compact in case (iii) < (iv));

(3) XrCXa.

Finally, let dy and dr be left A- and T-invariant metrics on A and T, respectively,
which are proper (all balls are finite). Then for any ¢ as in (i) there exist non-decreasing
unbounded real functions F1, Fo: R—R such that for all Ay, \s€A,

Fi(da(M, A2)) <dr(p(M), p(X2)) < Fa(da(M1, A2)), (2)

and if moreover dy and dr are word metrics on the finitely generated groups A and T,
respectively, then Fy can be taken as o linear function. Consequently, any ¢ as in (iii)
15 a quasi-isometry of A with T, and (iii) or (iv) are equivalent to A and T being quasi-

isometric in the sense of Definition 2.1.1.

Everything in the theorem is elementary, and many claims are trivial. We shall

only elaborate here, for completeness, on those statements which we shall actually make
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use of, leaving to the reader to complete the missing details (possibly using the reference
below).

The point of view of this theorem is the one adopted by Gromov (31, 0.2.C3] in the
topological characterization of quasi-isometric groups, described at the last paragraph of
the introduction: The finitely generated groups A and I are q.i. if and only if statement
(iv) in Theorem 2.1.2 holds. A guided exercise proving this equivalence can be found
in [33, p. 98], to which we refer for more details. Since we need a space X with the
additional properties (1)-(3) above, we shall need to go into some detail concerning this

construction.

Proof. Assume that dy and dr are left invariant proper metrics on A and I, re-
spectively. It is easy to see that any countable group, not necessarily finitely generated,
admits such a metric. Let ¢: A—T be a uniform embedding. Defining

Fi(t) =inf{dr(p(A1), ©(A2)) | da (A1, A2) 2 t},
F(t) =sup{dr(p(A1), p(A2)) [ da (A1, A2) <t}

it is clear by the assumption on ¢ that both functions are finite, non-decreasing, un-
bounded, and (2) is satisfied. We now proceed to show how the existence of such a ¢
implies that a space X satisfying the additional properties (1)—(3) in the theorem exists,
thereby establishing also the implications (i) = (ii) and (iii) = (iv).

By assumption on ¢, it is clear that there is a finite subset QCA such that if
@(A1)=¢@(A2) then A; 1\1€Q. Hence, by taking any finite group M of order greater
than |Q|, and replacing T' with I' x M, we may take ¢ to be injective. Let us still denote
by F1 and F; modified functions such that (2) is satisfied for . Consider the space X of
all injective maps A—T, satisfying the same uniform estimates (2) as for ¢, equipped with
the pointwise convergence topology. It is easy to verify that X is locally compact (this
follows from the right-hand side of (2), and also from the fact that there is a compact-
open fundamental domain for the action of the discrete group I'—see below). The groups
A and T admit natural commuting actions on X, by pre- and postcomposing maps with
their self-left actions (being isometric, X is stable under these two actions). The I'-action
on X is obviously free, proper and co-compact. Indeed, the set Xp={y X |¢(e)=e} is
a compact-open fundamental domain for its action. As for the A-action on X, the left-
hand side of (2) implies that it is proper, and because X is a space of injective maps it is
also free, although not co-compact in general. However, if there is a finite subset CCI’
such that ¢(A)-C=T, and we add the (I'x A-invariant and “closed”) condition that all
maps ¥ in X satisfy the same property, then the compact subset K={y€X |y(e)cC~!}
satisfies AK=X, and hence A acts co-compactly (this latter argument establishes the
implication (iii) = (iv) of the theorem).
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We now wish to show that one can find a closed and open (abbreviated clopen)
fundamental domain X, for the A-action, with XpC X, (recall that X1 above is clopen).
For an element v€T" define the subsets

E,={yecX|y(e)=~} and K,=A-E,={y€ X |1 takes the value v}.

Cramm 2.1.3. For any ~vy1,v2€T, the set Kg’;ﬂEﬁy1 is open, where K$:X—K7.
Indeed,

KLNEy, = N (AEGNE,) = N {¢|¥(\) #72 and () =m}.
AEA AEA
If 4)(e)="~1, then by the existence of Fi, for A far enough we have 1 (\)#~2, and hence
K% NE,, is a finite intersection of open subsets.
Now, enumerate the elements of I' as vg=e, 1,72, ... and define

o
Xp=E.UJE,NKS_ n..nK¢.
=1

In other words, for ¢y€ X, if n is the minimal integer so that 1 takes the value ~,, then
pe X, if and only if ¢(e) =", (note that if 1)(e)#~, then by injectivity there is obviously
a unique element AEA which translates ¢ back to X4 ). The claim above implies that
every subset in the union is open, hence X, is open. Since X is obviously a fundamental
domain for the A-action containing F.=Xr, and Xt is obviously clopen, we are only left
with verifying that X, is closed as well. Indeed, assume that ¥;€X, and ;—1. By
passing to a subsequence we may assume that for all i, ¢;(e)=1(e)=", for some fixed
Y €T, If n=0, i.e. y,=e, then the claim is clear. Otherwise, we need to show that 1
does not take any of the values vy, ..., Yn—1; but if it did, say ¥(Xg)=";, then for all
large enough, 1; would satisfy this as well, contradicting the assumption that 1); € X, for
all 7. Notice that when condition (iii) is satisfied, then as soon as C~*C{yg,v1, .-, Yi-1},
the ith set in the union defining X, is empty, and hence X, is indeed compact.

We have thus shown that (i) = (ii) and (iii)= (iv). We shall not need here the
reverse implications, but since they are easy, we indicate the main idea. Let Xy CX be
a compact subset such that X=I"Xr. Pick o€ X, and for each A€ A let v&I" be some
element such that Azo€yXr. Then the map ¢(\)=+ is a uniform embedding of A in T,
and if A\ X is compact, there exists a finite subset CCT such that p(A)-C=T (hint: if
Xr was a fundamental domain, one could take C~! as a finite subset such that C-Xr
contains X —see [33, p. 98] for more details).

Finally, we are left with the case where dy and dr are word metrics on the finitely
generated groups A and I, respectively. First of all, if ¢ as in (iii) exists, and one of the
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groups is finitely generated, then by (iv) and [33, p. 98, Item 34] the other is as well.
In the word metric cases, if a<oo is such that d (A1, A2)=1 = dr(e(A1), (A2)) <, it
follows from a triangle inequality that ¢ satisfies dr(p(A1), o(A2))<ada(A1,A2). If @
satisfies also the property in (iii), then this can be reversed, with an additive constant
coming from the diameter of the finite set C. Hence ¢ is a quasi-isometry. d

Remark. Notice that if the groups I' and A are bi-Lipschitz equivalent, i.e. if there is
a ¢ as in the theorem which is also a bijection, then the fundamental domain Xr defined
in the proof is a mutual fundamental domain for both actions. In fact, the existence
of such a space X with a mutual (bounded) fundamental domain is equivalent to the
bi-Lipschitz equivalence of the groups.

Definition 2.1.4. Given two groups A and I, call a locally compact space X satisfying
the conditions in Theorem 2.1.2 a topological coupling of A and T".

In the definition we do not distinguish between the situations where both, or only
one of the actions is co-compact (the quasi-isometry vs. the uniform embedding case).
This should always be clear from the context, and is also encoded in the following stand-
ing notation, which is justified by the commutativity of the actions and will be used
throughout the paper:

I acts on X via a left action, and A acts (from the right) via a right action.

Usually, we will use a coupling X satisfying the three additional properties in The-
orem 2.1.2, in particular, Xt C X, which is an asymmetric condition as well. Thus, it
is convenient to think of I as being the “large” group, whose fundamental domain is
included in that of the “smaller” group A (this is consistent with the uniform embedding
setup, as well as with our later approach to induce representations from the “smaller” to
the “larger” group).

In all of our results which apply methods from harmonic analysis, the topological
structure will be almost (though not entirely) immaterial. It is the analogous measurable

setting which will become central.

Definition 2.1.5. (Gromov [31]) The discrete countable groups I' and A are called
measure equivalent (ME) if there exists a o-finite measure space (X, u) on which both
T and A act (essentially) freely, preserving p, in a commuting way, such that there exist
finite-measure fundamental domains Xr CX D X, for the two actions. The groups are
called uniformly measure equivalent (UME) if the following additional property holds:
For all v€T" there is a finite subset SyCA such that

vXa CTX@S,
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and, similarly, for all A€ A there is a finite subset Sy CT such that

SxXt D XrA.

Notation 2.1.6. If T', A and (X, 1) are as above, we call X a ME or UME coupling
of I' and A. By Xr and X, we shall always mean fundamental domains in X satisfying
the conditions in the definition. If the I' x A-action on (X, ) (equivalently, the I™-action
on X/A, or the A-action on I'\ X) is ergodic, we call X an ergodic coupling.

The use of amenability in the harmonic analysis approach comes via the following

theorem:

THEOREM 2.1.7. If amenable groups A and T’ are quasi-isometric, then for some
finite group M there is an ergodic UME coupling X of A and I'x M, with Xpypr CX4.

Proof. This is clear by Theorem 2.1.2 and the invariant measure property for actions
of amenable groups on compact spaces, recalling that by Krein—Milman’s theorem, if
there is a finite invariant measure, there is also an ergodic one. Taking an ergodic A-
invariant measure y on I'\ X, identifying the latter with Xp C X, and tessellating p under

the I'-action, defines a o-finite A x I'-invariant ergodic measure on X. O

2.2. The actions and cocycles associated with a coupling

Let T and A be discrete groups, and suppose that X is a topological coupling of them
(Definition 2.1.4), with both actions on X being free. Then associated with this coupling
we have a natural I'-action (from the left) on X/A and a A-action (from the right)
on I\ X. Let Xr and X, be the fundamental domains associated with the coupling in
Definition 2.1.4. Then we define the cocycle a:T'x X5 — A by the rule

a(v,2)=) = (Y lz)reXa. (3)

Note that because X, is a fundamental domain for A, a(y,z) is uniquely defined. Simi-
larly, we define the cocycle 8: Xr x A—T by

Bz, \)=y < 5 Hz))eXr. 4)

Of course, by commutativity of the actions, the parentheses in the right-hand sides
of (3} and (4) are redundant; we have put them here only for clarity.
We also have the following fact, which will turn out very useful:

XrCXx = oB(x,A),z)=X forall \€e A and z€ Xr. (5)
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This is obvious from the definitions (3) and (4).

Once we fix the fundamental domains X, and X, we may identify them with X/A
and T'\ X, respectively. With these identifications, the I'- and A-natural actions on the
latter spaces take the forms

vz =vza(y ',z), zeX, (compare with (3)), (6)
z-A=p(x,\)"'zA, z€Xr (compare with (4)). (7)

Hereafter we shall keep the dot notation for the actions defined above on the fun-
damental domains, to distinguish them from the usual actions on X (which we continue
to denote as before). It is easy to check that (y,z)—~-z and (z,A\)—x-A define left and
right actions of I and A on X and Xr, respectively.

We can now make our previous statement that o and 3 are cocycles precise. They

are in fact cocycles over the I'- and A-actions on X, and Xy, respectively:

a(yv2, ) =a(y, ) oy, 77 +z) forall v,72 €T and z€ Xa, (8)
ﬁ(.’]?,)\l)\Q):ﬂ(.’li,)\l),@(l")\l,)\z) for all /\1,/\261\ and z € Xr. (9)
Since the cocycle identities are both crucial in what follows and easy to get confused

with, let us verify them quickly. To prove (8) notice first that by (6) one has the identity
v 'z=(y; ") a(y1,x) !, and hence

(ny2) e =701 '2) = (O e)aln, )T = (g (0 ) el 7)
= (1 (o) el he) T aln, 2) 7
=7 O x) (el ) T a(n, 2) 7).
Because v; (77 -2)€ Xy, by (3) it follows that (8) is satisfied. To prove (9) we first
notice that by (7) one has zA=08(z, A\)(z-A), and hence
z(MA2) = (zA1) da = (B(z, A )(z- A1) A2 = B(x, A1) (- A1) A2)
=Bz, M) (B(z- A1, A2)((z-A1)-A2)) = B2, A1) B(2- A1, A2) (2 A1) Aa)-

Because (z-A1)-A2€XT, by (4) it follows that (9) holds.

2.3. Algebraic, continuous and reduced cohomology

We briefly review here the three group cohomology notions, while introducing some
notation which will be needed later on. The first is the classical one. A comprehensive
treatment of the last two in the general setting we shall be needing can be found in [32].
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Let R be a commutative ring with unit, G be a locally compact second countable
group, and let RG be the group ring of finitely supported R-valued functions on G. For
an RG-module V' we denote the G-action by (g, v)—7(g)v and define

CM(G,V)={w:G" =V |w(ggo, .-, ggn—1) =7(g)w(go, ---, gn-1)} (10)

Let d,: C™(G,V)—C" (G, V) be the standard (homogeneous) differential:

n

[dnw](gﬂ’ ey gn) = Z (_1)iw(go) EX) giy ey gn) (11)
=0

Denote then the spaces of n-cocycles, n-coboundaries and n-cohomology by

Z™(G,V)=Kerdn1 S C"(G, V),
B"(G,V)=Imd, CC"(G, V),
H™(G,V)=2Z™G,V)/B"G,V),

respectively.
We shall often use the following basic property of group cohomology:

THEOREM 2.3.1. Let G be a discrete group and NAG be o finite normal subgroup.
Then for every G-module V which is a vector space over the field Q, and every n>1,
one has H"(G,V)=H"(G/N,V"), where V¥ denotes the space of N -fized vectors, and
the isomorphism is induced by the inclusion of VN in V.

Proof. Use Proposition 3.2 on p. 18, and Proposition 8.1 on p. 47, in [32]. a

When V is a topological vector space on which G acts continuously, the continuous
cohomology H (G, V') is defined in a similar manner to algebraic cohomology, only that
here one insists that all maps be continuous with respect to the corresponding topologies.
In all the cases of continuous cohomology we shall be concerned with, V will be a complex
Hilbert space and the G-action 7 unitary. In this case, Z™(G, V') supports the natural
topology of uniform convergence on compact subsets, in which it is easily seen to be a
Fréchet space. However, B"(G, V) need not be a closed subspace. Denoting by B™(G, V)
its closure, we define the nth reduced cohomology group with coefficients in V' (or 7) by

H}(G,V)=Z"(G,V)/B"(G,V).

Let us assume now that V is an (always separable) Hilbert space on which the
locally compact second countable group G acts (continuously and) unitarily via the
representation 7. A crucial advantage of the reduced cohomology is its disintegration

property (which does not hold in general for the ordinary continuous cohomology):
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THEOREM 2.3.2. [32, p. 190, Proposition 2.6] If 7r=f®7rz du(z) is a direct integral
decomposition of the unitary G-representation 7, and for p-a.e. x one has HZ (G, 7,)=0,
then H%(G, n)=0.

2.4. A closer look at the first cohomology

Assume for this subsection that G is a locally compact group and (7, V) is a unitary
G-representation. In the previous subsection we have defined cohomology using homo-
geneous cocycles, but for the first cohomology the inhomogeneous formulation turns out
to be convenient. We define

ZYG,V)={b:G -V b is continuous and b(gh) = 7(g)b(h)+b(g)},
BYG,V)={bc ZYG,V)|blg)=n(g)v—v, vEV},
H,(G,V)=2Z'(G,V)/B'(G,V),

H,(G,V)=2'(G,V)/B'(G,V),

where B!(G, V') denotes the closure of B1(G, V) as before.

In degree one a simple criterion enables us to identify reduced cohomology:

PROPOSITION 2.4.1. Assume that m does not weakly contain the trivial representa-
tion (i.e. in the terminology of Definition 2.4.3 below, its linear action on the unit sphere
of Vi is uniform). Then BY(G,V,) is closed, and hence HY (G, 7)=HZX (G, 7).

The result is easy, see for example [50, Proposition 1.6]. In fact it admits a converse
(due to Guichardet), which is less trivial—cf. [34, p. 48].

An advantage of the first cohomology is that it admits a useful geometric interpre-
tation. Indeed, given b€Z'(G,n) one can deform the linear action 7 to a continuous
affine isometric G-action g on V, by letting o(g)v=n(g)v+b(g). The following result is
straightforward from the definition:

LEMMA 2.4.2. With the above notation, b€ B}(G, ) if and only if the G-action p
admits a fized point.

In the same vein, we would like to identify cocycles b€ B*(G, ). For this, we recall
first the following notion, which will show up frequently in the sequel:

Definition 2.4.3. A continuous action of a locally compact group G on a metric
space (X, d) is called uniform, if there exists a compact subset QC G and £>0 such that
for every z€X there is g€ @ with d(gz, z) >¢e. Otherwise, we say that the action admits
almost fixed points.
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We now leave it to the reader to verify the following lemma as an easy exercise in
the definitions:

LEMMA 2.4.4. With the above notation, b€ BY(G, ) if and only if the G-action o

has almost fized points (or in other words, it is not uniform).

2.4.5. A remark on cohomology of finite-dimensional representations. When V is
finite-dimensional (of dimension n), a unitary G-representation (m, V') corresponds to a
continuous homomorphism 7: G—U(n) (well defined up to conjugation), and 1-cocycles
be Z1(G, ) correspond to homomorphisms p to the group of rigid motions

0:G—-U(n)xC"

whose linear part is m. Because of Proposition 2.4.1 and the compactness of the unit
sphere, the reduced and ordinary cohomology are identical for finite-dimensional unitary
representations, so every such affine action without a global fixed point is in fact uniform.

3. Induction through couplings and some first applications
3.1. Induction of representations—the unitary setting

Let I and A be discrete groups and assume that (X, ) is a ME coupling of them with
fundamental domains Xr and X4, respectively (Notation 2.1.6). Given this structure,
we introduce the following:

Definition 3.1.1. Let (m, V;) be a unitary A-representation on the Hilbert space V.
We define the unitary I'-representation Ind? induced from A to I', by first considering
the representation space

L (X7, Vi) = {f:XA -V,

[ i@k, du(w)<00}

with the obvious inner product. To define the I'-action, recall from §2.2 the I'-action and
cocycle defined on X, (see (3) and (6)), and define the [-operation on L?(X,, Vi) by

(vf)(@) =n(a(y,z) f(y ' ).

This is easily verified to define a unitary I'-representation. In fact, the construc-
tion extends naturally the well-known unitary induction for locally compact groups a la
Mackey. Indeed, in the special case where X =I" and A<T', we obtain the usual unitary
induction from A to I', and when I’ and A are subgroups of the locally compact group G,
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and (X, u)=(G, Haar measure) with left and right actions of I" and A, the above con-
struction amounts to unitarily inducing from A to G, and then restricting to I'. At the
expense of abusing notation (but gaining simplicity of it), we do not explicitly indicate
the information on the coupling space X in our notation Ind}; for induction, as this
should always be clear from the context.

»

As in Mackey’s usual induction, we have an equivalent “equivariant” model of in-
duction, which has the advantage of being free of a choice of fundamental domain. Here

we let the representation space of the induced representation be
L(X,Va)* = {f: X = Ve | f(zX) =7 (A1) f(2)}

with the same L2-condition as above relative to some (hence every) A-fundamental do-
main, and T acts by (yf)(z)=f(y1z). For later use we also remark here that in a dual
way one may induce a representation 7 from I' to A, where the induction space consists
of L%-functions satisfying f(yx)=n(v)f(z), and A operates by (Af)(z)=f(zA) (this is a
left A-action; recall that the A-action on X is a right one).

The following result will turn out crucial for our harmonic analysis approach to
geometric group theory:

THEOREM 3.1.2. Let X be a ME coupling of T and A (Notation 2.1.6), and 7 be
a unitary A-representation. If IndR 7 contains a finite-dimensional I'-subrepresentation
(#{0}), then ® contains a finite-dimensional A-subrepresentation (#{0}).

Hereafter, denote by 1r the trivial (1-dimensional) representation of a group I'. The
following Frobenius reciprocity-type result, and its proof, highlight the duality in ME

couplings:

PrROPOSITION 3.1.3. Let X, T’ and A be as above, let o be a unitary I'-represen-
tation, and wm be a unitary A-representation. Then lrgIndRﬂ'@U if and only if 14C
Indf o®@n.

Proof of the proposition. We use throughout the proof the second “equivariant”
model of induction described above. Assume first that X is an ergodic ME coupling.

We may identify the representation space of Indy 7®o, L?(X/A,Vy)®V,, with
L?(X,V,®V,)A, where the A-equivariance condition on f: X —V;®V, reads f(z\)=
(m(A"1)®id)f(z) (this isomorphism is the linear extension of the map fRuv—[f®v](z)=
f(z)®v on pure tensors). With this identification, the group I' acts by (vf)(z)=
(id®o(y)) f(y~1z), so the I-invariance condition reads f(yz)=(id®oc(7v))f(z). Notice
that by ergodicity of the I" x A-action on X, the norm of any measurable f satisfying the
equivariance and invariance conditions is essentially constant, hence such an f always

defines back a I'-invariant vector in IndR TRO.
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Now, reversing the situation and considering a A-invariant function in Indf o®,
we arrive at exactly the same conditions on f: X =V, ®V, as above, where the original
A-equivariance condition here becomes A-invariance of f, and vice versa for I'. (The
apparent lack of symmetry comes from the fact that the I'-action on X is a left ac-
tion, while the A-action is a right one—see the paragraph preceding the statement of
Theorem 3.1.2.) This proves the proposition in the ergodic case.

For the general, non-ergodic case, we use the fact that any ME coupling (X, i) can be
disintegrated into ergodic couplings p= [ p. dt, realized on the space X. This is achieved
by a usual ergodic decomposition of the I'-action on the finite measure space X/A (or
vice versa), and “lifting” the measures back to X. We may now perform induction of
representations from one group to the other with respect to each of the y;’s, although
this creates a little notational difficulty, as our notation Ind} left behind the information
on the (coupling space and) measure. To simplify notation, let us drop for the rest of the
argument the group notation (which will be self-explanatory), and write Ind and Ind,
for inductions in the ME couplings (X, 1) and (X, u), respectively.

Suppose that 1rC(Ind 7)®c. By the definition of disintegration it is easy to see
that we have Ind 72 [®Ind, 7 dt, hence 10 C([®Ind; 7 dt)®0 = [®(Ind; 7®0) dt. This
implies that for a positive measure set of t’s, we have 1r CInd; 7®o, and for them by the
ergodic case, 14 CInd; c®7. Thus 1Agf®(1ndt o®T) dt (f@ Ind; o dt)®@7n 2> (Ind o) @,
as required. By symmetry this completes the proof of the proposition. |

For later use we record the following consequence of the proof (for which no origi-
nality is claimed):

COROLLARY 3.1.4. Let A be a discrete co-compact subgroup of the locally compact
group G. Let m be a unitary A-representation and o be a unitary G-representation. If
10§0®Indf7r then 15 Co|p®m.

Proof. One can use a similar proof, replacing I in the proof of the proposition by G,
and the coupling space (X, 1) by (G, Haar measure). The transitivity of the G-action on
X (=G) implies here immediately that a function f as in the first paragraph is a.e. equal
to a continuous map whose value at the identity is the required A-invariant vector. We
leave the details to the reader. |

Before proving Theorem 3.1.2 we briefly recall some basic facts in representation
theory which will be crucial for the proof. These are brought up for the benefit of non-
specialists, in order to make the proof of the theorem, which is fundamental to all that
follows, essentially self-contained.

Let G be a locally compact group and (m, V) be a unitary G-representation. Recall
that the contragredient dual 7 is the unitary G-representation defined as follows: The
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space of representations for 7, denoted Vz, is a (setwise) “copy” of V, through the
identification v— . The inner product on V; is defined by (o, ﬁ)V*:(v,—u)vﬂ, where in
the right-hand side we have complex conjugation, the module operations are defined by
v4+a=v+u, and A\=Xv (A= complex conjugation of \). The unitary G-action on V; is
then defined by #(y)o=7(v)v.

Next, let (m,V;) and (o,V,) be unitary G-representations. The representation
space Vz®V, may be identified with the space of Hilbert—-Schmidt operators T:V,—V,
(tr(T*T)<o0), by extending linearly the natural map 1Qu— Tpg.(w)={w, v)u, defined

on pure tensors. The G-action on the latter space then takes the form
(9,T) —> a(g)eTom(g) ™",

and thus invariant vectors in #®o correspond to G-equivariant Hilbert—Schmidt oper-
ators T:V,—V,. Therefore, if  is irreducible then 16 C7T®o is possible only if 7#Co,
and if o is irreducible as well, by Schur’s lemma the two must be isomorphic and T be a
scalar (after identification). However, a (non-zero) scalar operator is Hilbert-Schmidt (if
and) only if 7 is finite-dimensional. By decomposing a general representation o into a
direct integral of irreducibles, one can easily conclude that for an irreducible 7 and any o,
1C7®o if and only if 7 is finite-dimensional, and is a subrepresentation of ¢. Finally,
by fixing ¢ and now taking any (not necessarily irreducible) w, decomposing the latter
into a direct integral of irreducibles and using the above, one can make the following
conclusion (cf. [6]):

Let G be a locally compact second countable group, and 7 be a unitary G-representa-
tion. There exists a unitary G-representation ¢ with 1o Cn®o if and only if 7 contains
a finite-dimensional subrepresentation (i.e. by the usual terminology, 7 is not weakly
mizing).

Proof of Theorem 3.1.2. Retain the assumptions and notations of the theorem. By
the previously quoted result and the assumption, there exists a unitary I'-representation o
such that 1rC Indg 7®0o, and hence by Proposition 3.1.3, 14 QInd{a\ o®m. Applying once
again the preceding result completes the proof. ]

We end by observing the following additional consequences:

COROLLARY 3.1.5. (1) Let A<G be a discrete co-compact subgroup, and let m and T
be unitary representations of A and G, respectively, with m irreducible and T finite-
dimensional. If TQIndfﬂ then mCT|A.

(2) Let (X,pn) be a ME coupling of the groups A and I'. Let m and T be unitary
representations of A and T, respectively, with m irreducible and 7 finite-dimensional. If
7CInd} 7 then #CIndd 0.
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Proof. Use Corollary 3.1.4 for (1), and Proposition 3.1.3 for (2), with =7, applying
the result preceding the proof of Theorem 3.1.2 and the fact that taking contragredient
dual commutes with induction. O

3.2. Induction of cohomology—the unitary setting

Let (X, u) be a UME coupling of the discrete groups I' and A, with fundamental do-
mains Xt and Xj, respectively. In this subsection we shall construct for any unitary
T-representation 7 a map I: H™(A,7)— H™(T, Ind}, 7), and our main concern will be its
injectivity (on the reduced cohomology as well). We begin by defining the map I at the
level of cocycles. We retain here all the notation of §2.2.

For an element we C™ (A, V,) (see (10) above) define

Tw: T L3 X, Vi), 12)
Tw(0, -..s 10 )(@) =w(a(0, ), (71, 2); .. &Y, T)).-

The fact that Iw indeed ranges in L? follows from the property that for any given ,
a(7, x) takes essentially finitely many values. Thus the right-hand side of (12) is no more
than a finite sum over values of w, with weights defined by the +’s, the cocycle a and
the measure p. It is exactly (and only) here that we make use of the extra finiteness
property of the UMFE coupling, compared to an ordinary ME coupling.

We now claim that IweC™ (T, Indg ), i.e. Iw is T-equivariant for the appropriate
actions. Indeed, using (8) for the second equality and A-equivariance for the third, we
have

VY0, Z)y oy A(VYn, T))
a(y,z)alvo, Yy ), ., a(y, ) (Yn, v )
v, z)) [wleyo, Y1), ooy & Yns ¥ )]
=m(a(y,z))[Tw(yo, -..s W) (Y- 2))-

The map [ is clearly linear. It is also easy to verify that, denoting the coboundary
operator d=d,, in (11), we have
Toed=d-I. (13)

Therefore dw=0 = Idw=0 = dIw=0 and w=do = Iw=Ido=dIo, so I takes cocycles
to cocycles and coboundaries to coboundaries, i.e. I induces maps (still denoted by I)
H™(A,m)—H"™(T',Ind} 7). We observe also that I induces a map on the reduced coho-
mology groups, which follows from the obvious continuity of I on Z". We now arrive at
our main goal:
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THEOREM 3.2.1. Assume that the UME coupling X of I' and A satisfies XrCX,.
Then the map I above is injective on both the ordinary and reduced cohomology groups.
In particular,

H™(A,m)#0 = H*([,Indi7)#0 and H™(A,7)#0 = H™(T,Ind} 7)#0.

Proof. We shall construct a (so-called) transfer map
T:C™+Y(I, Ind} 7) » C" (A, V)

satisfying the properties:

(i) T is linear and continuous;

(ii) doT=Tod,;

(ili) TIw=w for all weC™*1(A, V,).
This suffices since (i) and (ii) imply that T defines a linear map between the correspond-
ing cohomology (and reduced cohomology) groups, and (ili) shows that Jw=0 in H"
(resp. H™) implies that w=TTw=0 in H" (resp. H™).

To define the map T we retain the notation of §2.2, particularly that of the cocycle
B: Xrx A—T. We define for c€C*+ (I, Ind} 7),

TU()‘Oaa/\’n):/X U(B(z‘a)‘O)’7ﬁ($7)‘n))($)d/~l‘($) (14)

We first remark that although o(-,...,-) is a map defined on X4, we integrate it
over Xp. This makes sense as Xr is a subset of positive measure, which we actually
assume hereafter to be 1. We further observe that since for every fixed A€A, B(-, )
takes p-essentially finitely many values, the set Xt can be broken into a disjoint union of
finitely many subsets A;, on each of which o(3(z, Ao), ..., B(z, An))= (Y0, .-, Vn) for some
(n+1)-tuple of v4’s not depending on z. For each such fixed (n+1)-tuple, o is integrable
as a function on X,, hence it is so over any given subset A;, and the right-hand side in
(14) is well defined.

We first check that To€C™t1(A,V,), i.e. that To is A-equivariant. Indeed, using
(9) we have

Ta()\)\o,...,)\)\n)z/x a(B(z, Arg), -, Bz, A )){(x) du(z)

- /X 0 (@, N)B(E- X o), - B2 VB M) (&) du(z).
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The I'-equivariance of ¢ reads o(vYo, ..., Yn)(x)=7(a(y, z))[o (Y0, .-, Yn) (Y~ '-x)], and
hence we get

TU(MO,---,Mn)=/X m(a(B(z,A),2))[0(B(2-A, Xo), -y B(z-X, An))(B(z, ) 7' -2)] dus(=)

=7(N) /X a(B(z-A, ), -y Bz 2, M) (B, \) ™) du().

For the last equality we have used (5), i.e. the fact that Xpr C X,. Making the (measure-
preserving) change of variable z+—+z-A~! on X, we get further

Ta()\)\o,...,)\)\n)zw()\)/xo(ﬂ(x,)\o),...,ﬂ(x,)\n))(ﬂ(x-)\"l,A)_l-(x-A_l))du(x).

Therefore, to finish the computation it is enough to show that for p-a.e. x€ Xr one has
B(z-A~1, A)~L (z-A~1)=z, which, replacing x by z-A, is equivalent to 8(z, )" -z=z-A.
Indeed, by (7}, then (6), and finally (5), we have

T-A

It

(,3(1}, )‘)_lm))‘ = ((,B(IL', )‘)_l'x)a(ﬂ(x? )‘)7 x)_l))‘

=Bz, \) " ) (a(B(z, N), ) A) = (B(z, \) L) AT IA=B(z, A) -z,
as required. Thus 7" maps equivariant co-chains to equivariant co-chains, and since its
continuity, linearity and commutativity with the co-boundary operator(s) d are easy to
verify, we are left with one last computation, which is verifying property (iii).

Let w: A"*1 > V,. Applying (14), then (12), and then (5), yields (recalling the nor-
malization u(Xr)=1):

[T Mos ooy M) = /X Lw(B(@, Ao), s Bl An))(&) dis(z)
:/X w(a(B(z, M), ), ..., a(B(z, An), x)) du(x)

:/ WAy ey An) du(x)
Xr
:w(>\0, ceey An)

This completes the proof of Theorem 3.2.1. O

We conclude this subsection by remarking on a special case of the framework treated
here, namely, that of a discrete co-compact subgroup A in a locally compact group G.
Strictly speaking, this situation is not covered by our previous analysis, but if we regard
I'=G=X then all our formulae may be used with little modification. First, the map I
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defined in (12) remains exactly the same. For the transfer map T' we obviously cannot
integrate over Xr=Xg, which is a “point”, so we shall simply integrate (14) over the
fundamental domain XA. Because G acts transitively, the map then takes the form

To(Ao, -y An) = / a(ghog ™ gMg7" - 9Ang ) (9) dulg)-
Xa
Thus, the proof of Theorem 3.2.1 shows that the map
I: H*(A, ) —» H™ (G, Ind§ =)

is injective. The surjectivity of this map is well known; in fact, it is known to induce an
isomorphism at the level of ordinary cohomology—see [32, p. 208, Proposition 4.5] (for
more on the literature around this subject see [32, p. 213]). Thus, for later use we may
record the following result:

THEOREM 3.2.2. For any locally compact second countable group G, a co-compact
discrete subgroup A<G, and a unitary A-representation m, one has an isomorphism

H™(A, )= H%(G,Ind§ ).

3.3. Induction of representations and cohomology—the algebraic setting
We begin by discussing the condition on the ring R over which we shall work.

LEMMA 3.3.1. For a commutative unital ring R, the following are equivalent:

(1) The field of rationals Q embeds as a subring of R;

(2) H™(G,V)=0 for all n>1, all finite groups G and all RG-modules V;

(3) R is divisible.

Proof. (1)=(2). This is a special case of Theorem 2.3.1 above.

(2) = (3). As is well known, if cdg G is finite then G has no R-torsion, i.e. the order
of any element of G must be invertible in R (cf. [9, Proposition 4.11]), namely, R is
divisible.

(3)=(1). For every meN, an z,,€R satisfying m-z,=1 is unique, because if
m-Tpy,=m- Yy, =1 then multiplying by z,, and using commutativity yields 1-z,=1-yn,.
Thus n/m+>x,-n is clearly a ring embedding of Q in R. O

We now arrive at the main purpose of this subsection:

Proof of Theorem 1.5. Let (7,V) be an RA-module with H™(A,7)#0 for some
n>0. We shall be done by constructing an induced RT-module, Indw, satisfying
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H™(I',Ind 7)#0. This module is the algebraic analogue of the induced module con-
structed previously in the unitary setting, with a similar strategy of proof, yet with some
significant changes as well.

By Theorem 2.3.1 we have for any finite group M, cdg I'=cdg(T'x M). Hence using
Theorem 2.1.2 we may assurme without loss of generality that X is a topological coupling
of A and I satisfying the additional properties (1), (2) and (3) stated in that theorem.
As in Definition 2.1.4 (and thereafter), we continue to denote the I'-action on X from the
left, and that of A from the right. Thus, we have clopen (closed and open) fundamental
domains X and Xp for the two actions, with Xt compact and Xt C X . Recall that to
these fundamental domains we have associated cocycles a:T'x Xp —A and 8: Xy xI'— A
which are defined in (3) and (4). We denote by € the algebra of clopen subsets of X. Call a
function defined on a clopen subset of X, and ranging in some discrete set, €-measurable,
if the inverse image of any point is a clopen subset. We now define the induced module

W=Ind} V={f: X, » V| f is C-measurable},

where I" operates exactly as in Definition 3.1.1:

(@) =m(a(y,2) f(y2)

(v-x is the action of v on X/A~ X, as defined in (6)). Because the I'- and A-actions
on X, being continuous, preserve €, and both fundamental domains are clopen subsets,
it follows that for any fixed y€I' and A€A, the sets {z |a(y,z)=A} and {z|B(z, )=~}
are clopen. Thus all the functions and operations which we make hereafter are readily
seen to be measurable with respect to € (where a target space is always viewed with a
discrete structure).

Next, given an element w: A"t1 =V, we define Iw:T"*! W by the very same for-
mula (12), and repeat verbatim the discussion there to show that I defines a map in
cohomology (still denoted I'): H™(A,V)—H™(,W). We wish to show now that I is
injective in cohomology, and for that purpose we adopt the same strategy as in the proof
of Theorem 3.2.1, i.e. we construct a transfer map T: C*+1(I', W) —=C"*1(A, V) with the
properties (1), (i) and (iii) as in the proof of that theorem. To define T' we use the same
formal formula appearing in (14), namely, for c€C™ (", W) set

To(Ags s M) = /X (B(2, o), oy B(z, An)) (@) di(z). (15)

Of course, one should explain now how to interpret this formula, and particularly, what
is the measure g involved in it.



146 Y. SHALOM

Suppose that pu is some R-valued, finitely additive measure, defined on the algebra
of clopen subsets of Xt, which is also normalized. That is, u assigns to each clopen
subset AC X an element u(A)€ R so that

(i) u(Xr)=1 (where 1 is the unit element of R);

(i) ANB=2 = u(AUB)=u(A)+u(B).

Since every €-measurable function on X is locally constant, and by compactness it
takes only finitely many values on X, one can define naturally for any V-valued function
¢: Xr—V its integration [ ¢(z)du(x)€V, which is simply a finite linear combination
of elements in V with coefficients in R (themselves determined by the measures of subsets
on which ¢ takes a given value). If in addition the measure p is A-invariant, namely,

(iil) p(A-A)=u(A) for all A€ A and a clopen subset AC Xr,
then we have er e(z-N) du(:v):fxF o(z) du(z) for all €-measurable ¢, and A€A.

Returning to the formula (14) for the map T, notice that given an R-valued mea-
sure u as above, T is well defined because it is easily verified that the expression in
the integrand is a €-measurable V-valued function on Xy. Thus, to show that T is a
transfer map, one can appeal to the same exact formal computation shown in the proof
of Theorem 3.2.1, once the R-valued measure p is also A-invariant.

We are therefore reduced to the question of finding such an invariant measure, and
it is here that we use the amenability of A. First, because QC R (Proposition 3.3.1), it is
enough to find such a Q-valued measure. Now, by amenability of A and the compactness
of Xr, there exists a (positive) real-valued A-invariant probability measure m, defined on
all the Borel (in particular clopen) subsets of Xr. Let ¢: R—Q be a homomorphism of
abelian groups with ¢¥(1)=1. Then p(A)=vy¥(m(A)) defines a normalized finitely additive
Q-valued measure, as required. This completes the proof of Theorem 1.5. O

Proof of Theorem 1.7. The result follows from two basic facts: one is that being of
type (FP) is characterized by having both finite cdg and the property that H k commutes
with direct sums, and the other is that the induction operation defined in the proof of
the previous theorem commutes with direct sums when A and I' are quasi-isometric.

We begin by proving the second fact: if V=D, ; Vi then any f: X4—V which is
¢-measurable takes finitely many values by compactness of X, (recall that I' and A are
assumed now to be q.i.—see Theorem 2.1.2), and hence f ranges as a function (and not
just pointwise) in the sum of finitely many V;’s. This shows that the natural embedding
of @,;c;IndV; in IndV is onto in this case, and hence an isomorphism, i.e. induction
commutes with direct sums.

The first fact mentioned follows, e.g., from [9, p. 134, Theorem 8.20] (in fact, it is
enough by Corollary 8.21 there to test the case where each V; is the group ring itself).
Now, to prove the theorem assume that I' is of type (FP) over R and that A is quasi-
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isometric to I'. Because cdg I'< 00, it follows from Theorem 1.5 that cdg A<oc. We are
left to show that the natural map v: @, ; H*(A, V;) = H*(A, @, Vi) is an isomorphism
for all £ and all RA-modules V;, where the issue of course is surjectivity. Since I is
of type (FP) over R, so is I'x M for any finite group M (by divisibility of R). Thus,
applying Theorem 2.1.2 we may retain the framework and notation used in the proof of
Theorem 1.5. Let V=D, V; and let we H*(A, V). Then by the previous discussion we
have a natural isomorphism Jwe H*(T', Ind V)~ H*(T", @, Ind V). SinceI is of type (FP)
over R, we have the natural isomorphism H*(T', P, Ind V;)=@, H*(I',Ind V;), i.e. we
may write [w=010...®0, (as cohomology classes), where o;€ H*(T,Ind V;). Applying
the transfer operator T' (as defined in the proof of Theorem 1.5) to both sides yields
w=TIw=To1®...0To,=w;®...0w, with w;c H*(A,V;), as required. This completes
the proof of Theorem 1.7. a

We now present a result of a similar type, this time making some regularity assump-
tion on the group. Recall that a finitely generated group G is said to be of type &, if
it has a K(G, 1)-complex with finite n-skeleton, and it is of type Foo if it is of type §n
for all n. Unlike making many finiteness conditions, the advantage of making a type §
assumption is that it is itself (like each §F, separately) a q.i. invariant, as was observed
by Gromov [31, 1.C}]. Recall also that G is said to be a duality group (of dimension n)
over a ring R, if there is a (right) RG-module D (the so-called “dualizing module”) such
that one has natural isomorphisms

H*(G,V)~H, (G,DRV)

for all k and all RG-modules V (where G acts diagonally on the tensor product). It can
be shown that a dualizing module D as above must be isomorphic to H*(G, RG), and
in case the latter is isomorphic to R, we say that G is moreover a Poincaré duality
group—see [9] for more details.

THEOREM 3.3.2. Let T be a finitely generated amenable group of type §oo. If T
is a duality (resp. Poincaré duality) group over a divisible ring R, and a group A is
quasi-isometric to I', then A is also o duality (resp. Poincaré duality) group over R.

Proof. We shall use the following equivalent characterization (cf. [9, Theorem 9.2]):
G is a duality group (of dimension n) over R if and only if

(i) G is of type (FP) over R;

(ii) H*(G,RG)=0 for k#n;

(iii) H*(G,RG) is flat as an R-module (in the case of Poincaré duality, this is
replaced by H"(G, RG)=R).
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Thus, it is enough to show that properties (i), (ii) and (iii) are q.i. invariant. The
first follows from Theorem 1.7, whereas (ii) and (iii) follow from a general result of
Gersten [27]: For groups of type Fo and all rings R, the cohomology groups H*(G, RG)

are q.i. invariants. U

3.4. Applications of the algebraic approach

We preface the proofs of our next results with a brief discussion on cohomological aspects
of solvable groups. The following theorem is a combination of works of several authors:
Bieri, Gildenhuys-Strebel and Kropholler. We refer to [29, 1.4] and to the review of [37]

for a comprehensive exposition.

THEOREM 3.4.1. Let G be a torsion-free countable solvable group, hG be its Hirsch
number, and let cdr G (resp. hdg G) be its cohomological (resp. homological) dimension
over R. Then the following are equivalent:

(1) G is constructible (cf. [29, 1.3]);

(2) G is a duality group (over Z);

(3) G is of type (FP) (over Z);

(4) G satisfies hG=cdz G <o0;

(5) hG=cdq G <.

Recall that by a result of Stammbach [51], for every solvable G (not necessar-
ily torsion free) hG=hdqG, and that for every countable group G and a ring R one
has hdg G<cdr G<hdgr G+1 (cf. [9, Theorem 4.6]). Thus, Theorem 3.4.1 may be re-
formulated by saying that for every torsion-free countable solvable group G one has
hG=hdq G=hdz G and cdq G=cdz G, and these two quantities are equal (or else differ
by 1) if and only if G satisfies any one of conditions (1), (2) and (3) above.

Proof of Theorem 1.6. Part (1) (and hence also (2)) follows now readily from Theo-
rem 1.5 and the above discussion, since if A uniformly embeds in I, one has hAA=hdq A<
cdq A<cdqT'<hdq'+1=hI'+1. In the case where I' is of type (FP) over Q, one has
hdq'=cdqT (see [9, Theorem 4.6]), thereby implying the sharper result hA<hI'. For
the proof of the last statement recall that by a result of Merzlyakov [39], if a torsion-free
solvable group G has a bound on the rank of all its finitely generated abelian subgroups,
then it has bounded rank. Because by “monotonicity” of cohomological dimension all
such ranks are bounded by the Q-cohomological dimension, it is enough to show that the
latter is finite, which in turn would follow from the finiteness of cdqI" by Theorem 1.5.
The finiteness of cdqT is equivalent to the finiteness of hdq'=AT', and the latter is
indeed finite by our assumption on I' (see [39]). O
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Proof of Theorem 1.8. The second statement, where I" is assumed to be of type (FP)
over Q, follows readily from Theorem 1.7 and part (1) in Theorem 1.6. The first now
follows immediately from this if any of the groups is of type (FP) over Q. Otherwise,
both are not of type (FP) over Q, hence also not over Z, and from Theorem 3.4.1 (see the
discussion preceding it) we deduce that hdq A=cdqg A—1 and hdq I'=cdqI'—1. By The-
orem 1.5 it follows that hA=hdq A=cdg A—1=cdq'-1=hdq I'=AT, which completes
the proof. d

Proof of Theorem 1.9. The result follows immediately from the q.i. invariance of the
Hirsch number for torsion-free solvable groups, once we observe the lemma below. O

LEMMA 3.4.2. Ewery finitely generated torsion-free solvable group T' with hI'=2 has
a finite index subgroup isomorphic to some I'(n,m) as in the theorem (here |n|=|m|=1,
i.e. P22, is also allowed).

Proof. By finite generation and solvability, there is some finite index subgroup of I
with infinite abelianization. We keep the notation I' for this subgroup and show that
it is isomorphic to some I'(n,m). Indeed, let N be the kernel of an epimorphism of
I" onto Z. Then necessarily hN=1, and since NNV is (solvable and) torsion free, it may
be identified with a subgroup of the additive group of Q. Because Z is free, we have
a splitting '=Zx N; let z9€Z denote a generator. A standard argument shows that
for all re N we have zo(r)=20(1) 7, where zo(r)=2¢720~?, so that for some co-prime
integers n and m we have zg(r)=m/n-r for all re N. Denote by S the set of primes
which have unbounded powers appearing in the denominators of elements in N, by S’
the set of primes which divide some denominator of some element in N, and by S”
the set of primes which divide all numerators of the elements of N. The set S” is of
course finite, and an examination of the situation shows that by finite generation of I'
the sets S’ and Sy, must be finite as well, with the latter being equal to the set of primes
dividing m-n. These three sets determine completely the group N: For an appropriate
rational number r (whose numerator and denominator prime divisors come from the sets
S" and S”, respectively), rN=Z[S], and the map (z,n)~>(2,7n) is an isomorphism of
I’ with some I'(n, m). O

4. Properties Hy, Hp, Hrp and their applications
4.1. Quasi-isometry invariance of Betti numbers for nilpotent groups

In this subsection we prove Theorem 1.2 in the introduction. We will actually not yet
make an explicit use of properties Hr, Hr and Hpp; we argue, however, in a way which
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will enable us to use them in the sequel. The following result is fundamental to our
approach:

THEOREM 4.1.1. Let n be a natural number and let T be a finitely generated amena-
ble group with the following property: Any unitary T-representation m with H™(T',7)#0
contains the trivial representation 1p. Let A be a finitely generated group which is quasi-
isometric to I', and assume that b,(A) is finite (which is always the case if n=1). Then
b (A) <, ().

Proof. By definition,
b, (A) =dimg H™(A,R) =dimc H™(A, C) =dimc H™(A, 1),

where 1 denotes the trivial A-representation. The last equality uses the assumption that
H"™(A,1) is finite-dimensional, hence it is automatically reduced. Now, replacing T by
I'x M for a finite group M does not affect the property assumed in the theorem (e.g. by
Theorem 2.3.1). Hence by Theorem 2.1.7 we may assume that there exists an ergodic
UME coupling (X, u) of T and A, with XrCX,. An application of Theorem 3.2.1 then
yields an injection

I: H*(A,1) — H™(T',Ind} 1) = H™(T', L%(X/A)).

Because X is an ergodic coupling, i.e. T is ergodic on X/A, L?(X/A)=C®L3(X/A),
where C is the subspace of constant functions and the second summand-—the sub-

space of zero-mean functions—does not contain 1r. By our assumption on I' we have
H™(I', L3(X/A))=0, and hence H™(T, L>(X/A))=~H™(T',1). We conclude that

bn(A) =dim H™(A, 1) < dim H™(T', L*(X/A)) = dim H™([, 1) < dim H™(T', 1) = b, (),

as required. O
To verify the property assumed in Theorem 4.1.1, the following result will be useful:

THEOREM 4.1.2. Let G be locally compact, and T'<G be discrete and co-compact.

(1) If G has the property that HZ(G,n)#0 implies 1¢Cm for any (continuous)
unitary G-representation w (where HT. is the continuous cohomology—see §2.3), then
I’ has this property as well. In particular (the case n=1), if G has property Hr (in its
obvious modification to locally compact groups), then so does T.

(2) The group G has the property assumed in (1) if (and only if) H%(G,n)=0 for
every non-trivial irreducible unitary G-representation .
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Proof. (1) The argument is similar to the one showing that a lattice in a Kazhdan
group is itself Kazhdan: Apply the injectivity of H*(T,7) in HZ (G, nd& ) (see Theo-
rem 3.2.2), and the easy fact that 1¢CIndS 7 implies 1p C7 (cf. the proof of [34, p. 33,
Theorem 4]).

(2) Apply a direct integral decomposition of 7 into irreducibles and Theorem 2.3.2. [

Remark. For the case n=1 we give an example in §5.5 below of a co-compact lattice
I'< G which itself satisfies the conclusion of part (1), and such that G does not satisfy it
(even virtually).

Proof of Theorem 1.2. The proof clearly follows from Theorem 4.1.1 and the follow-
ing key fact:

THEOREM 4.1.3. For every n, any finitely generated nilpotent group T satisfies
the property assumed in Theorem 4.1.1, namely, every unitary I'-representation ® with

H™T, 7)#0 contains the trivial representation 1r.

Proof. We may assume that I is torsion free. Indeed, the elements of finite order in I
form a finite normal subgroup N such that I'/N is torsion free (cf. [38, Corollary 9.18]),
and by Theorem 2.3.1 it is enough to prove the statement for T'/N. We now apply
Mal'tsev’s well-known theorem (cf. [45, Theorem 2.18]) to find a connected nilpotent Lie
group G in which I' is embedded discretely and co-compactly. Our result now follows
from the two parts of the previous theorem, once we call on the following result of
Blanc for connected nilpotent Lie groups G (see [32, p. 243, Proposition 8.2]): For any
irreducible non-trivial unitary G-representation 7, and any n, one has H (G, n)=0 (and
in particular H% (G, 7)=0). O

Comparison with Pansu’s theorem. We end this subsection by showing that Theo-
rem 1.2 does not follow from Pansu’s theorem [44], or more precisely: There exist two
finitely generated nilpotent groups which have isomorphic graded Lie algebras, but differ-
ent by’s. This example was brought to our attention by Yves Benoist, who kindly verified
the precise calculations [4].

Recall again that by Mal'tsev’s theorem every finitely generated torsion-free nil-
potent group I is a lattice in a unique simply-connected nilpotent Lie group G, and thus
has associated with it a well-defined (real) Lie algebra g. As is well known, one has for all
Betti numbers b, (I')=b,(G) (this can be easily deduced also from Theorems 3.2.2 and
Blanc’s result mentioned at the end of the proof of Theorem 4.1.3 above). The latter is
equal to b,(g) (see [32, Chapter (ii})] for more on Lie algebra cohomology). Recall also
that if a nilpotent real Lie algebra admits a basis for which the structural constants are
rational, then (and only then) the corresponding simply-connected nilpotent Lie group
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admits a (co-compact) lattice. To provide the required example, we shall construct a
nilpotent Lie algebra g defined over Q such that for the graded Lie algebra g’ one has
ba(g)<ba(g'). We remark in passing that it can be shown that for any g, the Betti
numbers of the graded g are always greater than or equal to the corresponding Betti
numbers of g. The point here is to find an example where some Betti number (the
second in our example) strictly increases.

The construction comes from a finite-dimensional quotient of the (positive part of
the) so-called infinite-dimensional Virasoro Lie algebra. More precisely, fix a positive
integer n, and consider the n-dimensional Lie algebra g (so-called “filiform” or “thread-
like”) generated by ey, ..., e, with

el {(j—i)ei“, if i+j <n,
i, €5 =

0, otherwise.

To compute the corresponding graded Lie algebra g’ denote first C*(g)=[g, C*~(g)]
(C(g)=9), g,=C*(g)/C**'(g), and finally g'=@;_1 g, with the associated “graded”
Lie brackets. Then g’ is n-dimensional and spanned by e}, ...,e,,, where g} is spanned
by e}, €5, and every other g} (2<i<n—1) is 1-dimensional and generated by €, ;. Thus,
as for all 4,7>2 one has that e;€C*"(g), e;€CT~1(g), but [e;, e;]€CU-VFE-D+1(g),
the latter bracket vanishes in 9,(1'—1) -1y Subsequently, g’ is spanned by e, ..., e], with
the relations [e], e}]=0 for i,7>2, [¢],ej]=(i—1)e},; (i<n) and [e},e;,]=0; i.e. all the
relations in g not involving the first vector got annihilated in g’. A computation [4]
shows that for n>7 one has ba(g)=3<[3(n+1)]=bs(g'), where [-] denotes the integer
part. Because both g and g’ are defined over Q and have isomorphic graded Lie algebras,
for n>7 the associated finitely generated nilpotent groups cannot be q.i. distinguished
using Pansu’s theorem, although they are indeed not quasi-isometric by Theorem 1.2.

4.2. Properties Hy, Hr and Hpp

The three properties were defined in the introduction. In this subsection we establish
some basic properties, and examine the connections between them. Throughout this
subsection I' denotes a finitely generated group. We first characterize the three properties
in terms of irreducible representations.

THEOREM 4.2.1. (1) T has property Hr if and only if the only irreducible unitary
I'-representation m with HY(T, 7)#0 is the trivial representation 1r.

(2) T has property Hr if and only if every representation © as above is finite.

(3) T has property Hpp if and only if there are at most countably many represen-
tations m as above, and all of them are finite-dimensional.
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Proof. (1) One direction is obvious. The other is Theorem 4.1.2 (2).

(2) We prove only the non-trivial direction. Since I' has countably many different
finite index subgroups, and by the o-additivity of the measure p in a direct integral
decomposition 7= | e du{x), Theorem 2.3.2 shows that one of these subgroups must
have a non-zero invariant vector in any representation m with H(T', 7)#£0.

(3) This is the least easy claim of the three. However, since we will not make any
use of it in the sequel, we will only indicate the idea. In one direction, if there are only
countably many irreducible representations with non-zero H!, then by Theorem 2.3.2 one
of them must appear discretely in any = with H!#0, and hence I' has property Hpp if
they are all finite-dimensional. In the other direction, the point is of course to show that
there cannot be uncountably many finite-dimensional irreducible representations with
H'3£0. If this were not the case, then we would find such a collection of representations
in one fixed dimension, say n. Then one can form a direct integral without atoms over
these representations which also satisfies H'+£0 (by suitably integrating the 1-cocycles),
and this representation contradicts the assumed property Hpp of T' (see the end of §5.4
for an explicit construction of this type for the group Z1Z). O

LEMMA 4.2.2. If [I':Ty|<oc then T' has property Hr if and only if Ty has it.

Proof. Suppose that 'y has property Hp, and let 7 be a unitary I'-representation
with H'(T', 7)#0. Then the same holds for the restriction to Iy, and by property Hp of
the latter, there is a finite index subgroup I'j<I'y fixing a non-zero vector. Since I'y<T’
has finite index, this shows that I' has property Hp.

Assume now that T’ has property Hp, and let m be an irreducible unitary I'g-
representation with H'(I'g,7)#0. Using Theorem 3.2.2, and Corollary 3.1.5 applied
to the finite I'-representation 7 guaranteed by property Hp of I', we deduce that = must
be finite. By Theorem 4.2.1 (2) this shows that T'y has property Hp. O

We now discuss the relations between the three properties, starting with properties
H FD and H F-

PROPOSITION 4.2.3. Let T be a finitely generated amenable group which has prop-
erty Hrp. Then T has property Hg if and only if no finite index subgroup I'o<I" admits
a homomorphism 9:To—SO(2)xR22S'x C with dense image. In particular, if T has
property Hrp and it is of subexponential growth, then I' has property Hp.

Proof. The condition is necessary, because by the previous lemma I'g should also
have property Hr. But denoting by m:Tg—S* the linear part of ¢ (which is infinite by
density), we get a non-zero element in H(Ty, 7) (=H' (T, 7)) defined by o (see §2.4.5),

while no finite index subgroup of I'y has an invariant vector in 7.
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To show that the condition is sufficient, let © be a unitary I'-representation with
HY(T', 7)#0. Because I' has property Hpp, 7 has a finite-dimensional subrepresentation
with H'#£0 (indeed, if all such subrepresentations had vanishing cohomology, then the
representation on the complement to their direct sum would contradict property Hrp
by Theorem 2.3.2). Thus, we may assume that « is finite-dimensional, and hence, by
complete reducibility, that it is also irreducible. The image 7(I'), being an amenable
linear group, has a finite index solvable subgroup (see [49] for a short proof of this
consequence of Tits’ alternative). The connected component of its closure is a compact
connected solvable Lie group, hence abelian, so by intersecting it with 7(I") and pulling
back to I', we may assume that there exists a finite index normal subgroup ' <I" with
7(T) abelian. Of course, the restriction 7|p, still has non-vanishing H'. On the other
hand, 7|, decomposes now as a sum of 1-dimensional subrepresentations ;, which, by
normality of Ty and irreducibility of , are all finite or all infinite. We will be done
by showing that the second possibility cannot occur. Indeed, since at least one of the
7;’s has non-vanishing H', a non-vanishing 1-cocycle would give a homomorphism to
S'x C (§2.4.5) whose linear part, 7;, is infinite, and thereby defining a homomorphism
0:To— S1x C with dense image, a contradiction. (The density of o(I'g) follows by looking
at the connected component of its closure, using the fact that any connected proper
subgroup of S'xC is abelian, and hence it is either contained in C, or conjugate to S L
We leave the easy verification to the reader.)

Finally, if I" has subexponential growth, then so does every (finite index) subgroup of
it, and hence also p(I'g) <SO(2)x R2. But again being amenable, o(I'g) is virtually solv-
able, and then by a result of Milnor and Wolf ([40], [54]) it is virtually nilpotent. Hence
it cannot be dense in SO(2)xR?, and the condition in the first part of the proposition is
satisfied. O

We next analyze the precise relation between properties Hp and Hrp.

PROPOSITION 4.2.4. Suppose that T' has property Hp.

(1) T has property Hr if and only if vby (I')=by(T).

(2) A finite index subgroup of T has property Hr if and only if vbi(I')<oco.

Proof. By the (simplest version of) the Shapiro lemma, (cf. Theorem 3.2.2 above)
applied to the trivial representation of I'y, we have for any finite index subgroup Io<T’
that HY(T',13(T'/Ty))=H*(T, 1). By decomposing the left-hand side representation into
a sum of the constants and the zero-sum functions, we deduce that

by (D) +dim HY(T, 13(T'/To)) = b1 (To). (16)

Now, to prove (1) notice that if T has property Hr then by definition and the fact
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that 13(T'/T'p) has no I'-invariant vectors, we have by (16) that b, (I')=b; (I'¢) for every fi-
nite index subgroup I'g, and hence vb; (I')=b1(T"). In the other direction, assume that the
latter equality holds. Then by (16) we have H'(T', 13(I'/T'o))=0 for all finite index sub-
groups. Let 7 be an irreducible ['-representation with H*(T, 7)#0. By Theorem 4.1.2 (2)
it is enough to show that 7 is trivial. Indeed, because I is assumed to have property Hr,
and by irreducibility of 7, there exists a finite index normal subgroup I'q <I" such that
7 factors through the quotient T'/T, i.e. it occurs as a subrepresentation of [2(T'/T).
If 7 is not trivial then it must be a subrepresentation of [3(I'/Tp), which we now know
to have vanishing first cohomology. This completes the proof of (1).

Part (2) now follows immediately from (1) by considering a finite index sub-
group 'y <T" with either b;(T'g)=vb1(T") for one direction, or with property Hr for the
other. O

We conclude this subsection with a stability result:

THEOREM 4.2.5. All three families of groups with properties Hpp, Hp or Hr are
closed under taking direct products and central extensions.

Proof. The assertion follows readily from the following two results proved in [50,
Theorem 3.1 and Corollary 3.7]:

(i) For any locally compact, second countable groups G; and Gs, and any unitary
representation m of G=G1 X G2, one has

ﬁl(G,ﬂ')gﬁl(Gl,ﬂ'Gz)@ﬁl(GQ,ﬂ'Gl).

(ii) For any locally compact, second countable group G, and a closed central sub-
group C<Z(G), and for any unitary G-representation 7 with 1 ¢, one has

HY(G,7) = HY(G/C,=°).

(In both statements 7V denotes the N-invariants of 7. Actually, part (i) implies (ii).)
For an alternative simple proof of the central extension part, which will be used in the
sequel, see Corollary 5.1.3 below. O

Remark. As shown in §5.4 below, none of these properties is closed under taking
semi-direct products.
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4.3. The relation to b; and to the geometry of amenable groups
We begin by establishing the first claim in Theorem 1.11 (1):

THEOREM 4.3.1. Let T be a finitely generated infinite amenable group with prop-
erty Hrpp. Then there exists a finite index subgroup To<T with infinite abelianization.

Proof. Because I' is infinite and amenable, it does not have Kazhdan’s property (T).
Because it is also finitely generated, Theorem 6.1 in [50] implies that it admits an
irreducible unitary representation 7 with H!(I',7)#0 (cf. the proof of Theorem 0.2
in [50, p. 30]). By property Hgp it follows that  is finite-dimensional, hence it defines a
homomorphism g: I'»U(n)x C™ (n=dim 7) with infinite image (see §2.4.5 above). Thus,
o(T"), being infinite, finitely generated, amenable and linear, has a finite index solvable
subgroup (“Tits’ alternative”). Taking the inverse image under ¢ of this subgroup corn-
pletes the proof of the theorem. O

Turning to Theorem 1.11 (2) of the introduction, we now show how the stronger
properties Hr and Hyp give additional information.

THEOREM 4.3.2. Assume that the finitely generated amenable group I' has prop-
erty Hp. If the group A is quasi-isometric to T, then vbi(A)<vbi (). If moreover T
has property Hrp, then vby(T') may be replaced by b,(T).

Proof. Because we only assume that A is q.i. to I', it is of course enough to prove
the result with vb;(A) replaced by b;(A). The second statement is a special case of
Theorem 4.1.1 above with n=1. As for the first, if vb1(T") is infinite then there is nothing
to prove. If it is finite, then by Proposition 4.2.4 there is a finite index subgroup I'g<T

with property Hr, so the claim now follows from the above. O
Remark. In §5.5 below we describe an example of a polycyclic group I' with prop-

erty Hr which is q.i. to a polycyclic group A for which a strict inequality holds:

1=wby (A) < by (T) (=by(I)).

We now turn to Theorem 1.10, which forms a bridge between spectral and geometric
group theory:

THEOREM 4.3.3. In the class of amenable groups, property Hpp is a q.i. tnvarignt.

Proof. Assume that ' has property Hrp and that A is q.i. to I'. Let w be a unitary
A-representation with H!(A,7)#0. By Theorem 2.1.7, after replacing I' with I'x M for
some finite group M, there exists a UME coupling (X, u) of I and A with the property
XrCXy (retaining the notation in Definition 2.1.5). Note that T’ x M still has property
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Hrp (by Theorem 4.2.5 or Theorem 2.3.1). Induce m from A to I' as described in
§3.1. From Theorem 3.2.1 it follows that H'(T,Ind} 7)#0. Because I' has property
Hpp it then follows that Ind};w contains a finite-dimensional I'-subrepresentation. By
Theorem 3.1.2 this implies that 7w contains a finite-dimensional A-subrepresentation, as
required. a

Remark. In §5.5 below we show an example of a group with property Hp which is
q.i. to a group without property Hr. Thus the latter is not a q.i. invariant.

Theorem 1.11 (1) now follows immediately:

COROLLARY 4.3.4. Let T be a finitely generated amenable group with property Hpp.
If A is quasi-isometric to T, then a finite index subgroup of A has infinite abelianization.

Proof. This follows readily from Theorems 4.3.1 and 4.3.3. O

In the following situation, of which we shall see many examples in §5, our results
yield sharper information:

COROLLARY 4.3.5. Let T’ be an amenable group with property Hr which satisfies
b1(T)=1. If A is a group which is quasi-isometric to T', then vbi(A)=1.

Proof. This follows readily from the previous corollary and Theorem 4.3.2. O

We now return to the proof of q.i. rigidity of abelian groups, already sketched in the

introduction, completing some missing details.

THEOREM 4.3.6. If A is quasi-isometric to Z%, then a finite index subgroup of A is
isomorphic to Z°.

Proof. The first step is showing that Z¢ has property Hr. This is, for example, a
special case of Theorem 4.2.5 above (going back to [50]), but in the next section we shall
bring an alternative self-contained simple proof of this fact. We remark that while the
proof presented here (see Theorem 5.1.1 below) applies one non-elementary ingredient—
the use of a direct integral decomposition—the proof in [50, Corollary 3.6] is completely
geometric and elementary (though less transparent), thereby making elementary the
whole proof of Theorem 4.3.6.

Next, because Z¢ in particular has property Hrp, it follows from Theorem 4.3.3
that A has it as well. However, being q.i. to a group of polynomial growth, A itself has
such growth, so Proposition 4.2.3 implies that A actually has property Hg.

Now, applying Theorem 4.3.2, we get inequalities in both sides and therefore an
equality vb; (A)=vb;(Z%)=d, so after passing to a finite index subgroup we may assume
that &1(A)=d. Observe that this implies that there exists a surjective homomorphism
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U: A—»Z%. Indeed, if 91, ..., 14 are linearly independent elements (over R) in Hom(A, R),
consider the homomorphism ¥: A—R? which is defined by

Then ¥(A) is a finitely generated abelian subgroup of R¢, hence isomorphic to Z™ for
some m. If m<d then ¥(A) spans over R a proper subspace, and hence any non-zero
vector (ai,...,aq) orthogonal to that subspace gives an identity Zle a;9;(A)=0 for all
A€A, contradicting the linear independence of the ;. Thus m>d, and we conclude that
A/N=Z¢? for some normal subgroup N.

We shall be done by showing that N is finite. Fix a finite generating set S=
{A1, .., A} for A, and let b(n) denote the number of elements in A of S-length <n.
Because A is q.i. to Z¢, there is a constant o such that b(n)<an® Let a(n) be the
number of elements in N of S-length <n. Let ¢(n) be the number of elements in
Z2 of length <n in the image of the generators Aty .., Az, Then there is some con-
stant 3>0 such that Sn?<c(n). Obviously, we must have a(n)c(n)<b(2n), and hence
a(n)Bn?<a(2n)?=a2%n?. Therefore a(n)<a2?%/3, and so N is finite, thereby completing
the proof of the theorem. O

5. Amenable groups and their reduced cohomology
5.1. Abelian, nilpotent and polycyclic groups

The following result in the case G=Z¢% is central to the proof of its q.i. rigidity (see
Theorem 4.3.6 above).

THEOREM 5.1.1. A locally compact second countable abelian group has property Hrp.

Proof. Because of Theorem 4.1.2 (2), it is enough to prove that for every irreducible
non-trivial unitary G-representation 7, one has H*(G,7)=0. In fact, for any such 7 one
has H}(G, n)=0. Indeed, because G is abelian, 7 is 1-dimensional, and hence any element
beZ'(G,r) defines a homomorphism g: G— S*x C whose linear part is 7 (§2.4.5). Being
abelian, the image p(G) is either contained in C, which means that = is trivial, or is
conjugate to S', which means precisely that the affine action ¢ has a fixed point, so
[b]=0 in H'(G, ) (see Lemma 2.4.2). O

In fact, the previous theorem is a special case of a more general result concerning
central extensions, which was already cited in Theorem 4.2.5 above, going back to [50].
However, since the central extension theorem will be used in the sequel, we present here

an alternative short proof:
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PROPOSITION 5.1.2. Let G be a locally compact group, and C<Z(G) be a closed

and central subgroup. If w is an irreducible non-trivial unitary G-representation with
HY (G, m)#0, then C acts trivially in 7, and H'(G,7)=H'(G/C, ).

Proof. Let be Z'(G,n) and let o(g)v=n(g)v+b(g) be the corresponding affine G-
action on V;. By Schur’s lemma, C acts via some 1-dimensional character x. If x
is non-trivial, then, as shown in Theorem 5.1.1, the restriction of b to C must be a
coboundary, so that C' has a fixed point vg for its action through ¢ (Lemma 2.4.2). Now,
for any geG, o(g)vo is also fixed by C, so if g(g)ve#ve for some g€G then the line
determined by vy and o(g)vg is fixed by C, contradicting the assumption that x is not
trivial. Therefore vy must be fixed by all of G, so g has a global fixed point, and [b]
vanishes in H'. Thus C acts trivially in 7. We now show that as a 1-cocycle b must
vanish identically on C, which proves the proposition. Indeed, assume that b(c)#£0 for
some c€C'. Then for all geG we have b(gc)=b(cg), which by the 1-cocycle identity gives
7(g)b(c)+b(g)=mn(c)b(g)+b(c). Because C acts trivially we deduce that 7(g)b(c)=b(c),
so b(c) is a non-zero 7(G)-invariant vector, and by irreducibility 7 must be trivial, in

contradiction to the assumption. |

COROLLARY 5.1.3. For any unitary G-representation m not containing lg, one has
HYG,n)=HY(G/C, %), where n€ denotes the C-invariants in w. In particular, all the
three properties Hr, Hrp and Hpp are stable under passing to central extensions, and
every nilpotent group has property Hrp.

Proof. Decompose m=0®T, where 0= is the representation on the subspace of C-
invariant vectors, and 7 is its orthogonal complement (by centrality of C both are stable
under G). Decomposing 7 into a direct integral of irreducibles and using Theorem 2.3.2
with Proposition 5.1.2, it follows that H(G,7)=0. Hence one only needs to use the
same computation as in the last part of the proof of Proposition 5.1.2, to conclude that
any b€ Z1(G, o) vanishes on C, so H (G, n)~2H(G/C, o). O

In fact, as seen in Theorem 4.1.3, nilpotent groups share a similar property for all
degrees. We remark in passing that Proposition 5.1.2, and the equivalence of property (T)
with the non-existence of an irreducible unitary representation with H!#£0 for compactly
generated groups [50], immediately give an alternative proof of the following result of
Serre [34, p. 28, Theorem 12]: If G is compactly generated, G/[G,G] is compact, and
G/C has property (T) for some closed central subgroup C' <G, then G has property (T) as
well (noting that the assumption on G/[G,G] implies cohomology vanishing with trivial
coefficients).

Remark. One can also show that nilpotent groups have property Hr using the fol-
lowing general result of Vershik and Karpushev [53]: Any irreducible representation with
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non-vanishing first (ordinary) cohomology is not Hausdorff separated from the trivial
representation. Indeed, using Schur’s lemma applied inductively to the center, it is easy
to see that for nilpotent groups the only irreducible representation not separated from (1)
is (1) itself. This strategy of proof, which shows (as does our previous argument) that al-
ready the non-reduced H' vanishes for the trivial representation only (among érreducible
representations), cannot work in the rest of the examples we shall analyze, and we do
not know any finitely generated non-virtually nilpotent group for which it does.

Polycyclic groups. Recall that a solvable group I is called polycyclic if it admits
a filtration

{e} =T«...al1 <y =T,

where each successive quotient is cyclic. As we show in §5.5, unlike nilpotent groups,
these groups need not have property Hr, let alone Hr. However, we have the following
result, generalizing Theorem 1.13 of the introduction:

THEOREM 5.1.4. Every polycyclic group T has property Hrp. Moreover, a poly-
cyclic group T' has only finitely many irreducible unitary representations with H'£0,
which are all finite-dimensional. In fact, for a finite index subgroup of T', all such repre-

sentations are 1-dimensional (and finite in number).

Proof. The proof relies on the following quite involved result of Delorme [16, Theo-
rem V.6 and Corollary V.2]. We thank Alain Valette for pointing it out to us.

THEOREM 5.1.5. Let G be a connected solvable Lie group. Then every irreducible
unitary G-representation m with H(G, m)#0 is 1-dimensional. Furthermore, there exist
only finitely many such n’s (which can all be classified explicitly).

The first statement is the content of Theorem V.6 (p. 323) in [16]. As for the second,
in Corollary V.2 (p. 333) there, it is observed that a non-trivial 1-dimensional 7 satisfies
HY(G,7)#0 if and only if 7 is a quotient of the adjoint G-representation on [g, gc-
Thus, the number of such #’s is bounded by the dimension dimc(g, glc. We remark
that this gives an (in principle) “explicit” way to determine whether, in particular, every
cohomological 7 is trivial, a property which indeed holds for “many” groups G.

Returning to the proof of Theorem 5.1.4, observe first that it is enough to prove the
very last statement of the theorem. Indeed, if T'o<T is a finite index subgroup satisfying
that claim, and 7y, ..., 7, are its irreducible representations with non-vanishing H?, then
using the injectivity of the restriction of H! to a finite index subgroup one can easily
deduce that any irreducible I'-representation ¢ with non-vanishing H! must be contained
in one of the (finitely many) IndII:0 m;, which are all finite-dimensional.
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Now, to find this subgroup Ty, recall that by a well-known theorem of Auslander,
because I' is polycyclic it has a finite index subgroup I'y which is a co-compact lattice
in a connected solvable Lie group G (cf. [45, Theorem 4.28]). Let 7 be any irreducible
unitary [g-representation with H'(I'g, 7)#£0, and consider the induced G-representation
o=Indf 7. By Theorem 3.2.2 we have H*(G,0)+#0. Hence by decomposing ¢ into a di-
rect integral of irreducibles, applying Theorem 2.3.2, and using Delorme’s Theorem 5.1.5,
we deduce that for at least one of the finitely many characters, say x, appearing in The-
orem 5.1.5, one has xCo. Corollary 3.1.5 (1) now shows that m=x| , as required. U

Remark. For any polycyclic group which is not virtually nilpotent, the “moreover”
statement in Theorem 5.1.4 fails when reduced is replaced by non-reduced cohomology:
it can be shown that such groups always admit an infinite-dimensional irreducible unitary

representation with non-vanishing first cohomology.

An example of a connected solvable Lie group G which has property Hr is the 3-
dimensional simply-connected G=SOLV=R*xR?, where R* acts linearly on R? through
a l-parameter volume-preserving group of hyperbolic transformations. Here it is easy
to verify directly that the 1-dimensional quotients of the G-adjoint representation on
[8, 9]c =C? are not unitary but have real eigenvalues (coming from the hyperbolic action).
Therefore Delorme’s theorem implies that G (and hence, by Theorem 4.1.2 (1), its co-
compact lattices as well) actually has property Hr. In the next subsection we present
another proof of this fact, within a different general approach which can be used to deal
also with the (considerably more involved) full result of Delorme. Our approach avoids
Lie algebra cohomology, which is essential in Delorme’s proof.

5.2. The lamplighter and some related groups

The lamplighter group L(F) associated with a (finite) group F was defined in Theo-
rem 1.4. Obviously, it is an amenable group, but it is solvable only when F'is. It is
easy to check that L(F) is finitely generated, and it is known not to be finitely presented
unless F' is trivial [2].

Our aim here is to prove Theorem 1.14 (2) of the introduction:
THEOREM 5.2.1. For any finite group F, the group L{F) has property Hrp.

By Corollary 4.3.5 this implies the following result (already mentioned in the intro-
duction):

COROLLARY 5.2.2. If A is q.i. to L(F) for some finite F, then vb(A)=1.

We shall prove Theorem 5.2.1 directly only when F is abelian. The general case
follows from this, using the fact that when |F|=|F’|, the groups L(F') and L(F') are
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quasi-isometric (and even isometric with respect to the natural choices of generating
sets, as is easy to verify directly—see [19] for the origin and first use of this observation).
Hence, for every finite F' the group L(F') has property Hpp. To promote it to property
Hyp one can, for example, observe first that by Proposition 4.2.3 it has property Hp,
since every homomorphism of it into GL,(C) has in its kernel a finite index subgroup of
the normal torsion subgroup (this follows immediately from the fact that a finite index
subgroup of the image, being a finitely generated linear group of characteristic 0, is torsion
free). It then follows that L(F) actually has property Hr by Proposition 4.2.4 (1). For
this reason, we may actually assume that F=Z/nZ is a cyclic group, and we do so
hereafter for convenience.

An essential step in the proof of Theorem 5.2.1 is the embedding of L(F') as a
discrete co-compact subgroup of a non-discrete, locally compact group G=G(F'). This
construction may be of interest in its own right, and we first describe it.

Embedding L(F) co-compactly in a locally compact group G(F'). Recall that we
assume F to be the cyclic group Z/nZ, which has also a natural ring structure. We
first reinterpret the abelian group €D,z F; as follows: Let ¢ be a variable, and denote
by F[t,t7'] the ring of polynomials over F in ¢t and ¢~!. Then (a;)jez~Y_; a;t’ is a
natural group isomorphism of @, F; with F[t,t71]. Next, we want to embed F[t,t™!]
in a product of two locally compact rings. In the case where F is a finite field these will
be no more than two completions of F[t,t~'] with respect to the valuations at zero and
infinity, resulting in local fields of positive characteristic. However, a similar construction
can be made in our situation as follows. Consider the completion F((t)) of F[t,t71]
with respect to the additively invariant metric for which ¢* —0 when n—oo. That is,
F((t)={>2,;,ait'|a;€F and ip€Z} is the ring of Laurent series, and the metric is
induced by the valuation vt: Zf;o a;t*+>iy, where iy is the minimal index with a;#0
(so “positive high powers” go to zero). Similarly, define F((t~!)) with the valuation v™,
where here “negative high powers” go to zero. Notice that the diagonal embedding of
Flt,t7Y in F((t))®F((t"')) is discrete and co-compact, with a fundamental domain
being the compact subring

K={(z,y) € F(®)®F((t™")|v"(x) >0 and v (y) >1}.

(Indeed, for (z,y)eF((t))®F((t~!)) define pe F[t,t~1] as the polynomial whose part
of negative powers is identical to that of z, and whose part of non-negative powers is
identical to that of y. Then (z—p,y—p)€ K, and it is clear that p satisfying this property
is unique.)

Next, notice that the Z-shift action on €P,cz

the corresponding power of ¢. This action extends naturally to a continuous action on

F; translates to a multiplication by
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the rings F((t)) and F((t7!)), and we may define
G(F)=Zx(F((t)eF((t™)),

where Z22(t™),,cz acts as above, via diagonal multiplication by t™. It is now clear that
G(F) is a locally compact group, containing Zx F[t,t~1]2L(F) as a discrete co-compact
subgroup.

The unitary dual of F((t)). For the proof of Theorem 5.2.1 we shall need a conve-
nient description of the unitary duals of the rings F((t)) and F((¢~1)), in which the dual
Z-action is transparent. For brevity, we shall sometimes denote these rings by K=F((t))
and K=F((t"1)).

Let F be the dual of the abelian group F. Written additively, we have that F=
{x: F>R/Z|x(g+h)=x(g)+x(h)}. Then F=F~Z/nZ is the cyclic group generated
by the character x; sending the generator 1€ F to 1/neR/Z.

Next, we investigate the dual K :F@. View x1 above as a character: x1: K—R/Z
by first projecting to the “zero-coordinate” and then applying x1. Notice that for every
k€K, xu(z)=x1(kz) is an element of K.

CraM 5.2.3. The assignment : KK defined by kv xr(z) is a topological group
isomorphism of the locally compact abelian groups K and K.

Proof. Recall that Kisa topological group, as usual, with respect to the topology of
uniform convergence on compact subsets of K. It is easy to check that ¢ is a continuous
homomorphism. It is injective, because if for all z€ K, x;(kx)=0, writing k=) _ g a;tl
and choosing z=t~7 shows that a;=0. This being so for all j, it follows that k=0 (note
that here the fact that F=Z/nZ, and not just an abelian group, is used).

Next, p(K) is closed in K. Indeed, since K is locally compact it is enough to check
that k;—oo in K implies that ¢(k;)—0c in K (i.e. o(k;) has no converging subsequence
in K ), which is easy to verify directly. Thus, to complete the proof of the claim, i.e. to
show that ¢ is onto, it is enough by Pontryagin duality to verify that the image ¢(K)
separates the points of K, namely, that for every x€ K there is some k€ K such that
x1(kz)#0. Here one can use a similar argument as for the injectivity. This completes
the proof of the claim. O

Remark 5.2.4. More generally, if F' is any finite abelian group and F is its dual,
then F((t))2F((t~1)), where the action is defined by

o — 00
<Z Xz'ti, Zaiti> =Z<Xi7ai>, Xi Gﬁ, a;€F
% i

i

(the sum in the right-hand side is finite).
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We can therefore identify K and K through ¢. A useful feature of this identification
is its compatibility with the automorphism action of Z=(t") on K. Recall that an
endomorphism A of the abelian group K defines a dual endomorphism of K by (Ax)(x)=
x(Az). If A is a multiplication by t™ and x=xj for some k€K, we have (Ax)(r)=
Xk (Azx)=xi(t"x)=x(k-t™x)=xmx(x), and hence the action on K=K is just the usual
multiplication in the ring K. Obviously, the whole discussion applies to the “twin” ring K
as well, with the obvious modifications.

COROLLARY 5.2.5. Consider the multiplication diagonal action of Z=(™) on
KoK , and the induced action on the dual

—

KoK~KeK=>~KoK.

Then the orbits of the action fall into three types:

(1) an orbit of an element (x1,x2), with x1,x2#0, which is closed (call such an
element, or its orbit, “regular”);

(2) an orbit of an element (x1,0) or of an element (0, x2), with x1, x27#0, which is
of the form (kx1,0) or (0,kxz), and has a unique limit point (0,0);

(3) the zero-character (0,0).

Proof. If m— oo then t™k—0 for all k€ K and tmk— o0 for all O#IE:EI?. The con-
verse holds when m— —oo. Using the above identifications of K and K with their duals,
this accounts for the three possible options. ]

We can now prove Theorem 1.14 (2) of the introduction:

Proof of Theorem 5.2.1. As before, we may assume that F~Z/nZ, and we continue
to do so henceforth. Because L{F)<G(F) is discrete and co-compact (see the discussion
above), it is enough by Theorem 4.1.2 (1) to prove that G(F') has property Hr. By
part (2) of that theorem it is enough to show that for every irreducible non-trivial (con-
tinuous) unitary representation 7 of G(F'), one has H(G(F),7)=0. For that purpose
we shall need the following lemma:

LEMMA 5.2.6. (1) Assume that G(F') acts continuously and isometrically on a met-
ric space (X,d). Then any Z-fized point is fized by all of G(F).

(2) Let J=ZxF((t)), where Z={t™) acts as above on F((t)) via multiplication. If
a continuous isometric J-action on (X, d) has almost fized points for Z, then it admits
almost fized points for all of J (see Definition 2.4.3 for this notion).

Proof. (1) Let z€X satisfy t™z=x for all meZ. Let acF((t))®F((t™')) be of
the form (a,0) or (0,a), and take a sequence of m (—=+o0) with {7™at™—0. Then
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d(az, z)=d(at™z,t™z)=d(t""at™z,r)—0. Hence z is fixed by F((t)), F((t7!)) and Z
separately, and thus by all of G(F').

(2) Given >0 and a compact subset QC F({t)), we need to find an z€X which is
g-invariant for both ¢t and Q. By assumption there exists some y€X with d(ty,y)<e.
Let UCF((t)) be a neighborhood of 0 small enough so that d(uy,y)<e for ueU. Take
m such that t~"qt™ €U for all geQ). Then the point z=t"y satisfies both

dliz,z)=d(t-t™y, t"y) =d{t"ty, tTy) =d(ty,y) <€
and

d{gz,z) =d(gt™y,t"y) =d(t " "qt™y,y) <e for all g€ Q. O

An immediate consequence is the following corollary:

COROLLARY 5.2.7. Let J=ZxF((t)), where Z=(t™) acts on F((t)) as above. Then
J has property Hr.

Proof. Let 7 be a unitary J-representation and be Z!(J, ).

Case (i): 1z¢w|z. Because Z is abelian, it has property Hr (Theorem 5.1.1), so
the isometric action defined by b has almost Z-fixed points (see Definition 2.4.3 and
Lemma 2.4.4). By Lemma 5.2.6 (2) there are almost fixed points for J, i.e. b€ B(J,7)
and [b]=0 in HL(J, 7).

Case (ii): 1zCm|z. Then by Lemma 5.2.6 (1) we get 1;Cr|;, as required. O

Continuing the proof of Theorem 5.2.1, let # be an irreducible unitary represen-
tation of G(F'). Corollary 5.2.5 shows that the orbits of the Z-action on the dual of
F(#))®F((t™!)) are locally closed. Hence by Mackey’s machinery for representations of
semi-direct products Ax N (cf. [55, 7.3.1], where it is assumed that N=R" only for con-
venience), we may continue by analyzing the spectral measure describing the restriction
of 7 to the abelian normal subgroup N=F((t))®F((t!)), according to the three types
of orbits in Corollary 5.2.5:

(1) A regular orbit. Here the restriction of = to N has spectral measure supported
on a regular orbit. In particular, since the orbit does not accumulate at 0, 7|y does
not have almost invariant vectors. Now, let b€ Z}(G(F),n) and let o(g)v=m(g)v+b(g)
be the associated isometric action on V. If N has a fixed point for this action, say v,
then by normality o(t™)wvg is also fixed by N for all meZ. If p(t™)vo#vp for some my,
then the line between p(t™°)ve and vg is also preserved by N, i.e. 15 Cm|n, which is
impossible (since we are dealing with a regular orbit). Therefore o(t™)vo=vo for all
meZ, so vp is a global fixed point for ¢ and b€ BY(G(F),n) (Lemma 2.4.2). Suppose
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on the other hand that N does not have a fixed point for the isometric action, i.e.
bln ¢ BY(N,x|n). The fact that the orbit is regular, and hence does not accumulate at 0,
shows that the restriction of 7 to N does not have almost invariant vectors, and hence
by Proposition 2.4.1, BY(N, n|x)=BY(N,n|y). It follows that b|y&B*'(N,n|y), and
because N is abelian, Theorem 5.1.1 implies that 1 C7|x, which is again impossible by
our assumption that the orbit is regular. We conclude that necessarily H*(G(F'), 7)=0,
and in particular H1(G(F),n)=0, for 7 coming from a regular orbit.

(2) An orbit of an element (x,0) or (0,x) with x#0. By symmetry we may as-
sume that we are in the first case. Here F((t7')) acts trivially in =, i.e. the rep-
resentation 7w factors through a representation of the group J as defined in Corol-
lary 5.2.7. Consider now b€ Z*(G(F), ) and examine the following two possibilities:
either b|p(;-1))=0 (pointwise, not only as a cohomology class), in which case both =
and b factor through the homomorphism to J=Zx F((t)), so by Corollary 5.2.7 it follows
that H(G(F), m)=H"(J, 7)=0 (since 7 is not the trivial representation), or b| p((;-1)) %0
But the latter case is impossible because b|p((¢-1)) is then automatically reduced (since
7 is trivial on F((¢71))), hence b is reduced on the whole abelian group F((t)®F((t™!)),
and by Theorem 5.1.1 the latter should have an invariant vector in 7, which is not the
case here.

(3) The 0-orbit. This means that m, being irreducible, factors through a character
x of Z. Let b€ Z'(G(F),x) and p be the associated isometric action (on C). If x#1
then by Theorem 5.1.1 and Proposition 2.4.1, b|z€ B*(Z, x), and hence p|5 has a fixed
point. By Lemma 5.2.6 (1) this point is fixed by all of G(F'), so Lemma 2.4.2 shows
that be B} (G(F), ). It follows that if [5]0 then x=1, thereby completing the proof of
Theorem 5.2.1. a

We remark that here (and in the sequel), one could also make use of a standard
spectral sequence for cohomology of group extensions, in the cases where the computation
of reduced cohomology is reduced to that of ordinary cohomology.

The various arguments used in the proof of Theorem 5.2.1 for the ambient group
G(F) can in fact be used, together with some structure theory, to treat the case of a gen-
eral connected solvable Lie group, as in Delorme’s Theorem 5.1.5. The main ingredients
of this approach are:

(1) Reduction through direct products and centers (see the proof of Theorem 4.2.5
above);

(2) The use of Mackey’s machinery through a distinction between orbits of charac-
ters which respectively contain, or do not contain, the trivial representation (1) in their
closure;

(3) In the case when (1) is not in the closure, Proposition 2.4.1 and then Theo-



GEOMETRY OF AMENABLE GROUPS 167

rem 5.1.1 are applicable.

(4) In the case when (1) 4s in the closure, one has contracting automorphisms, and
an argument as in Lemma 5.2.6 can be applied.

We shall see further illustration of this approach in the next subsection, but mean-
while remark that the proof of Theorem 5.2.1 can be applied virtually verbatim in the
case where K is a local field and G=K*x K?, where K* acts on K? through a homo-
morphism

t 0
t—> (O t—l)ESLz(K)'

Here K* plays the role of Z, and K? replaces K @K in Theorem 5.2.1. Thus, G as above
has property Hr, and by Theorem 4.1.2(1) so do its co-compact lattices. Specializing
to the case K=R yields the group SOLV, which was already discussed earlier. Alterna-
tively, taking K to be of positive characteristic yields other interesting examples when
considering co-compact lattices (and using Theorem 4.1.2 (2)), such as in the following
result:

COROLLARY 5.2.8. Let F be a finite field. Then the group T=Zx 4 (F[t])?, where
F[t] is the ring of polynomials over F, and Z acts through multiplication by powers of

the matrix
t t—1
A= ,
1 1

is finitely generated and has property Hr. Consequently, by Corollary 4.3.5, if A is any
group quasi-isometric to T then vb (T)=1.

We remark that it can be shown that a group I' as above is not finitely presented.
Finally, as an application of our result for the lamplighter group, we have the fol-
lowing theorem, establishing the relevant parts of Theorems 1.4 and 1.14:

THEOREM 5.2.9. There exists a family of 2% non-isomorphic finitely generated
3-step solvable groups with property Hr, and having bj=1. Consequently, by Corol-
lary 4.3.5, any group A quasi-isometric to one of these groups satisfies vby (A)=1.

Proof. The groups which we construct are all (torsion-)central extensions of one
given lamplighter group L(F'), where F is a, say, cyclic group on p elements. Recall that
by Theorem 5.2.1 and Corollary 5.1.3 any such group has property Hr, so we only need
to construct a continuum of those.

Consider the group T' generated by an infinite set {z,,zm,t}, where n€Z and
1<m€Z, with the following relations: [z;,z;]=2;_; for all i>j; tz;t~ =z;y, for all i;
z;P=2z=1 for all i; and all the z,,’s are central. The group G is generated by ¢ and xg
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(say), so it is actually finitely generated. Also, it is easy to see that G is a “Heisenberg-
like” central extension of the lamplighter group L(F'), with center C generated by the z's,
i.e. isomorphic to the infinite direct sum of cyclic p-groups. Therefore C' admits a con-
tinuum of different subgroups, C,, all central. An easy classical argument due to Hall
(cf. [33, p. 69, Item II1.42]), making use only of the finite generation of I', then shows
that any given group can be isomorphic to G/C, for only countably many a’s. Hence
the family of quotients of the form G/C, must contain a continuum of non-isomorphic
groups (all central extensions of L(F')). This completes the proof of the theorem. a

5.3. Other abelian-by-cyclic groups

Recall that the groups I'(n, m) were defined in the introduction (we assume throughout
that |n-m|>1). As we shall see, the I'(n,m)’s are the “(S-arithmetic) characteristic-0”
analogues of the “positive characteristic” lamplighter groups (discussed in the previous
section). Their treatment will rely on a very similar approach, with some additional
technicalities.

The following result completes the proof of Theorems 1.4 and 1.14 in the introduc-

tion:

THEOREM 5.3.1. The groups I'(n,m) have property Hy. Consequently, by Corol-
lary 4.3.5, if A is a group which is quasi-isometric to T'(n,m), then vb (A)=1.

As in the case of the lamplighter groups, we preface the proof by constructing a
locally compact group G(n,m) in which I'(n,m) embeds discretely and co-compactly.
For any prime p, we denote by Q,, the field of p-adic numbers, and follow the notation
Qo=R. We fix hereafter n and m with (n,m)=1, denote by S the set of primes
dividing n-m, and let S=SU{oo}. It is easy to verify that the diagonal embedding of
Z[1/nm]=1Z(8S) in @5 Q, is discrete and co-compact. We set G(n, m)=2Zx (Dpes Q)
where Z acts through multiplication by (powers of) m/n diagonally on each one of the
summands. We then have a natural embedding of I'(n,m) in G(n,m), which is easily

seen to be discrete and co-compact.

Proof (of Theorem 5.3.1). By Theorem 4.1.2(1) it is enough to prove that G(n,m)
has property Hp, and by (2) of that theorem it suffices to see that if 7 is any non-
trivial irreducible unitary representation of G(n,m), then one has H'(G(n,m),n)=0.
Let b€ Z'(G(n,m), ) be a l-cocycle, and let S'CS be the minimal subset for which
both b and 7 factor through the natural quotient map from G(n,m) to Zx(€P,cs Qp),
i.e. S—8’ is the set of all primes p for which both b=0 and 7=1 on Q,. We shall see that
if [b}#0 in H'(G(n,m),n) then S’ is empty, so m and b factor through a representation
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of the acting Z, thereby implying that « is trivial (as Z has property Hr).

Assume by contradiction that S’ is not empty and set G=Zx (EBpés, Qp)-

Let | - |, denote the usual absolute value in the field Q, (including the case p=00).
Notice that |m/n|,#1 for all p€S. We distinguish between two cases:

(i) Either |m/n|,>1 for all peS’, or |m/n|,<1 for all peS’;

(i) There are p,g€S’ with |m/n|,>1 and |m/n|,<1.

Suppose that (i) holds. This means that high powers (of appropriate sign) of m/n
contract all of EBpes' Q, to the identity. Then a proof identical to that of Lemma 5.2.6

and Corollary 5.2.7 shows that G has property Hr, hence 7 (being irreducible) must be
trivial, and b factors through the acting Z (=G/[G, G]), so S’ is empty.

Suppose that (ii) holds. For every p the dual Qp is isomorphic to Q,, and

@ QP = @ Q'pa

pEeSs’ peES’
an isomorphism respecting the action of Z={m/n) (this follows, e.g., as in the analogous
discussion in the proof of Theorem 5.2.1). We make this identification henceforth. It is
easy to check that every orbit of the latter Z-action is locally closed (in fact, we classify
them below), so we may continue by Mackey’s machinery, as in the lamplighter group
case, to examine the possibilities for the Z-orbit corresponding to the spectral measure
of the restriction of 7 to @ ,cg: Qp- Let X=(Xp,, - Xpr) € Bpes: Qp (k=[S’|) be a point
in that orbit, and consider the following possibilities:

(1) xis “regular”, i.e. xp,#0 for all i. In this case the orbit Z¥ is closed, in particular,
does not accumnlate at 0 (this is exactly where the assumption in (ii) ic used). Then
a discussion completely analogous to the one in the corresponding part of the proof of
Theorem 5.2.1 shows that H'(G,7)=0 in this case, contradicting the assumption on the
1-cocycle b.

(2) x#0 but xp,=0 for some 7. Then by normality of Q,,, 7 is trivial on it. By
minimality of S', we must then have b|q, #0. Hence b|q, is not in BY(Qy,,7lq,,), and
the same must hold for b when restricted to all of g/ Qp. Being abelian, Theorem 5.1.1
then implies that the latter group admits an invariant vector in 7. Hence by normality
and irreducibility it acts trivially, which is impossible in our case x#0.

(8) x=0, i.e. 7 factors through a 1-dimensional character x of Z. Then, if x is not
trivial, it follows from Theorem 5.1.1 and Proposition 2.4.1 that b|z is a 1-coboundary.
Hence the isometric G-action it defines has a Z-fixed point (Lemma 2.4.2). By an obvious
modification of Lemma 5.2.6 (1) to our case, it follows that this Z-fixed point is actually
fixed by all of G. Hence b€ B}(G, ) (Lemma 2.4.2), in contradiction to our assumption.

We are thus left with the remaining case 7=x=1¢, as claimed. O
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5.4. Solvable groups without property Hrp

There are many known infinite, finitely generated amenable groups which do not admit
a finite index subgroup with infinite abelianization, such as torsion groups (e.g. the
Grigorchuk groups). By Theorem 4.3.1 it follows that they cannot have property Hrp.
Of course, this line of argument cannot work for solvable groups. This, together with
the various examples shown in the previous sections, may give a wrong impression, as

we now make the following observation:

THEOREM 5.4.1. Let G be a discrete group. Then every unitary representation © of
the wreath product T=GZ factoring through o representation of G satisfies H' (T, w)#0.
In particular, if G is infinite then T' does not have property Hrp.

Thus, taking G in the theorem to be solvable yields a solvable group without prop-
erty Hrp. In fact, whenever G is not virtually abelian, Theorem 5.4.1 gives a continuum
of infinite-dimensional irreducible unitary representations with H'#0. The particularly
interesting case of Z1Z is discussed further below.

Notation. Hereafter we use the notation ZC for the direct sum of G copies of Z,
namely, the finitely supported functions from G to Z. The set of functions supported on
one fixed element gocG is denoted by Z%.

Proof. Pick any non-zero vector v in the representation space V;, and define a homo-
morphism f: Z¢ -V, as follows: On the “copy” Z¢ of Z, define f(m)=muv (scalar mul-
tiplication of v by meZ). For an arbitrary g€G define f on the “g-copy” Z¢ of Z by
f(m)=n(g)(mv)=mmn(g)v. Then f extends uniquely to a homomorphism f:Z%—V.
Denoting elements of ZC by i, it is easy to see that (7, g)U:w(g)v-l-f(TTL) defines an
isometric uniform action of I' on V,; whose linear part is 7. This gives a non-zero element
be H'(T', ), namely, b(mm, g)=f(m). a

Notice that if Z is replaced by any group H which has Z as a quotient, then the group
I'=G H satisfies the same conclusion of the theorem, by repeating the same construction,
this time letting the homomorphism f factor through the quotient. However, when H
does not have infinite abelianization, the strategy of the proof of Theorem 5.4.1 breaks
down. The simplest case to examine in this regard is that of '=Z1D, where D is the
infinite dihedral group. Note that this group is not virtually torsion free. Let us see
how it can be approached using geometric group theory. In contrast to the previous
construction, this establishes the existence of cohomological (irreducible) representations
of wreath products which do not factor through a representation of the acting subgroup.
Note that the proof below is completely non-constructive, and relies almost entirely on

the relation developed earlier with geometric group theory.
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THEOREM 5.4.2. The group I'=Z1D admits an irreducible infinite-dimensional uni-
tary representation m with H'(T, 7)#£0.

Proof. We first claim that for any non-trivial finite-dimensional irreducible I'-repre-
sentation 7, one has H!(T',7)=0. (Recall that for finite-dimensional representations the
first reduced and ordinary cohomology coincide—see §2.4.5 above.) Indeed, suppose by
contradiction that 0#[b]€ H (T, 7), and consider the restriction of b to DZ. We examine
two possibilities:

(1) blpz=0in HY(DZ%, r|pz);

(2) b|pz#0 in HY(DZ%, 7|pz).

If case (1) holds, the affine isometric T-action defined by b has a fixed point for D%
(Lemma 2.4.2). By normality, the set of its fixed points is [-invariant (affine subspace),
and hence by irreducibility of 7 it is either one point, or the whole space. The first is
impossible because then this point would be fixed by all of I', contradicting Lemma 2.4.2
and our assumption on the 1-cocycle. The second implies that the D%-isometric action
is trivial, so both the representation and the cocycle factor through Z, and = must be
trivial by property Hr of Z.

Suppose that (2) holds, and let o: DZ—U(n) (n=dim=) be the homomorphism
corresponding to b|pz (see §2.4.5 above). Since g is non-trivial, there is at least one copy
of D in DZ%, denoted D;, on which the restriction of ¢ remains non-trivial. Denoting the
“complement” of D; in D% by D,, we then deduce from Theorem 4.2.5 (passing to the
reduced cohomology using §2.4.5) that there is a non-zero vector v on which the DZ-
linear action factors through an action of D;. By irreducibility and finite-dimensionality
of m, finitely many G-translations of v span the whole space, and hence all but finitely
many of the Z-copies of D in D% act trivially in 7. But then all the Z-conjugates of
one of these copies act trivially as well, and they generate all of DZ Thus D% acts
trivially in 7, and b|pz is just a homomorphism into C", which must vanish as D has
finite abelianization. This contradicts the assumption on b, and completes the proof of
the claim.

Returning to the proof of Theorem 5.4.2, suppose by contradiction that I' does not
admit an infinite-dimensional irreducible representation 7 with H*(T', 7)#0. Then this,
the above claim and Theorem 4.1.2 (2) imply together that I" must have property Hr.
However, recall now that since D is bi-Lipschitz equivalent to Z, by [19] T is q.i. to Z{Z,
which has infinite vb;. This contradicts Theorem 4.3.2 and completes the proof of the
theorem. O

In fact, examining the proof more carefully shows that it works equally well for
wreath products G? H if H is bi-Lipschitz equivalent to a group with infinite abelianiza-
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tion, and G is residually finite. These assumptions can be weakened further, but at any
rate we expect a much more general phenomenon (see §6.6 below).

Notice that using Theorem 4.3.3, Theorem 5.4.2 also shows that the group Z1Z
does not have property Hpp, without making any computations. Thus Theorem 5.4.2
proves Theorem 1.15 of the introduction. Unfortunately, it does not shed light on the in-
triguing question of whether or not this group admits an infinite-dimensional irreducible
representation with H1#£0. We conclude this subsection by discussing this group a little
further, making some explicit computations.

The proof of Theorem 5.4.1 shows that for every 1-dimensional unitary character
x of T=Z1Z, factoring through a character of the acting Z, one has dim H'(T, x)=1.
Explicitly, given any such x, to define a homomorphism g: I'— S x C with linear part x,
one chooses the (C-)value of the generator of the Z-copy in the, say, 0-copy, and this
extends uniquely to a homomorphism as in the proof of Theorem 5.4.1 above. Now,
integrating this representation {(and 1-cocycles) with respect to any non-atomic measure y
on S! gives rise to a weakly mixing unitary representation with H*#0. More concretely,
take any such measure z on S! whose points x are identified with the characters of Z,
and consider the Hilbert space V,,=L?(S!, u) with the usual scalar product. Writing the
wreath product elements as (h, z), where h: Z—Z is finitely supported and z€Z acts as
usual by translations, we have a unitary I'-action m and a (reduced) 1-cocycle b ranging
in V,, defined by

(m(h, 2)(F) () =x(2)F(x),  b((h, 2))(x) =D _ h(n)x(n).
neZ

We do not know if this construction accounts for all the first reduced cohomology
of the unitary representations of I". The possibility that the only irreducible unitary
I-representations with non-vanishing H' are 1-dimensional is equivalent to the fact that
a representation as above occurs discretely in any 7 with HY(I',7)#0. An equivalent
characterization of this phenomenon would be a “relative property Hr”-type situation:
For every unitary m with H(T', m)#0, there exists a non-zero vector which is invariant

under the normal subgroup ZZ.

5.5. An example of quasi-isometric polycyclic groups
The purpose of this section is to prove the following result:

THEOREM 5.5.1. There exist polycyclic groups T' and A which are co-compact lat-
tices in the same Lie group, such that T satisfies by (T')=vb1(I')=3 and has property Hr,
while A satisfies b1(A)=vb;(A)=1 and does not have property Hr or Hr (but only Hrp).
Moreover, such examples exist with T'’s having arbitrarily large b;.
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AsT and A are in particular quasi-isometric, this highlights the following phenomena,
complementing various results proved earlier for the class of amenable groups:

(1) Unlike property Hrp, property Hf is not a q.i. invariant;

(2) Even among groups with finite vb;, this quantity is not a g.i. invariant (compare
with the remark preceding Theorem 1.2 in the case of infinite vb,);

(3) Even if the group I" has (the strongest) property Hr and large b, (as one wishes),
no better lower estimate on vb; of groups q.i. to it may be obtained in general, other
than its positivity;

(4) Unlike nilpotent groups, there exist polycyclic groups without property Hp.

We begin the discussion by describing a general method to construct polycyclic
groups without property Hy, which will then be used in our concrete examples.

Consider a ring of integers O of a number field K, and a field embedding 7: K —»C.
Assume that there exists an element p€ O which satisfies |7(¢)|=1, and is not a root of 1.
We have O=Z as an abelian additive group, and define A=Zx 0, where a generator
of Z acts on O via multiplication by . Then A is a polycyclic group, and 7 defines a
natural homomorphism of it into S'xC with an infinite character x as its linear part.
This gives a non-zero class in H!(A, x) (§2.4.5), so A does not have property Hp.

We therefore proceed to find such O and p. It is easy to see that in extension
degrees 2 and 3, any algebraic integer p of absolute value 1 has to be a root of 1. It is
in degree 4 that we will find (and in fact classify) our examples. Suppose that f(z)=
z*—az?+bx?® —cr+d is the minimal polynomial of . over Q, having integral coefficients
(recall that p is an algebraic integer, not a root of 1, with |u|=1). Because =" is also
a root of f, u is a root of z*f(x~'), which (using minimality of f) must then be equal
to f. Hence we can write f(z)=x*—az®+bz?—az+1. As the product of all roots is 1,
if the other two roots of f are not real then they are complex conjugates whose product
is 1, so all roots would have modulus 1. However, as is well known, an algebraic unit all
of whose Galois conjugates have modulus 1 must be a root of 1. Therefore the other two
roots of f must be real. Conversely, if we find an irreducible polynomial f of the above
form, then its roots come as two reciprocal pairs. If furthermore it has exactly two real
and two complex roots, then the reciprocal of one complex root is its complex conjugate,
hence it is of modulus 1, and the fact that the other two are real ensures that it is not a
root of 1, as required.

We are thus reduced to finding an integral polynomial of the form f(z)=z*—az3+
bx? —az+1 which is irreducible and has two real and two complex roots. For this purpose,
observe that if x is a root of f as above, then y=2-+z"! is a root of h(y)=y? —ay+b—2.
It is easy to see that the fact that h has one real root with |y;|>2, and another with
ly21<2, is equivalent to the requirement that f above has two real and two complex roots
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(if all four roots were real (resp. non-real) then we would have |y;|>2 (resp. |y;|<2) for
both y;). Furthermore, once we have f of the above form with two real and two complex
roots, it fails to be irreducible only if it has a quadratic factor whose roots are the two
complex roots of f, and therefore they are roots of 1. In that case a root y of h must be
an integer, which together with the condition |y| <2 leaves only the possibilities y=0, £1.
Consequently, adding the condition on h of non-vanishing at these three values to the
previous one gives a set of conditions on the coefficients ¢ and b in f which forms a
complete description of all the degree-4 polynomials satisfying the properties required
for our construction.

To write explicit examples, we note that as it will turn out shortly, we shall need
the real roots of f to be positive. This is guaranteed by the conditions a>0 and b—2>0
(which imply that h has positive roots). In this case, the condition on the two roots
y1 and ys of h lying at different sides of 2 is equivalent to the condition h(2)<0, i.e.
(i) b<2a—2. For the irreducibility of f it only remains to verify that h(1)#0, i.e.
(ii) a#b—1. Subsequently, these two latter conditions, together with the third condi-

4_az3+bz?—ar+1 to satisfy

tion (iii) a>0 and b—2>0, force the polynomial f(z)=x

all the required properties. For instance, taking any integers a=b>2 guarantees all of

(i), (i) and (iii), so f(z)=z*—az3+az®—az+1 (a>2) has a root p as required.
Continuing the proof of Theorem 5.5.1, fix once and for all a polynomial f as above,

1 and its real (positive) roots by @ and a~1.

and denote its complex roots by u and g~
Denote by A=Zx O the corresponding group which we know not to possess property Hp,
as explained in the first paragraph of the proof. Let BeSL4(Z) be a matrix whose
characteristic polynomial is f. Then AXZxZ* where Z acts through multiplication
by powers of B. We may embed A naturally as a co-compact lattice in the connected
polycyclic Lie group H=A,xR*, where A, is a 1-parameter subgroup such that A;—;
is conjugate to B. Indeed, we may take A; so that A;—; is a block matrix having the
diagonal matrix with @ and a~! in its upper left 2x2-corner, and a rotation matrix

1 in the lower right 2 x 2-corner.

whose eigenvalues are p and p~

To construct the second group I" we climb one dimension higher, to a 6-dimensional
(unimodular) Lie group G in which H is embedded co-compactly. Thus A will also be
co-compact in G. The group G is a semi-direct product (S!xR)xR* (S'=R/Z), where
S'xR acts through a homomorphism 7: §'x R—SL4(R) defined by letting R act as
in the group H above through A;, and S! act through the (commuting!) 4x4-block
matrices which are the identity in the upper left 2 x 2-corner, and rotation in the lower
right 2x2-corner (in fact, G is isomorphic to SOLV xSO(2)xR?). Now, in G we can
find another 5-dimensional co-compact subgroup H’ isomorphic to RxR*, where this

time R acts through multiplication by the positive diagonal matrices in SL4(R) having
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1 in the third and fourth diagonal entries. In fact, H'=SOLV xR?, and if I' is the
product of some co-compact lattice in SOLV with Z2, then I" has property Hr (e.g. by
using Corollary 5.1.3 and the fact that the lattices of SOLV have this property—see the
discussion preceding Corollary 5.2.8). Thus both T’ and A are co-compact lattices in G,
and an easy computation of the abelianizations verifies the properties claimed at the first
part of the theorem.

To see that one can have similar constructions with I' having arbitrary large b;
and A having vb; =1, one can use the same technique, but letting G=(S1xR)x (R*)"
for any n, where S'x R acts through the homomorphism ¥: S*xR—SLy4, (R), which is
taken as the previous % on each one of the n copies of SLy4(R) along the main diagonal.
Here we get b1 (A)=vb1(A)=1 and b, (T")=vb (I'})=2n+1. O

6. Some further results, remarks and related questions
6.1. UEs and lattices in semisimple groups

It is natural to expect that Theorem 1.5 should hold for all (not necessarily amenable)
finitely generated groups. Some supporting evidence is supplied by the fact (interesting
in itself) that it does hold for every arithmetic Chevalley group, such as SL,,(Z); more
precisely, for every group commensurable to G(Z), where G is a simple algebraic group
defined and split over Q. This follows immediately from Theorem 1.5 and the fact that
these groups contain nilpotent (and hence amenable) subgroups of equal cohomological
dimension. The latter, in turn, follows from a result of Borel and Serre [12]: For any G as
above (but without any assumption on its Q-rank), cdq(G(Z)) differs from the dimension
of the symmetric space associated with G=G(R) by the Q-rank of G. Calculating
dimensions in the Iwasawa decomposition G=KAN, it is now easy to see that in our
case cdq(G(Z))=dim N, so it only remains to use the fact that one can choose N that
intersects G(Z) with a co-compact lattice of N. In a similar spirit, one can deduce from
Theorem 1.5 other related results which are not special to the amenable setting, e.g., if
a product of n infinite groups uniformly embeds in a group I, then cdg I'>n.

In fact, the framework of non-uniform lattices suggests further intriguing questions:
Given a simple Lie group G and two lattices I' and A<, when does I" uniformly embed
in A? If one of the lattices, say I', is uniform, then a complete answer is available: Every
discrete subgroup of G uniformly embeds in I, and the only discrete subgroups of G
in which I" uniformly embeds are themselves uniform lattices (in which case a UE must
be a quasi-isometry—see §6.2 below). We believe that the hierarchy for non-uniform
lattices should be determined according to their Q-rank: If I' uniformly embeds in A
then Q-rank I'>Q-rank A, with equality only when they are commensurable. It would
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be especially interesting to show the converse, namely, that a UE does exist when there is
a strict inequality between the Q-ranks (in the right direction). The first, yet challenging,
case to understand here is when G=SL,(C) (for these purposes, in the rank-1 case regard
all non-uniform lattices as having Q-rank 1).

Finally, for a discrete group I, call the maximal integer n such that Z™ uniformly
embeds in T" the Fuclidean degree of T, denoted d(I'). By Theorem 1.5, if I has finite
Q-cohomological dimension, then d(I')<oo. (Is the converse true?) Notice that, unlike
with quasi-isometric embeddings, this invariant is interesting also for hyperbolic groups.
For example, if I' is the fundamental group of a closed hyperbolic n-manifold, then
d(I')=n—-1 (d(I')S<n—1 because a uniform embedding of Z™ into I' must be a quasi-
isometry using §6.2 below, and d(I') 2n—1 using horosphere embeddings in the universal
covering). Similarly, the Euclidean degree of non-uniform lattices in SO(n,1) is n—1
(note that here the general upper bound cdq is attained). What about lattices in the
other rank-1 Lie groups? What can be said about the Euclidean degree of other sym-
metric spaces (and, what may turn out to be closely related, of nilpotent groups)?

6.2. UE equivalence and UE rigidity

One can weaken the notion of q.i. of groups I and A, by calling them UE equivalent if each
one uniformly embeds in the other. Equivalently, every group which uniformly embeds
in one, does so in the other. What properties are UE equivalence invariants? From
some point of view UE equivalence seems rather weak; for example, if each of the groups
embeds as a subgroup of the other, then the groups are UE equivalent, an information
which does not seem too strong geometrically. However, for many classes of groups it
is as rigid as the usual notion of quasi-isometry: Whenever any self-UE of T is a quasi-
isometry, in which case we call T' UFE rigid, any group UE equivalent to I' is q.i. to it. Any
group I' which admits a continuous proper co-compact action on R" is UE rigid. More
generally, if A and I" admit proper co-compact actions on R™ and R™, respectively, and
A uniformly embeds in T', then m<n, and in case of equality the uniform embedding must
be a q.i. This can easily be seen by extending the uniform embedding to a continuous
proper map of the Euclidean spaces, and using the following well-known application of the
Borsuk-Ulam theorem: Any continuous proper map of R into itself is onto (cf. [11] and
the recent [35] for further related results, using heavier technology). Thus, polycyclic (in
particular nilpotent) groups on one hand, and uniform lattices in semisimple Lie groups
on the other, are UE rigid, and this also shows that if one of these groups I' admits a UE
¢ into some discrete subgroup A of the same ambient Lie group where it is embedded
co-compactly, then A must also be such a lattice and ¢ a quasi-isometry. Thus, being
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virtually abelian or virtually nilpotent is a UE equivalence invariant. Are non-uniform
lattices (excluding free groups) also UE rigid? (Can the recent [7] and [8] be relevant
for such questions?) What about uniform lattices in semisimple algebraic groups over
p-adic fields? To avoid hasty conjectures notice that in the positive characteristic case,
uniform lattices are not UE rigid (even in higher rank), as they admit a self-embedding
with infinite index image, induced by the local field embedding F((t2))— F((t)). It is
not clear, however, if there is a group UE equivalent to such a lattice which is not q.i.
to it.

6.3. Uniform embeddings and growth of groups

It is easy to see that if A uniformly embeds in T" then the growth of I' dominates that of A.
Thus, every group which uniformly embeds in Z¢ (equivalently, in a finite-dimensional
Euclidean space) must have polynomial growth. It is a highly non-trivial fact that the
converse is also true, a result which follows from Assouad’s “doubling theorem” [1] (we
thank Mario Bonk and Bruce Kleiner for the information concerning Assouad’s result).
Although just knowing that the growth is polynomial is not a priori enough to deduce
that a space is doubling (while bounding it between some c¢;n? and cyn? is enough),
a modification of Assouad’s theorem, together with passing to a “regular” subsequence
of balls in the Cayley graph, shows that one can deduce in this way directly from Theo-
rem 1.5 that groups with polynomial growth have finite Q-cohomological dimension (at
any rate, everything follows of course from Gromov’s theorem).

Just like admitting a uniform embedding in Z¢ characterizes polynomial growth, we
conjecture that in the other extreme, a group has exponential growth if and only if a
non-abelian free group uniformly embeds in it (as before, one direction is obvious). That
non-amenable groups always receive a uniform embedding of a free group follows easily
from the main result of [3], so the issue here is the case of amenable groups. In fact,
every group containing a free subsemigroup receives a UE of a non-abelian free group,
and hence by [15] the conjecture holds in the class of all elementary amenable groups.
Besides being natural in its own right, our interest in this question is motivated by the
following result:

THEOREM 6.3.1. For q discrete group G, consider the following properties:

(1) G has subezponential growth (locally, if G is not finitely generated).

(2) G has the following translation property: For every non-negative, non-zero,
bounded real function 0< f: G—R, for all n and elements ¢1, ..., 9o €G, if the real linear
combination of translations of f, 5.

1=

1 6i(f°g:), is a non-negative function on G, then
necessarily Y v ; a; =0.
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(3) For every continuous G-action on a locally compact space X admitting some
compact subset KCX with X=G-K, there is a o-finite G-invariant (Radon) measure
on X.

(4) There is no uniform embedding of a non-abelian free group in G.

Then (1) = (2) = (3) = (4).

The implication (1) = (2) follows from [47]. We we will not prove here the other
two, but only remark that all the four conditions imply amenability of G. Notice that
(3) is obviously a strengthening of the invariant measure property for amenable group
actions on compact spaces, as one can take K=X when X is compact; the az+b group
(or any dense subgroup of it) acting on the line is an example where it is not satisfied. We
do not know how to reverse any of the implications above, but the remaining (4) = (1),
conjectured above, would close the circle (1)—(4).

6.4. Some natural extensions

We believe that Theorem 1.5 should hold also for homological dimension instead of
cohomological dimension. This would improve, for example, Theorem 1.6 to the expected
inequality hA<hL in all cases, and remove the assumptions on I' in Theorem 1.8. It
would also give significant information concerning groups q.i. to the lamplighter group,
as the latter has Q-homological dimension 1. Since we proved that any group q.i. to
the lamplighter group has a finite index subgroup which surjects onto Z, together with
a homological dimension argument one might be able to show that the kernel of this
surjection must be a locally finite group (these are exactly the groups of Q-homological
dimension 0), which we conjecture to be the case. The homological dimension argument
predicts that there is no uniform embedding of Z? into the lamplighter group, a result
which was indeed verified by Benjamini and Schramm (private communication), via a
study of the following notion, interesting in itself, which weakens that of a uniform
embedding: A map f: A—T between finitely generated groups is a quasimonomorphism
if it is a Lipschitz map, and it satisfies #{f ()} <C for some global C <co and all y€T'.
Benjamini and Schramm showed that Z? does not admit a quasimonomorphism into the
lamplighter group, nor to a tree. Do quasimonomorphisms also “respect” cohomological
dimension as in Theorem 1.57

Finally, since uniform embeddings are defined equally well for non-finitely generated
groups, and enable one to define a quasi-isometry in this case as well, it may be of interest
to look more closely at some examples. Are two infinite direct sums of finite cyclic p-
groups q.1. exactly when they are commensurable? This may be helpful in deciding for
which finite groups F and F’ the lamplighter groups L(F) and L(F’) are quasi-isometric
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(compare with [33, IV, Item 44]). Note that when |F|<oo and |F'|=00 the two groups
are not q.i. by Theorem 1.5 (this follows also from recent results of Erschler [20]).

6.5. More on properties Hr, Hr and Hgp

We believe that Theorem 4.2.1(3) should be strengthened to characterizing property
Hpp by having only finitely many irreducible unitary representations with H#0 (all
being finite-dimensional). Similarly, we conjecture that the condition on the virtual first
Betti number in Proposition 4.2.4 (2) is redundant, namely, that any finitely generated
amenable group with property Hp should contain a finite index subgroup with prop-
erty Hr. Both results would follow from the following plausible dichotomy: A finitely
generated group has either finitely many, or uncountably many, irreducible unitary rep-
resentations with H'#£0. It is natural also to ask whether property Hgp may be charac-
terized by the non-existence of an irreducible infinite-dimensional unitary representation
with H'#0. A possible counterexample would be the group Z?Z (which does not have
Hpp—see §5.4). Proving that this group has no such representation is of independent
interest, and would seem to require fundamentally new techniques.

Although we mostly concentrated on first cohomology, one may define and study
properties analogous to Hr, Hr and Hgp for any cohomology degree (as was done in
§4.1 for nilpotent groups). A proof similar to that of Theorem 1.10 shows that the
latter is again a q.i. invariant in the class of amenable groups, so a further study of
these generalized properties would also be applicable to geometric group theory. In fact,
one need not insist on reduced cohomology, and define in a similar way “spectral” q.i.
invariants based on ordinary cohomology, such as the vanishing or non-vanishing of H™
with coefficients in some weakly mixing, mixing (see below) or the regular representation
(in the case of measure equivalence, this approach leads to new results when bounded
cohomology is used [41]). Another intriguing question is to find an amenable group I’
having a mizing representation 7 (i.e. all matrix coefficients decay to 0 at infinity), with
H™(T, m)#0. The existence of such a representation can be shown to be a q.i. invariant
in the class of amenable groups (for any fixed value of n separately), and in the case
n=1 it stands in sharp contrast to property Hrp. As an application to geometric group
theory, one can show that if an amenable group I' admits such a representation 7 (for
some n), then any group q.i. to it must have finite center.

Finally, in contrast to the amenable case, non-amenable groups satisfying property
Hpp seem to be quite rare. However, groups with property (T) do have, by definition,
property Hpp. It is well known by now that property (T) is not a q.i. invariant. Is it
possible that one can extend Theorem 1.10 to all (not only amenable) groups, so that it is
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the weaker property Hrp which is respected by the geometry of groups? Interestingly, the
known non-Kazhdan groups which are q.i. to Kazhdan groups do satisfy property Hrp.
Even knowing whether this latter fact holds in general would seem to require some new
insight. Finding examples of non-amenable groups having property Hrp, which are not
based on property (T), would also be of interest.

6.6. Property Hrp and solvable groups

Various families of solvable groups having, and not having property Hrp were shown.
The following conjecture would provide a uniform explanation:

CONIJECTURE. A finitely generated solvable group has property Hpp if and only if
it has finite Hirsch number.

The more interesting part in terms of applications to geometric group theory
(through Theorem 1.11), i.e. the “if” part, seems particularly difficult at this level of
generality. Even for polycyclic groups, we know how to establish property Hrp using
only the (non-trivial) fact that they virtually embed as lattices in connected solvable Lie
groups (and from there a long way is still to go). Providing a proof without using this
fact would be a challenge worth taking, which could be a first step to an understanding of
the general phenomenon. In fact, the above conjecture can be seen as a special case of a
significantly more far-reaching speculation: Is it true that a finitely generated amenable
group has property Hpp if and only if it has finite Q-cohomological dimension? As two
initial concrete test cases which should be more tractable, one may try to prove that if T’
is locally finite by Z then I" has property Hr (generalizing the lamplighter group in The-
orem 5.2.1), and that for any two infinite finitely generated amenable groups G and H,
the wreath product G H never has property Hrp (compare with Theorem 5.4.1 above).
Another concrete related question is to decide whether for a finite group F', the wreath
product Z2) F has property Hy. Such groups seem considerably more complicated than
Z F in their algebraic structure.

6.7. Property Hrp and Gromov’s polynomial growth theorem

In this last subsection we suggest a new strategy to proving one of the outstanding results
of geometric group theory—Gromov’s polynomial growth theorem [30]. This approach
has the advantage of avoiding completely the solution to Hilbert’s fifth problem [42], and
is based on the ideas developed here; more precisely, on the following two results:

THEOREM 6.7.1. A finitely generated group of polynomial growth has property Hpp.
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THEOREM 6.7.2. The above theorem implies Gromov’s polynomial growth theorem.

Proof of Theorem 6.7.2. The proof goes by induction on the degree d of the poly-
nomial growth (using an idea of Tits in his note [52] appended to Gromov’s paper). The
point is that in order to prove Gromov’s theorem by induction, it is enough to show that
every group G of polynomial growth has a finite index subgroup with infinite abelian-
ization. By subexponential growth the kernel of the abelianization can be shown to be
finitely generated ([40]), thus of polynomial growth degree <d—1. Hence one can argue
by induction to show that every such G is virtually polycyclic. Wolf’s classical theo-
rem [54], together with polynomial growth, then finish the proof. The key ingredient of
the argument, being that G indeed virtually has infinite abelianization, follows from its
amenability and property Hpp as in Theorem 1.11. To put matters in perspective, we
only remark that the point of property Hrp here is that an a priori infinite-dimensional
cohomological unitary representation, which exists for any finitely generated group G
without Kazhdan’s property by [50], must be finite-dimensional in this case, leading to
the required abelianization. It may be worth noting also that the proof of the latter
existence result in [50] involves a rescaling-limiting construction for isometric actions,
which appears also as a crucial ingredient in Gromov’s approach. We also remark that
very recently we were informed, first by Alain Valette, that for discrete groups a similar
and completely independent construction of this type appeared also in {36]. In [50], the
fact that the spaces are Hilbert enables one to use negative definite functions to produce
a rather elegant construction. O

We are therefore left with the proof of Theorem 6.7.1, observing first that this result
follows from Gromov’s theorem, since we established it for (virtually) nilpotent groups
(see Corollary 5.1.3 and Lemma 4.2.2). Thus, if one could prove Theorem 6.7.1 without
appealing to Gromov’s result, we would be done. Our purpose henceforth is to show that
there is reasonable hope and a natural approach to doing so, which reduces to a certain
conjectural mean ergodic theorem (for groups of polynomial growth). In the case G=2,
this is no more than von Neumann’s classical mean ergodic theorem.

Let G be of polynomial growth. To establish property Hrp one needs, by Defi-
nition 2.4.3 and Lemma 2.4.4, to study affine isometric G-actions without almost fixed
points. For amenable G, given a G-action on a Hilbert space V, there is a natural “candi-
date” for a sequence of almost fixed points, namely, the sequence obtained by averaging
over Folner subsets. However, this is too naive in general, as the action is only affine
and not necessarily linear. Thus, if we normalize things so that a generating set SCG
translates a base point v9€V up to a maximum distance 1, then elements in the sphere
of radius n of G (denoted S,,) may shift vy up to distance n (this is exactly the case for
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the natural Z%-translation action on the Euclidean space R¢, which indeed has no almost
fixed points). ,

Yet, for groups of polynomial growth, (at least some of) the balls, denoted B, are
much “better” Folner sets:

LEMMA 6.7.3. For G of polynomial growth there exists a constant C, and an infinite
/|Bn |<C/ni.

sequence of integers n;—00, so that |Sp,

Indeed, an elementary argument shows that otherwise we get for every C and all m
large enough, |B,,|>[In-,(1+C/n)>m"~}, contradicting polynomial growth.

Now, given an isometric G-action on V, fix for convenience the origin vo=0€V as
a base point, and define

1
Up = |BT|' Z guo. (17)
gEBn

CONJECTURE. If the linear part © of the isometric action does not contain a finite-
dimensional invariant subspace (namely, it is weakly mizring), then, after passing to a
subsequence, v, is a sequence of almost fized points: ||gv, —v,||—0 for all g€S.

As the conjecture clearly implies Theorem 6.7.1 above, we next concentrate on it.
For a general amenable group, it is not even true that ||gv, —v,|| should be bounded
over n when g&S. A first positive indication in our case comes from the fact that
|gvn, —vn, || <C for all g€ S, which can be deduced directly from Lemma 6.7.3. To better
appreciate the nature of this conjecture, it is illuminating to first analyze the case G=2Z,
with the standard generators S=-1. If the generator 1 acts through the affine operator
gu=Tyu+w, with Ty unitary and weV, then substituting in (17) gives

gvn—vn:%H(Tg‘w+...+T0w+w+T0_1w+...+T0“"w). (18)
By von Neumann’s mean ergodic theorem, the norm of the expression in (18) goes to zero,
unless Ty has a non-zero invariant vector. Therefore, we have just re-proved that Z has
property Hr! For general G, applying the 1-cocycle identity (§2.4) again transforms the
expression ||gv, —v,||, similarly to (18), into an average over the balls B, of the unitary
part 7, and Lemma 6.7.3 shows that the number of summands in this expression is of
the “right magnitude” O(|By|). One is left to show that under a weak mixing hypothesis
on 7, this average goes to 0. Note that it is a common phenomenon in ergodic theory
that weak mixing implies good averaging properties, typically by guaranteeing that the
product (representation or) action be ergodic as well (cf. [5] for one example).
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